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Adjournment.

[ASSEMBLY.] Questions,

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

THURSDAY, 11 OcTOoBER, 1917,

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

CLERMONT FLOOD RELIEF UNDER-
TAKING BILL.

ASSENT.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of
a message from His Excellency the Governor
giving his assent to this Bill.

PAPERS.

The following paver was laid on the
table 1——
Return to an Order relative to employees
at Babinda State Hotel, made by the
House, on motion of Mr. Petrie, on
26th September last.

The following paper, laid on the table,
was ordered to be printed:—
Fifteenth annual rveport of the Commis-
sioner of Taxes on income tax.

QUESTIONS.
Bores I BTrRRUM ELECTORATE.

Colonel RANKIN (Burrum) asked the
Minister representing the Secretary for
Mines—

‘1, The properties (parish and number
of portlon) on which bores have been put
down at Torbanlea, Burrum, and Howard
during the past two and a-half years?

2. The names of the owners of each
property ?

3., The number of bores put down on
cach property and depth of each bore?

“4, The cost of each bore?

““5, The total expenditure incurred in
connection with the boring carried out on
each separate property ?

“6. The amount contributed by the
owners of each p1opertv towards the cost
of such boring ?’

The PREMIER (Hon. T. J. Ryan, Barcoo)
o? bchalf of the Secretary fer Mines, re-
ph

“l to 6. Certain properties in the dis-
tricts referred to by the hon. member
have been under offer to the Government.
The Mines Department has made borings
with a view of ascertaining the value of
the properties concerned, but boring
operations have ceased for some time.
Particulars as to the amount expended
will be disclosed when the Mines Depart-
ment Estimates are under discussion.”

STATE BUTCHER'S SHOP AT WYNNUM.

Mr. PETRIE (7Toombul) asked the Secre-
tary for Public Lands—
“1. Is he aware that meat for the
State butcher’s shop at Wynnum is being
conveyed from the railway station there



Questions,

to the shop by a licensed open cart, the
said vehicle being used by the owner for
carting all kinds of other material?

«“2. If so, will he take immediate steps
to have this rectified and the manager of
that shop made to conform with the
regulations under the Health Acts as a
precaution for the people who buy meat
there, and in justice to the private but-
chers who are made to do so under a
penalty of a heavy fine?”’

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

“1 and 2. The hon. member for the
district, Mr. McMinn, reported the
matter several days ago. also the Inspec-
tor of Slaughter Houces reported the
matter to the Supervizor of State Shops,
who immediately gave instructions to
have the meat conveyed according to
regulations.”

ExROLMENT OF NTRSES AND SOLDIERS AS
ELECTORS.

Mr, ROBERTS (Fast Toowoomba) asked
+the Chief Secretary—

“Will he arrange for all soldiers and
nurses who hawve rcached twenty-one
years of age whilst on military service,
and who are absent from the State, to
be enrolled as electors who may be
entitled to vote at the next ensuing
general election?”

The PREMIER (Hon. T. J. Ryan, Barcoo)
replied— .

“This Government will take such steps
to ensure that all persons who are
entitled to have their names placed on
the electoral roll shall be erabled to
vote.”

LiQuoR SoLD AT RAILWAY STATIONS AFTER
Hotss.

Mr. ROBERTS asked the Secretary for
Railways—

‘1. Has he seen the statement as to
liquor being on sale -at the refreshment-
rooms, Central Station, after 11 p.m.
That a person was refused a cup of tea
and eatables, being told that such was
not supplied after 11 p.m.?

“2. Will he see that the law as to
sale of liquor enforced against hotel
proprietors shall apply to the railway
refreshment-rooms in so far as they do
not conflict with the travelling public?”’

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
{Hon. J. H. Coyne, Warrego) replied—
“1. Yes, and inquiry is being made.

“2, Yes, this is done. See paragraph
2, clause 204, Liquor Act of 1912.”

CARGO ON 8.8. ° ALLINGA.”

Mr. ROBERTS asked the Chief Secretary—

1. What was the general nature of
the cargo sent North by the ¢ Allinga”
on her last trip?

“2. Did it include foodstuffs?

‘8. What percentage of space or ton-
]ralage? was allotted to spirits, wine, and
eer ?

{11 OcTOBER.]
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“ 4, What was the general character of
the cargo left behind?”

The PREMIER replied—

“l. To Townsville—For Railway De-
partment, 1,413 tons coal, 17,000 feet
timber, four refrigerating cars; for

Mount Elliott Limited (Cloncurry), 425
tons coke. To Bowen—200 tons food-
stuffs.

“2. Yes.

“3. No special space was allotted:
approximately, 4 tons. The space occu-
pied was equal to 2 per cent. of the space
reserved for Bowen cargo of foodstuffs.

““4, No cargo was left behind.”
GOVERNMENT MEeMBERS: Hear, hear!

FINANCIAL POSITION OF (GOVERNMENT SUGAR-
MILLS.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani) asked the Trea-
surer—

‘1. What was the financial position,
respectively, of the sugar-mills controlled
by the Government at the termination of
the past season?

2. Under the existing arrangement
are these mills to become the property of
the canegrowers when their indebtedness
to the State is paid off ?”

Hox. J. A, FIHELLY (Paddington), on
behalf of the Treasurer. replied—

“1. The information may be obtained
from the annual report upon' Govern-
ment central sugar-mills, which will be
laid upon the table so soon as it is
ready.”

“2. Yes.”

MR. HExrY's VISIT 70 BTNDABERG.

Mr. GUNN (C"arnarvon), in the absence of
Mr. Vowles (Dalby), asked the Secretary for
Agriculture and Stock—

““l. By whose instructions was
Henry recently sent to Bundaberg?

€2, What was the object of his visit?

3. What was the nature of the mest-
ing attended by Mr. Henry at Bunda-
berg?

“4, Will he lay upon the table of the
House the report (if any) made by Mr.
Henry. dealing with the above visit?

“5, If no written report was furnished
by Mr. Henry, will he explain to the
House the nature of the verbal report
made by Mr. Henry?

““6. Who were the persons (if any) at
whose request Mr. Henry was sent to
Bundaberg !

“7. What representations were made
in support of such request?”’

Mr.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. Lennon, Herbert) replied—
“1. By my instructions.
“9. To give assistance to the Depart-
ment of Justice.
“3. No formal meeting was attended.
¢4, No written report was made.
“5 No oral report was made, there
being no need for a report to me.
“6 and 7. See No. 2.7
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WAYS AND MEANS,
Resvaerion oF COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Bertram, Maree, in the chair.)

FINANCIAL STATEMENT—RESTMPTION OF DEBATE.

Question (proposed new taxation, vide page
1404) stated—

Mr. STEVENS (Roseicood): I would like
to say a few word: dealing with the Finan-
cial Statement as submitted by the Treasurer.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I have to
inform the hon. member that he lost his
right to speak on this question by moving
the other night that the hon. mewber for
Mirani be granted an extension of time.

Mr., STEVENS: I ask that I might be
allowed- to continue my speech to-day.

The CEHTAIRMAN : Order!” The hon. mem-
ber has forfeited his right to spealk.

