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Questions.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

THURSDAY, 16 DECEMBER, 1915.

The Speaxer (Hon. W. MgCormack, Cairns)
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

QUESTIONS.
SupPLY OF BRISKET BEEF.

Mr. BEEBINGTON (Drayton) asked the
Secretary for Public Lands—

*“(Can he inform country agents, who
are nct butchers, where a supply of
brisket beef can be obtained ?”

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
{Hon. J. M. Hunter, Maranoa) replied—

* Townsville. I presume fresh brisket

beef can be obtained from any butcher.”

STATE SAWMILL AND WAGES BoARD RATES.

Mr. VOWLES (Daldy) asked the Secre- -

tary for Public Works—

1. Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to debit all charges directly or
indirectly connected with the working
of the State sawmill and its branches to
the venture?

‘2. Do the Government now pay wages
board rates at their recently acquired
sawmill and timber-yard?

“3. If not, is it proposed to pay wages
board rates; and if not, why not?”

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
{Hon. E. G. Theodore, Chillagoe) replied—
“This question should have been
addressed to the Secretary for Public
Lands. Answers are—
“1 and 2. Yes.
“3. See answer to 1 and 2.7
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PROTEST AGAINST CIOVERNMENT'S LEGIS-
LATION.

Mr. McPHAIL (Windsor) asked the Chief
Secretary—

“1. Has his attention been called to
a meeting of merchants and others, held
on Tuesday last in the Courier Build-
ings, to protest against the advanced
democratic legislation which has been
passed this session, at which Mr. Camp-
bell, a member of the firm of James
Campbell and Sons, is stated to have said
that he had told bis men who had been
thrown out of work that they only had
the Labour Government to blame for it?

“2. If so, will he take steps to pre-
vent this gentleman from intimidating
his workers and practising victimisa-
tion?”

The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,
Chillagoe), on behalf of the Chief Secretary,
replied—

“1. Yes.

¢“2. The matter will be carefully con-
sidered.”

INCREASES IN RAILwWAY DEPARTMENT.

Mr. H. L. HARTLEY (Fitzroy), on behalf
of Mr. Kirwan, asked the Seccretary for
Railways—

“1, What increases, if any, are being
paid to temporary labourers in the
various branches of the department?

“2 From what date are these in-
creases payable?

“3 What arrangements have been
made so that the railway employees

may receive their increases, when the
Estimates are passed, in time for Christ-
mas 7"’

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS

(Hon. J. Adamson, Rockhampton) replied—

“ 1. Temporary labourers will receive

the same rate of pay as permanent la-

bourers. The rate in the new classifica-
tion is 8s. 9d. per day.

“2, From lst July, 1915, if they have
been on since then; if not, from the
date they were appointed.

¢ 3, Instructions have been issued to
all heads of branches, and every effort
will be made by the Accounts Branch
to pay the men before Christmas, pro-
vided the Estimates are passed in time,”

Coxpirioxs of RAILway SERVICE.

Mr. H. L. HARTLEY, on behalf of Mr.
Kirwan, asked the Secretary for Railways—
“1. Provided a man who has worked
for a number of wears on railway con-
struction works, having passed the neces-
sary examination, is appointed a lengths-
man, does the time he worked on con-
struction work count as continuous ser-
vice ?
9, What conditions govern his annual
holidays, and under what regulations
are they dealt with?”

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYSR
replied—
¢ 1. No.
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“2. The conditions are that an em-
ployee must work twelve months before
he is entitled to annual leave, which is
eight working days, including public
holidays. After serving six years he is
entitled to an additional day’s leave for
cach year of service over six years—
clause 22, subsection 3, staff regula-
tions.”

PAPER.
The following paper. laid on the table,
was ordered to be printed:—
Return to an Order relative to wheat
imported from beyond Australia,
made by the House, on motion of

er.‘ Morgan, on the 3rd November
ast.

RAILWAY FREIGHTS ON GOODS.
On the motion of Mr. McPHAIL (Wind.
sor), it was formally resolved—
“That there be laid on the table of
the House a return showing—
1. The ordinary freight on goods
prior to June, 1915, and the localities.
2. The special freight on same
goods, and same localities.
3. Description of goods.
4. The names of the principals or
agents of the firms concerned directly
or indirectly to such special rates.”

NEW STANDING ORDERS.

CONSIDERATION IN COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Coyne, Warrego, in the chair.)

On Standing Order 6 (a)—* Election of
Speaker 7’—

The TREASURER moved that Standing
Order 6 (o) be amended by the addition of
the words © Any member may decline to
accept nomination” after subsection (1).

Question put and passed

New Standing Order—

The TREASURER moved that the fol-
lowing Standing Order be added after Stand-
ing Order No. 280:—

*“ (1) When a Bill has been initiated in
the Legislative Assembly, and has passed
any or all of its stages in that House,
but has not been transmitted to the Legis-
lative Council, and its further course
has been interrupted by prorogation of
Parliament, the consideration of such
Bill, with such amendments (if any) as
may have been made therein, may on
motion after notice be resumed In a

subsequent session of the same Parlia- -

ment at the point it had reached in the
previous session, and thereafter be pro-
ceeded with as if no prorogation had
taken place.

“(2) When a Bill has been passed by
the Legislative Assembly, and trans.
mitted to the Legislative Council, and
not returned to the Legislative Assembly
owing to prorogation of Parliament, the
same Bill may be introduced into the
Legislative Assembly, on motion after
notice, in_a subsequent session of the
same Parliament and passed through all
its stages, without amendment or de-
bate, and sent to the Legislative Coun-
cil for their conecurrence, notwithstand-
ing anything to the contrary in these
Standing Orders contained.

“(3) This Sta..ndinﬁ Order shall not
apply to any Bill which has been dealt

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.
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with by both Houses but has not been:
finally passed owing to disagreement om
any amendment or amendments sug-
gested by either House.”

‘“ Note.—If any Bill is of such a nature:
as to require a recommendation from the
Crown, it cannot be proceeded with
under this Standing Order unless a fresh
recommendation from the Crown has
been received.”

Mr. MACARTNEY : What is the reason for it?

The TREASURER : The intention was to
follow the practice followed in other Par-
liaments of allowing Bills to be taken up
again in a succeeding session at the point
where they had been dropped in the pre-
ceding session. It might happen that Rills
might not be returned from the Council at
the prorogation of Parliament, and they
could be taken up in the following session
and passed without amendment or debate. It
was intended to apply to measures of no
great consequence. In the present session
1t was likely to apply to such a Bill as the
Townsville Harbour Board Acts Amendment
Bill. It would save time in a subsequent
session if the Bill could be taken up at the
point where it was dropped.

Hon. J. ToLMIE: Are there any other Bills
on the paper that it might apply to?

The TREASURER : It was possible that
it would apply to others on the list. It was
very_ hard to say, as that was only his
opinion. They did not know what might
happen to the Patriotic Funds Administra-
tion Bill. It was only a small measure.
The idea was to take up Bills at the point
where they had been dropped in the previ-
ous session. Of course, if there was any
measure containing any vital principles, no
Government would attempt to take advan-
tage of the Standing Order without going
through the usual course of initiating the
measures in Committee. In the case of Bills
requiring appropriation, it would still be
necessary to get an appropriation from the
Governor.

Mr. MACARTNEY (Zoowong) presumed
this Standing Order was being adopted at
this particular stage of the session when
the » Government was anxious to clear up
business by reason of the fact that a num-
ber of measures were on the paper having
proceeded to a certain stage. He took 1t
that that was the only reason for the in-
troduction of the amendment at the present
moment. There should be some convenience
generally speaking, in the passing of a
Standing Order dealing with RBills, perhaps,
lengthy measures, dealing with big questions
which might be left unfinished at the end
of the session. A% the present moment it
did not appear to him that there were on
the paper any such measures. In any event
the session they had just gone through had
been an absolutely abnormal one from the
point of view of the legislation introduced,
the manner of its introduction, and the man-
ner in which it had been put through. He did
not know in the history of the Queensland
Parliament that so much legislation had
ever been introduced by a Government, at
any rate enjoying its privileges for the first
time. He thought that hon. members
would generally admit that the legislation
which had been introduced had not received
that mature consideration from the Assembly
which the importance of it demanded, in
many instances, at any rate. He thought
it was unwise to introduce an amendment
of this character at the present time, seeing
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that it could only affect three measures—the
Patriotic Funds Administration Bill, the
Townsville Harbour Board Acts Amend-
ment Bill, and the Gas Bill—the latter of
which, important as it might be, and how-
ever difficult it might be, was, he under-
stood, only & short one. He really failed
to see the necessity for the introduction of
this amendment of the Standing Orders. As
things had been this session, he thought it
would be a distinct advantage to have the
opportunity of rediscussing measures which
might be left over to a subsequent session.
He thought that the legislation this session
had received more consideration in another
place than it had received here. At any rate,
stated shortly, those were his opinions to
the amendment of the Standing Orders, and,
personally, if a division was called for, he
proposed to vote against it.
Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The CHATRMAN re-
ported that the Committee had come to a
resolution, and the report was received.
LONGREACH TO WINTON RAILWAY

EXTENSION.
ApprOVAL OF Pran, Erc.—PROPOSAL
INTO COMMITTEE.

TO GO

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. Adamson, Rockhampton): Mr.
Speaker,—I move you do now leave the

chair and that the House resolve itself into
a Committee of the Whole to consider the
following resolutions:—
“1. That the House approves of the
plan, section, and book of reference of

the p10p0=ed railway extension from
Longreach to Winton, in length 109 miles
42 chains,

¢“2. That the plan, section, and book of
reference be foriwearded to the Legisla-
tive Council for their apploval by
message in the usual form.’

Hoy. J. TOLMIE: Before the ITouse goes
into Committee for the consideration in de-
tail of this railway, I would like to say that
there is very strong objection by members on
this side to the railways being brought down
at such a late hour in the session. FWe have
noticed in the public Press for several days
that it is the desire of the Premier that the
session should come to an end tc-morrow,
but in addition to the business already on the
paper we are now saddled with railway pro-
posals which may provoke a considerable
amount of discussion. Railways are always
treated by this side on their merits, and, if
it is thought desirable that they should be
built, they are built irrespective of where
they run. We have no objection to railways
being built, but I certainly think that the
Minister has treated us with scant courtesy
on this occesion. I must in all fairness to
the hon. gentleman say that that is not his
usual practice, but to come down and put
four railway proposals on the table as was
done yesterday, eand say that we should go
into their censideration to-day, after a long
sitting last night, and when we have had no
opportunity of going into and fully investi-
gating the reports submitted, is certainly
aszking a very great deal from hon. members.
If the Minister had postponed them till next
week e would not have been able to raise
the objection that is being raised now, and
rightly raised. I think it is only right that
we should teke this objection while the
Speaker is in the chair to point out the
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difficulty under which this side is labouring.
I am afraid that members opposite, and on
the front Treasury bench, have got into the
habit of looking at things from one point of
view only, and that is their own point of
view. We know from experience that all
propositions of this kind have been
thorcughly discussed, and members on the
other side are thoroughly conversant with
the whole of the contents of these books and
plans. but hon. members on this side know
nothing of them. Ag @ matter of fact, the
only thing that we do know in connection
with them is that not one of these railways
are likely to touch an electorate represented
by a Liberal—by a member on this side of
the Chamber. I ask if the Liberal party
cver dealt with things in that way. 1 say
not at all. When we brought down reilway
proposals we did nct confine them to Liberal
constituencies.

The SPEAKER: Order ! The hon. mem-
ber is out of order in discussing whether
various railways should be introduced. The
question is that I leave the chair.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: The question is that
you do now leave the chair for the purpose
of considering the railway proposals which
have been brought down. I maintain that T
am in order in discussing the way in which
the reilway proposals have been brought
before the House.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member is in
order in discussing that, but he is not in
order in discussing the -guestion as to whether
Liberal or TLabour electorates should have
railways.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: I regret that I cannot
agree with you in the position that you take
up in regard to that matter, because I must
point out that we are being badly treated
in regard to these proposals.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member will
have an opportunity of putting forward that
view of the matter in Committee.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: I maintain thet it is
my business to put it forward when the
Speaker is in the chair, because when we get:
intc Committee, as you are well aware, Mr.
Speaker, we can only discuss the partlcular
railway which is before us. e have now
before us the whoie railway pohcv of the
Government, and you want to restrict discus-
sion simply to the one railway which has
been moved, but if that ruling were main-
tained, how could there be a free discussion
in connection with the railway policy of the
Government?

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must surely know that he is not in order
in discussing the Government policy of rail-
way Con~t1u0t10n on this motion.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: This is the only time
we can discuss the Government policy in
relation to railways. What other oppor tunity
has there been given to us?

The TrResSURER: The Address in Reply.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: Not at all. The
Address in Reply is not the time to discuss
them. The time to discuss them is when
railways are brought before the Chamber,
and the Speaker is desiring to narrow us
down to the discussion of a single railway
that is brought before this Chamber. If
that be so, then there is no business in that
at all. We burke free speech in regard to
a matter of this kind.

Hon. J. Tolmie.]
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The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber knows quite well that he is not in order
in discussing the general railway policy of
the Government at this stage.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: I move the omission
of all the words after the word ‘° That,” with
the view of inserting “ the railway policy
of the Government is unsatisfactory to the
House.”” I am loath to move an amendment
of that sort, but still, at the same time, I
recognise that it is desirable that there should
be a discussion in regard to these railways.
We on this side of the House recognise that
there has not been a just distribution of
the railways so far as all portions of the
State are concerned. If wmou look at fhese
railways, you will find that they are all
railways running into electorates represented
by only one particular section of this House.

The TREASTRER: That is where to put
themn. Labour members represent all the
country districts.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: We wish ‘to express
our objection to the way in which these
railway proposals have been brought down
by the Minister for Railways. There are
quite a number of other districts which are
just as much entitled to consideration. I
do not want to decry the merits of any of
these railways, because I realise that some
of them are railways which have always
received the approval of members on this
side, and ought to be constructed in the
interests of the people of Queensland.

Mr. FoLEY: Why waste the time of the
House, then?

Hown. J. TOLMIE: Never mind. We are
discussing matters which are before the
House, and if the hon. member is not disposed
to listen in silence, as he ought to do, then
he ought, in fairness to other inembers of
the Chamber, to retire. There has not been
a fair distribution in the allocation of the
railways brought before this Chamber, and
that being so, I feel it necessary to express
disapproval of the policy of the Government

in regard to railways. If the

[4 p.m.] Government had dealt fairly with

the House in regard to this
mattsr, their railway policy would have been
enunciated weeks ago, and we would have
had the plans on the table of the House in
order that we might have an opportunity
of investigating the different proposals with
the view of ascertaining whether, in our
opinion at any rate, it was desirable that
those railways should be set aside. As a
matter of fact, we may come to the con-
clusion, after investigation, that it is desir-
able that all these railways should be passed,
but we have not had an opportunity of
studying the different propositions, and until
that opportunity is given to us we are justi-
fied in taking up the attitude we are taking
in the matter.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): I wish to second
the amendment moved by the leader of the
Opposition, and, in doing so, I wish to
enter my protest against bringing down
railway proposals at the very last moments
of the session. On turning up ““ Hansard,”
I find that a very vigorous protest has been
made year after year by men at present
occupying the Treasury benches against the
bringing down of railways within the last
week or two of the close of the session. Yet
we find that almost on the last day of the
session the Government have placed four
most important railway proposals upon the
table for members to consider and give an

[Hon. J. Tolmie.
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intelligent vote upon. It is not a fair thing
to bring down railway proposals two days
before the close of the session, simply because
a number of men wish to terminate the
session earlier than is warranted, as there
is some most important business yet to be
transacted. I also protest against bringing
down four railway proposals, no matter how
important they may be, while there are some
dozen railways already passed by the House,
and passed unanimously, which are not yet
constructed ; railways which were recognised
by every member at the time to be necessary.
I would also like to know from the Minister
this afternoon whether it is his intention to
commence the construction of any one of
these four railways before railways already
passed had been completed. I have two
important railways in my electorate which
have been passed, railways which are neces-
sary to save the land from becoming infested
with pear, and railways which would open
up a large area to closer settlement; railways
which the Government claimed should be
constructed for the purpose of settling people
on the land, and in only one instance is
there an amount placed on the Estimates in
connection with those lines, that is the Dalby
to Tara Railway, while the Miles to Taroom
Railway has been ignored. It is recognised
that thiat line would open up vast areas
on the Dawson, and it should be constructed
in order that people should be placed on the
land before the pear takes charge. Three
of the present proposals are purely political
railways and are being introduced in conse-
quence of promises made during the last
electicn campaign.

Mr. H. J. Ryan: Is the first one a political
railway ?

Mr. MORGAN: The first proposal is a
railway that I recognise is nececssary, but
it is not as urgent as many of the country
lines; not as urgent as the Dalby to Surat
Railway or the Juandah to Taroom Railway.
The railways now being introduced could
be done without, but at the present moment
there are hundreds of settlers who cannot
remain on the land if the other railways
remain unconstructed. At the very moment
the Government came into power, they com-
menced the construction of suburban railways
instead of building lines in the country for
closer settlement purposes. In order to
keep men employed in Brisbane they started
the Fnoggera to Terror’s Creek Railway, and
they also put men on the Rockhampton to
Alton Downs Railway even before a vote
was taken of the people, a thing that has
never been done before by any Government.
After the people recorded their votes, the
Minister went up in great haste, took the
people to task, and promised all sorts of
trouble to those who voted against that
railway. The people themselves said they
did not want the railway, and vet we find
that the railway is being constructed, while
in my electorate and in other electorates
people are absolutely dying for railways.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
you are not speaking the truth.

Mr. MORGAN: TIs it not a fact that the
Alton Downs Railway was turned down by
one vote? Can the Minister deny that?
Is 1t not a fact that men were working on
that railway before the result of the poll
was known?

The SECRETARY FOR Ratnways: You know
it needs a two-thirds majority before a rail-
way is turned down.

You know
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Mr. MORGAN: Why was it necessary for
the Minister to go_ practically post-haste to
Rockhampton in order to find out what could
be done, and why did the Minister take
the men off the railway immediately the vote
was recorded? First of all, the men were
put on the railway, a vote was taken, it was
turned down by one vote, and the men were
then taken off the 1a11way The Minister
cannot deny that. Now they are going on
with the railway, notwithstanding the fact
that a majority was against the construction
of that line. So far as political railways are
concerned, and political jobbery, the intro-
duction of these four railways absolutely
proves my contention in that direction.
There are enough railways passed already
to keep the present Government gomg with
all the loan money they are able to obtain
for the next two years without passing any
more railways, and it must be admitted that
every one of the twelve railways that have
already been passed and remain wuncon-
structed are railways that are necessary for
the development of Queensland. The Min-
ister is introducing those proposals in order
to placate present members, and in order
to show when the Liberal Government get
into power that they were started by a
Labour Ministry. I wish to enter my pro-
test in connection with these proposals. I
do not intend to vote against them. (Laugh-
ter.) It is not because I am afraid, but I
have never voted against a railway in this
House. I recognise the fact that all rail-
ways will some day be justified, if they are
not justified at the present moment. Rail-
ways are what we want. All the same, I wish

to protest, first of all, against the introduc-

tion of these railways at this late stage of
the session, and secondly, against the intro-
duction of these railways when there are so
many urgent and necessary railways already
passed and not yet constructed. I also wish
to protest against the party feeling displayed
by the Government in bringing down rail-
ways wholly and solely in constituencies re-
presented by Labour members.

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): On every occa-
sion when railways were brought forward
by past Governments the greatest protest
was entered by the Opposition owing to the
fact that the railways were introduced with-
out being accompanied by a report from a
works committee. On this occasion we have
the Labour Government bringing forward
railway proposals under the same obnoxious
conditions as they said existed under a
Liberal Government. We find the Labour
Government bringing forward practically
in the dying hours of the session railway
proposals without any report from a works
committee. We know that the Minister for
Railways and his colleagues have supported
and advocated in the country that no line
should be introdueed into Parliament without
an independent rcport from a works com-
mittee.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
that is not true.

You know

Mr. CORSER: We know very well that
it is true.
Mr. H. J. Rvan: You turned down the

works committee.

Mr. CORSER: We did not turn down the
works committee, I am sure that hon. mem-
bers on this side are quite agreeable to a
works committee, and, as ¢ Hansard”’ can
show, we supported the proposal. I am sorry
that the Government have not seen the
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advisableness of securing a report from a
works committee before introducing railways
similar to those before us at the present
time. I want to say, without indicating my
position in regard to any of the proposals,
that the Minister proposes to introduce cer-
tain lines into districts to tap country which
is proposed to be fed by other railways.
Whether he is right in doing so is not for me
to judge, but we do know that the Min-
ister, when member for Maryborough, advo-
cated a line from the Gayndah line out into
the Dawson Valley, and we know very well
that a railway proposal has been already
passed by this House into that country. We
know also that there has been considerable
trouble between Maryborough and Bunda-
berg as to which had the right to this coun-
try, and it was decided last session that
Bundaberg should also have access to it, and
that a line should be constructed from Kaliwa
to Goondoon at a cost of £8,000 per mile.
Not only was that railway pasaed but the
Minister has provided money on the Esti-
mates to commence the construction of that
railway, but there has been no money pro-
vided for the extension from Mundubbera
north and west, which is the country which
both ports want, and which is the country
that the Bundaberg extension will serve.

i My, CarTER : It will be tapped by a shorter
ine.

Mr. CORSER: Now, we hear the other
side. When the hon. member can convince
me that 100 miles is shorter than 22 miles
I will agree with him.

Mr. CARTER: Eighty miles is shorter than
180 miles.

Mr. CORSER: He will be perfectly right
when he can shew me that to Many Peaks is
shorter than from Mundubbera to Eidsvold.
The present proposition already passed
should go to Kidsvold, but the Minister
won’t vote for it, because he is going into
the distriet from the other end.

An HoONOURABLE MEMBER:
Burnett is behind Gladstone.

Mr.”CORSER: The hon. member knows
perfectly well that the Minister would not
say that in his electorate. The hon. member

The TUpper

“claims that it is passing through very rich

country, but Maryborough and Bundaberg
claim that Gladstone should not have access
to it. Those are my reasons for supporting
the amendment, and I sincerely trust .that
whatever is done, the fair thing will be
done in the interests of the State and with-
out consideration as to whether the Labour
districts should have all the good things
and the Liberal districts all the bad things
In the interests of the State, railways should
be constructed which had the most advan-
‘tages from the agricultural point of view.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): It seems to me
unseemly to eome here in the last days of
the session and introduce railway proposals
to cost nearly a million and & half. We have
had no time to go into the merits of those rail-
ways. For instance, I see one on a map on the
wall, and it comes right baek to the country
behind Bundaberg and Maryborough. What
chance have we to inquire whether it is
advisable to take the trade from those parts
and allow it to go to Gladstone? There is
a very large sum of money involved in
these proposals, and it will make a big hole
in the sum we have available for the pur-
pose of carrying on railway construction dur-
ing the current vear. A large number of
railways have already been approved by

- Mr. Swayne.)
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Parliament and are under construction, and
I should like the hon. gentleman to inform
the House whether the comstruction of rail-
ways like the North Coast line will be in
any way interfered with by the passing of
these proposals.

. Mr. MURPHY (Burke): I think the House
is entitled to get from the Minister infor-
mation regarding the railway construction
policy of the Government. When the Den-
ham_ Government were in power, we were
continually criticising them for paesing a
long list of railways, and we accused them
of being unable to obtain the money to
construct those railways. We also said that
‘many of the lines were passed for the ex-
press purpose of endeavouring to bribe the
electors. I took up the same stand with
‘regard to the method followed by the Den-
ham Administration in regard to railway
construction as I am,taking up to-day. We
know that, under the agreement between
the Commonwealth Government and the
Queensland Government, Queensland will
obtain £3,000,000 next year. We have al-
ready awaiting construction railways which
will involve an expenditure of £10,000,000 or
+£12,000,000. Are these railways merely to
he added to the list, or is the work of
constructing them going to be commenced
shortly after they are passed by this Cham-
ber? Are any districts which have been
granted railways under the suarantee system
going to be cut out of railway construction
altogether? These are matters upon which
we shonld have some information. Parlia-
ment should deal with railway proposals
from a broad standpoint. It is unfair tn
the country, and it is unfair to the districts
which have been promised railways that we
should add to the list of lines already sanc
tioned. Queensland should have some policy
of railway construction. We do not went
to repeat what was done with regard to the
Gulf. That portion of the State was prom-
ised a railway thirty vears ago, and it has
never been built. One of the railway pro-
posals that is now to be submitted to this
Chamber was assented to by Parliament
thirty-two years ago, but it was never con-
structed in consequence of a certain report.
I refer to the railway to the Bowen coal-w
fields. Do we want this sort of thing to
continue? Are we to go on passing rail
ways every session of Parliament without
any prospect of building them? What is
the good of Parliament and the Government
simply gulling the people by passing railway
proposals when they know they are not in
a position to construct those railways? We
have already, I suppose, fifteen or sixteen
railways waiting to be carried out, and
unothing has been done with regard to them.

Mr. A. J. JoNEs: And will wait. B

Mr. MURPHY: If the railways which
have already been sanctioned by Parliament
must continue to wait, what in the name
of common sense is to be gained by adding
another four railways to the already long
list? It seems to me that these railways
are being put through, as the hon. gentle-
man used to say in the last Parliament,
and as, no doubt, many members opposite
did ‘say during the election campaign, for
the purpose of placating certain electorates
and enabling certain members to be re-
turned to Parliament. That is not the func-
tion of Parliament.

Mr. CArTER: It was the function of the
late Government.

[Mr. Swayne.
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Mr. MURPHY : If things were badly done
by the late Government, and they were loudly
condemned by hon. members opposite, then
the same kind of thing should be condemned
on the present occasion. If it was a bad
thing for the Denham Government to pass
railways which they knew they had no hope
of constructing, it is an equally bad thing
for the Ryan 'Government to act similarly.
We have it on the authority of the Minister
for Lands, into whose electorate, I under-
stand, one of these railways is going, that
they are going to be built. If the Govern-
ment are going to commence t.he construc-
tion of these four railways immediately,
then they are going to rob some other
electorates of railways which they have been
promised. The member for Murilla has
pointed out that two railways have been
promised in his electorate, and there are
other electorates in a similar position. We
are to get 4£3,000,000 from the Common-
wealth, buf that is not a large amount for
railway construction purposes when you
talke into consideration the cost of such work.

TuE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Do you ask us to go on with the via recta’

Mr. MURPHY: No; but I say the pre-
sent Secretary for Railways was one of those *
who strongly supported the via recta———

The SEcRETARY FOR Ramways: And voted
for it. '

Mr. MURPHY : And honestly believed it
was a good railway, and one which it was in
the interests of the country to construct. That
was his opinion at the time the line was
before this House when he was a private
member; and I believe that now he has
become Minister for Railways he still be-
lieves that that line ought to be constructed.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
It is certainly not urgent.

Mr. MURPHY: The Winton Railway
may be regarded as particularly urgent, and
no doubt the Government will proceed to
build that line because the Commissioner for
Railways has said that it will not impose
an extra burden on the people, as another
section of railway already sanctioned by
Parliament will be cut out. But is there
anything urgent about any of the other
lines?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The Bowen
line is urgent.

Mr. MURPHY : I ask the hon. gentleman
to look at the long list of railways which
have been passed, and for which we have
given the Government the necessary power
to raise the money to construct them, and
tell me if they are urgent.

Mr. CoorEr: A lot of them are built.

Mr. MURPHY: A lot of them are built,
and a lot remain to be built. I know that
it is considered a crime by Australian poli-
ticians for a Premier to refuse £2,000,000
as a loan. Members go into the country and
talk about the curse of rend and curse of
interest, but if any Premier is honest enough
in the interest of the taxpayer to refuse to
pay interest on money which will have to
lie idle, he is condemned as one who has
done something against the interests of the
country. No doubt he could have utilised
that £2,000,000 in the construction’ of rail-
ways, but at the end of twelve months, when
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‘the Commonwealth Government wanted the
money repaid, he would have to pay a
pretty high figure in order to raise the
required sum.

An HONOURABLE MEMBER :
teen railways.

Mr. MURPHY: I do not want anything
of the sort. I have simply pointed out that
Parliament has sanctioned sixteen railways,
and that next year the Treasurer is to get
£3,000,000 from the Commonwealth, which
will not go a long way in the construction
of railways, so that these new railways will
simply be dangled before the electors to lead
them to believe that some time in the dim
and distant future the lines will be con-
structed. As far as the policy of the Go-
vernment is concerned, I do not think it is
one of which anybody can approve. No one
was louder in his condemnation of railways
being brought down at the last moment of
the session than several members opposite.
T think I could turn up a speech of the Sec-
retary for Railways——

The SECRETARY POR RAILWAYS:
you could not.

Mr. MURPHY : In which the hon. gentle-
man declaimed against that practice.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWavS: Noj;
are drawing on your imagination.

Mr. MURPHY: I should not like to
misquote the hon. gentleman, but so many
members on that side of the House adopted
that course that I may be excused if I in-
clude the hon. gentleman in the list. How-
ever, I accept his .assurance that he never
did that, because he has represented in Par-
liament Maryborough and Rockhampton—
two electorates which are continually clam-
ouring for railway construction; and the
hon. gentleman, being a believer in rail-
way construction in the district he repre-
sents would not be condemnatory of any
railway proposals brought forward. It was
in order to obtain information on these
points that I called ‘“ Not formal ’® to this
'motion this afternoon.

Mr. A. J. JonES: You are assuming that
these railways are turned down.

Mr. MURPHY : I am assuming that some
of the railways already passed will either be
turned down or that the passage of these rail-
ways will be so much high falutin’; and I do
not think, in view of the fact that we are
approaching so near Christmas, that Parlia-
ment should be engaged in discussing rail-
ways which are not going to be constructed,
but are only to be dangled before the
electors.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: We will see
about that.

Mr. MURPHY: I hope that when the
hon. gentleman gets up to speak, he will be
able to show where the 'Government are
going to get the money from. We know
that Mr. Hughes, the Prime Minister of the
Commonwealth, has pointed out that the
borrowing powers of the States are fixed
for a certain period, and that the taxpayers
know the extra burden they will have to
bear. The sum of £3,000,000 is certainly
not going to enable the Secretary for Rail-
ways to construct the long list of lines which
have already been passed and the four rail-
ways which he now asks the House to
sanction. I would remind the hon. gentleman

You want six-
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of the condemnation' which was hurled
against the Railway Department for its slow
construction of both the Western and North
Coast Railways. The excuse which used to
be given by the late Minister for Railways
was that money was not available, and that
the Government could not push on with the
work as rapidly as they would like to do.

The hon. gentleman is in no
[4.30 p.m.} better position. He does not

possess a  magician’s wand
whereby with a wave of it he can fill the
Treasury with golden sovereigns, nor does
he possess a magician’s wand whereby he
can fill up the Treasury with Commonwealth
notes. He is in no better position, so far
as finances are concerned, than the previous
Government. ‘That being so, I must say
that the railway policy of the Government,
so far as these railways are concerned, is
one which ought not to meet with the appro-
val of the Chamber.

Mr. VOWLES (Daldy): It secems strange
to me that four railways should be tabled
at such a late stage of the business of this
House, when one realises that the districts
which are to be affected are those repre-
sented by members ‘sitting on the opposite
side of the House. Does it not male one
begin to think that there is something sig-
nificant in that, and that it is a case of
spoils to the victors? When the Secretary
for Railways was asked why the railways
were tabled, if he had said that it was part
of the Labour platform and that he

was
honouring the promises made at the last
election, he would have been nearer the
point.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
quite wrong,

Mr. VOWLES: When one remembers that
legislation has been passed during this
session, and that the Government have
adopted the policy of a public works com-
mittee, we would think that there was no
necessity for tabling any railways at all. If
we table these railways in this way are we
not teking away some of ‘the functions of the
public works committee? We are going to
accept the recommendation of the Commis-
sioner and his officers so far as these rail-
ways are concerned, although the Govern-
ment passed a public works committee, be-
cause they refused to acknowledge that
principle. We are stultifying ourselves if we
agree with the Government’s proposal in
introducing these railways. This House has
already passed the public works committee,
and ell railway proposals should be left to
that committee. When the present Premier
was speaking on the Mount Edwards to
Maryvale Railway last session, he made use
of the following, which will be found on
page 2152 of ‘“ Hansard ” for last year :—

“Mr. Ryan: I cannot help thinking
certain things when I see a big batch of
railway proposals laid on ihe table. I
do not like saying hard things about
them, but I think a good deal about
them, and I believe there are a lot of
other people who are thinking @ good
deal about them, particularly when you
hear the hon. member say that there are
a lot of electorates concerned in this
matter. Surely we are not going to
make our railwey policy a matter of eclec-
tioneering ! It will be a bad day for
Queensland if we make the question of

Mr. Vowles.}

You are
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railway construction and the spending of

hundreds of thousands of pounds =
matter of electioneering, I would sooner
be out of Parliament than be guilty of
doing such a thing. (Hear, hear!) There
is only one way of geiting over the diffi-
culty, and that is, when you get some
sy stem by which you can get a decision
on the matter; and the only way to do
that is to leave it in the hands of a
non-party committee.”’

The hon. member talks about a non-party
committee.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
do that, too.

VOWLES: Would you call it a non-
pmty committes when it is composed of
members on proportional rep1e»enmt10n in
this House? Then the present Premier also
said—

“Such a committee cannot be in-
fluenced by considerations that might in-
fluence the Government, who want their
railways submitted for this constituency
or that. I am sure that thaet is an atti-
tude that will be supported not only by
the electors along this route but by the
electors of Queensland.”

If this Government intend to act in accord-
ance with the opinions and feelings of the
Premier, as expressed when he was leader
of the Opposltlon why do we have these lines
tabled this session, when we have a public
works committee? Why should we take
away the functions of that committee ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: We are not
taking away their functions from them.

Mr. VOWLES: If there was any urgent
necessity for these railways there would be
some justification; but, as 1t stands at
present, to my mind, these railways are
merely fireworks. It is one of the things
that has to be done by Governments every
session. They have to bring forward a rail-
way policy. THon. gentlemen opposite are
just honouring their electioneering promises
by bringing fouwnd these railway proposals,
which will cost the people of Queensland
£1,500,000. What are the Government going
to do? What about the railways that have
already been consented to by this House?
They were consented to by hon. members
opposite, because they went through without
any comment. We accepted the reports of
the responsible officers with regard to those
railways and passed them. Are those rail-
ways to be placed lower down on the list?
What about the railway referred to by the
hon. member for Murilla to extend into the
Tara country and towards Surat. The people
there have been waiting for this railway for
the past six years. They took up the land
there on the understanding that this line
would be built. Yet at the eleventh hour of
this session, here we have a list of railways
brought in.

Mr. COOPER:
for six years?

Mr. VOWLES: The first section was com-
pleted, and last year the seeond section was
passed by this House, but nothing has been
done yet. The Government did not find the
money for that railway but it has been found
to be spent in other directions. We induce
these people to go into these remote places
end make their homes in the scrubs there
on the understanding that thev will get a
-ailway in @ reasonable time.. Members now

[M . Vowles.
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sitting opposite also supported those railway
proposals. If we have not got the money
to build the railways we have already passed
there is no necessity to place these new rail-
ways on the table, especially at the close of
the session, unless it is done fer party pur-
poses or as an electioneering dodge. I do
not think the Government can justify their
action, I hope the Government will show us
how they can carry on the work that has
already been passed by this House, If
they do that they will be doing bhusiness,
but what they are deing now is simply
hoodwinking the 'people. They are just
doing it so that they will be able to say to
the electors that they woarried out their
electioneering promises. They would say to
the electors, ‘“ We told you we would give
you these lines dnd we have tabled them.”
The Minister should tell us what is the
railway policy of the Government, and what
he intends to do with regard to the lines
already agreed upon by this House. After
going to_all the expense of providing the
plans and boolks of reference and passing the
lines, are we gning to build them"

Mr. CoLriNs: Who passed themn?

Mr, VOWLES : They were passed by your
colleague sitting in opposition at the time,
and they were passed without comment.
There were some divisions taken on the via
recta in particular, and that was carried
through by the vote of the Labour party,
or some of them. What on earth is the good
of the Government going to the trouble and
expense of preparing plans and passing rail-
ways in this House if they are not going to
build them? We should not agree to any
more railways being passed until those that
haye already been agreed ,to have been
built. I have much pleasuré in supporting
the amendment moved by the leader of the
Opposition.

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton): 1 am
rather surprised to see these railways brought
down just at the end of the session, more
especially as the Minister objected to the
same course being followed last session.

The SeCRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I never did,
and you know it.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: 1 know that the
Minister has always been a great advocate
of land settlement and settling people on
the land, but no one can say that these lines
are intended to settle people on the land.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Yes, they
are.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: How many people
will be settled on the land between Long-
reach and Winton? There is not 1 acre of
land cultivated in the whole of the distance
between Longreach and Winton, yet we have
any amount of country, good agricultural
country, where we could have numbers of
settlers living, but who are without railway
communication at present. This railway
will not settle any people on the land at all-
We know that the line is being built from
Longreach to Winton because it will rob
Townsville for the benefit of the city which
the Minister for Railways represents. I do
not blame the Minister for doing all he can
for the city he represents, we must give him
all the credit due to him for that, but what
about the hon. member for Townsville who
sits quietly in his seat, and allows Townsville
to be robbed of the trade which it has had
for years?

Mr. D. RyaN: You cannot rob Townsville.



Longreach to Winton

Mr. BEBBINGTON : I know that country
better than hon. members opposite, and I say
that the Minister for Railways is deliberately
robbing Townsville of that trade, and that
is the reason why this ra.llwa.y is being
brought in. It 1s not for the purpose of
settling people on the land at all, because
it will not settle a single person there. Look
at that other railway which cuts the country
at the back of Maryborough. Is that rail-
way being built in the right direction? We
know the railway policy which has been
adopted in New South Wales. Everything
is being taken to Sydney. The big cities
there get all the railway trade and traffic.
We seem to be following the same policr in
Queensland, and we are taking the railways
to suit the big cities. Bundaberg and Mary-
Borough must be robbed of their legitimate
trade in order to satisfy the claims of the
big ports and the big places. The railway
is being taken to Gladstone instead of to
Maryborough, and the farmers will be com-
pelled to pay freights on hundreds of miles
of railway that there is no need for them
to pay. It is just the same policy as is being
adopted in New South Wales, where every-
thing is done to accommodate the big cities.
Is that fair to the settlers? I say 1t is an
unreasonable thing. I am not going to
oppose these railways. ’

Mr. Smit: You just feel indignant.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I feel indignant be-
cause a lot of good agricultural country is
being neglected. TIf the hon. gentleman had
gone down the Dawson Valley.to Taroom as
1 have done four or five times, he would
see some fine country there which should be
opened up by a railway. A lot of good
country 1s being lost to the prickly-pear,
but if we had a railway there we could re-
claim a lot of that country.

Mr. D. Ryan: Is there any water there?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: In the places where
there is no permanent water supply they
have put down twenty different supplies of
water. Instead of building these railways
in country where people will not be settled
on the land like that from Longreach to
Winton, we should build it in places where
people would settle. The Longreach Rail-
way is merely built to take away the trade
from Townsville and give it to Rockhamp-
ton, and we should not encourage things
like that.

Mr. D. Ryan:
lander.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Was he a little
Queenslander when he advocated opemng
up the Dawson country? It would be far
better to have a railwav there than some
of the other places suggested by the Minister,
and I am sorry that the Minister has not
adopted that idea.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I should just like to say a few words in reply.
Let me say that, so far as the leader of the
Opposition is concerned, I regret exceedingly
that there may seem to be any discourtesy
in connection with the tabling of these pro-
posals. I placed them on the table as soon
as the plans and the reports were available.
If it had been possible to have had them
ready before now, I would have been very
pleased, and we should have had a chance to
consider them more fully. Not having them
ready earlier, we had either to bring them in
now, or not at all. I think we have a right
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to & railway policy as well as hon. members
opposite, and I think we are carrying out
the railway policy of members opposite in a
very fair way. I have here a list of rail-
ways now under construction, and I want
the House to listen ‘where these railways are.
We might have stopped them altogether if

we had wanted to. In the
Southern Division—

Munbilla-Mount Edwards, Kingaroy-
Tarong, Roma-Orallo, Enoggera-
Terror’s Creek, Murgon-Proston,
Branch to Windera.

Great Western Railway (section A)

Checpie-Bulloo River.

Central Division—
Mount Morgan-Dawson Valley (third sec-
tion), Rock! hampton-Alton Downs.
Great Western Railway (section B),
Emmett to near Welford.
North Coast Railway (section A),
warara to Marlborough.

Kun-

In the Northern division we have the follow-
lng i—

Malanda-Millaa Millaa (first section),
Malanda-Millaa Millaa ({second sec-
tion), Koolamarra-Mount Cuthbert,
Tumoulin-Cedar Creek.

Great Western Railway—Section €, Win-
ton-Elderslie; Section D, Duchess-
Wills River; Section D, Wills River-
Carbine Creek.

North  Coast Railway—Section B,
Koumala-Carmilla Creek; Section B,
Meackay-St. Helens; Section D,
Rollingstone-Ingham;  Section E,

Mooliba-Innisfail.

Those were all railways commenced by hon.
gentlemen opposite.

Hon. J. ToLMIE:
stituencies.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILVVAYS
That is the fortune of war. They were in
Liberal constituencies when they were com-
menced. With regard to railways approved
but not commenced most of those in the
Southern division are in Liberal electorates.
The following lines are going to be com-
menced, namely: —Inglewood 1o Texas and
Silverspur, Goondoon to Xalliwa Creek—
that was in a Liberal electorate when it was
pasted—and the extension bevond Tara.
And yet, we hear the hon. member for
Murilla saying we are not doing anything
for his electorate. If we had gone on
towards the Dawson he would have been
pleased, no doubt: and I would have been
pleased to do so if I thought it was a fair
thing. Our policy is to build railways in
the districts that kave heen neglected, the
Cinderella districts of Queenqland, and for

And all in Labour con-

the hon. member for Burnett to tell me this
country  belongs to  Maryborough is
ridiculous.

Mr. CorsEr: I said Bundaberg and Mary-
borough.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I think the line for Maryborough is right
out towards Taroom. Taroom would be
tapped by Maryborough and Brisbzne.

Mr. Comser: Where is
tapped from now?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
From Miles. And in relation to Bowen,
every one who is acquainted with the North

Hon. J. Adamson.]

Taroom being
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knows that Bowen is one of the towns that
has been neglected in the past, and it is
Lecause we desire to do a fair thing by the
neglected districts that we have brought in
that line.

Mr. Corser: No one has objected to the
Bowen Railway.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
You are objecting to the Gladstone line.

_Mr. Corser: We object to the non-construc-
tion of a railway that has been passed and
the substitution of another.

The' SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
As far as that is concerned, I think that line
has gone just as far north as it ought to go
—(hear, hear l)—and if we are going to get
further north the country should be tapped
from Bundaberg and Gladstone, and then
we would get the railways into their proper
hinterland.” The hon. member knows the
controversy that has been going on for years
between Maryborough and Bundaberg. I
want to do everything fair by Maryborough
and that district, because I know it is a
fine district, but I think there are other
towns with a right to equal consideration,

Mr. Comser: You should not consider
towns at ell, but districts.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The hon. gentleman claims all the country
right out back towards Banana for Mary-
horough.

Mr. Corsir: That is incorrect.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I am very glad there are some in the Wide
Bay district who realise that Gladstone has
a right to a railway as well as Maryborough,
and a right to the hinterland that belongs to
it. In relation to the Orallo to Injune Creek
line, it has been said that it will not open
up any new lands for settlement. That is
the principal reason we are building that
railway—to induce settlement—to get into
better land than the line of which it is an
extension has got into. The same thing
applies with relation to the Tara extension.

Mr. MoRreaN: You are not going on with
that yet?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
But we will be. If anyone will loock through
the labour proposals in relation to railways,
they will find that a fair, and even large,
proportion of the railways passed by hon.
gentlemen opposite is being gone on with.
In relation to the Longreach-Winton line,
it has been said it will not settle any coun-
try. This line has been asked for by mem-
bers on the other side of the House for
years. It has been said it ought to be built
because it will link up the two systems. It
has also been said that it would pay 10 per
cent. from the beginning, and that in times
of drought it would be the means of saving
a great deal of stock to the country. It 1
because the line has been talked about for
so long—I have heard it talked about for
fifteen or twenty years—and knowing the
need of the line, we have decided to do
something that hon, members opposite said
in the past should be done.

Mr. Murpey: The information we asked
for is when you are going to do it, and how.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
We have surveys from both ends, and as

[Hén. J Adamson.
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soon as working plans are ready, we will
commence, and the other railways will be
commenced as soon as possible.

Mr. MurpHY : That is what other Govern-
ments have told us—‘ As soon as possible.”

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I would like to remind the leader of the
Opposition that the railway proposals in the
last session were not brought on too early.
They were introduced on the 2nd of Decem-
ber, and the House rose on the 17th. This
Government had to get au fait with things,
and they have been delayed by surveys. As
soon as it was possible, the plans were laid
on the table, because it was a question
either of bringing them in now or not at
all, and people who were expecting these
railways would have been disappointed. 1
think 1t is an ungracious thing for the Op-
position to say that, because these railways
happen to run through Labour electorates,
they are political railways. I am surprised
at the leader of the Opposition. Of course,
I am not surprised at the hon. member for
Drayton. He says anything that comes into
his head. (Laughter.) He calls us mur-
derers and all the rest of it, and says we
are not fit to associate with him. Our rail
way policy is to build railways into Crown
lands to induce settlement, and, at any rate,
three of these lines will do that. Then we
have another principle in our policy—the
linking up of these lines out West as quickly
as possible, and to ouild the North Coast
Railway; and, in doing that, we are carry-
ing out a good part of the policy enunciated
by hon. members opposite, and it is worthy
of the State, and will do good for the
State.

GOoVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Amendment (Mr. Tolmie’s) put and nega-
tived.
Original question put and passed.

AFPPROVAL OF PLaN, Erc.—COMMITTEE.
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS, in

moving—

“(1.) That the House approves of the
plan, section, and book of reference of
the propesed railway extension from
Longreach to Winton, in length 109 miles
42 chains.

“(2.). That the plan, section, and book
of reference be forwarded to the Legis-
lative Council for their approval by mes-
sage in the usual form,”

said: It is mot necessary for me to make
any preliminary remarks in reference to this
rallway. here is no need for me to go
into a lengthy description, because the re-
ports are on the table, and have been placed
in members’ boxes, and they can read them
for themselves. The Longreach-Winton Rail-
way connects the Central and Northern Rail-
way systems, thus making a connection of
the three railway systems of the State—the
Southern, Central, and Northern. Ths
length of the line is 110 miles, and the esti-
mated cost is £531,702—that is, £4,834 per
mile. The estimated cost is based on war
prices for rails, because the prices for rails
are a great deal higher than they have ever
been before, which makes the construction
of railways more expensive at the present
time than previously, We might have waited
for the construction of this line if there had
been any hope that the railway material
would be any cheaper, but it is considered
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that for a long time after the war railway
material will sti]l be dear, and that nothing
would be gained by waiting so far as that
is concerned.