Mr. WINSTANLEY (Quesnton): I have
a few brief observations to make on the
Financial Statement before it goes through.
The hon. member for Rosewood may have
thought that he could speak to-day on the
Financial Statement, but other hon. members
knew that he had forfeited his right. I have
listened with a good dcal of interest to
the speeches made already on the Financial
Statement. I have been long enough in this
House to know that whatever the Govern-
ment In power might do, it will never meet
with the approval of the Opposition. Per-
sonally, T am not too pleased to see a deficit
mysclf. T know that when there is a deficit
it does not please the Opposition, but even
if there is a surplus ther blame the Govern-
metit just the same. Judging by the speeches
made by members opposite, I am satisfied
that they are the greatest lot of calamity
howlers that one can me=t in a day’s march.
Notwithstanding that the Government have
done what no other Government have
attempted to do in the interest of the State,
still we find members opposite are dissatisfied
and none of the Government’s actions meet
with their approval. When their speeches come
to be analysed and summed up we find that
they say that the wages that are being ob-
tained at the present time are too high. Hon.
members opposite do not say that directly
and specifically, but that is the only inference
that can be drawn from their remarks—that
people are getting too high wages and that
the prices that they are receiving for their
products are too low for them, As a matter of
tfact. the prices which are being received at
the presen: time are higher than have been
received at any time in the existence of the
State. (Hear, hear!) That being the case,
I think I have reason to take exception to
the criticism that has been made. It is a
well-known fact that at the present time the
primary products of this State are realising
such prices as have never been realised in
the existence of the State. I do not suggest
that any Government likes deficits, but 1 am
of opir}lon that there are times when a
deficit is not as bad as some people might
think. Individuals in their private capacity
will sometimes face a deficit with the idea
of benefiting later on. While one is always
anxious to square accounts during the twelve
months and to come out with a surplus, still
it is better to have a deficit and make it up
later on than it is to end the year with a small
credit and cripple oneself in the future. Ib
has always been laid down in this House that

[Mr. Stevens.
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it is a good thing for the Government to
spend money when things are slack outside.
It is a mistake to curtail and circumseribe
the operations of the Government when other
people have to do the same thing. There-
fore, a deficit is an infinitely better thing,
dizagreeable though it might be from some
standpoints, than a surplus obtained by re-
ductions and retrenchment. We remember
some time ago that the Liberal Government
was in the same position as this Government
owing to the fact that a drought existed in
the State. They not only had deficits, but
they brought about a system of retrenchment
throughout the length and breadth of .the
State. We know that when the Government
start rvetrenching their own emplovees it is
followed by others in their private capacity.
It is infinitely worse to bring about a lot
of unemployment than it is to face a deficit.
My contention is that while I am not a lover
of deficits, or a lover of extravagance, believ-
ing that things should be carried on care-
fallv, 1t is better to face deficits and to
kkeep people in employment receiving their
wages than it i1s to retreneh a lot of men
and turn some out of employment and by
that means bring about a state of affairs that
is undesirable in the State. We know that
when  retrenchment  is  resorted to the
tradespeople suffer and that the merchants
also suffer, and there is all-round stagnation
and all-round suffering which is not easy to
overcome. For that reason I certainly think
that the Government! deserve commendation
rather than condemnation, because, as a
result of their actions, their own employess
have not been made’ to specifically suffer
because of the bad times through which we
have passed. It has been pointed out on
more than one occasion, that the presant
deficit in Queensland is not unique. If the
whole of the States throughout the Common-
wealth were not faced with deficits at the
present time, perhaps it might be said that
the deficit in Queensland was the result of
extravagance, but, as a matter of fact, the
people who are supposed to be very careful
and very economical in the other States of
the Commonwealth find themselves in a
similar position. And not only in the Com-
monwealth, but throughout the whole civilised
world at the present time the people find
themselves in the same position, and in some
places in a much worse position than we are
in at the present time. In that cornnection
it certainly does seem to me that there are
no grounds for calamity-howling. or for
crying down the country and trying to make
it appear to outsiders that Queensland is a
good place to keep away from. When one
comes to think that there has been a with-
drawal of some 40,000 or 50,000 wealth-
producers from the State, and that there
has been a withdrawal of some millions of
money which would have been circulated in
a variety of directions in this State, butb
which has been used for war purposes instead
of in wealth-production, it is not to be
wondered at that we find ourselves in the
position we do. The wonder is that we are
not feeling the position more keenly than we
are at the present time. The probabilities
are that we have not felt the full effects at
the present time. )

Mr. MTRPHY: Notwithstanding all these
men have left Queensland, we have had a
larger revenue than ever.

Myr. WINSTANLEY : That is quite true,
but, at the same time, we have had to do a
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good deal more spending to obtain that
revenue; and if those men had remained in
Queensland, and other things had been
normal, the revenue would probably have
been greater then it has been, and the expen-
diture probably would have been less. As I
have already pointed out, if this was the
exception something might be said, but the
other States have had increased revenues, but
they have also had to increase their expendi-
ture to obtain that revenue. We certainly
say that is one of the things that has helped
to bring about the deficit. Then, there has
been a decreuse in the number of stock, and
while there has been an increase in the price
which, to a very large extent, has made up
for the loss as far as the stockowners are con-
cerned, that increase has not compensated the
Railway Department. The decrease in the
number of sheep and cattle has caused a
reduction in the railway revenue which has
made it, instead of one of the paying con-
cerns, one uf the biggest losing concerns of
the State for the time being. Therefore, I
certainly think there are good, substantial
causes for the present firancial position; but
it does seem to me that, notwithstanding
that fact, the position is not one to’ cause
despeir or to cause discouragement iun a
country like Queensland, when we remember
its recuperative powers, and when we know
how quickly in times gone by we have
regained our position. Then, it is a well-
known fact that, as far as our railways are
concerned, one of the things that has helped
to put the railways in the position in which
they are placed at the present time is the fact
that in times gone by a very large number of
railways were under consi-uction at the one
time, and, notwithstanding the fact that
efforts have heen made to complete those rail-
ways, there ave still @ numeer of them in the
position that a large amount of money has
been cxpended on them and yet they are
bringing little or nothing in, because they
have not been comp-eied up to a point that
will make them revenue-producing. One of
the efforts this Government has been making,
and is still making, is to construct these lines
to a point where they will be revenue-
producing—where they will help to earn inter-
est on the money that has been expended on
them. Then, too, as the Commissioner points
out, another reason for the present position is
the abolition of the guarantee system, which
means a loss of £200,000. When we remem-
ber that, to a very large extent, these non-
paying railways that were guaranteed were
for the most part built into agricultural dis-
tricts represented by hon. members sitting
opposite, they should remember, at any rate,
that their constituents have benefited o that
extent, and not only the Government, but
the Commissioner, too. is entitled to some
commendation, if not some gratitude, for
having relieved them of that burden. I am
satisfied that, with the scasons we are getting
now, and with the increase in our live stock,
the time is not far distant when the rail-
wavs will find sufficient traffic to again place
them on a revenue-producing hasis, and
enable them to pay interest on the capital
which has been expended upon them. As far
as the emaploves= of the Railway Department
are concerned, I think they recognize that
the increased wages is also one of the things
that has helped to put the Government in the
position of having a deficit. For many long
years they were not getting what they were
entitled to. They were practically in Egyptian
bondage under the Liberal Administration,

1917—56 R
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and they certainly expected, and had very
good grounds for expecting, that when a
Tabour CGovernment came into power they
would get from under the slavery and
get some better recognition for the work
they were doing. They certainly have done
so, and I am satisfied that, as far as they are
concerned, they recognise it is fair, and
recognise that the Government has «done
something, perhaps not more than they were
entitled to do, for their benefit. From that
standpoint this CGovernment certainly heas
nothing to be ashamed of, nothing to apolo-
gise for, and nothing to be afraid of, either
there or elsewhere, as far as its own em-
ployees are concerned, and as far as the other
people of the State are concerned. In deal-
ing with the taxation proposals of the
Government, most exception seems to have
been taken by hon. members opposite to what
is termed the land tax, but what is really the
taxation of land values—an entirely different
thing. Certainly, examples have been trotted
out to try and convince hon. members, but,
although they have been said to be concrete
examples, they were certainly examples that
did not reffect credit on those who adduced
them, nor on those who originally were the
subjects of those examples.” For the most
part, the speeches of hon. members opposite
have been speeches, not of primary producers
or farmers, but of land speculators—of men
who expected to make money, not out of
what ithey produced from the land, but out
of what they could get from other people in
their land transactions. I listened with a
good deal of interest, and not without emuse-
ment, to the hon. member for Aubigny, and
certainly the idea he conveyed to one’s mind
was that he was more concerned about the
land speculator than he was about produc-
tion. The non. member stated that this
Government, when it found itself with
increased liabilities, should have looked rouhd
to see whether i¢ could not do its work more
economically, because, be sa'd, that is what
the shire couneils did. He said that when the
shire councils found themselves faced -with
increased wages they looked round to see if
they could not do the same amount of work
for less money, or de it in a more economical
manner. If they did look round, and found
that they could do that, is that not evidence
that tirey had not been doing the work econo-
mically previously, or is it not evidence that
they had heen careless or indifferent in
regard to their work? As a matter of fact,
from my experience of shire councils and
town councils, when they find themselves with
an increased wages cheet, they generally
increase the taxes on the ratepayers. At all
times the ratepayers have to find the extre
money, just the same as they have to find the
extra money in other instances where
increases are made. Then, the hon., member
gave a rather remarkable iliustration of
somchody who went on to the Darling Downs
and bought a farm for £14,000, spent £16,000:
on improvements, and after four vears sold it
for £8,500. If that is a fair sample of how
farmers spend their money, I am not sur-
prised if thev are in the position hon. mem-
bers say they are. But I do not think that
is a fair sample. Whatever might have been
the cause of the loss—it would be interesting
to know all the details of the case—I cer-
tainly claim that the los: was not due to the
land tax Whatever the cause might be, it
certainly could not be the land tax, for the
simple reason that this is the second year
that the land tax has been in operation.

Mr. Winstanley.]
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Then again, if he had been paying the land
tax all the time, what would the land tax
have amounted t0? If the £14,000 spent in
the first instance had been spent on land
alone—that is, the unimproved value of land
—the tax would have amounted to only about
£190 a year, so that would not have brought
about the loss, nor would it have brought
about the depreciation in the value of land
that we are asked to believe takes place as
soon as this tax is imposed. It has also been
stated that men are leaving the land and
«<oming into the cities because they will not
-work the land with the taxation imposed at
the present time. Is it not a fact that in a
great many instances men leave the agricul-
tural districts and come into the cities
because land is too expensive? While the
father himself got his land for £1 or £1 10s.
an acre, and no doubt did a good deal of
thard work on it, the sons cannot get land at
anything like that price. I have heard many
farmers say that it is an utter itpossibility
for them to find the necessary money to pay
the prices that are asked for land at the
present time, and tho consequence is that
their sons drift from the country into the
cities. Is it not also a fact that some of the
hon. members sitting on the opposite side of
the House, who talk about the price of land,
came to Queensland because land in the State
in which they lived was too dear and land
monopoly had such a grip, and they came
here, as they have repeatedly said, to look for
cheap land. Men from Victoria and New
South Weles for years past have been coming
to Queensland because land was cheaper here
than in any of the other States, but the time
is fast coming, unless something is done to
prevent it, when land monopoly will get a
grip here, and the position will be exactly
the same in Queensland as it is in the other
States. The hon. member for
T4 p.m.] Drayton trotted out illustrations
that are certainly a shocking
example of what he said takes place on the
Darling Downs, but everyone knows the hon.
member takes an isolated case, concerning
which he doesn’t give the true facts, and he
holds it out as an example of the primary
producers throughout the State. The primary
producer in @ great many cases would repu-
diate that kind of thing when it was shown
to him, and a great many of them—in spite
of all that may be said to the contrary—are
not faring too badly at the present time. I
know some of them personally with land
values nothing like those of whom we are
told by the hon. member for Drayton—who,
he states, cannot earn a living on their farm
—who earn a good living, and who make,
from year to year, from £600 to £700, and
with very little difficulty either. Perhaps, in
an exceptionally dry vear, there are some
people who do not make anything, but that
is not a criterion. If that instance were a
fair sample of what took place when people
came into Queensland and spent money, cer-
+ainly production would come to an end alto-
gether. But that is not the case.

Then the question of contract as against
«day labour was discussed by the same hon.
member, but T think it has been settled very
effectively—not by this Government, but by
a previous Government, The matter was dis-
cussed time and again; investigations were
made, and they have been made ever since
as to what could be done by contract and
what by day labcur: and when it comes to a
aquestion of the quality of the work done as

[Mr. Winstanley..
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well as the amount done, this Government
have mno reason to be either afraid or
ashamed of their day-labour department and
the work done by it up to the present time.

On the question of taxation, it has been re-
peatedly said by hon. members that whoever
paid the tax in the first instance, it eventu-
ally came to the workers in the long run.
So far as taxes on industry are concerned
there is no doubt about that statement;
everybody knows that the tax is ultimately
placed, not on the shoulders of those best
able to bear it, but on the shoulders of those
least able to bear if.

Mr. CorsEr: Then, why are you increasing
it?

Mr. WINSTANLEY : The land tax is an
cxception. One hon. member said that it
is in the same category as the rest. But it
is the only tax that cannot be removed, and
must be paid by those on whom it is placed.
That is one of the things that makes it
more equitable, and one of the things which
recommend it to be above any other tax.
The great trouble seems to be with a lot of
its opponents that it is bringing down the
price of land. The land tax has everything
to recommend it. After all, people who get
hold of cheap land, whether it be agricul-
tural land or building land or mineral land,
find that the cheapness makes it all the
casier and all the more effective when they
want to make use of it; but land that is
being kept out of use is bad for the indi-
vidual, and is certainly bad for the com-
munity, I certainly think that one of the
things which is patent to anybody who goes
about with his eyes open is that the land
tax has brought land into use. We know
that land in the street in which these build-
ings stand has not been put to any use for
many long years past for the simple reason
that it has been exempt from any tax, and
it has been left until it had a value which
satisfied those who owned it. And I should
just like to say in passing that the Govern-
ment in power, whether it be this Govern-
ment or any other Government, should get
hold of all the land near to this building in
William street and George street and the
intervening streets, in order to make use of

‘it for public offices instead of having to pay

rents. If the land tax has done nothing
else, in this connection it has doné good
work. There can be no question about the
fact that in some instances real estate owners
get hold of things that should not and do not
really belong to them, and appropriate what
is intended for other people altogether. As
an illustration, I would like to read a short
extract from a paper in reference to what
is called the economic lesson of Mr. Heary
Ford, the well-known motor-car manufacturer
in America, who is regarded by some as a
model employer. and who announced that
no one in his factory was to be paid less
than five dollars a day. This is what this
writer savs—

“Mr. Henry Ford, of Ford auto-car
fame, has endeavoured to set an example
as an enlightened emplover by paying
to the cmployees in his Detroit factory
a minimum wage of five dollars a day
and sharing profits with them. On the
authority of the head of Mr. Ford’s

sociological department, Mr. Boyd
Fisher, of the Executives Club at De-
troit. has made the following state-
ment :—
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Within one week of the announce-
ment of the Ford profit-sharing plan,
the value of real estate in Detroit has
jumped 50,000,000 dollars, or the value
of the expected distribution for five
years. The main result of the Ford 5
dollars a day plan is that living
expenses have so increased in Detroit
that the working man receiving 5 dol-
Jars a day finds that he cannot live as
well as he could before the introduction
of profit-sharing on 3 dollars a day.”

That is what takes place in any and every
connection. Whenever increases in wages
take place, other increases are made which
praciically mop up the increases and make
the worker very little better off, particularly
as to land values. If another example is
wanted, here it is, following on much the
same lines—

“In other words, Detroit's land mono-
polists are depriving Mr. Ford’s workers
of what he aimed to give them when he
increased wages. It is precisely the same
as what happened at the Deptford Vie-
tualling Yard, as explained by the late
Lord Goschen, at the time (1899) First
Tord of the Treasury, in his reply to a
deputation that was demanding increased
wages. He said—

‘If the position of the labourers at
Woolwich and Deptford was as de-
scribed, it was rather due to sweating
landlords than to the rate of wages.
The wages had been raised 20 per cent.
in the last ten years, and house rent
50 per cent: It was constantly the
case in these districts that the increase
of wages only led to a larger sum
going into the pockets of the landlords,
and he was even told that some of the
men who were locally the loudest in
the cry for justice to the labourers were
owners of cottage property who would
benefit if the wages were raised.” ”

So we find that in quite a number of in-
stances like that, where the intention in the
first place is that the workers shall have
their conditions improved, they find that
somebody else, oftentimes outside and un-
known to them, is in a position practically
to extract from their pockets the increase
and something in addition to it. The conse-
quence is that very naturally the workers
are beginning to ask themselves what is
veally the cause of i, and when they find
out the ocause they will certainly want to
know what is the remedy.

In reference to the land tax proposed in
these resolutions a good deal has been said
and a great outery made. And yet it seems
quite plain to me from the report of the
Commissioner of Taxes that those who are
said to find themsclves in a very difficult
position have been fairly liberally dealt with.
i find that in his report he says—

“Up to 30th September, 1916, relief
under section 24, 308 claims were made
with tax amounting to £40,000.

“Disallowed  forty-two, with
amourting to £1,327 17s. 3d.

¢ Allowed in full, 401, with tax amount-
ing to £2,085 15s. 8d.