Mr. MoreaN: Have you fixed a minimum
wage for the workmen?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: So
far as that is concerned, the hon. member
knows we are paying very decent wages,
equal to New South Wales. At the present
time, rolling-stock, stores, material, or staff
sent to the North have to be conveyed by
boat or else by motor-car across to Winton.
With this connection made the department
will be able to make transfers over its own

lines. Frequently the traffic in one division
may be very brisk, while traffic
[5 p-m.] in another division may be slack.

Surplus  rolling-stock could be
rapidly transferred from one division to
another, which would mean facilitating busi-
ness and a saving in money. The line, in
addition, traverses very fine country. The
line will go through some of the finest sheep
country in the State, and it will enable us
to get the wool grown there more rapidly to
market, and in drought times it will enable
stock to be transferred to areas where there
is grass and water, and that will be a con-
siderable saving to the State. The general
feeling is that if this line had been built at
the present time a very great number of
sheep and cattle would have been saved to
the State. It would have been of the greatest
convenience to the meatworks, and would,
perhaps, have kept some of the meatworks
going if the cattle from the north-west could
have been brought to the South. Then there
is another consideration. In having this
connection, there will be no need to go on
building the line from Windorah to Spring-
vale, that is the other section of the Great
Western Railway. This will form a con-
nection, and the Railway Commissioner, ‘at
any rate, is of the opinion that it will meet
the wants of the West for a considerable
time to come. The country benefited by
this railway is mostly Crown lands. The
total area benefited is 22,014 square miles,
of which only 425 square miles are freehold
or agricultural selections, 58 square miles of
vacant Crown lands, and 475 square miles
open for grazing selection. So we find
that there will be closer settlement in that
district if the railway is built—closer settle-
ment so far as grazing is concerned. Some
of the big stations will be broken up and
settled by grazing farmers, and, as everyone
knows, the grazing farmer does more for
the State than the big squatter. It is pro-
posed to have level bridges over the
Thomson and Darr rivers, as a great extent
of the country is covered by flood waters, and
to build a high level bridge out of flood
influence would be at a prohibitive price.
I do not think I need say anything more in
relation to this railway. It is a national
railway, and not a Central District railway,
as has been said. It is a railway that really
belongs to the North and South, and not to
the Centre, and, being a national railway,
instead of hon. members opposite opposing
it, they should allow the resolutions to be
carried. I am sorry that these railways have
not been brought in earlier. I would have
brought them in earlier if I could have
done so, but, having brought them in, I hope
hon. members will pass them quickly and
let us get to business and bring this session
to a close.

[16 DECEMEER.]
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Hon. J. TOLMIE: I would like the
Minister to give us some information as to
when he is Iikely to proceed with the con-
struction of this railway, and also in regard
to all the railways brought before this
Chamber. He has told us that he has a
large number of railways on the list now;
railways going into agricultural centres, that
will supply the need of people who have
waited for a very long time, and who deserve
every consideration, and I think, in fairness
to the House, the Government should proceed
with the construction of those lines. They
have already been passed by this House as
necessary for the development of Queens-
land. Then, the question arises as to the
ability of the Government to go on with
the construction of railways, owing to the
cost. The Minister might give us some
indication as to whether money is available
for the purpose of building these lines, as
well as the lines that have already been
passed. We would be delighted to know
that such is the case. We have always argued
that this railway should be built. I myself
have been across from Longreach to Winton
and T*know the character of the country.
I know the excellence of the country there.
I am not going to say that the Government
are going to settle a large number of new
settlers in the district, as that district, for
a considerable number of years, must be
devoted to sheep-raising, and sheep-raising
on fairly large areas. The member for the
district knows very well that a man cannot
make a very good living on a small selection
of 10,000 acres. Of course, he can make a
living on it, but men engaged in that
industry have to make something over in
the good years in order to make up for the
lean years that may come upon them. In
ordinary scasons a person on 5000 acres
would have difficulty in making both ends
meet, but in a time like this, when wool
was up, he might do very well. We have,
however, seen wool at a very much lower
price than it is now. We have seen the
very best wool for two or three years in
succession only bringing 6id. per 1b., and
when these times come the grazing farmer
on a small area will find that things are
not right.

The SECRETARY FOR RaiLwAyS: They have
had a number of good years now.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: Yes; but prior to
that they had a number of bad years, and, -
nnfortunately, some of them were wiped out
altogether, but the men who took their
places made a good thing out of it. I do
not want to see any man wiped out. In
districts such as that, what is a living area
is in very much doubt. However, the réal
necessity for the railway is to make a con-
necting link between the Northern and Cen-

‘tral system, which means also the Southern

system, and in times of drought the railway
would be of very great use. Personally, I
would like to see the line built, but what is
astonishing to me is the cost of it. The
country is comparatively level, and does
not present any engineering difficulties.

. The SecRETARY FOR RATLWAYS: There is an
increase in the cost of railway material
owing to the war of over £600 a mile.

. Hox. J. TOLMIE: If the hon. gentleman
is going to build the railway straight away,
I can quite realise that the price will be
considerably higher than it would have been

Hon. J. Tolmie.]
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three years ago. However, I have no inten-
tion of opposing the railway. I have always
done my best to assist every district to get
railway communication. I believe the iron
road is the only road to open up Queensland
as it ought to be opened up, and T am pleased
to see that this railway has been brought

down, as it will be of great benefit to
Queensland.
Mr. I must say

POLLOCK éGregory):
that the building of this railway line from
Longreach to Winton affords me a great
deal of pleasure, not because the line is
going into the Gregory electorate, but be-
cause it is a line which has a great many
national advantages. One of the greatest
of its national advantages is the fact of it
linking up the Northern and Central dis-
tricts. I do not want to enlarge on what
the leader of the Opposition and the Secre-
tary for Railways have said in this respect,
but I would like to point out, as the Com-
missioner has said, that the Railway De-
partment pays over £20,000 per year now
for the carriage by sea of various materials
for the Northern Railway, and things com-
ing from the North down to the Southern
railways. As the Northern railways are
extended—and they are being rapidly ex-
tended—that cost will be greatly increased,
and this railway will mean an even greater
saving in the years to come, and the sooner
it is built the better for all concerned.
Apart from that, there is one fact which I
do not think many hon. members are aware
of at the present time, that is that the coun-
try north of Winton right up towards Clon-
curry and up in the Gulf is country which
has never known a drought to the same
extent as the country in the Southern and
Central parts of Queensland. Around the
Camooweal district they had 18 or 19 inches
of rain in January and February. I know I
was hung up there with wet weather, and
that there was a tremendous amount of
rain. I know also that right throughout the
Gulf country and right up to the borders
of the Northern Territory at the present
time there is a tremendous number of fat
cattle, despite the arguments of hon. mem-
bers from time to time that there are no
fat cattle in Queensland. These cattle could
be sent down to the meatworks if there was
a railway from Winton to Longreach. That
railway is needed badly, because the coun-
try from Winton north has always been in
a fairly good condition, and now is in such
a really fair condition, compared with other
parts of Queensland, that stock could have
been travelled down from the Gulf almost
to Winton. So if the line had been con-
structed long ago from Winton to Longreach
we would have been enabled to get fat stock
down here instead of having to eat steak
which seems .to have come from the hoof.
Further than that, I would like to refer to
the statement of the hon. member for Dray-
ton as to the building of this railway. In a
particularly narrow speech he pointed out
that the railway was only being built for
the purpose of taking away the trade from
Townsville and giving it to Rockhampton.
I think this Government is going to rise a
little above these petty personal considera-
tions. If a Government cannot do more than
attempt to build railways for the sake of
bringing trade from one particular town to
another, then it is about time that Govern-
ment was put out of office. At any rate,
this Government in building the Winton to
Longreach Railway, which has so many
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natural and national advantages, are doing
something to get away from the old parish
pump idea. I do not know of any members
on this side of the House who are desirous
of having railways run into their own elec-
torates for the purpose of leaving other and
better situated districts out of the running.
The argument of the hon. member for Dray-
ton in that connection was ill-timed and vene-
mous, and not in accordance with the facts.
The hon. member for Drayton also used the
argument that no land will be made avail-
able for settlement by the construction of this
railway.

Mr. BEBBIXNGTON : It is all occupied, carry-
ing sheep to its full amount.

Mr. POLLOCK: What nonsense! That
country has never been occupied, and it has
never carried its full amount of sheep, be-
cause it has never been cut up in order to
allow the smaller man a chance to stock it
more fully. Many of the big companies
who have stocked that country have their
headquarters in Sydney, and their managers
are boundary riders. Some of the stations do
not carry stock to their full caapcity, but
the owners are satisfied. I know of omne
case in which a manager allowed 10,000
sheep to die in a paddock because a wire
had not come from Sydney, from which place
the station was being controlled, telling him
to shift the sheep.

Mr. BeBBINGTON: I have never seen a
manager who would allow 10,000 sheep to
die in a paddock.

Mr. POLLOCK : Many of these managers
are simply boundary riders who have to take
their instructions from Sydney. The hon.
member said that this line will not open up
more country for settlement. That is a
statement which is not in accordance with
fact. The country which will be opened up
by this railway comprises some of the best
grazing land in Queensland, and, as the
Secretary for Railways pointed out, out of
the 22,000 square miles which the railway
will tap, only 500 square miles are alienated
from the Crown. The country is held by
big owners, and when it is opened up by
this railway a far larger number of people
will be settled upon the land, and the land
will be used to better purpose than would
be the case under other conditions. The
construction of this railway will be a benefit
to the district and to the whole of the people
of Quecnsland.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : I have no doubt that
the hon. gentleman knows more about this
country than I do, although I have been
through it a few times. Still, the hon. mem-
ber must admit that the country has been
stocked pretty well up to its carrying
capacity. 1 do not say that it will not be
more fully stocked if it is cut up and leased
in smaller areas, As for the statement of
the hon. member that a certain station
manager allowed 10,000 sheep to perish in
a paddock because he did not receive a wire
from Sydney, I think the hon. member
scarcely knows what kind of men station
managers in the West are. I have found
some of the station managers in the West
among the finest people to be met with in
Queensland. I know that the managers are
restricted in their action to a great extent,
but I consider that the statement of the hon.
member is a libel on those gentlemen.

Mr. PorLrock: I can prove it to you.
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Mr. BEBBINGTON: I understand the
‘Western people better than to accept a
statement of that kind. 1 admit that there
will be many advantages gained from the
construction of this railway, but there is one
matter on which I should like some informa-
tion from the Minister. The Mount Russell
Railway runs through a freehold of some-
thing like 100,000 acres at the end of the
line, and the owners of that freehold lodged
a deposit of £20,000 with the late Govern-
ment to cover the expense of building the
railway through their land. I believe that
the present Government have refused to
build that line. In the country to be traversed
by this proposed railway there are 320,000
aeres, or 500 square miles of freehold, and
1 should like to know whether the owners of
that land are going to pay anything towards
the construction of this railway.

Mr. FORSYTH (Murrumba): I do not
intend to oppose this railway, because I
think it will be a good thing to build the
line. But the arguments used by the Min-
ister- and the hon. member for Gregory are
80 utterly absurd that I think it 1s desir-
able to make some reply to them. To say
that this line will open up a lot of country
which is not now available is nonsense.

The SECRETARY FOR RarLwavs: I said the
country would be cut up, not opened up.

Mr. FORSYTH : The country will be cut
up whether this railway is built or not, and
the building of the line will not mean the
selection of one single acre more between
Winton and Longreach than would be taken
up if the railway were not buils.

Mr. Porrock: Where is the greater de-
mand for grazing selections—on land near
a railway, or on land where there is no
railway? ’

Mr. FORSYTH : The hon. member knew
a great deal about this country twenty-five
years ago, but I defy him or the Minister
to point to any station between Winton and
Longreach where there will be one single
acre more selected Lecause of the building
of this railway. The country there is first-
class country, as rich countrr as you will
find anywhere in Queensland, and when the
land is resumed, every inch of it will be
selected. The reason I support this proposal
is that the railway will link up two lines,
and thus enable plant to be shifted from
one part of the State to another, and save
the expenditure of a considerable amount of
money by the department. That is the prin-
cipal reason why the line should be built.
At the present time none of the land between
‘Winton and Longreach is more than 50 miles
from- a railway. Like the leader of the
Opposition, I do not understand why this
line is going to cost so much money, as
there are no engineering difficulties to con-
tend with, as far as I know. The Minister
said that the material will cost more on
account of the war. No doubt, that is so.

Mr. Porrock: They will need a bridge
over 3 miles long across the Thomson.

Mr. EORSYTH: If there is going to be
a bridge 3 miles long across the Thomson,
that will mean the expenditure of a con-
siderable sum of money.

Mr. Porrock: It will be between 2 and
3 miles long, at any rate.

Mr. FORSYTIH : There will not be many
cuttings on the line, so that it should not be
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an expensive railway to build. However,
the engineer should know better than I do
what the cost will be. But I cannot under-
stand how the hon. gentleman can_ make
out that rails are not likely to be any cheaper
for some years after the war is over.

The SECRETARY FOR RaiLways: That is the
opinion of the expert.

Mr. FORSYTH : Will there not be more
vessels available for carrying cargo after
the war? I know that at the present time
the rates for freight are abnormally high,
but those rates should be reduced when the
war is over and more steamers are available
for carrying cargo, and we should be able
to get our rails carried at a much cheaper
rate.

The SECRETARY FOR Ramnways: I simply told
you that the price of material on account
of war conditions is reckoned at £600 per
mile; but you know better than the experts.

Mr. FORSYTH: No. I do not say that
just now the material will not cost £600 per
mile. I am discussing the question of rates
after the war. The hon. gentleman said he
knew they would not be very much cheaper.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwavs: That is the
opinion of the experts.

Mr. FORSYTH. I know as much about
that matter as the hon. gentleman or his
experts, and I say that after the war you
will have available hundreds and thousands
of vessels which are now being used for war
purposes, and that that will mean a reduc-
tion in the rates. Nothing in the wide
world can prevent the rates being cheaper.

The SECRETARY FOR RalLwavs: We will
have them cheaper then.

Mr. FORSYTH: VYes. I think that you
will be able to bur your rails much cheaper.
I hope so; because the cheaper we get the
rails the less expense it will be for the people
of Queensland. So far as this railway is
concerned, I think it will do a great deal
of good, as it will link up the various sys-
tems in Queensland, and we will be a.ble.to

remove live stock from one line

[5.30 p.m.] to another, while it will also be

convenient for shifting rolling-
stock from the southern portion to the
northern portion of the State. The line will
also be of great benefit to the people of .
Queensland., and from that point of view
alone it will be a good thing to build it.

Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported that the Committee had come to a
resclution, which was agreed to by the
House.

MANY PEAKS TO NEW CANNINDAH
EXTENSION.

MOTION TO GO INTO COMMITTEE.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Mr. Speaker,—I heg to move that you do
now leave the chair, and the House resolve
itself into a Committee of the Whole to con-
sider the following resolutions:—

“ 1. That the House approves of the
plan, section, and book of reference of
the proposed extension from Many Peaks
to New Cannindah, in length 27 miles
53 chains. .

Hon. J. Adamson.]
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¢ 2. That the plan, section, and book
of reference be forwarded to the Legis-
fative Council for their approval by
message in the usual form.”

Mr. CORSER {Burnett) : Before you leave
the chair, Mr. Speaker, I would like to say
that the whole history of railway extension
into the Upper Burnett will show that I
have always taken, from my point of view,
as representing the Burnett, that cities were
not to come jnto consideration at all. The
Minister for Railways, by his remarks, indi-
cates that I have advocated Maryborough,
but I want to say that, right along the line,
ever since I have been in this House, I
have advocated that the line to the Upper
Burnett should be built wherever it was
thought best in the interests of the people
who have to pay for it. I think the Minis-
ter will bear me out in that. In 1912, in
speaking in this House, I made the follow-
ing remarks, which will be found on page
260 of * Hansard ”:—

“ As member for the Burnett, I would
be very pleased if the Government
allowed us to know their policy of rail-
way construction in the Burnett. For
instance, there are several rival routes
of the proposed railway to Dalgangal;
and while I am not going to support
any particular route, I say that a line to
Dalgangal should be built, and the ex-
perts of the department can say which
route should be adopted.”

Following on that, in 1913, on page 261 of
““ Hansard,” it will be seen that I said—

““We see a competition between Mary-
borough and Buandaberg as to which
should have the railway connection; and
on the Address in Reply, the hon. mem-
ber for Port Curtis (Mr. Kessell) showed
that people in his district are wonder-
ing how they can get access to this rich
aszset of Southern Queensland. I think,
as I have said, that it would be a very
good thing if the Minister would state
clearly when he is going to start this
line, which will open up lands which the
Lands Department now are cutting up.”

I spoke again on the same subject in 1914.
On page 301 it will be seen that I continued
- to urge that expert advice should be given
on the various railway proposals in the
Upper Burnett, so that the best country
should be served. I am making these re-
marks because the Minister for Railways,
probably unintentionally, left an inference
that I was advocating the interests of Mary-
borough. Then on page 304, in the same
year, it will be found that I said—

“ Since so much has been said about
the Burnett district, I want to say that
the hon. member for Port Curtis, the
hon. member for Maryborough, the hon.
member for Wide Bay, and many other
hon. members, not forgetting the Minis-
ter for Agriculture, are all claiming a
piece of this Burnett district. (Laugh-
ter.) If these people’s differences were
not so great, we might have had the
line already, but they continue to try
and court the Burnett. I can assure you
that the line which the Minister for
Railways, through his responsible officers,
says is the best for the country, is the
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line which is going to receive my sup-
port and the support of this Chamber.”

What happened since then? Since that time
the Minister for Railways brought forward
his railway proposals based on expert ad-
vice, and I supported them in this Chamber.
The proposal was a railway extension from
Mundubbera to Dalgangal. It was agreed
that that line should be built, and that was
the advice given by the experts of the de- .
partment. As I knew that the Minister was
bringing in a railway extension into the
Upper Burnett from another place, I asked
him when the lin¢ from Mundubbera to
Dalgangal would be built, and he told me
that he did not know that it would be built
at all. He also told me that the line from
the Upper Burnett was going to be con-
nected with Gladstone, as Gladstone was the
port. When that railway was passed from
Mundubbera to the Upper Burnett it was
not only to tap that country, but it enabled
both Bundaberg and Maryborough to re-
ceive access to this country. The line from
Goondoon to Kalliwa was passed at a cost
of £8,000 per mile. The present Minister
for Railways has made available thousands
of pounds in connection with that Kalliwa
line to start its comstruction, and it should
have the effect of giving to Bundaberg some
of the spoils as well as Maryborough, and it
will make it possible for two ports to be
fed from the Upper Burnett. Although the
Minister is constructing the Kalliwa line,
he is taking away from that railway the
benefit it would receive if the railway policy
of the late Minister was carried out. If the
line from Mundubbera to the Upper Burnett
was constructed, it would act as a feeder
to the XKalliwa line, but the Government
are not going to construct that line, and
that is what I protest against. I have never
protested against Gladstone coming in and
taking some of the Upper Burnett country.
I say distinctly that I would like to see a
line to connect Many Peaks with Alundub-
bera. That would bring the line right
through. But I do protest against the ac-
tion of the Minister in coming along and
proposing the construction of the line from
Many Peaks to New Cannindah at £15,000
per mile after the assurance that was given
Jast session when the line was passed from
Mundubbera to the Upper Burnett, If the
Minister was not going to build the line from
Mundubbera to the Upper Burnett, which
was to cost £4,472 per mile, what was the
use of advocating and fighting for the Kal.
liwa line? There is plenty of room, as I
have always said, for several railways into
the TUpper Bugnett, but the Minister is
going to allow this country to feed the Cen-
tral district and take away a railway 60
miles south. The last Government passed
the Mundubbera Railway, and this Govern-
ment come along and cast it on one side.
If we constructed the railways passed last
vear, it would prove of great advantage
to hundreds of settlers. That is what I
am protesting against. Mr. Phillips, an
eminent railway engineer, and Mr. Charlton,
an eminent land surveyor and expert, made
an exhaustive report on the whola of the
Upper Burnett country, and that report
showed that the cheapest railway would
be one built from Mundubbera to the
Upper Burnett. It was on the strength
of that report that the line was built to
Mundubbera. That report showed that it
was almost an impossibility to construct a
railway across the Dawes Range to Many
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Peaks, and that the best way of giving
access to the Upper Burnett country was
from Mundubbera across to Kalliwa Creek,
The surveys were carried out at great ex-
pense by the Railway Department and the
Lands Department, and many settlers have
gone there. The railway was passed for the
benefit of the settlers there, and now we
have a proposal to tap the Upper Burnett
country from another direction altogether.
I welcome the line from Many Peaks into
the Upper Burnett, but we must not allow
North or Central Queensland to strip any
country districts of what is their due, and I
will not allow myself to be associated,
whether in the interests of the department
or not, with any particular port in the de-
velopment of that Upper Burnett country.
That railway should not be constructed, and
it should not be passed here without the
Minister for Railways saying that he will
stand by the railway that was passed last
session from Mundubbera to the Northern
Burnett, in the hope that the two railways
would be joined.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I am rather sur-
prised at the remarks made by the hon. mem-
ber who spoke last. They simply bear out
the suggestion made by the hon. member for
Burke that these railways are to take the
place of some of those which have been
passed. The Minister for Railways says
he has always stood by the settlers, and I
hope he will stand by the people who have
sottled 1n the country with the expectation
and on the promise of railways.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I am doing
it now, too.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: If he is earnmest in
that, why has he stated that he will not
build a certein railway in the Burnett dis-
trict which the hon. member who spoke last
says he is not going on with. I am sorry
that the Minister did not see fit to give the
information I asked for about the amount
that the owners of the frechold are paying
in connection with the last railway.

The CHAIRMAN : Ozrder!
Mr. BEBBINGTON: Well, I shall ask

for that information by questions in the
House to-morrow.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I would just like to say with regard to what
the hon. member for Burnett said when he
spoke abeout the Rurnett and Wide Bay dis-
tricts being the Cinderella in regard to rail-
ways, that his speech is not in harmony with
facts.

Mr. CorsER: I said the Burnett; not Wide
Bay.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I say, if there are any Cinderellas, that the
Gladstone district has been one of the num-
ber. In the Wide Bay district during the
last six years nearly £900,000 has been spent
in railways. :

Mzr. Comrser: Was it warranted ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
There are other districts that have not had
money spent in them on railweys, and they
should get a chance as well as the district
the hon. member represents. The distance
between Dalgangal end Mundubbera is 59
miles, and the men on the land will have to
pay @ permanent charge for all time to have
their produce taken to Maryborough, whereas
they will have it taken in 80 to 90 miles from
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Dalgangal to Gladstone. If the hon. gentle-
man can prove that the Mundubbera to the
North Burnett line is a better line than the
one from Gladstone, it will be considered.
But I am not going to do anything that is
unfair, and I contend that Gladstone should
have something like fair play. I think it is
time 1t had a chance.

Mr. CorSER: Are you going to construct
the line from Mundubbera through Rids-
vold ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
It will be considered still further. I am not
going to construct it without further con-
sideration.

Mr. CoRseR: A most unsatisfactery reply.

Question put and passed.

APPROVAL OF PrLAN, Erc.—COMMITTEE,

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS, in
moving—

‘1. That the House approves of the
plan, section, and book of reference of
the proposed extension from Many Peaks
to New Cannindah, in length 27 miles
53 chains.

2. That the plan, section, and book
of reference be forwarded to the Legis-
lative Council for their approval by
message in the usual form,”

said: I have a few facts with regard to this
line on which there has already been con-
siderable discussion. I need only be brief.
The object of this line is to bring the rich
land of the Upper Burnett into touch with
its natural port, Gladstone. It is in length
23 miles. It is practically only a section,
and it is proposed later on to extend the line
into the Upper Barnett. The estimated
cost is £404,245. The rise in the cost of rails
due to the war has increased the cost by
£16,000. Whatever the hon. member for
Murrumba may say, we cannot help the in-
crease in the cost of materials, and as to
whether the charges for freight and insur-
ance will remain high for only a short
period after the war is a matter for others
to determine as well as that hon. member.
There are other experts as well as he. Be-
cause of the difficulty of getting freight and
rails from either America or England, the
cost is considerably increascd. The country
is very difficult, which accounts for the high
estimated cost, and vet we have a fairly good
grade-—something betwecen 1 in 33 and 1 in
40 is the highest—and, taking it altogether,
there arc other lines that have quite as
steep gradients. The area benefited by the
line is 525,440 acres, of which only 15 square
miles is freehold. On the Dawes Range
are splendid forests of pine and hardwood,
and a line from Gladstone tapping the
Upper Burnett is practically nearer than
forcing this traffic to go to Maryborough.
It may be said that this country legitimately
belongs to the port of Bundakerg, but there
are serious difficulties in reaching it from
that port.

Mr. Comrser:
line?

. The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The Goondoon-Kalliwa line was proposed
principally to benefit the Gin Gin Mill and

What about the Goondoon

open up Crown lands in the Goodnight
Scrub.
Mr. ComsEr: It is to connect with the

Gayndah line.
Hon. F. ddamsen.]
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
As far as this country is concerned, it is
just possible that some other lines may
henefit some parts of it. Some people said
there was room for two rallway systems in
the Burnett. Time will prove this. It is
time now, in my opinion, that the Gladstone
district should have some money spent in it
for railway construction, as well as the Wide
Bay and Burnett.

Mr. MutrrHY: Gladstone is the best port
in Queensland.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I am quite prepared to admit that, and I
think that port should have fair play. I do
not think I need say anything further, as
the reports are before the House.

Question put and passed

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported that the Committee had come to a
resolution, which was agreed to by the House.

MERINDA TO BOWEN COALFIELDS
RATLWAY.

APPROVAL OF PLAN, Erc.—COMMITTEE.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
moved—

“1. Thet the House approves of the
plan, section, and book of reference of
the proposed branch railway from
Merinda to Bowen Coalfields, in length
44 miles 50 chains.

‘2. That the plan, section, and book
of reference be forwarded to the Legis-
lative Council for their approval by
message in the usual form.”

Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The (CHAIRMAN re-
ported that the Committee had come to a
resolution, which was agreed to by the House.

ORALLO TO INJUNE CREEK RAILWAY
: EXTENSION.

APPROVAL OF Pran, ETc.—COMMITTEE.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
moved—

‘1. That the House approves of the
plan, section, and book of reference of
the proposed nrailway extension from
Orallo to Injune Creek, in length 31
miles,

““2. That the plan, section, and book
of reference be forwarded to the Legis-
lative Counecil for their approval by mes-
sage in the usual form.”

Hon. J. TOLMIE: 1 am very glad that
the Minister has introduced this line from
Orallo to Injune Creek, as it is one of those
lines that ought to be pushed on in the in-
terest of the seftlers. Personally, I have

thought that the line from Roma

[7 pm.] to Orallo was too long delayed,
. . and after the line leaves Orallo
1t runs into first-class country, very suit-
able for settlement under the best condi-
tions, I had an opportunity of visiting the
district and interviewing a number of the
settlers and learning from them what they
were doing. They are settled on practically
small areas, and although they certainly
work very hard, they were contented and
happy, and were making a living, and what
they can do, others can do in the same

[Hon. J. Adamson.
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district, more particularly when they have
railway facilities. I am glad to see that a
railway is to be constructed to that district,
because there is good country there for
settlement, and if it was not soon opened
up by railway communication, it would
become infested with prickly-pear. I heard
it said this afternocon that this railway was
going thraagh pear country. That 1s not
the case ot all. It is going through first-
class country, and will help very materially
to people that portion of Queensland, and
I have great pleasure in supporting the pro-
position. What I want to point out is the
marked difference in the cost of construction
of this line as compared with the other
lines already passed. The previous line is
estimated to cost nearly four times as much,
but one advantage that that railwar had was
that it would tap country represented by the
Secretary for Railways.

Mr. MURPHY: A good deal has been
said about creating settlement by the con-
struction of a railway such as this, but when
we find that the Commissioner points out
that this railway is only likely to pay .69
per cent. on the cost of construction, I think
the people of Queensland are asked to pay
too high a cost for settlement. It shows
the advantages of the abolition of the guar-
antee system. The general taxpayer will
have to provide the interest on the cost of
this railway, and it seems to me that we
could get settlement along railways which
have already been built at an enormous cost
to the State to much greater advantage
than by spending thousands of pounds in
building this railway. It seems to me that
we have any amount of Crown lands into
which railways have been constructed at
enormous cost which might very well be
settled before spending money on the con-
struction of more railways ostensibly for
settlement purposes. It seems to me that
there is any amount of Crown land along
railway lines available for settlement at the
present time,

The SecrETARY FOR PUBLic LaNDS: Where
abouts ?

Mr. MURPHY : The reports which come
from the Lands Office show that there is
plenty of land available for settlement.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Lanps: Along-
side railways?

Mr. MURPHY : In the neighbourhood of
railways.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
them.

Mr. MURPHY : Is the Secretary for Rail.
ways going to ask this House to believe
that after the expenditure of £36,000,000 to
£40,000,000 on railway construction in
Queensland, and with a population of a
little over 500,000, that the immense area
comprised within the boundaries of Queens-
land is all oceupied, and there is no agri-
cultural land available for settlement? It
it no good arguing that at all.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
argue about that after you sit down.

Mr. MURPHY: If the hon. gentleman
can tell me that there is no land available
for settlement after spending all this money
on railway construction, all I have got to
say is that the greater part of the lands of
Queensland cannot be fit for settlement. The
Secretary for Public Lands might argue, as
the leader of the Opposition has pointed
out, that the building of the railway will

Name

I will
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enable the Government to some extent to
cope with the spread of pear, but it seems to
me that, so far as settlement is concerned,
‘Queensland is paying a pretty high price
when it is putting thousands of pounds into
a railway like this, which will only returr
.69 per cent. for the sake of making avail-
able land for a comparatively small number
of settlers.

Mr. CORSER : The most pleasing feature.

of this proposal is that it is only to cost
£4,356 per mile. It is a pleasing comparison
when we remember that the railway into the
Upper Burnett is estimated to cost £15,000
per mile. That 1s more than the via recta
cost. And we must remomber that that
£15,000 a mile railway is a substitute for a
line in the Upper Burnett that was only
estimated to cost £4,472 per mile.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What
would the settlers have to pay for ever on
that line?

Mr. CORSER: The less expensive line is
the shorter distance.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Threa
times the distance.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. CORSER: And it does not propose
to go within 66 miles of the terminus of the
one closed down,

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask tha
hon. member not to discuss that proposition
any further.

Mr. CORSER: I sincerely trust that this
line will open up land suitable for settle-
ment, and land which is well watered. That
is the kind of land that we trust the Minister
for Lands is giving his attention to, and we
hope, even if it is to be found in his elec-
torate, that this railway will make such
lands available. In many parts of Queens-
land we have very fine lands that are mnot
receiving attention, but we sincerely trust
that the craving for good land will be in
some manner eased by the construction ot
this line. We sincerely hope that it is =
good proposal, although we have not very
much ,information in regard to it.

Mr. GRAYSON: The Commissioner. in
his report, states that—

“For the first 9% miles, sandy soil

country, heavily timbered with box,
wattle, sandalwood, cypress pine, and
broad-leafed ironbark, is traversed.

From 38 miles to the Great Dividing
Range dense brigalow, belah, and scrub
undergrowth with patches of box obtain.
From the range to the terminus, better
country is traversed. Most of the coun-
try to 48 miles varies from light sandy
loam to red or brown soil, and should be
suitable for cereal crops, whilst on the
Injune Creek fall, provided there is an
average rainfall, appears to be good
grazing country.”

I do not know that I have ever opposed a
single railway since I have been in Parlia-
ment, -and I do not intend to oppose this
proposal, but it appears to me that this
line should have received further investi-
gation. The line from Roma to Orallo runs
through pear country, and my experience
is that the construction of railways through
pear country will be the means of eradi-
cating pear is a false idea. I know in the
Talwood and Thallon districts there is an
immense area of prickly-pear land, and
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gince a railway has been constructed in those
districts an immense area of prickly-pear land
has been thrown open for selection, but I do
not believe that 100 acres of pear have been
eradicated. I know for a fact that in the
Roma district we have an excellent wheat
belt, and with a fair rainfall it would be
one of the best wheat-growing districts we
have in Queensland. With a fair rainfall
it will probably be one of the best wheat-
growing districts we have in Queensland,
and if the construction of this railway is
likely to increase the area of land put under
wheat cultivation I should hesitate to oppose
the line. The Commissioner states that most
of the country to 48 miles should be suitable
for cereal crops, but whether the land is
suitable for that purpose or not is a matter
of opinion, The profit which is likely to
be derived from the land is very small
indeed, and I think it is a pity that the
Commissioner did not send out two practical
men to thoroughly investigate the country
and report on its suitability for agricultural
pursuits. During the last three sessions rail-

_ way_ proposals which were tabled by the

Denham Government met with strenuous
opposition from some members sitting on
the Ministerial bench, but not from the
Minister for Railways. No member of the
House opposed those lines more strenuously
than the present Minister for Lands.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: The via
recta.

Mr. GRAYSON: I would not be in order
in discussing the via recta, but I may
say that the via recta is a better proposition
than this railway. There is no comparison
between the value of this line and the value
of the via recta, which is a national railway.

The CHATRMAN : Order!

Mr. GRAYSON: The via recta is a ine
which ought to be constructed. However,
I am not vindictive. If I were, I would
offer every objection in my power to the
passing of this particular line, but I have
no intention of doing that. The Minister
for Railways is anxious that this line should
pass, and has informed us that its construc-
tion will encourage settlement, and any line
which will do that will have my support.
There is no State in our Commonwealth that
requires railway construction more than
Quecnsland does. We have no navigable
rivers, and the only means of transport we
can depend upon for the conveyance of pro-
duce from the country districts to the markets
are railways. I am given to understand that
on this particular line there is almost no
settlement. The Government state that it
will tap a certain area of country at the
terminus of the section. I know of land
there which has been taken up by squatters,
who have failed in their endeavours to make
it a paying proposition, but I do not intend
to oppose the line, I hope the construction
of the railway will be the means of inducing
many small settlers to settle on the land
and go in for cereal production.

Mr. GUNN: I notice that the Commis-
sioner states in his report that he expects
this line to pay only .69 per cent. I cannot
help contrasting that with what might have
been expected from the building of a line
from Milmerran to Xooroongarra, which I
am convinced would pay ever so much more
than that. In fact, a deputation which I
introduced to the Minister were prepared to

Mr. Gunn.]
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guarantee that line up to 3 per cent. There
are a number of people settled on the iand
in that district, and it has a better rainfall,
is nearer the coast and has better agrlcul-
tural land than is to be found in the district
which this proposed line will traverse.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I must ask
the hon. member not to discuss the merits of
the Kooroongarra district. Just now we
are discussing the Orallo district.

Mr. GUNN: Yes, I understand that. This
line is not supnosed to be a paying line, yet
the railway is to be constructed w hen Tines
might be built in better districts.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I am rather surprised at the hon. member
for Cunningham suggesting that the district
through which this railway is going is one
which does not warrant the expenditure,
since that same gentleman voted for the
first section of the line which passes through
prickly-pear country, and which, if it stayed
there, would be run at a loss for all time;
whcreas this
of good land available for selection. I can
assure the IHHouse—I do not think it is
necessary to assure members who have been
in the House any length of time, but I assure
younger members—that this railway will
open up-—as the leader of the Opposition and
late Minister for Lands has told us—some
excellent country well suited for wheat-
growing, dairying, and fruit-growing. It is
an area of land the equal of which can
hardly be found in Southern Queensland.
The Upper Burnett country is, I believe,
equal, if not superior, to it; but I know of
no other place where an equal area of good
land—something over 500,000 acres—can be
made alinost immediately available for
settlement, "and that land 1s sbsolutely free
from pear. It has been said that the rail-
way will not pay more than .69 per cent.
Why? Because there is no settlement in
that part of the country. The railway will
open up virgin land upon which not a soul
is living, and by settling that land we shall
prevent the pear from spreading into clean
land, so that we shall add to instead of
depreciate the value of the land. That
would not be the case if the railway was not
built; but if the railway is built the land
will be worth considerably more than it is
at the present time. The Government have
no need to apologise for submitting to the
Committee a railway such as this, as its con-
struction will be a good thing for Queens-
land. It is a great pity that railways have
not been built to precede settlement in the
past. With the construction of this railway,
the people who settle in that part of the
country can go on the land with the assur-
ance that, if they engage in agricultural
pursuits, they will have some means of
carrying their produce to market. At the
present time the few people who live in the
district have small cultivated plots around
their residences, showing what can be done
in the way of cultivation, but at the same time
showmg, in the most emphatic way, that
it is no use growing stuff that far out, be-
cause it does mot pay to cart it 1nto the
railway. We have no land free from pear in
Southern Queensland at the present time that
is fit for settlement. Why? Because we
have built our railways in a number of cases
through freehold properties, through large

[Mr. Qunn.
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estates, and In other cases through lands
which people have got possession of after-
wards. In my own electorate I could count
over 500,000 acres of land abutting on the
railway ‘which is held to- day as frccholds.
That is why we have miles and miles of rail-
way running through land whieh iz not
properly settled.

Mr. MurpaY: That is why you are repeal-
ing the guarantee.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
That is why I voted for the land tax-—be-
cause that tax will burst up big estates and
make the land available for close scttleient.

Mr. MurPHY: You said the other day that
you would make the owners of city properties
pay.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
The Minister for Railways informs me that
the construction of this railway will render
available 1,460 square miles of Crown land,
and I am sure that the building of the line
will be a great benefit to that district and
to Queensland as a whole.

Question put and passed.

The House resymed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported that t#e Committee had come to a
resolution, which was agreed to.

LAND TAX BILL.

COXNSIDERATION OF LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL'S
AMENDMENTS.

The TREASURER: Mr. Speaker—I beg
to move that you do now leave the chair.

The SPEAKER : Before leaving the chair,
I would like to point out that the Legislative
Council’s amendment in clause 10, adding
the words ‘ for two years from such ﬁrst

day of July and no longer” is

[7.30 p.m.] an infringement of the undoubted

rights and privileges of this
House. Our own Standing Orders set out
exactly when this House shall not insist on its
privileges, and members will see that by'refer-
ring to Standing Order No. 300, dealing with
““ financial business of the House.” In regard
to the question of taxation proposals I will
read to the House what ‘ May’’ says on the
matter. Dealing with taxation proposals
amended by the House of Lords, ¢ May’”
says, on page 5756—

““ It follows, accordingly, that the Lords
may not amend the provisions in Bills
which they receive from the Commons
dealing with the above-mentioned sub-
jects”’—

. that is taxation Bills—

“so as to alter, whether by increase or
reduction, the amount of a rate or charge -
—its duration, mode of assessment, levy,
collechon appropriation, or manage-
ment.’

This amendment of the Legislative Councﬂ
certainly interferes with the duration of this
land tax, and consequently I have to inform
the House that, in my opinion, it is inter-
fering with the undoubted rights and privi-
leges of this House, whose privileges should
be safeguarded.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
Question put and passed.
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COMMITTEE.

(Mr. Coyne, Warrego, in the chair.)

On clause 10— Levy of land tax’'—

The TREASURER: The Speaker had
taken exception to the amendment inserted
by the Legislative Council. He thought
there was nothing else for the Committee to
do but to uphold the privileges of the Assem-
bly by disagreeing to the Council’s amend-
ment. The Council had no warrant in
interfering in this matter with the taxation
proposals which emanated from the Assembly.
He moved that the amendment be disagreed
to. He wanted particularly to call the atten-
tion of members to the constitutional aspect
of the question, because it seemed likely to
arise again. They saw what had taken
place in the Council in connection with the
Income Tax Bill, so that they should shortly
have the same principle under consideration.
The Council disregarded entirely the limita-
tions imposed on them by the
Orders and the Constitution with regard to
interference with taxation Bills. It was his
opinion, and he thought this must be con-
curred in by all members, that it was entirely
outside thd competence of the Legislative
Council to insert an amendment of that
kind in any taxation Bill proposed in the
Assembly. It was an infringement of the
powers of the Legislative Assembly. The
Legislative Council was specifically excluded
from interfering with those powers by the
terms of the Queensland Constitution, and
also by the rules governing both Houses.
The Council was exclusively prohibited from
initiating or amending Bills that created a
charge upon the people. The Legislative
Council could not amend any Bill authorising
the imposition of a tax or levy, and they
could not alter the incidence of taxation,
the method of collection of taxes, or appro-
priation of a tax, nor could the Council
interfere with the duration of a tax. That
was specifically and clearly set down in the
decisions which had been given at one time
and another both in the Assembly and in
the Council. In order to set forth clearly
what the position was and to save any
controversy between the two Chambers, he
called the attention of members to the refer-
ence, particularly to the procedure, govern-
ing the two Chambers in connection with
taxation Bills. The Speaker had referred to
page 575 of ‘“ May,”” giving the limitations
of the Lords as regarded money Bills, and
that was applicable to the Legislative Coun-
cil.  ‘“May,” on a previous page, dealt
with the ¢ Origin of the Lords’ Position,”
in which he sets out— ‘

“The Commons, having during nearly
three centuries claimed the right to
include the members of the House of
Lords in the taxation levied upon the
subjects of the Crown, advanced this
claim still further by resolving, 1671,
¢ That in all aids given to the King by
the Commons, the rate or tax ought not
to be altered by the Lords’; and, by a
second resolution, 3rd July, 1678, ‘T%la,t
all aids and supplies, and aids to His
Majesty in Parliament, are the sole
gift of the Commons; and all Bills for
the granting of any such aids and supplies
ought to begin with the Commons; and
that it is the undoubted and sole right
of the Commons to direct, limit, and
appoint in such Bills the ends, purposes,

[16 DECEMBER.]

Standing |

Land Tax Bill. 3035

considerations, conditions, limitations,
.and qualifications of such grants which
ought not to be changed or altered by
the House of Lords.” ”’

Then Sir Erskine May mentions—

“The Lords may not amend the pro-
visions in Bills which they receive from
the Commons dealing with the above-'
mentioned subjects so as to alter, whether
by increase or reduction, the amount of
a rate or charge—its duration, mode of
assessment, levy, collection, appropria-
tion, or management.’”

Sir Erskine May goes on, on page 576—
“Jf otherwise unobjectionable, the
Commons usually accept amendments by
the Lords, which, though not strictly
regular, do not materially infringe the
privileges of the Commons; and they
justify their conduct by an entry in-
serted in the journal under direction
from the Speaker, stating, for instance,
that the amendments are verbal—further
the intention of the House—carry out
the intention of the Commons—make the
provisions of the Bill uniform and con-
sistent—supply and omission in the Bill
—are rendered necessary by several Acts
recently passed—or that the amendment
does not alter or otherwise affect any
valuation or assessment of taxation.”

S8ir Erskine May, in his ‘ Parliamentary
Practice,”” laid it down that the power of
the Lords was strictly limited in the matter
of interference with taxation Bills. As he
pointed out, sometimes the Commons accepted
minor amendments, but the Speaker directed
that the reason for the acceptance should
be set forth in the journals and records of
the House. In looking up the precedence
that had occurred in the Parliaments of
the Dominion, he found that a notable case
occurred in Queensland many years ago,
when the matter finally went for decision
to the Privy Council. It afforded a very
good analogy of the present situation, and
1t was one which should guide them in deter-
mining their attitude towards the Legislative
Council. It was one which should determine
the attitude of the Council in not insisting
on its interference with the privileges of the
Assembly. He would quote from ‘ Keith’s
Responsible Government in the Dominions’
to show the history of the dispute between
the two Houses in connection with money
Bills. ¢ Keith” laid it down—

“Tue Nourxre Houses AxDp MoXNgY
BrLrs.

“The question of the powers oi the
Lower aad Upper Houses in Legislatures
with nominee Upper Houses has been
finally secttled by a <decision of the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council,
to which the matter was referred in 1886
by the request of hoth Houses of the

- Parliament of Queensland.”
He was omitting many of the details of the
case, but ““ Keith’’ went on as follows:—

“The same principles were reasserted
in the Queensland case, but with the
added dignity of the authority of the
Judicia] Committee of the Privy Coun-
eil. The following extracts show the
question put and the reply :—

Most Gracious Sovereign—

‘We, Your Majesty's loyal and dutiful
subjects, the members of the Legislative

Hon. E. G. Theodore.]
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Council and Legislative Assembly
of Queensland in Parliament assembleq,
humbly approach Your Majesty with
a renewed assurance of our aftfection
and loyalty towards Your Majesty’s
person and Government.

Questions have arizen between the
Legislative Council and Legislative
Assembly with respect to the relative
rights and powers of the two Houses,
which questions we are desirous of
submitting for the opinion of Your
Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy
Couneil.” :

1. The Constitution Act of Queens-
land, 31 Vict. No. 38, contains the follow-
ing provisions :—

¢ Section 1. ‘ There shall be within the
said Colony of Queensland a Legisiative
Council and a Legislative Assembly.’

¢“Section 2. ‘ Within the said Colony
of Queensland, Her Majesty shall have
power, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the said Council and Assembly,
to make laws for the peace, welfare, and
good government of the Colony in all
cases whatsoever. Provided that all Bills
for appropriating any part of the public
revenue, for imposing any new rate, tex,
or impost, subject always to the:limita-
tions hereinafter provided, shall origin-
ate in the Legislative Assembly of the
said Colony.’

He would omit_several of the paragraphs of
the address which were not apropos, and go
on to paragraph 8, which reads—

“8. On the 12th of November the
Legislative Assembly returned the Bill
to the Legislative Council with the
following message : —

““The Legislative Assembly “having
had under their consideration the amend-
ments of the Legislative Council in the
Appropriation Bill No., 2—

“““Disagree to the said amendments
for the following reasons, to which they
invite the most careful consideration of
the Legislative Counecil : —

. Tt has been generally admitted that
in British Colonies in which there are

[ASSEMBLY.]
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«g, On the same day the Legislative
Council again returned the Bill to the
Legislative Assembly with the following
message :—

« <The Legislative Council having had
under consideration the message of the
Legislative Assembly of this day’s date,
relative to the amendments made by the
Tegislative Council in the Appropriation
Bill of 18856 No. 2, beg now to inti-
mate that they insist on their amend-
ments in the said Bill :—

« < Because the Council neither arro-
gate to themselves the position of being
a reflex of the House of Lords, nor recog-
nise the Legislative Assembly as holding
the same relative position to the House
of Commions.

«<The Joint Standing Orders only
apply to matters of form connected with
the internal management of the two
Houses, and do not affect constitutional
questions.

¢ Because it does not appear that
occagion has arisen to require that the
House of Lords should exercise its
powers of amending a Bill for appro-
priating the public revenue, and, there-
fore, the present case is not analogous;
the right is admitted though it may not
have been exercised.’