‘““ Allowed in part, 465, with
amounting to £17,731 17s. 10d.”

So that I am sure no real hardship has been
imposed on thoss particular individuals by
the land tax which has been imposed. On

tax

tax
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the question of its removal, I know that a
great many people imagine and say that it
can be placed on the shoulders of other
people. It was stated only last night that
an Increase in the taxation would mean an
increase in rent. Nothing could be further
from the truth, and I just want to read an
extract from a document issued by land-
owners in a campaign which took place on
this particular subject when a referendum
was being taken as to whether it should be
paid on unimproved value or the whole value
of the property, the improved as well as the
unimproved value—

“Inasmuch as a tax upon land value
cannot be shifted, this amounts to con-
fiscation of a part, if not all, of the
property of whoever owns land at the
time the change goes into effect. A tax
on land is a net deduction from the rent
of the land, and when the tax is made

- large enough to absorb most of the rent,
as it would be under any form of the
single ta\, the value of the land dis-
appears.’

But the question would very naturally be
asked :. On whom does the owner of unoccu-
pied land put the tax? Is there anybody
connected with him or anybody in league
with him? And one has to imagine that
people who buy expensive propertics in_the
city and put expensive buildings on them
are letting them for a less rent than they
are able to get. Everybody knows that
people who invest their money in roal estate
get the very greatcst amount of rent they
can get in competition with others who have
property to let. In actual practice the posi-
tion is the very reverse because land comes
into the market as a result of the taxation,
and the tendency is for rents 1ather to
decrease than increase by reason of the num-
ber of buildings available. I know that some
people think the land tax is only paid by
farpiers who live in the country, and yet we
find that the people in the city are the
people who do not forget to do some
grumbling in this connection. They are the
people who rexzlly pay the land tax. In a
document published in Brisbane some time
ago a statement was made as to the effect
of this particular enactment on city pro-
perties, and some people tried to convey
the idea that just a_handful of people in
the city are the people who are paying the
tax. But they also, perhaps unintentionally,
show that perhaps a handful of people in
the city own the land value of the State, and
not the great bulk of the people. Amongst
other things in this document in reference
to the taxation of land values they say—
“But it is notorious that with the
steadily increasing burden of taxation,
specially directed against this description
of property, no man in the posse@swn of
capltal would think of buying city pro-
perty in order to improve it with costly
buildings for letting purposes. Some of
the ventures in this direction which pre-
ceded this added taxation will assuredly
act as deterrents to any one so inclined.
City improvements will necessarily be
retarded and city rents enhanced.”

The tendency is just the reverse because mors
land will be available. It is also having this
effect—that all the business of the city is not
going to be concentrated in one particular
street, as it has been in the past. It is going
to spread and other streets which have not
been regarded as business streets will be

Winstanley.]
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brought into prominence. Business places
are being put up in them because land is
cheaper there, and I think that all round a
benefit will take place rather than otherwise.
After quoting from the report of the Com-
missioner of Land Taxation to show how a
handful of people pay what they regard as
most of this tax, they go on to show that
when it comes to a question of land values
and the natural resources of the State, they
are in the hands of a very few people in-
deed. :

Hon. J. ToLMIE: Have you read Knibbs’s
latest figures on land taxation in the July
number ?

Mr. WINSTANLEY: No, I have not;
but, judging from what I have read of
Knibbs on previous occasions, I am doubtful
whether anything that Knibbs would say
would contradict these facts. They point
out in this statement that 11,377 taxpayers
owned land of a total value of £5,710,383.
The average value was £501, and the average
tax 16s, 8d. They further state that 3,793
taxpayers owned land of the total value of
£3,782,04%. The average value was £997,
and the average tax £4 7s. 8d. TFollowing
down the list, we find that the number of
taxpayers decreases, while the average land
value and the average tax increases. The
last item on the list is fourteen taxpayers
owning land of a total value of £1,822,295,
or an average value of £130,164, with an
average tax of £2,970. I certainly think
that the handful of people who own that
large land value are in the position to pay
the tax. The land tax 1s one which does not
affect industry; it does not hamper or hinder
industrial enterprise in any way. On the
contrary, it has just the reverse effect: it
makes land available, and helps rather than
injures indbstry. If the tax hampered
industry, something might be said against
it, but, in my opinion, it is one of the most
equitable and one of the most reasonable
taxes ever imposed, as it taxes mneither
wages nor industry. If the effect of the tax
were such as some members opposite would
have us believe, a country which depended
entirely upon that form of taxation for ifs
revenue would be in a very serious position,
We often hear about concrete examples, but
when they are given to us we find that they
are about as nebulous as the clouds in the
sky. However, I have a concrete example,
which I should like to give to the Committee.
Tt is certajnly an lexample wf a small
country, but it is just as valuable as an
illustration as a more thickly populated
country. It is taken from a book called
“ Democracy and Empire,” which I got from
the library. The main object of the writer
is to prove that, under a democratic Govern-
ment, an Empire could not be built up and
sustained. He says—

“ The Federated Malay States have
been able to effect enormous develop-
ments, the creation of an efficient civil
service, the construction of excellent
roads, the building of a well-equipped
railway system, the erection of splendid
residence for the Sultan, and of public
offices. at Kuala Lumpus, Taiping Seram-
tium Klang, Pekan, and elsewhere, the
construction of waterworks, and deep-
water ports and other works of public
utility.,  All this has been done withonut
vrosorting to public loans, being a feat
almost, if not quite, unparalleled in the
annals of British colonial administra-
tion, and it is satisfactory to note that
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a similar policy is being followed in the
protected  independent  States. So
prosperous are the Federated Malay
States that they have advanced over one
million and a half sterling to Jahore for
the construction of the railway through
that State, and have lent £4,000,000 to
Siam to build a railway in Southern
Siam to connect with the Federal system
on the northern frontiers of ihe native
States of Xalantan and Perlis. On
31st December, 1912, the Federated Malay
States had a net surplus of £7,500,000,
some invested in gold and some in Indian
securities. The above taken from an
official account shows clearly what can
be done by honest, clearheaded adminis-
tration.”

I do not know how it is—whether it is because
the author does not know or does not want
to say—but he does not explain how it was
done or how it happened. 1 learned from
other sources long ago how it happened. In
the early days, a British administrator
who knew the fundamental principles of taxa-
tion and administration was in charge of the
Federated Malay States, and he took for
the community that which belonged to the
community—namely, the land values, and it
i those land values that have enabled these
people to do all the work mentioned without
any other taxes whatever. They have no
other tax in the States, except a small export
tax on tin. Their land tax has enabled them
to do all this work from revenue, to pay
their way, and to build up a splendid surplus
of wover £7,000.000, which—as this i a
remarkable thing for any country—is
invested on security in other countries. That
is a concrete example that is well worth
studring, and it goes to show very clearly
what can be done in this particular direc-
tion. I certainly think that what has been
done there can be done elsewhere. There
is no question that the value which is given
to land in any community is given to it by
the people whe lived in that particular com-
munity, and no wrong is done to anyone
when those values are taken for public use.
As far as the land tax proposals of the
Government are concerned, I think they are
very just and equitable, and that the Govern-
ment have nothing to be ashamed or afraid
of in connection with them. On the con-
trary, 1 believe they will reap the credit of
their action, as these taxes will make it
easier for those who want to produce wealth
from the land to get hold of it and make use
of it. There are several other things that
I had intended to deal with, but most of
themr can be dealt with just as well on the
Estimates as on the Financial Statement. I
certainly think that the Government have,
in spite of a great many obstacles and diffi-
culties, done good work during their time.
and T am quite satisfied what the result will
be when they appeal to the electors at the
next election,

GOVERNMENT MEwBERS : Hear, hear!
Mr. WELLINGTON (Charters Towers): 1

desire to say a few words before the Finan-
cial Statement goes through. ILast session,
when I spoke on the Financial Statement,
I advocated the cousolidation of the local
authorities in various parts of Queensland,
cspecially in the Charters Towers district.
The Charters Towers district had four local
authorities—the Queenton Shire Counecil, the
Water Board, the City Council, and the
Dalrymple Shire Council. If the three bodies
were amlgamated, the result would be a
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great saving to the people of Charters
Towers. The people there think that the
Charters Towers Water Board should be in-
corporated in the greater Charters Towers
scheme. During the last three years the
arrears owing to the Government by the
Waterworks Board have increased by £8,000,
and now stand at £10,377. If matters are
allowed to go on in this way, the position
will be that the people of Charters Towers
will not be able to pay the rates, as they
cannot bear an increase in the rates. The
debit balance in the consolidated loan on the
30th June last was £54,045 12s. 2d., the debit
balance on the Aerial Tramway and Venture
Meter was £997 4s., and the debit balance on
the West Burdekin Tramway on the same
date was £5,931 13s. 2d., making a total of
£60,974 9s. 4d. The people in Charters
Towers—] am led to believe—want an oppor-
tunity to take a ballot on the question, but
the members of the board do not want to
grant that bullot till the next election, so that
the people will not have an opportunity of
voting on the subject.