«10. On the 13th of November the
Legislative Assembly, by message, pro-
posed the appointment of a Joint Select
Committee of both Houses ‘to consider
the present condition of public business,
in consequence of no supplies having
been granted to Her Majesty for the ser-
vice of the current financial year.” Such
committee was appointed on the same
day, and on the 17th of November
brought up their report, recommending,
amongst other things—

 ¢That for the purpose of obtaining
an opinion as to the relative rights and
powers of both Houses with respect to
money Bills, a case be prepared, and
that a joint address of both Houses be
presented to Her Majesty praying Her
Majesty to be graciously pleased to refer
such case for the opinion of Her
Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy Coun-
cil.””?

two branches of the Legislature, the
legislative functions of the Upper House This address was signed by the Speaker of
correspond with those of the House of the Legislative Assembly of that year and by

Lords, while the Lower House exercises the President of the Legislative Council.

the rights and powers of the House of
Commons. This analogy is recognised in
the Standing Orders of both Houses of
the Parliament of Queensland, and in the
form of preamble adopted in Bills of
Supply, and has hitherto heen invariably
acted upon.’

“The Legislative Assembly maintain,
and have always maintained, that (in
the words of the resolution of the House
of Commons of 3rd July, 1678) all aids
and supplies to Her Majesty in Parlia-
ment are the sole gift of this House, and
that it is their undoubted and sole right
to direct, limit, and appoint, in Bills of
aid and supply, the ends, purposes, con-
siderations, conditions, limitations, and
qualifications of such grants, which ought
not to be changed or altered by the Legis-
lative Council.

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.

The Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council reported on the 27th March, 1885,
as follows:—

“ ¢ Your Majesty having been pleascd,
by Your Order in Council of the 8th
March instant, to refer unto this com-
mittee a humble petition from the Legis-
lative Council and the Legislative As-
sembly of the Colony of Queensland, con-
cerning questions which have arisen be-
tween those two bodies with regard to
their relative rights and powers, together
with certain documents on the subject,
and to direct that this committee should
consider the same and report their
opinion thereupon to Your Majesty at
the Board: The Lords of the committee,
in obedience to Your Majesty’s said
Order of Reference, have taken the said
petition into  consideration, and, in
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answer to the two questions submitted to
their Lordships by the said petitioners,
namely :—

1, Whether the Constitution Act of
1867 confers on the Legislative Council
powers co-ordinate with those of the
Legislative Assembly in the amendment
of all Bills, including money Bills?

“¢ 2. Whether the claims of the Legis-
lative Assembly, as seét forth in their
message of 12th November, 1885, are
well founded?

“¢Their Lordships agree humbly to
report to Your Majesty as their opinion
that the first of these questions should be
answered in the negative, and the second
in the affirmative.” ”’

They negatived the question whether the
Constitution Act of 1867 conferred on the
Council powers co-ordinate with those of the
Assembly, in the amendment of all Bills,
including money Bills; and they affirmed
the claim which the Assembly set forth in
the message of 12th November, 1885 He,
therefore, thought there could not be any
possible «doubt as to the standing of the As-
sembly in the matter of initiating or pro-
posing taxation, or that the Council had
no right to interfere with the imposition,
levy, collection, assessment, or duration of
any tax or charge upon the people. And
wherever they infringed that rule or law
they were exceeding their powers and en-
croaching on the privileges of the Assembly,
and the Assembly should maintain its
undoubted powers and privileges. in the
matter and resist any encroachment upon
those powers. If at any time it became con-
venient to accept an amendment which did
not in any way interfere with the powers
of the Assembly, but which might correct
an anomaly in the Bill, or insert a provision
which had been overlooked when the matter
was under consideration before the Assembly,
it might be wise to accept the amendment,
at the same time stating on record that it
was simply carrying out the intentions of the
Assembly. In the present case the amend-
ment was not carrying out the intentions of
the Assembly nor correcting an anomaly,
but it was abrogating and limiting the
powers always upheld by the Assembly. The
Land Tex Bill was carried by a majority
of the Legislative Assembly after full con-
sideration and due thought, and the Council
was acting very impertinently by attempt-
ing to limit the duration of the taxation
authorised by the Assembly. He moved that
the Council’s amendment in clause 10 be
disagreed to.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: He remembered when
he was at school and was advanced to the
dignity of writing copybook headlines deal-
ing with the saying, ‘ Evil communications
corrupt good manners.”” He thought that
applied to some of the communications which
passed between the two Houses. He had
listened to the Treasurer when he spoke
about the undoubted rights possessed by the
Assembly, and said they should resist any
infringement on thosc rights. But he was
afraid the trouble had been brought about
by themselves by the impertinent manner in
whieh the rights of the Legislative Council
had been interfered with. They could not
expect that there would not be reprisals.
He had fought for the protection of the
rights of the Legislative Council, that there
should be no infringement of those rights by
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the Assembly; and, while he was prepared to
do that, he was equally prepared to fight
for the rights of the Legislative Assembly.
He quite agreed with the remarks that had
fallen from the Treasurer in regard to this
matter. (Hear, hear!) He thoucht, whether
rightly or wrongly, that this was an infringe-
ment of the undoubted rights and privileges
of the Assembly; and, believing that, he
naturally would support the Treasurer in the
position he had taken up, just the same as he
had told the Treasurer when he did what he
(Mr. Tolmie) believed was an undoubted
infringement of the rights of the Legislative
Council. e believed that both Houses of
the Legislature should be allowed the full
rights due to them, and thet while the As-
sembly protested against any infringement
of the rights of the Legislative Couneil, they
must oe1tamly take up the position of safe-
guarding their own rights. He found him-
self qulte in accord with the Hon. the Trea-
surer.

Question put and passed.

On clause 30—*“ Rules of court”—

The TREASURER said the Courcil had
inserted an amendment which would have
the effect of requiring rules of court drawn
up by judges of the Supreme Court to be
laid before ‘ both” Houses of Parliament,
and not merely before the Legislative Assem-
bly, and making provision also that if
“ either” House passed a resolution, of, which
notice had been given at any time within
fifteen sitting days after the rulex had been
laid before such House, those rules should
be disallowed. There was no great principle
involved in that, and if it wauld have the
effect of satisfying persons in aunother place,
he saw no reason wny they shouid not accept
the amendment. He moved that the amend-
ment be agreed to.

Question put and passed.
On clause 31—
The TREASURER =aid the Council had

seen fit to insert an amendment which gave
an appeal from the Supreme Court in cases
where the Crown exercised its rights to ac-
quire land which had been undervalued by
the owner for the/purpose of taxation. The
other House thought there was not sufficient
protection when the matter was finally de-
cided by a Supreme Court judge. He
thought 1t might be wise to accept the amend-
ment, and he moved accordingly.
Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported that the Committee had disagreed to
the Legislative Council’s amendment in
clause 10, and agreed to the other amend-
ments in the Bill.

Report adopted.

Ordered that the Bill be returned to the

Legislative Council with the following
message :—

“ Mr. President,

“The Legislative Assembly, having

had under consideration the amendments
of the legislative Council in the Land
Tax Bill, beg now to intimate that they—

‘“Disagree to the amendment in clause

““Because it is an axiom of constitu-
tional law that the representative Cham-
ber has the sole right of control over
taxation and revenue.

Hon. E. @. Theodore.]
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_ “The Legislative Assembly submit that
it is not competent for the Legislative
Council, when dealing with rates or
charges, to alter their duration, mode of
assessment, levy, collection, appropria-
tion, cr management.

‘“The Legislative Assembly trust that
a statement of these well-recognised
prineiples, which have always governed
the relations between the two Houses,
will be sufficient to induce the Legisla-
tive Council not to persist in their amend-
ment;

“And agree to the other amendments
in the Bill.

“ Legislative Asscmbly Chamber,
“ Brisbane, 16th December, 1915.”

INCOME TAX ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of
a message from the Council returning this
Bill with amendments.

The TREASURER: I beg to move that
you do now leave the chair, and that the
House resolve itself into a Committee to
consider the Legislative Council’s amend-
ments.

The SPEAKER: I might say the remarks
I made in regard to the Land Tax Bill apply
aiso to this Bill, The Council have evidently
fixed the duration of the tax and interfered
with the rights and privileges of this House.

Question put and passed.

COMMITTEE.
On clause 2~ Expiration of Act ”—

The TREASURER: The new clause in-
serted by the Council after clause 1 had the
effect of limiting the increased taxation

imposed by the Bill to two years,

18 p.m.] although 1t certainly made pro-

vision for the continuance of cer-
tain clauses introduced into the Bill in
regard to reciprocal arrangements to supply
information to the Commissioners of other
States. The Speaker was quite right in
calling attention to the new clause being
undoubtedly an infringement of their powers,
as there was an infringement of their powers
in regard to the Land Tax Bill. He moved
that the Legislative Council’s new clause 2
be disagreed to.

Question put and passed.

On clause 3—¢ Amendment of section & *’—

The TREASURER: The Council had
omitted clause 3 entirely from the Bill
That clause contained a new definition of
““ absentee ” and also amended the defini-
tion of “ income derived from personal exer-
tion.”” The former portion of the clause
dealing with absentees, whilst not an inter-
ference in any way with the incidence of the
tax, still, was most unacceptable because it
was an attempt to adopt a uniform defini-
tion of ¢ absentee,”” and on those grounds
alone there would be good reasons for dis-
agreeing to the Council’s amendment. In
omitting clause 3 they. had omitted the
definition of ‘‘income .derived from per-
sonal exertion,” and that had practically the
effect of interfering with the taxation pro-
posed by the Bill, because the amending of
that definition would have the effect of
allowing the Commissioner of Income Tax to
assess as income profits made by the specu-
lation in real or personal estate. At present

[Hon. E. @. Theodore.
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such incomes were not subject to taxation.
If a person carrying on any other business
than that of a land agent made a deal in
land and made a profit, no matter how much
in the year, that portion of his income was
not subject to the tax because it was not
portion of the ordinary business of the tax-
payer. By the clause in the Bill it was
sought to bring those profits within the
operations of the Bill and make them sub-
ject to income tax, but the Council had seen
fit to smite that out of the Bill. " He moved
that the Committee disagree to the Council’s
amendment,

Mr. MACARTNEY asked whether the
clause that the Council had eliminated pro-
vided that if the land was purchased many
years ago and sold during the current year
at a profit such profit would be subject to
income tax? It appeared to him that the
clause could be construed in that way.

The TREASURER: The hon. member
knows that considerable power was given to
the Commissioner in regard to the interpreta-
tion of income. It was not his intention to
levy on profits which might have been earned
before the commencement of the year 1915,
but if property had a certain value at the
commencement of the year 1915 and was sold
at the end of the year and realised a higher
price than the value at the commencement
of the year, then the difference between the’
value at the commencement of the year
and the amount realised would be profit and
would be subject to the tax. That would be
a perfectly real interpretation.

Mr. MACARTNEY: That might be the
Commissioner’s intention, but certainly the
clause did not say so. The clause was wide
enough to cover any profit that might be
made by @ man who held land.

The TReASURER: The profit has to be
stated in the return as having been made
in that year.

Mr. MACARTNEY : If the sale took place
in the year the clause would entitle, and,
in fact, would compel the Commissioner to
demand tax on the profit.

The TREASURER: It won’t be made reatro-
spective.

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. gentleman
said it won’t, but the clause made no provi-
sion to protect the taxpayer. He must say
that the clause fixed the profit as at the
time the sale was made, and clearly the profit
must be the difference between the original
cost and the amount received for the land.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
That would not be profit for that year.

Mr. MACARTNEY: It might not be
profit for that year, but the sale was made
that year, and the profit, whatever it was,
was made in that year. There was no get-
ting -away from that fact.

The TreasURER: Under the principal Act
this is a matter for the interpretation of the
Income Tax Commissioner.

Mr. MACARTNEY did not think so, as
the Income Tax Commissioner had to take
the law as it was. It appeared to him that
that was a very lax method of legislating.
The thing was beyond all reason if it meant
what it appeared to mean on the face of it,
and there certainly seemed some reason for
the Council deleting that particular clause.

Question put and passed.

On clause 4—*° Amendment of section 5’'—



Income Tax Act

The TREASURER : The Council had in-
serted an amendment in clause 4 which re-
stricted the operation of the reciprocal au-
thority until such time as the Commissioner
in Queensland had duly conferred with the
Commonwealth Commissioner of Income
Tax or his deputy or such other commis-
sioner of income tax as sought information
from the Commissioner, The clause itself
dealt with the reciprocal arrangement be-
tween Queensland and any other State of
the Commonwealth in regard to giving in-
formation which would assist the respective
commissioners who were parties to the re-
ciprocal arrangement, and, of course, it
would not be brought into force except
when an arrangement was arrived at to
the extent that the other States were parties
to that arrangement. Already the State of
New South Wales had agreed to reciprocate
in the matter of giving information. One
of the other States—Western Australia—
found that they could not do it without
amending their Income Tax Act, but they
proposed to do that at the first opportunity.
The Commonwealth said, although that mat-
ter had been one for discussion at the Taxa-
tion Commissioners’ Conference held in Mel-
bourne not long ago, as there was no finality
arrived at by the conference, they thought
it would be better to defer any arrangement
between the State and the Commonwealth
until such time as they had thrashed it out.
However, there was no reason why they
should not make the provision in the Bill.
It was stated in-the first subsection that it
should not come into operation unless or
until it had bee: brought into operation
bv the Governor in Council by Order in
Council published in the  Gazette.” The
amendment was quite unnecessary, and was
overloading the provision, and under the
circumstances it would be far better to de-
lete it.. He did not know whether that
cxplanation was made to members of another
place or whether they thought the mere
passing of the Bill brought the matter into
operation, and that the income tax commis-
sioner of any other State could demand
from the Commissioner here information in
regard to taxpayers in Queensland. When
*hey knew the facts, they should not insist
on their amendment, because it would not
be brought into force until a reciprocal ar-
rangement was entered into. Ie moved that
the Committee insist on their amendment.

Hox. J. TOLMIE could not see why the
Treasurer could not accept the amendment,
as it was only making assurance doubly
sure. The Treasurer said that so long as
the present Government occupied the Trea-
sury benches, they would not advise the
Governor in Council to allow any informa-
tion to be given by the Queensland Commis-
sioner to the commissioner of another State,
but they did not know how long the present
Treasurer and his colleagues might occupy
the front Treasury benches. Another party
might occupy those benches, and not hav-
‘ing the same spirit which actuated the pre-
sent Government, and not having the same
feeling in regard to the matter, might do
those very things which the Treasurer said
he would not do or would not recommend
the Governor in Council to do. The clause
gave absolute protection to the Treasurer or
‘to any Government that no powers could be
given to_the Commissioner to communicate
information to similar offices in any State
unless there was reciprocity. He did not
think that, under any circumstances, the in-
formation should be given. When the
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citizens of Queensland made a declaration as
to what their private affairs were to the
Income Tax Commissioner of Que;ensland, it
ought not to go’beyond that. -The income tax
commissioners of the other States should not
be put into possession of a knowledge of
the private affairs of people in this State
who might have business relations with the
other States. It was disclosing the secrecy
which was the underlying principle of the
Income Tax Act, and which ought to be the
underlying principle. He rose for the pur-
pose of saying that he was in accord with
the amendment inserted by the Council.
There was no interference with the rights
of the Assembly, but there was a safeguard-
ing of public interests in the amendment.
Rather than waste the time of the Commit-
tee in what might seem {rom the Govern-
ment point of view a useless discussion, but
from his point of view an endeavour to
maintain the interests of citizens, the Trea-
surer ought to accept the amendment, es-
pecially as he said there was nothing in it
except that it would burden the Bill

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: The leader of the Opposi-
tion, even after the Treasurer’s explanation,
sought to encourage the other Chamber to
thwart the purpose of the Assembly in
obtaining revenue from a proper channel.
The practice was for commissioners to assist

one another in obtaining information with
regard to income.

Hon. J. TowmiE: Do you say they give
information now?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: He said the practice was
about to be put into operation. He be-

lieved it was in operation now between New
South Wales and Queensland. Whether it
had been the general practice or not, he knew
that that had been done several times in the
past. What the amendment proposed was
that they should be prevented from entering
into an arrangement until a parliamentary
measure had been passed giving other income
tax commissioners similar power. What
was that but obstructing and thwarting the
purpose of the Bill? If by an arrangement
the various commissioners could do this
thing without a Legislative measure being
passed, there was no necessity for the amend-
ment. The commissioners were sworn to
secrecy, and was it likely that they were
going to disclose to the general public in-
formation which they obtained confidenti-
ally? The thing was simply imaginary and
preposterous, and to accept the amendment
would be to delay that mutual assistance
which the commissioners might give to one
another.

Mr. MACARTNEY : It would come as a
shock to the community to hear that there
had hitherto been in existence a practice
which permitted the disclosure by the Income
Tax Commissioner of information which was
given to him confidentially, even if that
disclosure was limited to the Commissioner
of Income Tax for the Commonwealth, or for
any of the other States. He did not be-
lieve for a moment that it had been done,
although from what the Minister for Public
Instruction said they must believe that he
at any rate was under the impression that
it was done.

The - SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
I know it is.

Mr. MACARTNEY : If the hon. gentle-

man knew the provisions of the Income Tax

Mr. Macartney.|
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Act, he must know that the Commissioner
was sworn not to disclose that information,
not to the general public alone, but to any-
body; and it was impoassible to conceive that
being sworn to perform the duties of his
office he would do anything of the kind.
The hon. gentleman must be under a mis-
apprehension.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
No; I know that mutual help has been given
by commissioners.

Mr. MACARTNEY : If mutual help had
been given, that amounted to a disclosure of
information imparted to the Commissioner
of Income Tax, and was a breach of his
oath, and they would have to be more than
careful what provisions they inserted in their
legislation.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
1 say from New South Wales to Queensland.

Mr. MACARTNEY: Did he understand
the hon. gentleman to say that information
had been supplied by the Income Tax Com-
missioner of New South Wales, but that
similar information had not been given by
the Queensland Commissioner to New South
Wales ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
I do not know about Queensland, but I know
it has been done by New South Wales.

Mr. MACARTNEY : That was, of course,
a matter for New South Wales, but he should
be very sorry to think that a statute of that
sort had been broken. The amendment of
the Upper Chamber seemed to him to be
absolutely reasonable. It was nothing more
than this: that if the Commissioner of the
Commonwealth, or his deputy, or the Com-
missioner of any State, was authorised in
the same way as we authorised our Com-
missioner, the practice could be brought into
operation. The amendment was liberal to
a degree. The moment this information was
authorised to be given by our Commissioner
to other States. we could not control the
secrecy of it. In view of the statement of
the Treasurer that practical effect would be
given to the amendinent, even if it was not
included in the Bill, he could not understand
what reasor there was for objecting to it.
If power was given to the Governor in
Council to authorise the Commissioner to
give this information, surely it was not un-
reasonable to say that the Governor in
Council was not to enter into such an
arrangenient until a similar favour was ex-
tended to this State by the Commonwealth
or other States. Apparently the Treasurer
did not want the control of Parliament at
all, but wanted to be able to make any
arrangement he liked, and to be at liberty to
recommend the Governor in Council to ex-
tend this favour to the Commonwealth or
other States without the conditions specified
in the amendment. The Treasurer said he
did not want to do that. Why, then, should
he object to the amendment? He would
suggest to the hon. gentleman that he should
accept the amendment.

The TREASURER : Whatever might be
the impression of the Minister for Public
Instruction, he was quite sure that there had
been no breach of the oath of secrecy which
it was the duty of the Commissioner of In-
come Tax to observe. He had no informa-
tion in his possession that there had been
any interchange of information on the
matter of incomes of taxpayers in Queens-
land with the New South Wales Commis-
sioner or any other Commissioner. As a
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matier of fact, it was because the commis-
sioners had found that there had been some
difficulty on account of the lack of power to-
give such information that the several in-
come tax commissioners agreed at a con-
ference held in Melbourne a few months ago
to ask their several Governments to grant
them the power to make this reciprocal
arrangement. One State had conferred that
power upon their income tax commissioner,
namely the State of New South Wales.
This Parliament was now considering the
question. The proposal was introduced in
Western Australia, but the Bill was rejected
by the Upper House. The Commonwealth
Commissioner of Income Tax had communi-
cated with him a few days ago, stating
that he thought it would be better to hold
the matter over until the next meeting of
the taxation commissioners. But, in his.
opinion, there was no necessity to wait till
then. They could get considerable help by
allowing the Queensland Commissioner to
co-operate with the taxation commissioner
of New South Wales. Under subsection (3)
the Commissioner would have no power to
enter into such an arrangement, unless speci-
ally authorised by an Order in Council, but
that subsection referred only to the right of
the Commissioner to give information re-
lating to the incomes of taxpayers. The
next subsection related to the authority of
the Commissioner to give information in
his possession with respect to business done
in Queensland by any person carrying on
business in any of the other States. There
was an essential difference between the two-
things.

Mr. MACARTNEY : In both cases it ought to
be reciprocal.

The TREASURER : In both cases it would
be reciprocal.

Mr. MACARTNEY :
ment provides.

The TREASURER : Yes, but as he had
informed the Committee, i¥ was surplusage,
as there would be no information given un-
less there was a reciprocal arrangement.

Mr. MaCARTNEY : That is, as you will it or
not.

The TREASURER: Why not leave it to
the Governor in Council? The members of
another place went further in their amend-
ment, and attempted to prevent the Com-
missioner from giving any information re-
garding a business carried on in Queensland.
by persons who were carrying on business
elsewhere, without the special authority of
a reciprocal arrangement.

Mr. MACARTNEY : It ought to be reciprocal.

The TREASURER: He did not know
that there was any mnecessity for that, be-
cause, if that were insisted upon, unless
reciprocal authority was given to the com-
missioner of another State he could get no
information from the Queensland Commis-
sioner. The Commissioner was satisfied that
it was to the interests of the commissioners
that information should be given with re-
gard to businesses carried on in Queensland,
and he did not know that they should pre-
vent him giving such information. But the
giving of information relating to the in-
comes of taxpayers in Queensland was an
entirely different thing, and that would not
be given unless there was a reciprocal ar-
rangement between the commissioners. The
Commissioner of Income Tax informed him
that he was considerably hampered because

That is all the amend-
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he could not get information regarding busi-
nesses carried on elsewhere by people in
Queensland who made returns. It would be
to his advantage to have that arrangement.
The hon. member could understand that it
would be of mutual advantage to the com-
missioners throughout Australia, because
they could become posted in in-
[8.30 p.m.] formation relating to the busi-
. ness of firms and companies that
traded in different States in Australia. For
instance, take the case of an interstate steam-
ship company. At present the Commissioner
could only ask for details of the company’s
operations in Queensland, but wunder the
Bill they could get the information with
regard to other States. It would be of
mutual advantage to all States.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION pointed out that in the case
he had in mind where the advice was
given to Queensland by New South Wales
1t was done with the consent of the payer
of income tax in Queensland, but who had
property in both Queensland and New South
Wales. He could not understand the leader
of the Opposition and the hon. member for
Toowong agreeing with the Council’s amend-
ment. They said that it should aot be put
into operation, but they said, if the Council’s
amendment was _accepted, it should be put
into operation. There was no breach of comn-
fidence on the part of the New South Wales
Commissioner when he gave the information
to the Queensland Commissioner.

Question—That the Committee disagree
with the Council’s amendment in clause 4—
put; and the Committee divided:—

AyEs, 36.

Mr. Adamson Mr, Jones, A. J.

,» Armfield 5, Jomes, T. L.

,» Barber ,» Kirwan

,» Bertram ,, Land

,» Bowman ,» Larcombe

,,» Carter » Lloyd

,» Colling 5 May

. Cooper s» McLachlan

,» Dunstan ., McMinn

,. Fihelly » McPhail

,. Foley 5 O’Sullivan

. Gilday ,» Peterson

.. Gillies .. TPollock

. Gledson ., Ryan, H.JT.

,, Hardacre ,. Smith

,» Hartley, H. L. ,: Stopford

,» Hartley, W, . Theodore

,» Huxham ,,  Winstanley

Tellers: Mr, T. L. Jones and Mr. McPhail.
Nozs, 18.