I should like now to say a few words about
mining. During last year the Minister for
Mines was good enough to grant to the
mining community at Charters Towers a
drainage board. Various mines in the dis-
trict have been flooded, and some were about
to close down, and had notified other mining
companies that they intended to cease opera-
tions. The Minister, however, granted a
drainage board and a subsidy of £1,500 a
vear, and this enabled the companies to keep
going. With regard to loans in aid of deep
sinking, I find that the advances approved
of during the financial year 1916-17 are as
follows :—Gympie, £3,700; Chillagoe, £250;
Charters Towers, £2,375; Mount Morgan,
£100; Herberton £642 10s.—a total of £7,067
10s. The mining fields of Queensland are
very thankful to the Government for such
assistance; but I contend that they should
receive more consideration at the hands of
this or any other Government. Three mining
companies at Charters Towers received sub-
sidies from the Government, and those mines
are paying dividends. In February, 1912,
the Papuan (Moonstone) Mine received an
advance of £483 bs. They repaid that sum,
with interest amounting to £11 9s. 2d., in
December of the same year. In 1912 they
crushed 856 tons of ore, valued at £5,131;
in 1913 they crushed 1,802 tons, valued at
£12,448; in 1914 they crushed 1,275 tons,
valued at £9,952; in 1915 they grushed
2,618 tons, valued at £20,813; and in 1916
they crushed 1,960 tons, valued at £12,986.
The total quantity of ore raised during those
vears was 8,511 tons, and the total value of
that ore was £61,350. The company paid
in dividends £16,800. In 1913 the proprietors
of Clark’s Gold Mine, Moonstone Lease,
received an advance of £1,300, and they
repaid that advance, with interest amount-
ing to £109 16s. 1d., in August, 1915. During
the year 1914 they raised 348 tons of ore, of
the value of £4,652; in 1915 they raised 1,241
tons, of the value of £12,509; 'in 1916 they
raised 1,899 tons, valued at £15,558; and in
1917 up till August they raised 911 tons,
valued at £15786. The total quantity of
ore raised during those years was 4,399 tons,
valued at £48,505; and during the same
period the sum of £5625 was paid to the
shareholders in dividends. In February,
1913, the Bonnie Dundee Company received
an advance of £995 1ls. 8d., which was
repaid in February, 1916, with interest
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amounting to £114 7s. 4d. In 1915 they
raised 1,032 tons of ore, valued at £5,479;
in 1916 they raised 3,830 tons, valued at
£20,198; and in 1917 up till August last they
raised 1,215 tons, valued at £5,686. The
total quantity of ore raised during those
three years was 6,077 tons, producing £31,363
worth of gold. The total amount advanced
to those companies was £2,784 16s. 8d., and
they produced £141,198 worth of gold. These
figures show that the various mining com-
panies and prospectors in Queensland deserve
some consideration at the hands of the
Government.

With regard to the State assay offices, I
may say that I have visited the Charters
Towers Assay Office on several occasions,
and have found that the students are very
well pleased with the manner in which it is
conducted. I have also been to the Cloncurry
Asgay Office. Regarding this ‘office, the
“ Queensland Government Mining Journal”
of 14th July, 1917, says—

‘““The usefulness of the State Assay
Office established at Cloncurry about a
year ago has exceeded expectations, one
result being the payment of better prices
for ore to the miners by the smelting
works on the field. At Mareeba a
similar office has been opened, and will,
no doubt, prove of great benefit to miners
in far Northern localities.

‘“That the Government Assay Office
established at Cloncurry is fulfilling ex-
pectations and giving every satisfaction
to the ¢ gouger’ is evidenced by the fact
that during the past three months 266
parcels of ore went through the office,
the total tonnage of ore being 2,182 tons.
The following work was also done during
the period:—6 check assays, 10 assays
under regulation 5, 191 free assays, and
48 mineral determinations. The revenue
received was £681,18s. 9d.”

What would be of great advantage to mining
in North Queensland would be the develop-
ment of the Bowen coalmines. We under-
stand from geological reports that the Bowen
coal is the best coal in Australia, and if the
Bowen coalfields were opened up it would be
of great advantage to that part of Queens-
land and also to the Northern gold and
copper fields. I hope the Government will
use every cffort to have that railway con-
structed as soon as possible.

A good deal has been said about State
butchers’ shops, and I will give the prices
charged for ment in private shops on Charters
Towers, where the meat is grown, as com-
pared with the prices in Brisbane. They
avc as follows:—

Brisbane. Ch. Towers.

per lb. per lb.
Berf.
d. d.
Fillet ... ... 8 10
Rump o T 9
Sirloin roast ... ... b4 8
Beef steak ... bk 7
Prime rib roast 45 6%
Mutton.
Legs LT 8
Loins LT T5
Loin chops LT 85
Hind quarters ... ... b} %

In addition 3d. per lb. for booking.
Mr. Wellington.]



1782 Ways and Means.

The establishment of a State butcher’s shop
in Charters Towers would be beneficial to
the miners and to all workers concerned. I
would like to say a few words in connection
with the State Children Department, and I
take strong exception to a certain statement
that was put forth in the annual report of
that department. On page 17 of the report,

it says—
MinING TowNSHIPS.
_“Life in a mining township at any
time is undesirable for children, and

when the father is dead it is still more
undesirable. When there are no older
children, I think the giving of money
assistance should not be approved. The
mother remains because she lived there
in her husband’s time, and probably
makes her living by doing washing, which
she can get and do anywhere. The home
conditions are simply awful, and the
social, moral, and religious outlook about
as bad a« can be imagined.* The atmos-
phere of these homes and the atmosphere
of our institutions and foster-homes is so
different, that only those who move in
them can understand and appreciate.”

I take strong exception to that, because I
recognise that the men and women who live

on our goldfields are as good—morally,
socially, and intellectually—as any other
person.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. WELLINGTON : I have every respect
for Mr. Salton, who visits Charters Towers,
but I take exception to that portion of his
report. (Hear, hear!)

In regard to workers’ compensation, I may
say that I have had considerable experience in
regard to the Mining Accident Association,
having been secrctary for fifteen and a-half
vears, and I maintain that State workers’
compensation is 100 per cent. better than
that provided by private enterprise. While
the State has practically doubled the amount
of compensation, the premium is still the
same. Then, again, there is no trouble what-
ever with regard to State compensation; you
lodge your claim and the money is paid.
There 15 a schedule showing the amount pay-
able for different accidents, such as so much
for the loss of an eye, so much for the loss
of a limb, and so on. There is no trouble in
filling in the application, and the money is
paid straight away. 1 think the Home
Department should be congratulated on the
way in which they are assisting those who
suffer from miners’ phthisis, as the following
summary will show :—

“ Number in receipt of allowance on

30th September, 1917 .. ... 118
Amount of allowance paid monthly
118 x £2 3s. 4d. £255 13s. 4d.
Number of married men with chil-
dren under 16 years of age ... '39
Number of cases in which wives
receive State children allowance 12
Amount paid monthly from State
Children Department £70 17s. 0d.
Number of fresh applications since
Ist July, 1917 ... .. 8
Deaths since 1st July, 1917 ... .. 8”

I understand that a number of persons are
recelving assistance who are not really suf-
fering from phthisis, but are suffering from
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a chest complaint. I do not wish to detain
the House any longer, but I intend to make
some further remarks when the Estimates are
under consideration. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): I have listened
very attentively to the debate. I have list-
ened to hon. members opposite talking about
millions, and I have come to the conclusion
that they are not authorities when they are
dealing with millions.

Hon. J. ToLMiE: Are you prepared to give
vour reasons for that statement?

Mr. COLLINS: In the course of my re-
marks I will make reference to the taxation
proposals of the Government which are con-
tained in the Financial Statement, and will
cive reasons why those proposals should be
passed by this House, and, I hope, passed
by another part of the Legislature. Like
most hon. members, I want, first of all, to
deal with matters affecting my own clec-
torate. As hon. members are well aware
the hold-up of the ships has seriously affected
the progress of the Bowen electorate. My
electorate is a growing electorate—an elec-
torate which has over 1,000 more voters on
the roll than it had when I was returned to
Parliament. I do not belong to the class to
which hon. members belong—a class that iz
always wailing and crying out that the
country is ruined.

Hon. .J. Toumie:
ruining the country.

Mr. COLLINS: The part of Queensland
that I have the honour to represent is grow-
ing; it is not showing a decline, notwith-
standing the fact that I have the honour to
represent it. The point I want to make is
this: That the hold-up of the ships by the
few persons who own the ships of this Com-
monwealth—after all, they are only a few—
is seriously affecting my electorate. I have
received a letter this morning from the secre-
tary of the Quecnsland Fruitgrowers’ Indus-
trial Trading Society, in which he points
out that he estimates that the loss to the
fruitgrowers in the Bowen distriet is £25,000.
That is the loss they have suffered owing to
the stoppage of communication between
Bowen and the South. Most people know
that Bowen is noted for the production of
tomatoes. Those tomatoes in certain months
of the year realise very high prices in the
Sydney market, and, unfortunately, this
hold-up of the shipping took place just at the
time when they would have realised a good
price for their tomatoes and other fruits.
We all regret that they should be suffering a
loss, and in my opinion the only solution,
so far as shipping goes—whether we do it in
this session of Parliament or whether we do
it in future sessions—will be the naticnalisa-
tion of shipping or the State ownership of
ships. The hold-up of the shipping has madse
every man who represents a Northern con-
stituency think, and I claim that this Go-
vernment. even if they were to hang up some
of the railways in the Southern portion of
Qucensland——

Mr. Murpry: Oh! and Opposition dissent.

Mr. COLLINS: Yes. Even if they were
to hang up some of the lines here, they

should push on with the North Coast line
for all thev are worth.

Hon. J. Tormie: You are too selfish.

Mr. COLLINS: I am not selfish at all,
because here in the South, owing to being

No, because you are
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close to the seab of government, a large
number of lines have been constructed that
are not paying at all.

Hon. J. ToLMIE: Look at the mass of popu
Jation here.

At twenty minutes to 5 o’clock,

Mr. GraYSON called attention to the state
of the Committee.

Quorum formed.

Mr. COLLINS: I am sorry there were so
many members absent that it was necessary
to ring the quorum bell. I suppose they
weore watching the proceedings in‘ the House
of destruction—the House that destroys legis-
lation. In the interests of the North the
Government should push on with the North
Coast railway and link it up from Brisbane
to Townsville. The result would be that the
North Coast railway would then be a paying
one. In my opinion it would then pay right
from Brisbane to Townsville, The leader of
the Opposition said T was very selfish when
I said hang up some of the southern lines,
and he said, “ Look at the population here.”
I would like to point out that unless there
are more railways constructed in North
Queensland we cannot expect to get the
population there that we have in the South.
I have seen a considerable portion of the
far North, and I know that the population
is not Increasing at the rate it is in the
South, and I claim that it will be the duty
of any Government to spend large sums of
money in the North, because then we will
get a similar population to what you have in
the south. If we had that railway completed,
then we would do away to some extent with
the present shipping monopoly, inasmuch as
they would not be in the position to charge
the freights and fares they are charging at
the present time. Only a week or two ago
the Bowen fruitgrowers were able to ship
their fruit to Brisbane, and then it had to
be railed from Brisbane to Sydney. I reason
it out that if we had that railway right
through to Bowen, the fruitgrowers of Bowen
would have been able to send their fruit
right through from Bowen to Sydney by
rail. (Hear, hear!) I would urge upon the
Government the advisability of starting the
railway from Proserpine towards Midge Point.
(Hear, hear!) The railway is going north
from Mackay towards Midge Point, and the
distance from Proserpine to Midge Point is
21 miles, and there are only a few gaps to
build in the Normanby electorate south of
Mackay; and when those are built we will
then have the line completed from Brisbane
to Townsville, and then we will commence
to get settlement in the North. (Hear, hear!)
We have a good illustration of the settle-
ment that will take place when we look at
the settlement that is taking place between
Brisbane and Gympie. As one who knows
Queensland fairly well, and who has travelled
practically all along our coast from Brisbane
to Townsville, I claim that the land from
Proserpine to Townsville is a long way
superior to the land from Brisbane to Bun-
daberg. And the North can never develop
as 1t should develop until that railway 1s
completed, so as to make travelling easy,
so that people here in the south can realise
what the North is like, because there are
many people who will not travel by boat
who would, if the railway were constructed,
travel by train. Then again, I would urge
upon the Government to commence as soon
as the crushing season is over, because I am
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governed by the laws of common sense, and

know at the present moment there are
thousands of men working in the canefields,
and I do not want to withdraw them from
the canefields on to the railway; but as soon
as the crushing season is over it is the duty
of this Government to put on anything from
500 to 1,000 men to construct the railway
from Merinda to the Bowen Coalfield.
(Hear, hear!) There are a few men work-
ing on that railway at the present moment,
but as soon as the men are finished in the
cancfields they should be transferred on to
the railway to push the line on to the coal-
field instead of carrying coal from the south.
According to our Government Geologist, we
have one of the biggest coalfields in Queens-
land there.

Hon. J. Tormie: Do you know why they
are carrying coal to the Burrum?

Mr. COLLINS: I am not concerned with
the Burrum. The hon.' member for Burrum
can lock after the Burrum. He is a fairly
good talker. At any rate, I am trying to
point out to the Committee and to the coun-
try at large that we have one of the biggest
coalfields in the North. Mr. Dunstan claims
that the Bowen Coalfield is a continuation
of the Dawson Coalfield. There may be
breaks in between, such as big faults that
anyone who has followed mining knows
occur, but still, it is. a continuation, and
had there been Governments in the past who
had considered North Queensland, Y would
not have to get up in my place and urge
on the Government the building of that rail-
way to the coalfield. It should have been
built long ago.

Hon. J. ToLMig: We made every prepara
tion for it, and this Government ought to
have it built by now.

Mr. COLLINS: This Government passed
the railway in the first session. When I
suggested anything about the railways here
in the South being discontinued so as to build
the North Coast line, the hon. member said
I was ungenerous and unkind. The point
I am making is this: That this Government
is doing all it is possible for a Government
to do, and I am not asking them to put on
1,000 men just at the present moment, be-
cause, if they did, it would withdraw the
men from the canefields, and there would
be a howl, and we would have the hon.
member for Burrum or the hon. member for
Mirani moving the adjournment of the House
to call attention to the fact that the sugar-
growers could not get men.

Hon. J. Toumie: I do not agree with you
that the Government is doing all that it
should do.

Mr. COLLINS: I would not expect the
hon. member to agree with me; but I was
just making reference to the fact that this
Government had to charter the * Allinga ”
to carry coal and coke to the North to enable
the great Cloncurry mines to work.

Hon. J. Tormie: What else did it carry?

Mr. COLLINS: It carried something else
besides that. It carried 200 tons of foodstuff
for Bowen and looked after that part of
Queensland I have the honour to represent.
The point I am trying to make is this, that
there ought not to have been the need to
charter the ‘‘Allinga” had past Liberal
Governments done justice to the Bowen elec-
torate or to the North in general, which has
never received justice. As I said on one

Mr. Callins.]
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occasion in this House, in my opinion the
North will never get justice done to it until
it gets a Parliament of its own. Very few
people realise that Bowen is 710 miles north
of Brisbane. We are not able to visit our
electorate every week-end as the hon. mem-
ber for Toowoomba is able to do, but if the
railway was built we might be able to visit
them a little more than we do at the present
time. At any rate, as time rolls on, I have
no doubt that North Queensland will have a
Government of its own, and the North will
be developed. I want to make reference to
the good work the Government is doing in
connection with the Inkerman irrigation
scheme. I received a letter from a gentle-
man who resides there the other day, and
he said the Government were doing splendid
work in connection with the irrigation scheme
at Inkerman. Most people know, or ought
to know, that from Bowen to Townsville,
or a bit beyond Townsville, there is what
is known as the dry *belt, and to make cane-
growing a success in that dry belt we must
have irrigation, and this Government is
going to spend £130,000 on an irrigation
scheme for Inkerman. But, unfortunately
for that district, two of the biggest mills
in the- district are under private control, or,
in other words, I believe they are under the
control of one man. The position at Inker-
man, at the present time, is that the growers
there have been notified by Mr. Drysdale,
the owner of the Inkerman and Pioneer
mills, that he will only be able to crush
half their crop. As most members of the
House know, they passed through a very
severe time owing to the drought, and it
will be a big loss to the sugar growers in
that part of Queensland when they are only
going to geb half their crop off.