Mr. Armstrong Mr. Gunh

,» Barnes ,, Hodge

, Rajley ,» Macartney

,» Bebbington ,» Moore

., Bell ,, Somerset

., Bridges . Stevens

,» Corser ,» Stodart

,» Forsyth ., Tolmie
Grayson ., Vowles

Tellers: Mr. Bell and Mr. Vowles.
Parrs.

Ayes—Mr. Free, Mr., Wellington, Mr. Payne, Mr.
T. J. Ryan, and Mr. Lennon.

Noes—Lieut.-Col. Rankin, Mr. Booker, Mr. Petrie,
Mr. Appel, and Mr. Walker.

Resolved in the aiﬁrma/tive.

On clause 5—* Rates of income tex ’—
The TREASURER: the Council amended
the definition of * public utility.” When
the Bill was passed by the Legislative
Assembly, the definition of *‘ public utility ”

was as follows:—

‘¢ Public utility ’ includes street tram-
way services, the manufacture or supply
of coal gas for any purpose, the produc-
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tion or supply of electricity for light
or power, and any other undertaking
declared by a resolution of the Legisla-
tive Assembly.”
The Council altered that by including ‘¢ reso-
lutions of the Legislative Council and the
Legislative Assembly respectively to be a
public utility.”” He did not think they
should give way to the Council on this mat-
ter. The Council were infringing their
powers to make such an_amendment. Hon.
gentlemen opposite smiled when he said that
Mr. ForsyrH: Read the Standing Orders.

The TREASURER: There was consider-
able doubt ¢n the question according to
“ May,” who said— .

“Tt follows, accordingly, that the
Lords may not amend the provisions in
Bills which they receive from the Com-
mons dealing with the above-mentioned
subjects, so as to alter, whether by in.
grease or reduction, the amount of a rate
or charge, its duration, mode of assess.
ment, levy, collection, appropriation, or
management, or the persons who pay,
receive, manage, or control it; or the
limits within which it is leviable.”

The Council had no right to insert the
amendment, and it would be wise for the
Assembly to insist on the definition as it
appeared in the Bill. The definition of
“public utility ” would have to be agreed
to by resolution in the Assembly, so that it
was perfectly safeguarded.

Hown. J. TOLMIE agreed with the Legis-
lative Council. There was no doubt that
the Assembly were insisting on their un-
doubted rights in regard to taxation pro-
posals, but this was not taxation at all.
This was merely a definition, and the Coun-
ci] had co-ordinate powers with the Assembly
so far as the definition was concerned. The
Legislative Council had as much right to
make definitions as the Assembly. The Trea-
surer was evidently taking a stand because
he wished to strike out the words ‘‘ Legisla-
tive Council” whenever it was possible to
do so. If the hon. member wanted to get
rid of the Council, the proper way to do
it was to carry out the abolition legislation
of the Government.

The TREASURER: Are we not going to do
that ?

Hon. J. TOLMIE: No, the hon. gentle-
man was not going to do it. The outside
public were not going to give away their
rights. The Legislative Council were main-
taining their undoubted rights in this mat-
ter. It was arrogance and impertinence on
the part of the Assembly to attempt to take
away from the Legislative Council its powers
which the Coustitution gave it. The Trea-
surer proposed to infringe the rights of the
Legislative Council, and he had no right to
do so. He (Mr. Tolmie) supported the amend-
ment of the Legislative Council.

Mr. MACARTNEY : The amendment was
not only within the rights of the Legislative
Council, but it was also a reasonable one.
The Bill defined what a * public utility *
was, and it could only be passed into law
with the concurrence of bath the Legislative
Assembly and the Legislative Council. The
amendment of the Legislative Council only
sought to continue that. That was a per-
fectly reasonable attitude to take up. .

The TREASURER: Next session we may want
to include another public utility, but vested
interests represented in another Chamber
will prevent it from getting through.

Mr. Macartney.]
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Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. gentleman
had his views in the matter, and they de-
served consideration. It was an exceedingly
dangerous thing to leave the definition of
‘““a public utility” under this Bill to the
Legislative Assembly. They did not know
in these days what the Assembly was, They
did not know where resolutions originated,
whether it was the Cabinet that directed
the course upon the other side or whether it
was the caucus, which—as he understood it—
directed not only the movements but the
conscience of the majority. The Liberal
caucus did not deprive members of the right
of exercising their own conscience. A
minority in the Assembly, Peven as it
was now constituted, might impose upon the
Assembly the necessity of passing a resolu-
tion that something was a public utility that
was not a public utility for the purpose of
obtaining some political end. A majority of
the Labour caucus, say twenty-three, might
compel the whole Government party of forty-
five to declare a public utility, and though
twenty-two Labour members and twenty-
seven Liberals were conscientiously opposed
to it, it would be so declared. They under-
stood there was more than one Parliament in
Queensland.  Besides the ordinary Parlia-
ment there was a secret Parliament, that
they did not know anything about.

. Mr. Kirwan: What about the secret Par-
liament in the “ Courier” buildings?

Mr. MACARTNEY: He did not know
anything about _any Parliament in the
“Courier” buildings. The amendment of

the Upper House was an absolute safeguard
to the community for the reasons he had
given, and they should accept it.

Question—That the Committee disagree
to the Legislative Council’s amendment in
clause 5——put; and the Committee divided : —

AvEs, 35.

Mr. Adamson Mr. Jones, T. L.
,» Armfield 5 Kirwan

. Barber 5, Land

»» Bertram s» Larcombe
s, Bowman 5 Lloyd

,» Carter » May

,» Collins 5» McLachlan
,» Cooper ss McMinn

»» Dunstan ,» McPhail

,» Foley 5 O’Sullivan
,s Gilday ,, Peterson

5, @Gillies ,s» Pollock

»» Gledson s» Ryan, D.
»» Hardacre 5 Smith

,» Hartley, H, L. ,s Stopford

,» Hartley, W. .. Theodore

5, Huxham ,» Winstanley

,» Jomes, A. J.
Tellers: Mr. Kirwan and Mr, Lloyd.

Noes, 17.
Mr. Armstrong Mr, Hodge
,, Barnes ,» Macartney
., Bebbington s» Moore
,» Bell ,s Stevens
,» DBridges s Stodart
., Corger . Swayne
., Forsyth y» Tolmie
,» Grayson s Vowles
© 4, Gunn

Tellers: Mr. Bebbington and Mr. Bridges.

Pairs.

Ayes—Mr. Free, Mr, Wellington, Mr. Payne, Mr.
T. J. Ryan, and Mr. Lennon.

Noes~-Lieut.-Col. Rankin, Mr, Bocker, Mr. Petrie,
Mr. Appel, and Mr. Walker,
Resolved in the affirmative.

[Mr. Macartney.
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The TREASURER said the next amend-
ment was a similar one, except that it dealt
with a ““ monopoly company,” and there was
a greater necessity of resisting the Council’s
amendment than in the last case, because «
monopoly company was not defined in any
other sense except that it rested with a
resolution of the ILegislative Assembly to
declare what company was a monopoly com-
pany. Hon. members knew what a difficulty
there was in defining a monopoly in Federal
politics, and the same difficulty would occur
in defining monopoly company. If there was
a rigid definition of @ monopoly company,
that they must have a complete monopoly of
any service, then there would be no company
come within the definition. It therefore
seemed to him necessary to have a definition
put in the Bill in that form, and under
those circumstances it would be most unwise
to allow the Legislative Council to have any
say in declaring what were monopoly com-
panies. He moved that the amendment be
disagreed to.

Question put and passed.

The TREASURER: On the same page,
further down, the Council had made an
amendment by deleting paragraph (viii.), in
which it was stipulated that any public utility
company or monopoly company liable to pay
the higher rate of tax was prohibited from
increasing the prices of its commodities or
the charges for its services without getting
authority to do so by Order in Counctl from
the Governinent.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Does that affect the prin-
ciple of the tax?

The TREASURER: He did not think
s0, but it certainly affected the effectiveness
of the Bill, because if it was right to bring
under the higher scale certain companies that
had special monopolies, it was also necessary
to see that such companies, who were pro-
tected as monopoly companies, did not pass
on the extra rate to the consumers. Other-
wise the increasing of the income tax would
be only an imposition upon the consumers
who used the services or the commodities of
the companies. Under those circumstances
they must disagree with the amendment.
Scme hon. members from the other House
had told him that there might be some incon-
venience to such companies because of the
necessity of getting an Order in Council—
say, in the case of a gas company—to in-
crease the prigce of articles such as coke and
other by-products. As he had pointed out
to those members who saw him about it,
there would be no difficulty about that,
because if the company could show the neces-
sity of increasing the prices of those goods
because of the higher cost of fuel, or
materials. or labour, then it would only be
a matter of getting an Order in Council.
Such Orders in Council would not be limited
to one a year, so there would be no great
difficulty about that. He moved that the
amendment be disagreed to.

Hov. J. TOLMIE regretted very much
that he could not find himself in accord with
the Treasurer in this matter. He thought
the Legislative Council had shown greater
wisdom in regard to the matter than the
Legislative Assembly. This was an amend-
ment that had absolutely nothing at all to
do with the Bill under discussion. It was
& principle that rightly belonged to the
Control of Prices Board, and not to an
income tax amending Bill. Tt was just as
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well to take it out of the Bill and hand it
over to Mr. Sumner for the purpose of regu-
lation. The Hon. the Treasurer said the
desire was that the company should not pass
the increase on to the consumers. There
were a thousand and one things regulating
the business of a company and the price of &
commodity, and a company would be abso-
lutely under the control of the Governor in
Council .in the management of its business
if this were allowed to stand. The whole
matter should be handed over to the Control
of Prices Board. It was a very serious inter-
ference with the business of companies in
Queensland, and if they wanted to interest
people in launching out in enterprises, they
should give them some chance to work their
own business. Ie heard most deplorable
stories in the Chamber last night about the
way in which enterprise had
[9 p.m.] fallen to pieces. They heard of
large concerns being tied up all
for the want of capital; that the capitalist
was not coming forward and putting his
money into enterprises such as he had
hitherto done, and the consequence was that
industries were languishing and men were
tlirown out of employment. The class of
legislation they were passing was going to
have the effect of limiting the avenues of
employment. If all companies doing busi-
ness were to have their actions circumscribed
by legislation they would cease to carry on
their operations, and make their first loss
the least loss. He intended fo support the
Council’s amendment.

Mr. MACARTNEY quite agreed with the
leader of the Opposition that that clause
should not find a place in an Income Tax
Bill. It had absolutely no reference to
income tax, and the hon. gentleman admitted
that, but he used the argument that a mono-
poly company should not be allowed to pass
the income tax on. If that was the object
of the clause, it might be a good argument
for its insertion; but it was not. It was
an absolute prohibition against any com-
pany increasing the charges for its com-
modities or services beyond those existing
on the 1st October last. It was a general
prohibition, and the hon. gentleman seemed
to forget that there was other legislation
affecting companiecs which were public
utilities. The amount of tram fares was
limited by statute, and he was not sure that
the same rule did not apply to gas com-
panies.

The TrEasureR: There is no regulation
in regard to the price of gas.

Mr. MACARTNEY : There might not be,
but there was a Bill before the Assembly
which sought to do it very effectively, and
that was the proper place to do it. There
was a good deal to be said in favour of
what the leader of the Opposition stated—
that the clause was likely to dislocate enter-
prise. They could not afford to dislocate
enterprise at the present time; rather they
wanted to open their arms to enterprise in
order to meet the bad times that were
coming, and coming at no distant date.
They were in for a very anxious time-—a
time when they would want everybody who
had got enterprise and ability and the
means of putting it into effect to do their
best for the State and the people of the
State, including the working class. - This
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was not the time to interfere with enter-
prise, and he was rather astonished to find
that the legislation before them was aim-
ing at the destruction of that enterprise
and ability which had done so much for the
State in the past, and which would be
wanted so much before any great length of
time had elapsed. As the leader of the
Opposition had stated, there were many
causes which necessitated increased charges.
They had got wages boards which were
increasing from day to day the amount paid
in wages, and the cost of material, on
account of the increased wages and on
account of war conditions, was going up
by leaps and bounds. They had got addi-
tional taxation imposed by reason of the
war, not only State taxation but Common-
wealth taxation as well, all of which was a
heavy burden on the enterprise of the State;
and any Bill which sought by hard-and-fast
methods to place a linrt on the business
carried on by those people was unjust. It
was inconvenient and unreasonable to place
those companies practically at the mercy of
the Treasurer for the time being.

At 9.5 p.m,,

Mr. BerTram relieved the Chairman in
the chair. .

Mr. FORSYTH: They understood the

definition of *“public utility” because it
was specified in the Act, but when it came to
a ‘“ monopoly” it was a different thing alto-
gether. The trouble was: How were they to
define a monopoly? There were some com-
panies in Queensland which had practically
a monopoly of certain things, and yet those
things were increasing in value from day to
day. In many cases the cost had increased
by 50 per cent., and yet they were told
that they could not increase the price be-
yond what it was on the Ist October, 1915.
As a matter of fact, in almost everything
they got there was a general rise at the
present time, owing to the war probably, and
also owing to the increase in freights. The
Commonwealth were trying to export the
large surplus in wheat, and they knew the
difficulty the Commonwealth Government
had in getting away that surplus in wheat.
They were faced with this position, that,
instead of paying £1 a ton to get it away
they had to pay £4 or £5 a ton. The
tonnage was so scarce that it was impossible
to get goods out at anything like the price
to-day that they could a few months ago. If
they were going to restrict companies, as
proposed by the clause, how on earth could
they carry on? Surely the Government did
not want people to sell goods under cost
price? He did not think the Government
realised the very serious position they were
putting the business people in. The diffi-
culty was to arrive at what a monopoly was.
They might have twenty people who were
partial monopolies, and how were they
going to say to those people that they could
not increase the price of their commodities? .
Take the case of explosives. He supposed
there were only three or four people dealing
in explosives in Queensland, and they had
practically a monopoly of the business. The
rates were high and prices were going up
on account of the huge demand for war pur-
poses and on account of the increased rates,
but because those people charged a certain

‘ Mr. Forsyth.]
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amount on the 1st October, 1815, the Go-
vernment say they could not charge any
more now unless they got an Order in
Council. Instead of putting restrictions
on business, the Government wanted to assist
business people. The business people had
enough worries at the present time, and,
instead of harassing them and putting all
sorts of restrictions on them, the Govern-
ment should rather try and help them to
increase their business.

Question—That the Committee disagree to
the Council’s amendment in subclause (viii.)

—put; and the Committee divided:—
ATEs, 34.
Mr. Adamson Mr. Jones, T, L.
,, Armfield 5 Kirwan
,. Barber 5, Land
,, Bowman ,»  Larcombe
,, Carter . Lloyd
. Collins s May
., Cooper ,» McLachlan
,» Dunstan »» MeMinn
. Foley »  McePhail
,, Gilday 5o O’Sullivan
,, Gillies 5, Peterson
,, Gledson ,» Pollock
,, Hardacre ., Ryan, D.
,, Hartley, H. L. 5 Smith
,, Hartley, W. ,, Stopford
,» Huxham Theodore
., dJdones, A, J, . Winstanley
Tellers: Mr., Larsontbe and Mr, MecPhail.
N NoEs, 18.
Mr. Armstrong Mr. Hodge
., Barnes ;s Macartney
,, Belibington ., Moore
.. Bell 5, Somerset
,,» Bridges 5. Stevens
,, Corser 5 Stodart
,,» Forsyth . Swayne
., Grayson 5, Tolmie
., Gunn ,» Yowles
Tellers: Mr. Bridges and Mr. Vowles.
Parrs.
Aves—Mr. Free, Mr. Wellington, Mr. Payne, Mr.

T. J. Ryan, and Mr. Lennon.
Noes—Licut.-Col. Rankin, Mr. Booker, Mr. Petrie,
Mr. Appel, and Mr. Walker.

Resolved in the affirmative.

The TREASURER: On line 7, page 7,
the Council had sttuck out the word * any”
and inserted the word ‘‘ such,” so that the
clause should read ¢ where any of the
profits of such company remain undistri-
buted amongst the members,” etc. This was
really an improvement in the clause. It
was one of those rather unusual instances in
-which the members of another place had
fortuitously improved a measure sent up
by the Assembly. He moved that the amend-
ment be agreed to.

Question put and passed.

The TREASURER : The Council had made
a further amendment in paragraph (x.), line
41, where they had omitted the words
“ always has been” and inserted in lieu
thereof the words “shall be deemed to be,”
making the clause read ‘‘it is hereby de-
clared that the same shall be deemed to be
a declaration of dividends,” etc. This de-
sfroyed the retrospective Character of the
clause. It would be unwise to do that,
because some companies had been assessed
and had paid taxes on dividends upon the
assumption that what was here stated to be
enacted had been actually in force ever

[4fr. Forsyth.
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since the principal Act came into operation.
There were some taxpayers who had not
been assessed and who had not paid any
tax on such dividends. It was not intended
to collect any tax by going back earlier than
the Ist of January, 1915. Still, this pro-
vision was necessary to validate the action
of the Commissioner in the event of any
dispute arising under the clause. Under
those circumstances, it would be wise to
adhere to the ougmal terms of the clause,
and he moved that the Council’s amendment
be disagreed with.

Hon. J. TOLMIE thought the members of
the Council were wise in making this amend-
ment. The Treasurer said the clause was
simply a validating clause as far as this
particular matter was concerned, and that
he was not going to collect any tax which
ought to have been collected beyond the
1st of January, 1915. But the hon. gentle-
man could only answer for himself, and some
other person who occupied that office might
collect the tax further back than the Ist of
January of this year. If the Commissioner
had done any action in the past which was
illegal, then the only way to validate that
action was to make reparation for any
wrong that might have been done to any
person.

The TREASURER : This is only a declaration
of what is assumed to be the law at the
present moment.

How. J. TOLMIE: And,
the hon. member rightly, it was going to
have a validating effect. If the clause was
not going to be made retrospective, then
the phraseology of the Council was the
soundest, and their amendment should be
agreed to.

Question—That the Council’s amendment

if he understood

be disagreed to—put; and the Committee
divided.
This division was the same as the last,

except that Mr. Somerset did not vote with

the “ Noes.”
Resolved in the affirmative.

The TREASURER: On page 7, line 8
(now 44), the Council had inserted an amend-
ment which he could not understand. They
added after ‘‘ subsections” the words * for

the years in which the transfer
[9.30 p.m.] to capital, or application in re-

duction of assets, or revaluation
and issue of shares or debentures, have re-
spectively been made or taken place.” He
did not know what the Council were driving
at. The amendment they had inserted was
already provided for. It would be ridicu-
lous to insert the words when they had
already provided for them in another clause.
‘When the undistributed profits were dis-
tributed, or when the assets were increased
in value, that would be counted as a de-
claration of dividends and a distribution of
profits for that particular year and for no
other year. That was the intention of the
clause and there was no doubt about it. If
they included the Council’s amendment it
would only confuse it because it was already
provided for.

Mr. MACARTNEY: It was perfectly
obvious that the way the clause stood when
it went to the Council showed that it had
retrospective action, and the Council appar-
ently realised that. They saw that ik
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amounted to a serious injustice because it
was giving to the State something which
the State was pever entitled to by any law
prior to the passing of this Act.

The TREASURER: Say a reassessment was
made last year and a declaration of divi-
dends took place last year, it would be liable
for the year.

Mr. MACARTNEY : When the clause left
the Assembly it read—

‘“shall be and it is hereby declared
that the same always has been a de-
claration of dividends,” ete.

The Council amended that by making it
read—— .
“that the same shall be deemed to be a
declaration of dividends,” etc.

That showed that the Council wished the
clause to have future operation and not re-
trospective operation. The amendment was
inserted in order that no injustice should be
done, because 1t made it perfectly clear that
the clause should only have future operation.
There could be no objection to the amend-
ment.
2

Question—That the Legislative Council’s
‘amEndrnent in clause 5 be disagreed to—put;
and the Committee divided :—

AYES, 34.
Mr. Adamson Mr, Jomes, T. L.
5 Armfield 5, Kirwan
,, Barher .» Land
,» Bowman 5, Larcombe
,, Carter 5 Lloyd
,» Colling .. May
,,» Cooper ,. McLachlan
;s Dunstan 5 McMinn
,» Foley ,»  McPhail
,» Gilday ., O’Sullivan
5, Gillies »» Peterson
,, Gledson ., Pollock
5, Hardacre ,» Ryan, D.
. 5, Hartley, H. L. ,  Smith
,» Hartley, W. s Stopford
,» Huzham ,» Theodor=
Jones, A. J. Winstanley

”Tellers: Mr. Gledeon and Mr. A. J. Jones.

Nors, 18,

Mr. Armstrong Mr. Hodge

,. Barues 5» Macariney
,» Bebbington ,. Moore

. Be}l ,» Roberts

5+ Bridgos . Stevens

., Corser .. Stodart

5, Forsyth ., Swayne

5, Grayson »»  Tolmie

. Gunn Vowles

Tellers: Mr. Corser and Mr. Gunn.

PaIrs.,

Ayes—Mr. Free, Mr. Wellington, Mr. Payne, Mr. )

T. J. Ryan, and Mr. Lennon.

Noes—Lieut.-Col. Rankin, Mr. Booker; Mr. Petrie,
Mr. Appel, and Mr. Walker,

Resolved in the affirmative,

The MHouse resumed. The TEMPORARY
CuARMAN reported that the Committee had

agreed to one of the Council’s amend-
ments, and disagreed to all the other
amendments.

The adoption of the report was made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.
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SUPPLY.
RESUMPTION OF COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Coyne, Warrego, in the chair.)

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.

CHIEF OFFICE.

The following items were passed without
discussion : —Inspection Staff, £10,590; Medi-
cal and Dental Inspection, £10,562; Queens-
land University, £7,841; Training College,
£8,059; The Women’s College, £600; Schools
of Arts, £7,500

Question—That £21,900 be granted for
¢ Chief Office ”’—put and passed.

SECONDARY EDUCATION.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION moved that £26,250 be granted
for “ Secondary Education.’

Hon. J. TOLMIE said he would like an
explanation from the Minister with regard
to the amount of £6,221 for scholarships to
be granted in 1916 for six months. Were
they going to stop the scholarships at the
end of six months?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: He would give an explana-
tion of the whole increase in connection with
the vote. The increase was due to the new
system of qualifying scholarships as against
the old competitive system. The new sys-
tem came into force in 1914, and to show
how it had increased, he would give the
comparative figures from the year 1913. In
1913, 112 scholarships were granted. In 1914
there were 368 scholarships granted. That
was the year the new system came into
force. In 1915 the number increased to 447,
and for the year 1916 the department was
asking for 550. Hon. members would see
from those figures the very large increase
in the number of scholarships, which was
entirely due to the new system. The reason
why the amount was provided for six months
of 1916 was because they were providing in
the next six months for the scholarships that
would be obtained at the examinations held
this year. He believed they were being
held now. They would obtain the scholar-
ships at the present examination, and there-
fore they only required the amount for six
months of the present financial year.

Question put and passed.
' STATE SCHOOLS.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC:- IN-
STRUCTION moved that s£512,805 be
granted for ‘° State Schools.”

Mr. LLOYD (Enoggera): He remembered
reading in an educational paper some years
ago that the annual report of the Education
Department reminded the writer of those
lines of poetry—

“Time writes no wrinkles on thine
azure brow
Such as creation’s dawn beleld thou
rollest now.”
He was not reflecting on the report of the
department, but he thought the lines would
apply to the debate on the educational
estimates—or that part of the educational
estimates. which applied to State schools.
Year after year they heard very much the
same thing said. They heard it asserted
that our State schools were the best in Aus-
tralia, if not the best in the world. They
heard it said that the management of those
schools was very efficient, that the teachers
were a very deserving body of men and
women, and it was generally added that

Mr. Lioyd.]