Hon, J. Torawe: Why.is he only going to
crush half?

Mr, COLLINS: I am not in a position,
may be, to answer that. I should say this;
that the hon. member’s Government had
something to do with the Inkerman estate,
and I am not too sure that they secured the
rights of the Inkerman growers so far as
the Inkerman mill goes.

Hon. J. Toumie: I think so.

Mr. COLLINS: I do not think the hon.
member’s Government secured their rights
when they got them to settle on the Inkerman
estate; that is, the late Government allowed
John Drysdale to build his mill there, and
should have seen that the Inkerman growers
received preference. And now John Drysdale
is drawing & lot of his supply from the other
side of the river and leaving the Inkerman
farmers’ cane stand over. As we all know.
in my district and in some other parts of
Queensland, there are tenant farmers, and I
suppose Mr. Drysdale is crushing the cane
from his tenant farmers so that he will get
the rents put into his pocket.

Colonel RANKIN: Would you deny the
tenant farmers the opportunity to get their
cane crushed? ’

Mr. COLLINS: I would not deny the
tenant farmer anything at all. What I do
deplore is that in a State like Queensland we

- should have tenant farmers, where men have
to pay some other men for the right to live.
Nevertheless, we have to deal with things
as they are, and what I want to point out fo
the Government is this: that they must
consider the advisability of building more
mills in that part of Queensland, because
we all know with irrigation on the Inkerman

[Mr. Collins.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Ways and Means.

estate it will mean a large increase in the
supply of cane, and while the Inkerman mill
is one of the largest mills in Queensland, that
is the position at the present time. I claim
that the Government who tock over the
Inkerman estate—which was not this Govern-
ment—should have provided a mill for the
Inkerman estate. It would have paid them
to do that. They should have so fixed
things up that the first cane to be crushed
at the Inkerman mill should be the cane
grown at Inkerman. Here those men have
come through a severe drought, and they
are now told they can only have half their
crop crushed. I am well aware that cane
can stand over, but that is not as good as
if it is cut now, because the farmers would
not make up with one crop what they would
get with two, as every canegrower knows.
I am pleased at the way the Government
have treated the settlers on the Inkerman
estate, Owing to the fact that they are only
going to get half their crop crushed—some
of them have not had any crushed yet, and
it will have to be crushed between now and
the end of the year—the Government have
aillowed the rent to stand over until the 3lst
March next year. I am pleased to know the
Government has done that, because we have
been told from time to time that this
Government has no sympathy with the man
on the land. Why, we are interested in the
man on the land, and we are looking after
the man on the land. I want also to say a
few words in reference to minerals in my
electorate, which is a little larger than
Belgium, and is, I suppose, far richer in
natural resources than ever Belgium was. I
claim in connection with our Mines Depart-
ment—and when I was in this House before
I claimed the same—that we have never had
sufficient Government geologists. We should
have a far larger geological staff to make
an examination of the deposits. In my elec-
torate only a short time ago we had an
examination made by Mr. Dunstan, State
Geologist, in connection with a huge lime-
stone deposit within a few miles of Bowen—
Ben Lomond. The Proserpine farmers, a
short time before this discovery was made
known to the people, waited on the Treasurer
to ask for an advance of £1,000, to a com-
pany, to work the limestone deposits in the
islands off Mackay, and yet eight or nine
miles distant from the Proserpine railway
we have this huge limestone deposibt. I
hope this Government will see that that
deposit remains in the possession of the
State so as to enable the farmers to gebd
cheap lime. I do not want the same thing
to happen as happened in regard to Iron
Island, where a Charters Towers company
received the rights, with the result that the
Mount Morgan Company for years has been
paying a royalty to the Charters Towers
Company for the right to mine iron on Iron
Island. What I want to see this Government
do is to retain possession of that big lime-
stone deposit and see that the farmers of
the Proserpine district and the Bowen district
in general, and maybe other parts of Queens-
land, get cheap lime. Then again, to further
my argument about not having a

[6 p.m.] large enough geological staff, it

) is only the other day that a dis-
covery was made on Holbourne Island, eigh-
teen miles from Bowen. We are told that it
contains phosphates, and that goes to show
that had we had a thorough examination of
the islands from Brisbane right away to
Thursday Island, we would have known that
this valuable deposit existed long ago; and I
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hope the Government will—I am sure they
will—be very careful in not giving possession
of that island, until such time as we have
ha¢ a thorough examination of it, to any
company or private persons. (Hear, hear!)
‘We all know that the Germans before the
war owned Ocean Island, with its large
guano deposit. One writer says that there is
cnough guano on that island to pay for the
cost of the war, so far as Australia is con-
cerned. Maybe we have similar deposits on
our Queensland coast—I do not mean deposits
of guano necessarily, but other deposits of
equal value—which can only be discovered
by a close examination of the several islands
by geologists. T am satisfied from my
travels in the North, with its large mineral
deposits, not only in my own electorate, but
in other clectorates, that we have not a
geological staff large enough to examine,
say, the Chillagoe district,. let alone the
whole of Queensland. (Hear, hear!) Then,
again, in my electorate we have magnesite.
I read the other day that the Newcastle
Steel Company obtained an option over a
mine at Mount Pring and had made arrange-
ments to take 500 tons of ore a week for use
in smelting.

During this debate a good deal of capital
has been made of the fact that our railways
last year showed a loss. Fon. members
secm to put that down to bad management
on the part of this Government. Hon.
members opposite do not seem to realise that
in Queensland to-day, owing to the war,
we have 50,000 fewer men than would be
here if it were not for the war; 50,000 of
our best wealth-producers are no longer in
the State. That means that there must be a
decrease in the traffic on our railways; that
is only common sense.

Colonel RANKIN: But the railway revenue
has increased.

Mr. COLLINS: While the railway revenue
may have increased, hon. members should
not lose sight of the fact that it would have
increased a great deal more had these men
been in the State and carried on production.
No one imagines for one moment that the
50,000 men who left Queensland were idlers.
. Hon. J. Tormiz: How would it have
increaged if you had sound administration?

Mr. COLLINS: Sound administration?
What astounds me when I travel through the
State is that the railways are paying as well
as they do, considering that 50,000 men have
left the State. If those men were only pro-
ducing on an average £3 per week, it would
mean £150,600 per week more produection.
That is one of the reasons why our railways
are not paying. I am not going to cry out
about any Government'in Australia having a
deficit, for this reason—that I am astonished
that there should be one Government which
has not a deficit when you consider that
350,000 wealth-producers have left our shores.
Any man of common sense must realise that
that means a loss in wealth production and
tess traffic on the railways, and that the
Government are passing through a time of
financial stress—both Federal and State. At
any rate, while those 50,000 men may have
left Queensland, it .does not follow that
wealth-production is not as great as it was
last year, because wealth-production is
increasing year by year by leaps and bounds.

Hon. J. Tomie: No.