.
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it was to be hoped that at some time in
the future some different treatment would
be accorded to those who were carrying on
the work. He appreciated the Minister’s
remarks on the relations between the Trea-
sury and the teaching staff at the present
time. The Minister regretted that the de-
partment at the present time was not in a
position to deal a little more liberally with
the teachers in the State schools, and it
would be recognised that that position was
indisputable. At the same time, one of the
defects the department had to contend with
was the fact that it had a very underpaid
staff. (Hear, hear!) Some people were
under the impression that the teachers were
going to get tises. Actually, the teachers
were going to get reductions. If an em-
ployer had a certain number of apprentices
coming out of their time, and he said to
them that he wanted them to go on journey-
men’s work, but not to get journeymen’s
full pay, he took it that that would be a
reduction. At the present time the Govern-
ment managed to give the teachers a partial
rise. Hxcept in exceptional cases, teachers
did not get an annual increase. Some of
them had to wait three years for a rise of
£20; and a man who had waited three
years and then only got a £10 increase would
not be as satisfled as another who got a
£10 rise last year and a £10 rise again this
year. He hoped this would be remembered
later on. There were one or two cases of
hardship he would like to call the Minister’s
attention to. The amounts involved wera
only small. One was the case of young pupil-
teachers who became classified _teachers.
Under ordinary conditions, a pupil teacher
of the fourth class earning a salary of £80
was eligible, when he passed the classifying
examination, to go on to a salary of £110,
but under the present conditions he could
only get a rise of £10, and consequently he
would have to stay on £90, although he
would have the full responsibility of a
classified teacher. Ie hoped that some ad-
justment would be made in regard to that.
It would not mean a very big sum, and
by means of a transfer of money from one
department to another something might ba
. done. Another case was that of teachers
" who entered the service by means of the
competitive pupil-teachers’ examination.
Once every year competitive examinations
were held at which pupil-teachers of the age
of sixteen or seventeen competed for posi-
tions in the service. If a girl passed her
examination in June, she went on for six
months at £20. and under ordinary circum-
stances. if her services were satisfactory, at
the end of the year she would go on to £50.
Under present conditions she could only get
a £10 increase, and went on to £30 instead
of £50. That was almost a breach of faith—
a breach of contract—because the young people
went in for the examination on the under-
standing that after six months’ probationary
service they were going to get £50 a year.
The girl who put in a year in a business
college and went ont as a typist got £1 a
week to start with. He mentioned this
matter because he was sure, if it

[10 p.m.] was possible, sornething would be
done. He was just as certain as

every other member that, considering the
tools and material given to the teaching staff
and the administration staff. the work
was done in the best possible way, but
whether the tools and material were such as
would ensure the best results he was not at
all sure. He did not want to disparage the

[M7r. Lioyd.
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ueensland educational system, but he was
got- eso sure that it was in the lead. There
were certain indications from young people
who came from the old country that gave
him the idea that they had something to
learn after all in Queensland. He was
satisfied they were getting the best they
could at the price, and if they were to get
anything better they would have to pay for
it.. The Minister referred to a matter whick
concerned the State school teachers particu-
larly—that was, the question of granting a
zone allowance. IHe did not suppose that
that would come into force straight away,
but it was just as well that they ghould give
some little attention to it. He supposed
that nearly every member of Parliament had
once or twice in his life been approached
by a teacher to get a transfer to Brisbane
or some place like that. He supposed if
every member who had had that experience
went out of the Chamber the place would be
empty. The teacher who had served in the
North and West and wanted to get South
generally based his claims on the high cost
of living in those places. He understood
that some time ago the department went
very fully into the cost of living, and, speak-
ing as one who had lived {n.the‘North, he
must say that the cost of living in some of
the Northern towns was not so very much
higher than in Brisbane. It was .proposed
by the zone system to grant a special allow-
ance to those teachers who were serving in
parts of the country where people did not
care to serve. In fact, the idea was to
balance things so that there would be no
difficulty in getting men to go to any part
of the State; the more desirable the part
of the State, the lower the salary would be,
and the more undesirable the part of the
State, the higher the salary would be, and
consequently, when it was a matter of taking
a deserving man who had done good service
in the Gulf and putting him in Brisbane or
on the Downs or in some other _desirable
place, the difficulty of replacing him would
be got over by the fact that somebody would
be found in Brisbane to whom the pecuniary
considerations were very important, and who
would be willing to take the place of that
man., He thought the scheme would be a
very successful one, and it should be given a
trial. As far as he remembered, the Minister
did not commit himself by saying he would
abolish home lessons, but still he (Mr, Lloyd)
got the impression all the same that the
Minister had something in his head to that
effect, but he very wisely referred the ques-
tion to the professional officers. He hoped,
if the Minister had in his mind the abolition
of one particular kind of home work, that
he would not lose sight of it, and that later
on he would follow the thing up a little
further. He referred to the written home
work. The term * home lessons”’ was used
rather loosely. Generally speaking, home
lessons meant memory work; exercises were
written work. It was certainly of benefit
to pupils in the upper classes to prepare
certain work at home, but he thought written
work was burdensome, and, speaking as an
ex-teacher, he thought very little benefit
was derived from it. It was certainly desir-
able that a boy (or girl) should be put on
his own and made to do something without
any aid at all, but it should be dome in the
school under proper supervision. At the
present time the salaries of head teachers
varied according to the attendance at the
school. The most popular schools had the
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largest attendance, and there was certain
competition going on between the schools.
He understood something was to be done to
modify the evils of that competitive system,
but at the present time it was there, and in
a great many cases the home exercises were
a means of advertising the school, and the
head teacher who had a big staff could
exploit the labour of the assistant teachers,
and through those exercises score over
the smaller schools where the head
teacher had to do nearly all the work
himself. If the exercises were really of
benefit he should not object to them, as
it was the duty of the teachers to do the
work they had undertaken, no matter how
burdensome it was, but he believed the
written exercises did no good, that they
were burdensome, and, in some cases, mis-
chievous. He congratulated the Minister on
his grasp of educational matters and he
congratulated the Under Secretary on the
highly efficient manner in which he con-
ducted the Department of Public Instruction.
During the seven or eight years the present
Under Secretary had been in charge of the
department, he had made a very great
difference in the attitude of teachers fowards
the heads of the department. He was very
sorry he had missed the opportunity of
speaking on the vote for inspectors, because
if he had not missed that opportunity he
should have said that the inspectors should
get larger salaries. He should also have said
that the Chief Inspector

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. LLOYD congratulated the teachers on
the good work they were doing, &nd he
hoped that this time next year he should
have the pleasure of congratulating them on
having received substantial recognition in the
form of better pay.

Mr. STOPFORD said it was gratifying to
hear a practical man like the hon. member
for Enoggera pointing out the sweated con-
ditions under which the teachers of Queens-
land were performing their work. He had
a list of the salaries pald to school teachers,
and he found that in the fifth year a teacher
was entitled to £110 a year, out of which
he had to pay £5 to the superannuvation
fund. The Educational Estimates showed
that the messenger received a higher salary
than that which was paid to highly quali-
fied teachers for the grand work they were
performing. In the seventh year the
teachers were entitled to £130, and they
could reach a maximum of £150 in eight
years. But even that depended on the
reports of the inspectors. After receiving
a salary of £150 for a period of two years.
they could sit for an examination, and he
was told that that examination consisted of
thirteen subjects, and it was unusual for a
teacher to take all those subjects at one
sitting. The usual course was to extend the
passing in those thirteen subjects over a
period of four years; then perhaps the
teacher would be successful, and he would
get the magnificent increase of £20 in his
salary, making £170 per annum after
twelve years’ hard study and excellent work.
The remurneration of school teachers com-
pared unfavourably with the wages paid to
- fitters, carpenters, and men following other
occupations. Shortly after he entered the
House he accompanied a deputation of
school teachers from the Central and North-
ern districts to the Minister, to place before
him their claims for similar recognition to
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that accorded to Federal officers, with regard
to extra living rate allowances in districts
remote from the metropolitan area. The
Minister appeared very sympathetic, and
arranged to put a sum of £41,000 on the
Estimates for that purpose; but, owing to
the financial position which confronted the
Government, they were unable to carry out
the project of the Minister. Fe Leld that
it would have béen a fair thing to impose
extra taxation in order to raise that :£41,000,
and that the money could have been obtained
by a tax on picture shows and other entertain-
ments. The only result of the deputation was
a paragraph in the report which stated that
the extra living allowances were determined
by the Public Service Board, and that in some
districts men were over-paid, while in other
districts they were under-paid. It was not
much consolation to the man who was under-
paid in this respect to be told that men in
other districts were over-paid, or that one
housewife made a sovereign go further than
another, or that one man grew his own
vegetables, or that one man’s children were
not as healthy as another man’s. The posi-
tion of the teachers was largely the result
of their own neglect, but some day the
teachers would awake to the fact that they
were only worlkers, and they would stand
together like cther workers and make their
demands with a united voice. With regard
to compulsory education, he had seen little
boys of ten and twelve years jumping on
trams and offering copies of the daily papers
for sale during school hours, and he should
like to know what education they were
receiving. If could not be said that, if they
were compelled to go to school, a widow
would be deprived of a means of livelihood,
because the State granted a sum of 8s. per
week to a widow for each child under thir-
teen years of age, and he hoped the Minister
would cause inquiries to be made into this
matter. He had received a letter setting
forth the conditions under which the depart-
ment employed widow women as cleaners of
schools. Hon. members opposite, when speak-
ing on measures before this House, showed
great concern for the unfortunate widow, yet
they asked this woman to clean a large
five-roomed school for 14s. 7d. per week, and
out of that sum she had to provide one dozen
towels for the children’s use, four dozen
dusters, two brooms, two scrubbing-brushes,
two buckets, one watering-can, twenty-four
dishes, one towel, one teacloth for teachers’
kitchen, one towel and one nailbrush for the
headmaster’s room. She had to clean and
dust five rooms every day. also six verandas,
five flights of stairs, and five cloakrooms, and
to scrub eighteen seats of water-closets. He
was pleased to say that, immediately this
matter was brought under the Minister’s
notice, the hon. gentleman granted an
increase of pay to that unfortunate woman.
But he held that the department could pur--
chase those articles for the whole of the
schools in Queensland much cheaper than
any individual woman could buy them in
the different towns. When he was organis-
ing, he received a report of the Hducation
Department, in which there was a picture of
a travelling-school, but during the whole of
his organising work he had never bumped
against one of those schools on railway con-
struction works. Some consideration in the
matter of education should be shown to the
children of men employed on such works,
and the tent of the Young Men’s Christian

Mr. Stopford.]
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Association could be utilised for school pur-
poses. He sincerely trusted that the depart-
ment would do something in this direction,
and that they would give the teachers
remuncration commensurate with the ser-
vices they rendered the State.

Mr. SWAYNE: He would like to know
whether £10 increases were given to classified
teachers receiving under £200 a year, and, if
so, from what time would the increase date?
With reference to provisional schools, he
desired to point out that struggling seftlers
in outlying districts needed assistance for
the building of provisional schools. While
the late Government had altered the
arrangement with regard to local residents
being required to find one-fifth of the cost of
a State school, the obligation to find the
“whole cost of provisional schools still rested
on the people living in country districts. He
hoped that this matter would receive the
attention of the department, and that assist-
ance would be given to settlers to provide
schools in outlying districts. He noticed
that reference was made in the report to the
provision that was being made for rural and
agricultural schools, and he presumed that
the sum of £1,000 set down for an instructor
in agriculture related to that matter. He
had often advocated that something should
be done in the direction of imparting tech-
nical education to some extent in primary
schools. In agrieultural districts the children
) were likely to become farmers,
[10.30 p.m.] and they should receive instruc-

tion in the rudiments of agricul-
tural science, life of plants, the handling of
manures, and all that sort of thing. In
mineral districts, where the children would
be likely to take up mining, they should
have instruction in geology and mineralogy.
There was room for extension in that direc-
tion. He took it that there were to be con-
tinuation classes for those who had reached
the fifth form standard and who were over
fourteen years of age. Was it intended to
have whole time for these sehools or two or
three days a week, and would it be in the
slack season so as not to interfere with
harvesting work ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
They are special schools.

Mr. SWAYNE: Were they not attached
to the State schools?

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIc INSTRUCTION :
No. An inspector in agriculture visited the
State schools.

Mr. SWAYNE: He had not been up to
the Northern districts yet, where they had
some of the biggest farming districts.  With
regard to the compulsory attendance he
noticed a good number of children in the
towns did not comply with the Act. There
was a gag about the farmers keeping their
children home from school, but they were
not as bad as those in the cities. The
farmers were just as anxious for their chil.
dren to get educational facilities as any other
class. He knew one typical case of a farmer
who denied himself in order to educate his
son, and the son had since gained his diplomd
as a doctor, He knew others who made
sacrifices in order to give their children the

advantages of high school education. He
" knew it was not the time to advocate an in.
crease in salaries, but the teachers were under-
paid more than any other section of public
servants, and deserved some recognition.

[Mr. Stopford.
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Mr. WINSTANLEY (Queenton) drew atten-
tion to a paragraph in the “ Educational
Journal,” reading as follows:—

“ Here are a few typical cases to be
found on the staffs of most schocls. A
highly efficient teacher, cultured and well
informed, conscientious, and high minded,
giving of the best to the State year after
year with no hope of higher remunera-
tion, because he or she has not gone
through the ordeal of Class II. or Class
I. examination. On the same stalf is
another teacher who despite his high
classification possesaes neither controlling
nor driving power, a lifeless piece of in-
ferior machinery giving but a minimum
amount of useful work and yet receiving
2 much higher remuneration, because
through sheer cramming he has secured
a higher classification.” This is quite
bad erough. but it is not all the mischief
wrought in our system by the examina-
tion incubus. Here is a young teacher,
a girl, perhaps just out of her pupil-
teachership, devoting every spare moment
and every ounce of energy to the task of
cramming for Class II. Her constitution
is undermined, the bloom of vouth is
fast vanishing from her cheeks, she looks
haggard and worn, her pupils are receiv-
ing only a part of the energy which is
due to them.”

Then, further down, it said—

“We have many excellent teachers in
Queensland, who year after year turn
out the very best work—intelligent, alert,
mannerly, and honest children, the
country’s best asset, and yet receiving
the same small pay because they have
not crammed for Class IT. These teachers
should be encouraged, and incrcases on
account of their continued good service
granted to them.”

At 10.25 p.m.,
Mr. LARCOMBE (He¢ppel) relieved the Chair-
man 1n the chair.

Mr. WINSTANLEY pointed out that after
the teachers passed their examinations, they
were @ long time before they received their
increases. He took as a sample one of the re-
ports of a teacher given by an inspector. It
read, ‘‘ organising power, excellent; teaching
ability, excellent; industry, excellent; mental
activity, very good; progress in teaching,
highly satisfactory.” There was a scale laid
down for the teachers which did not work
out in a satisfactory way. When a teacher
passed his Class II. examination he got an
increase of £10, but as he lost £10 from his
sustentation allowance it :nade him the same
as he was before. There was no encourage-
ment given to teachers who possessed teach-
ing ability, and it was a hardship when they
got an increase that it was taken off for
something else. Another hardship was in
the case of a teacher of a class 6 or 7 school.
If he wanted to be transferred to Brisbane
he would not get the same salary, but he
would often have to take the salary for the
class of school to which he had been trans-
ferred.

Mr. ARMFIELD (Musgrave) thought the
teachers did not receive adequate remunera-
tion. It was surprising to him how they
could get so many young men and women to
take positions in the department in the
country schools on such small salaries. He
thought that when teachers left their schools
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in the country to visit their homes at Christ-
mas time they should receive the cost of
their travelling from the department. A
young teacher getting £110 a year had to
spend £13 to visit his parents at Christmas
time. That was not fair, and the cost should
be borne by the department. The railway
servants, who were far better paid than the
teachers, were entitled, after a certain period
of service, to a free railway pass to any part
«of the State for themselves and their wives,
therefore it was only recasonable that the
teachers should have the same privilege.
He agreed with hon. members that the
teachers did not receive sufficient pay for the
work that they were doing for the State.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION admitted that, generally
speaking, the salaries of teachers were not
as high as they ought to be. There had
been for some time past a request that
there should be a general increase in salaries
to bring them up to what was paid in the
Southern States. He had endeavoured to
comply with that request, and there had been
placed on the Estimates this year a sum of
£40,000 for that purpose, but when the
Cabinet came to consider the finances of the
State they had reluctantly to defer that pro-
posed increase to some more favourable
time. There was in the Estimates a pro-
vision for the continuation this year of in-
creases to salaries in addition to the restored
salaries for last year. That was to say there
was, first of all, the increase provided by
the Denham Government up to £110, making
a total of £5639, and, in addition to that,
the Ryan Government had increased sala-
ries up to £250, totalling £6,058. They
not only restored those salaries last year,
but they were continuing them this year,
and the money was provided for in the
vote. In addition to that continuation there
had been provided this year further auto-
matic classified increases totalling £8,027, as
follows : —Promotion of classified teachers,
£4,250; promotion of pupil toachers, £3,777.
That was fairly good consideration, par-
ticularly when they had regard to the general
finances of the State. In addition to those
salarics they were trying to meet some of
the long-standing grievances by providing
for three new regulations. First of all they
were lifting the maximum which the teachers
could get. They werve also providing for a
regulation preventing the salaries of teachers
being reduced when they were in a school the
«classification of which was reduced through
no fault of the teacher. Besides that there
was a more important regulation providing
for a_new increase altogether. In visiting
the schools he had found that there were cer-
tain teachers who had been for twenty years
in the service, and during all those years they
had received no increase at all, while other
. teachers got the automatic increases. It
had been pointed out to him that they were
just as good teachers as some who had
passed their examinations but had been only
a little time in the service, and in some in-
stances better teachers, because of their
long experience. He felt that there should
be some recognition of their long service,
and therefore he was providing a new regu-
lation to give those teachers an increase of
£10 every five years, and there was pro-
vided on the vote a sum of £3,000 for that
purpose. Under the circumstances he thought
that the department had dealt very fairly
with the teachers, although not so fairly as
he would have liked if the finances had been
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more favourable, With regard to the zone
allowance, a deputation had waited on him
requesting that some allowance should be
made to teachers in certain parts of Queens-
land where they suffered great inconveniences
and discomforts of all kinds and were put
to increased expense. Ie had sympathised

" with the deputation and was hopeful at the

time that he would have been able to pro-
vide a sum on the HEstimates to meet their
request, but owing to the decision of the
Cabinet that there should be no increase in
salaries above £200 he had been unable to
give that allowance. However, he should
certainly do what he could next year to get
their request granted. With regard to the
cleaning of schools: it was admitted by the
department that the payment for cleaning
schools was very low, but in no single instance
had a reasonable request for an increase in
the cleaning pay been refused. Now, as to the
compulsory attendance clauses: the system
at present was that the police had the ad-
ministration of those clauses. The depart-
ment acted on information provided by the
police officer of the district, and then the
police officer was instructed to warn the
parents of the child playing truant. He had
intended introducing legislation this year to
deal with cases where children were em-
ployed after school hours, but there had not
been time. However, he hoped next session
an amending Bill would be introduced to
enable the department to deal with those
cases.

Question put and passed.

TECHNICAL EDUCATION.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION moved that £38,760 be granted
for ¢ Technical Education.”

Question put and passed.
RATLWAYS—GENERAL ESTABLISHMENT.

The SECRETARY TFOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. Adamson, Rockhampton) moved that
£36,511 be granted for “ Railways—General
Establishment.” The reason why the Govern-
ment were taking these Hstimates at that

late hour of the night was that

[11 p.m.] the railway men were asking that

they should receive their pay,
particularly their back pay, before Christmas,
and he was anxious that they should get
their back money from the 1st July in order
that they might have it to spend at Christ-
mas. He had prepared a statement explana-
tory of the appropriation for the Railway
Department for this year, and he should like
hon. members to give him their attention
while he laid it before the Committee, as
it would probably give information which
would save the asking of questions on some
matters, The statement was as follows:—
Total amount required from revenue for the
services of His Majesty for the Railway De-
partment for the year 1915-16 is £2,675,220,
being an increase of £287,720 above what
was voted for last year. The amount of
revenue money actually spent last year was
£2,421,823. This does not include the salar.y
of the Commissioner for Railways, which is
provided for in the schedule. The increase,
which is a very large one, iz accounted for
as follows : —Classification increases to salaried
officers receiving under £200 per annum,
£31,393. An all round increase to the wages
staff, equal to an advance of 8 1/3 per cent.,

Hon. J. Adamsoi.]
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£121,500. I.ast year no automatic increases
were voted by Parliament. When the
present Government took office they decided
that these automatic increases were to be
paid. This meant an expenditure of £47,051.
Expansion of traffic, £23,393. New system
of overtime, £5,000. This was owing to the
late Government’s decision that each day was
to stand by itself and overtime rates to
operate after eight hours had been worked,
instead of after ninety-six hours a fortnight.
This vear’s compensation under the Workers’
Compensation Act is.provided for on the
Estimates to the extent of £5,000, whereas
iast year no provision was made, each amount
being obtained under ¢ Unforeseen Expendi-
ture.” Extre staff on new lines that will be
opened during the year, £8,000, and addi-
tional staff owing to the decentralisation
scheme, £3,385. There are also two votes
that did not appear on last year’s Estimates
~—viz.,, Mount Garnet Railway and Innisfail
Tramway-—as these lines had not been taken
over by the Commissioner. These require
this year £10,981. The balance represents
extra provision for stores and improvements,
renewals, painting, etc. No special merit
increases have been provided for, although
there are several very deserving cases that I
should have liked to have rewarded. First
vote—*‘ General Establishment, £36,511.”
Last year the amount voted under this hdad-
ing was £78,071. The rcason for this large
reduction is as follows:—Chief Office—i.e.,
the administrative staff—shows a reduction of
£10,374, due entirely to decentralisation,
which meant the establishment of accounts
and eudit offices in the other divisions and
the transfer of the Deputy Commissioner to
the Northern division. The Traffic Branch,
Civi] Engineering Branch, Signal and Light-
ing,” Mechanical Engineer. Audit Office,
Southern division, which appeared last year
under this vote, has been rearranged and
provided for under their respective divisions.
The only additional items under Chief Office
is Traffic Superintendent and staff, £2,195.
This previously was shown under traffic,
but is now attached to the chief office;
£5,000 for workers’ compensation, which has
already been explained. Members would see
that the present Government were not alto-
gether to blame for the expenditure which
had been so adversely criticised by the Press
and in other quariers. The late (overnment
did not take up the burden they should
have done, and d1d not deal with some things
they should have dealt with. They promised
a new classification of £150,000 to meet a
classification of £501,000, and the present
Government were left to face that new classi-
fitation. Although they had not done what
they would have liked to have done for the
railway employees, yet they had done some-
thing mors for them than was done by the
late Government. With regard to the general
establishment, the vote for last vear was
£78,071, while the amount required this
year was only -£36,511. THe decrease was
accounted for by the decentralisation scheme,
under which certain votes had been trans-
ferred to other divisions.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: With reference to
the railway men getting their back money
so that they might have an opportunity of
enjoying their Christmas, the Opposition
would facilitate action in that direction.
Whatever delay there was, was due entirely
to the Government in bringing on their
Bstimates in the way they had done. He
did not know whether the delay was because

(Hon. J. Adamson.
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they were afraid of criticism, but as the
arrangement of the business was entirely in
their hands, and they had so arranged the
business that members were deprived of the
opportunity of discussing the Estimates, it
seemed as if they were afraid of discussion.
The Standing Orders allowed eighteen days
for the Estimates, but the Government had
so arranged their business that the end of
the year had come, and members could not
occupy eighteen days in discussing the
Estimates. The late Government allowed
two days a week for the consideration of the
Estimates, and the Estimates were brought
on early in the session, but the present Go-
vernment had so arranged their business
that eighteen days were not allowed for
dealing with the Estimates. Such action
could only be designated by one term, but
he was not going to apply that term. They
were now dealing with HEstimates on a -day
which was not allocated to Supply.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic LANDS:
thrown in.

Hown. J. TOLMIE : It was not thrown in.
If it were thrown in, they would cease to
discuss the Hstimates at half-past 10 o’clock.
That evening he allowed the leader of the
Government to bring forward the Income
Tax Bill, though it was not on the business-
paper, and he did that in order to facilitate
the work of the Government. If what they
were now experiencing was the reward for
that kind of thing, the Opposition would
know how to treat them in future. He was
going to let the Estimates go through without
any discussion at all. The Government ought
to arrange their work so that it could be
done properly. The only point he wanted
information on was with regard to the
control of the work of making munitions by
the Railway Department. The Government
had been preparing all along for the war
and had been passing legislation for war
purposes. There were people outside who
were willing to make the shells, and others
had placed their factories at the disposal
of the Government, but they were told that
the Railway Department were contr_olhng
the whole of the manufacture of munitions,
and they would not allow anyone else to do
it but themselves. He understood that 2,000
shells had to be made by the 18th December,
and he would like to know if the shells
were recady. He knew that in a big depart-
ment like the Railway Department there
must be grievances amongst the men. He
knew that the Minister had gone out of
his way to try to remedy those,grievances
and make his department run smoothly. It
was only just to the Minister to say that.
He thought that the Opposition had not
been treated in an honourable manner right
from the start to the finish of the Estimates.
There were no reports ready, and the depart-
ments werc gerrymandered in such a way
that they did not know which department
would be discussed first. It was impossible
to criticise the Estimates under those con-
ditions. Of course, it did not apply to the
Railway Department, so far as the reports
were concerncd, as the department had the
Commissioner’s report ready in time. If
they wanted to get the Railway Estimates
through to give the railway men their
Christmas allowances, then the Opposition
would not prevent them.

At 1120 p.m.,

Mr. FoLey (Mundingburra)
Larcombe in the chair,

It is

relieved Mr.
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Mr. MORGAN: pointed out that lengthsmen
in’his electerate after doing their eight hours’
work - were often called out at midnight fo
do two  hours’ patrol duty. They used to
be paid time and a-quarter for this work, but
at the last pay they were only paid ordinary
rates. He thought they should receive the
extra rate if they were called out to do that
duty.  No one protested against the railway
men getting a good living wage, but at
this time, with the country suffering from a
war and drought, every class in the com-
munity should bear some share of the
burden. Many people in the cities did not
have any extra burden imposed on them,
but those in the country districts had to pay
extra railway fares and freights. He was
told that in one district a farmer had to
pay an increase of from 20 {o 100 per cent.
over the previous rates. Where he previously
paid 3d. for a gallon of cream in a cream
can he had to pay 10d. under the new rates.

The: SECRETARY FOR RAmLwAYS : Instructions
were ‘issued that they were only to pay for
the amount of cream in the can.

Mr. MORGAN: The amount charged for
individual parcels was too great. If a man
was making up & 2-ton or a 4-lon lot with
bags of flour and such goods, and he had
a few extra parcels over, he was not allowed
to include them; but they had to be paid for
at parcel rates. One man who paid '2s. 6d.
for - a parcel of goods at Maryborough had
“to. pay. 280 2d. freight onthose ‘goods: He
noticed that some of ‘the men had suffered
dismissal,: whereas - in New ' South Wales
they ‘did not ‘dismiss: anyore, but reduced
their ‘salaries: All ¢lasses should carry the
burden, ‘but' they were not doing it in the
cities. 'Those getting big: salaries ' did not
have 'any extra burden: imposed on  them
beyond having to ‘pay a little extra for:the
increased: cost i of living: ' In the  country
districts they. had: to bear the big increase
in the cost of living owing to'theincreased
fares and freights put on by the Government.
The Government had also-altered: the system
of excursion tickets. ‘Previously anyone com-
ing to Brisbane from' Goondiwindi:could
stay ‘at Warwick and Toowoomba and see: s
friend ‘or a relative;  and then" continue the
journey to: Brisbane, but ‘at’ present  they
would have to dome right throuch to Bris:
bane: withont ‘bregking - the fourney:

The Secrrrary For-RAILWAYS: They doithat
in:New: South Wales.

Mri: MORGAN : He: did ‘not. agree with
that: system - at:all. The Government:also
instituted o system of ‘single fares. Previously,
a man could: buy the railway tickets for his
wife and family to go: to’ town, but now he
could only buy a single ticket for ‘the first
half of the journey. If his wife and family
were coming to Brisbane; they would ‘only
have tickets for the forward half of the
journey. The wife had now to get a ticket
when ‘she went: back, and to ‘bustle up to
the ticket office amongst the erowd, bhecause
‘the department had ‘dorne ‘away with 'the
issue of return tickets. If they had increased
the price of the return tickets to the price of
two single fares, it would have been more
convenient than the present system. Tt was
a great nuisance to:travellersi and it meant
a lot of extra work for the staff.  The Go:
vernment had pursued the policy of charg:
ing whatever they desired for freights and
fares, regardless of ‘the conveniences ‘and

%
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siroumstances of the country people. = In the
metropolitan areas the people had not had
their fares and freights increased, but the
whole of the ‘burden had been placed on the
shoulders of the country people.  They could
geta trip to’ Sandgate and back for about
9d

Mr. Kmwan : No, you canuot. - The Sun-
day éxcursion is 1s. return—only on Sunday.

Mr.  MORGAN: :They did not ‘get that
concession - inthe’ bush.’ ‘The, freight in the
city was practically one-lalf of ‘what it was
in the country.

Mr.  KIRWAN:
trafho.

Mr. MORGAN: The suburban: line from:
Brisbane to Cleveland had ‘not paid for the
axle-grease since it had been: constructed.

Mr. MoMixn: That is untrie; it is a mis-
statement.  We paid 3% ‘per-cent. last vear.

Mr. MORGAN: That was about the only
time they had paid it. He was not speaking
of the present year but of past years. It had
not been a payable line.. When they looked
up the records, they would find that it had:
paid 4 or 1 per cent.

Mr. McMixN: You are talking  about
something you know nothing ‘about.

Mr. MORGAN: /They had purely and
simply  a city Government, -which: was.
out to cater for the bie populations; as was
instanced by the polling in  the recent
Federal election for Wide Bay. The Labour:
party were strong in the cities; but they had
so sickened the people in the country that a.
unanimous farmers’ vote had been recorded
against the Labour candidate. It was gquite
clear what the policy of the Government
had been. It had practically said, ¢ Why
need we care for the farmers? We are not
likely to get their support, and we are going
to- help those who have put us into power
and ‘give them high wages and cheap fares,
and make the men in the bush pay for it.”
One' hon. member opposite said that the
storekeeper paid the extra freights, but the
storekeeper was going to pass it on to the:
poor consumer: who:dealt with him.

The bell indicated that the hon. member's
time had expired.

Mr. SWAYNE thought it was disgraceful
on the part: of the Government to bring on
the Estimates of this big department—one
of the most important departments in the
State; representing a capital expenditure of
£40,000,000. 0f loan money-—after 11 c'clock
inthe evening:  He pointed out: the good
management ‘which "had characterised = this:
department under previous Administrations.
The diagram: in-the report of the Commis::
stoner ‘which set forth the earnings. and the
expenditure showed that, while the expendi:
ture for the: past year had been: £2,401,679,
the earnings- had :been "£3,832,003. It was
to bé hoped. the present Government would
be able: to: show ‘the same  result; = He-
wanted more particularly “to: refer: to: the
new departure in connection with the mak-
ing of -ammunition. - He had the pleastire
of a visit to Ipswich: the other day; and he
gave the: Government every: credit for the
good:work that was being done 'in connection
with the: manufacture: of ‘munitions. . There
was nothing to complain of as to the manawe-
ment and the skill ‘of the operatives.  He:
recognised the enthusiasm  of the  Minister,
but he doubted the wisdom of the: course. pur-
sued. - Without: going into- the figures: whick

Mr. Swayns.}
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the Minister had given, he would say that
a very fine plant had been put in, and a very
large sum of money, that could 11l be spared,
had been expended in connection with the
* buildings and the installation of thelplant.
But the raw material which ‘had come to
hand was not ‘more than:sufficient to keep
the plant ‘going for more than a: week; and
there was how a strike on - at the steslworks,

The SEORETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I think ‘1t
would be awiser: and ‘more patriotic thing
for you to hold your tongue:

Mri SWAYNE . Unfortunately, the news-
papers were: publishing accounts: of strikes
at the works which were providing the raw
material, “which: showed ‘how precarions ‘the

“supply of ‘that essential was.

The SECRETARY FOR RamLways: You know
that' the money expended on that is not in:
volved in. ‘this vote at all

Mr.  SWAYNE: Were they not to be
allowed o discuss the matter at all?  The
fact remained that there was one firm in
Queensland that would have worked up all
the raw material that the Government had
got in five weeks, without any extra expense

.10 the Government at all, and that was not
the only firm that was willing to assist. In
the: face of that, where was the need for all
the extra expenditure that had taken place?
At the present time the Empire was largely
depending - on' works privately owned. In
Great - Britain most 'of the munifions were
from such, and in Canada, with 'a population
not much: larger than Australis; £150,000,000
worth - of “contracts - had been - executed by
private firms. g

The " SEORETARY FOR  PUBLIC LANDS:  Your
‘Government were ‘nearly  twelve months in
office, and did ‘not even attempt to: do any-
thing.

Mr: SWAVYNE: The need for it then was
not “brought home. " (Governuient  laughter.)
In ‘any case, what were the Federal Govern-
ment doing 7 They seemed  to be rather
backward when' they could not get a second
shift at the Small Arms Factory.  The Go-
vernment had = installed “a very expensive
plant, and now there was 1o raw material
for it to handle.

The SecrETARY FOR Pustio Laxns: In five
months we have done more than you  ever
thought of doing in twelve. .

Mr. SWAYNE: The Minister in charge
of the Hstimates was ‘quite able to look after
himself’ without the ‘assistance of the Min-
ister for Lands, who was not vet Premier,
nor. likely to be, and whose present position
might not ‘even be secure. There seemed to
be an absolute dearth of raw material.’ He
happened to know how many tons had been
received, and it was’ not sufficient to  keep
the elaborate plant the Government had: in-
stalled at work for more than a week at: the
rate ‘of output which ‘the Minister himself
gave them as being expected after 18th De:
cember.  He thought it would have been
better to rely on private firms.

Mr. H. L. HARTLEY rtose to a point of
order. . Was the hon. member  in order in
discussing -operations  which ' 'were not con:
cerned in: the vote that was before: the Com-
mittee:?

Mr. SWAYNE : He was discussing work
that was carried out by the Railway De-
partment,  and he had almost finished when
his friend opposite junmped up in his exeit
able way. 1t would ‘have been better if the
Government had relied on the margin they
had ‘to spare for extra work ‘at the Ipswich
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workshops: already, because he understood
that so far all the shells had been made
without: using the new lathes in the néew
workshop. ;

The 'SzorrTaRY For RALWAYS: We have
plenty ‘of other’ work for all those old shops.

Mr,  SWAYNE: 'If they had done that,
and “material came to - hand more rapidly,
they could have relied on: privately owned
shops, of which there were. plenty ready to
assist. He thought it would have been better
if they had been allowed to:lay the founda-
tions ‘of the industry as had been done in
Canada.  One of the weakest points in the
policy of the Government: was to ‘concen-
trate everything in the hands of the: State:
He was also given to understand that pri-
vate firms were told that they ‘would have
to turn out shell bodies, without the copper
band and the plug that was serewed fem:
porarily in the end; at 10s. each. The Min-
ister had said that the price per body with
the band and plug was £1 1s. He under:
stood that the cost of the band and plug
would not be more than 4s., s6 that appar-
ently the private firms were expected to do
for 14s. what the Government were getting
£1 1s. for. He thought that when they ought
to try to make the money go as far as they
could, it was a matter for inquiry as to
whether they could not get the shells made
more cheaply outside. :

Mr. KIRWAN congratulated the Minister
on the splendid work he had done in ¢on-
nection with the Railway Department. The
hon. gentleman was winning the confidence
of the railway employees, and he had secured
from the leader of the Opposition a very
high ‘compliment. . When the decentralisation
scheme: came into force two men from the
Brisbane traffic office, which had always been
an overstalfed office; had been shifted out
of  the - office. " One  was referred 1o as the
outdoor ‘traffic manager and’the other the
indoor traffic manager.  One was: appointed
chief inspector: over the beads of ‘men who
were his seniors; and the other was appointed
chief clerk: in the General Traffic Manager's
office. 'Roma. Street, and he (Mr. Kirwan)
had: been told on reliable authority that that

.man -who was ‘gétting a very high. salary

could generally  be: found ‘down at. Bruns
wick street: timing the trains: That was not
work which a high salaried officer should per:
form. - “He ' had  also been informed  that a

‘gentleman was brought down  from . Towns:

ville and appointed: assistant traffic manager
in the" Commissioner’s  office. “How many
more: agsistant indoor: traffic managers: were
to beappointed ?  When he was'in the depart-
ment, My, ' J. G, Brown; ‘who ‘was how “in
Townsville, ran the:whole: Southern division
withone ‘or.two men: as traffic managers.
Whils he admitbed: that the traffic ‘and the
staff had increased; he ‘was not going to say
that the staff had increased to the same extent
as the officials; ‘and’ if the Minister went into
that question he would come to the conclusion
that - the . department ‘was official  ridden,
and &’ large number of men who got big
salaries “would: find ‘some difficulty in " show-
ing  what work they. did: for their money:
He also called attention to the great leakage
going’ on in: the department in connection
with construction works. ' He had last year re-
ferred: to the: bridge at: Normanby, and: the
Minister’ kindly ' secured a. report from. those
responsible; and they endeavoured to explain
the fact away, but he would ask any hon mem-
ber, when: in the vicinity of the Normanby,
to have a look at the bridge which: was put
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up as a temporary bridge until the new iron
bridge was constructed over the four sets ot
rails which it was proposed to put down,
and say whether any engineering ability had
been displayed in the construction of that
bridge. If the cutting was extended to its
full width, the bridge would fall down. He
was informed that at Wulkuraka a station
and signal-box were erected, and after it
was put up somebody discovered that it
was in the wrong position. Those officials
who were paid big salaries and were respon-
sible for those mistakes, which cost the de.
partment large sums of money, should be
dealt with in the same way as they dealt
with subordinates, and many of them showed
very little mercy. He remembered that last
year the Minister had pointed out that a
bathroom was constructed at Gladstone, and
when the bathroom was built, they could
not get the bath in it. Another thing, they
built the tank down below, and they put
the bath upstairs, and the poor, unfortunate
driver or fireman coming in from a long
journey and anxious to get a bath before
he could enjoy any pleasure in the time he
was off, had to go downstairs and carry the
water upstairs in a bucket. What a bril-
liant idea! He had also been informed that
on the Curra Railway Station a new plat-
form had been put down two or three times
and taken up again. He asked the Minister
to make inquiries into those matters, and
insist on the officials who were to blame
being dealt with and the leakage stopped.
He also asked the Minister whether it was a
fact that it was necessary to construct a
large tunnel in order to get to the new
goods-shed at Roma Street. A sum of
£250,000 could be saved in the Railway De-
partment if those matters were attended to.
The hon. member for Murilla had pointed
out that a lengthsman who was employed in
patrol work after his ordinary hours to secure
the safety of the mail train running Wost,
had only been paid ordinary time recently.
That was a fair sample of how they saved
money in the Railway Department. When
he was at the Central Station, they used to
have a lavatory attendant on duty every
Sunday, when somebody discovered that it
was necessary to save money, and for somae
constderable time the lavatory attendant did
not attend on Sundays, and the foreman
porter was called upon to perform the work.
When it was necessary to save money, the
department should start at the top of the
ladder and not at the bottom. A great
song was made before Lieut.-Colonel Ran-
kin left office, and the daily Press came out
with a notification that the late Government
were going to pay overtime. The strange
thing in connection with those matters was
that a general memorandum was printed
and sent out, and immediately the men asked
for payment of the increase in accordance
with the memorandum they were informed
that it was never intended to apply to the
clerical staff, who might work overtime on
a day when they might have been extra
busy. If those memorandums were issued by
the Minister or Commissioner, the under-
strappers who were instructed to carry them
out should be commelled to do so. Dealing
with the guards, who. to make $ime, had to
act as shunters, he condemmned the depart-
ment’s action in reducing them to shunter’s
pay. It was unfair to require this one
special class of workers in the department
to accept retrenchment of this kind, and
he hoped that the Minister would give his
attention to this matter. He congratulated
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the department on the reorganisation of the
Stores Branch in Brisbane, and urged the
adoption of a scheme to encourage sugges-
tions for the improvement of the railway
service from men in the lower grades of the
service.

Mr. COOPER congratulated the Minister
upon the excellent way in which he was
administering the department, and the mag-
nificent things he had already done for the
men in the railway service, including the
raising of the wages of labourers from Ts.
to 8s. 9d. per day. The lengthsmen were
amongst the hardest-worked men in the
service; many of them had received only a
paliry wage for a number of years. They
were now asking for a little lighter job to
be found for them, and he hoped their
request would receive consideration. There:
were leakages at the Ipswich workshops in
connection with the private contracts, prin-
cipally those connected with the Westing-
house Brake Company. He admitted that an
officient bralke was necessary, and the one
turned 6ui by this company was the best,
but the department were not justified in
entering into contracts with that company in
the way they did. The Westinghouse Brake
Company had buildings erected for them,
they were provided with accommodation, and
passes were issued for their employees. After
the gear was fitted to the trucks the depart-
ment painted it and did everything neces-
sary. He remembered that once the Go-
vernment inspector refused to pass the hand-
brakes of the Westinghouse Brake Company
at £1 15s., but the locomotive accountant
passed them and they were installed. If the
matter had been referred to an engineer
instead of a clerk, the company would have
got only Ts. 6d. for the brakes instead of

$1 15s. That was where one leakage
occurred. A lot of parts supplied by the
Westinghouse Brake Company could be

supplied cheaper from the Ipswich work-
shops. He advocated better pay for the
railway clerks. Those who came under the
eye of the boss got better treatment than the -
others who, perhaps, might be senior to
them. He noticed that a man high up in
the service, who had a discrepancy in his
cash, was re-employed in the service, but a
lengthsman of thirty-one years’ service, who
toock an extra pint on a hot day, was dis-
charged because he went to sleep. There
should not be differential treatment of that
kind in the service.

At 1235 a.m.,
The CHAIRMAN resumed the chair.
Mr. BEBBINGTON did not think the

remarks of the last speaker were a good
advertisement for State enterprise. He (Mr.
Bebbington) was seven years with a railway
company at home, and the competition with
other companies brought about better condi-
tions. It had been rumoured lately that a
good many persons who were unemployed
before June last were now in Government
billets—that they were receiving anything
from £4 to £8 per week, and that they were
not altogether necessary. A member of the
House had been in Rockhampton lately and
had discovered there were four or five men
there in good fat billets, which, it was re-
ported, were given to them as reward for
electioneering services. He suggested that
more labour-saving machinery should be
used on construction works, and stated that

Mr. Bebbington.]
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he had seen men digging a trench with pick
and shovel, when, with a scoop and a plough,
they could do the work much easier and
much more rapidly. He also deprecated the
increase in freights on agricultural produce.

Mr. PETERSON suggested that guards on
the Central railways should be given per-
mission to transport accident cases and
urgent cases of illness to the nearest hos-
pital in what was known as the U.V. brake
vans. With reference to railway construc-
tion works, he claimed that there was no
such thing as what was called the * Govern-
ment stroke’ on those works; suggested
that, as on the Commonwealth railway
works, a medical man or ambulance attend-
ant should be provided for every 300 men;
that school accommodation should be pro-
vided for the children of married men em-
ployed in building railways, and that proper
accommodation should be afforded the nav-
vies. He further suggested that instead of
buying stores in the Central district in a
retail way, the department should buy them
in large or wholesale quantities, and asked
why his constituents had to pay double the
fares Brisbane people paid?

Mr. H. L. HARTLEY referred to the
meetings of the Munitions Advisory Com-
mittee, and stated that he was informed
notices of meetings were sent to all members.

The CHAIRMAN ruled that the munitions
question could not be discussed on the vote
before the Committee.

Question put and- passed.

SOUTHERN DIVISION.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
moved that the sum of £1,679,838 be granted
for the * Southern Division.””” There was an
increase of £257,161 in this vote as compared
with the appropriation for 1914-15.

Mr. VOWLES expressed astonishment
that the Minister had not made any reply to
the adverse criticism of the administration
of the department by his own followers, as
absolute charges of corruption had been
made.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I will reply
later on.

Mr. CORSER said he was surprised that
no_provision was made on the Estimates for
a Royal Commission to inquire into the whole
of the working of the Railway Department,
as members of the Government party had
frequently insisted that such a course was
necessary.

Question put and passed.

CENTRAL DIVISION.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
moved that the sum of £437,236 be granted
for the “ Central Division.”” He had no in-
tention of burking any discussion or of shirk-
ing any explanation, and would have dealt
with the matters which had been mentioned
on the last vote, but was under the impression
that he could make a general reply on the
last vote. AlIl that had been brought for-
ward that evening had been noted, and
would be inquired into most carefully.

Mr. VOWLES expressed disappointment
that the Minister had not taken’ an oppor-
tunity to refute the very serious allegations
made by members on his own side against
the administration of the department.

[Mr. Bebbington.
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Land Act Amendment Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I will not
allow the Minister or any other member of
the Committee to refer to anything that took
place on the previous vote.

Mr. MORGAN said that very great charges
had been levelled against the department,
and he was sorry that the Minister had not
endeavoured to protect his officers.

Mr. CORSER deprecated the serious
charges made against clerks and the auditors
in the Central division, and hoped that the
Minister would take steps to remove the blot
which had been placed upon them by the
aspersions of members on the Government
side of the House.

Mr. GILDAY congratulated the Minister
on the way he had handled the matters under
his control and on the increases which he
had given to the employees in the depart-
ment,

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
So far as the officers of the Central division
were concerned, he had perfect confidence in
them, as they had shown themselves
thoroughly capable of performing their work.
In the Commissioner, the Secretary (Mr.
Crowther), and some other officers of the
department he had every confidence. There
were, however, other officials in whom he
had not the same confidence, and he could
only repeat what he had previously said,
that the conduct of these officers and the
matters which had been brought under his
notice that evening would be inquired into
and receive every consideration.

Question put and passed.

NORTHERN DIVISION.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
moved that the sum of £521,635 be granted
for the ‘Northern Division.”

Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported progress, and the Committee obtained
leave to sit again at the next sitting of the
House.

RAILWAYS ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
MgessagE FROM THE COUNCIL.

The SPEAKER announced receipt of a
message from the Council returning this
Bill with an amendment in which they re-
quested the concurrence of the Assembly.

Ordered that the Council’s amendment be
taken into consideration at the next sitting
of the House.

LAND ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
MgEssAGE FROM THE COUNCIL.

The SPEAKER, announced the receipt of a
message from the (Council returning this
Bill with amendments in which they re-
quested the concurrence of the Assembly.

Ordered that the Council’s amendments be
taken into consideration at the next sitting
of the House.

The House adjourned at nineteen minutes
to 2 o’clock a.m.