Mr. COLLINS: I will prove that is correct
before I sit down, and I am also going to
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prove before I sit down that the wealthy in
this State are getting wealthier. Not that I
am geing to blame the leader of the Opposi-
tion for that. 1 am going to put the blame
on the way society is constituted at the
present time—the way wealth is produced,
and the way it is distributed. The hon.
member for Burrum the other night gave me
a short lecture on political economy. There
is a great difference between the political
economy of the hon. member and my own.
I have studied working-class economics. The
hon. member for Burrum, judging by his
speeches in this House, has studied what I
term capitalistic economics. He belongs to
what are generally termed ‘“the robbers’;
I belong to what are generally termed * the
robbed.” I was not ¢ born with a silver
spoon in my mouth,” like the hon. member
for Burrum. You sec, I know something of
the history of the hon. member for Burrum.
I knew the hon. member for Burrum in 1886,
when I had my swag on my back passing
through the Burrum. I was quite a young
man, and he was not a bad-looking chap at
that time—I recognised him years after-
wards. It is no use him getting up in this
House and telling me I do not understand
economics. I understand economics too well
for the hon. member. I understand how men
become wealthy; a lot of men do not under-
stand that. The reason they become wealthy
is that they take the labour of other people,
or, in other words, the more men you can
employ the wealthier you become. If you
employ 100 men who produce 10s. a day, and
you pay them 8s. a day, you can easily
become wealthy. And the more men you can
employ wunder the capitalistic system the
wealthier you become. That is how some of
these men have got to be wealthy in the
State of Queensland—not by their own exer-
tions or brain power, because some of the
greatest nincompoops I have ever met have
got wealthy simply because they were allowed
{o get possession of a certain area of coal or
gold country, or some other kind of country.
They then sank a shaft, employed men, and
became very wealthy.

Hon. J. ToLMIE: Do you advocate a return
to primitive society ?

Mr. COLLINS: No, I do not. I advocate
going forward to a better state of society.
What I look forward to is the day when
there will be no parasites, when there will
not be a crowd of idlers, as it were, teking
the greatest bulk of the wealth of the country
and the mass of the people producing the
wealth of the country which those parasites
take, .
Hon. J. Toumiz: You would not advocate
the employment of capital?

Mr. COLLINS: Nobody heard me say a
word about capital. I am not talking about
capital; T am talking about the capitalist,
the man who robs the worker of part of his
produce, and I am going to prove that the
capitalists of Queensland—notwithstanding
that they have a Labour Government in
power—are still able to become wealthier.
After all, I am one of those who believe in
what 8ir Samuel Griffith said in 1888, I was
a young man at the time, and he made a
wonderful impression upon me. Perhaps that
is why I am in this House to-day. He said—

“The great social problem of the
present age is not how to accumulate
wealth, but how to get a more equal dis-
tribution of it.””

Goveryyment Mrverrs: Hear, hear!

Mr. Collins.]
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Mr. COLLINS: And that is the problem
for the younger men on this side of the House
to study and solve. We have not solved it
yet by a long way, although it is quite true
that we are going step by step towards it.
So, when I was contesting the Bowen elec-
tion, I did not deceive my electors. I used
these words—

. “We cannot right the wrongs of cen-
turies in one session of Parliament, nor
many sessions. The Labour Government,
to do effective work, must remain in
office for a period of three Parliaments
at least, or nine years.”’

And I repeat that to-night. We have been
told by a gentleman of the name of Murphy
in Victoria that wages have not increased
at the same rate as the cost of living. Well,
I suppose most of us know that. Long before
Mr, Murphy wrote his pamphlet or delivered
his .address I argued on similar lines, and
I have been looking up my speech in this
House in 1911 in which I did so.

Hon. J. Towmie: You must be surprised
to find him catching up.

Mr. COLLINS: It shows that I was six
years ahead. At any rate, he is doing good
work, because a lot of people are too lazy
to use their thinking powers. We have been
told by our Opposition friends that we are
ruining the farmer.

OpposrrioNn MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

 Mr. COLLINS: The leader of the Opposi-
tion says ¢ Hear, hear.” I have not had much
time to study the paper which the Assistant
Minister for Justice tabled this afternoon—
that is, the income tax report; but it is a
very interesting report, and I wish I had
had more time to study it. At any rate, I
made a short study of it with my friend the
hon. member for Fitzroy—while we were
listening to other members speaking—and I
find that no fewer than 726 more of the
farmers, whom we are out to ruin, paid
income tax during the past year than in 1915.
Is that ruining them? According to the
report of the Income Tax Commissioner, the
number of farmers and fruitgrowers who
paid income tax in 1915 was 3,167; the total
amount of their incomes was £979,224, which
works out at an average income of £300.
According to the report tabled this after-
noon, the number of farmers and fruit-
growers who pald income tax in 1916 was
5,893, and the total amount of income on
which they paid tax was £1,360,550, which
works out at an average of £349 per tax-
payer, or . an increase of £40 over the
average for 1915, and an increase of £381,326
in the aggregate incomes. We want the
farmers of Queensland to know that this
Government, who, we are told by members
opposite, are out to ruin the farmers, have

made it possible for 726 more farmers to-

pay income tax in 1916 than the number who
paid that tax in 1915. I hope the farmers
and fruitgrowers of the State will realise
that fact. When the leader of the Oppo-
sition was sitting on this side of the House
in 1911, out of the total number of farmers
in the State, only 1,400 paid income tax.
am not saying that farmers are well off. I
find that 1 my speech in 1911 I said they
were not well off, bubt I am satisfied that if
they keep this Government in power for
nine years there will be a far larger number
of them paying income tax than are paying
that tax at the present time.
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Now I want to deal with the pastoralists.

Mr. H. L. HarrrEy:
ruined too, are they not?

Mr. COLLINS: Ruined! No. We are
told by members opposite that we are ruin-
ing all the primary industries, and I suppose
the pastoral industry will be classed as one
of the primary industries. No doubt the
leader of the Opposition has great sympathy
for the pastoralists, because I am satisfied
they contribute largely to the funds of the
party sitting on that side of the House.
The number of pastoralists who paid income
tax in 1915 was 1,826, and the total amount
of their income was £2,828,622, which works
out at an average income of £1,549. The
report of the Commissioner of Income Tax
for 1916-17, which was presented this after-
noon, shows there were 2,522 pastoralists who
paid income tax on a total income from
property and personal exertion of £4,084,531.
The average income of those pastoralists was
£1,619 per annum. The increase in the num-
ber of pastoralists who paid income tax last
year, as compared with the number who paid
income tax in 1915, was 696, and the increasc
in the total income was £1,255,859. And yet
members opposite cry out because this Go-
vernment reguired them to provide 12,000
tons of meat for the people at 35d. per lb.

Hon. J. A. FimeLLY: Seven thousand tons.

Mr, COLLINS: Yes, 7,000 tons. It should
have been 17,000 tons. Before long we shall
have to face the question as to whether the
pastoralists are to control the people of
Queensland or the people of Queensland are
to control the pastoralists. By establishing
State stations we are, to all intents and pur-
poses, saying that the people of Queensland
shall control the pastoralist, but what the
Government have done in this connection is
only a little drop in the ocean as yet. Hvery-
one knows the attitude I have taken up
right through this war. These pastoralists,
whose incomes increased last year to
the extent of £1,255,859 in the aggregate,
are the men who howl about the shearer
getting a high price for shearing their
sheep, and about the rouseabout receiving
big wages. Fancy 2,522 persons taking
£4,084,531 of the total income of the popula-
tion. According to Knibbs, the total wealth
produced in Queensland in 1909 was
£26,526,000. If we take the total wegx,lth
produced last year at £40,000,000, which is a
rough estimate, we find that 2,522 persons
took one-tenth of the total of the wealth pro-
duced in this State. From time to time,
members on the opposite side of the House
have said that we are taxing the people.
I say that this Government are not taxing
the people, but are taxing a few of the
people, Do you mean to tell me that these
pastoralists, with their enormous incomes,
should not be made to pay more towards the
cost of carrying on the government of the
country than they are paying at the present
time? I say they should be made to pay a
great deal more than they are paying at
present. We all know that last year the
Legislative Council rejected the proposal
of the Government to tax incomes of £3,000
and over. According to the report of the
Income Tax Commissioner the number of
persons having incomes of over £3,000 in
1915 was 307, and the total amount of their
incomes was £2,012,815, or an average of
£6,556 per taxpayer. In 1916 the number of
persons having incomes of over £3,000 was

They are getting
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385, and the total amount of their incomes
was £2,748,074, or an average of £7,085 each.
In other words, the number of persons in
receipt of incomes above £3,000 increased
by seventy-eight, the total amount of their
incomes increased by £786,259, and the
average increase per taxpayer was £529. We
can understand, therefore, why the legis-
lators in another Chamber rejected the pro-
posal to tax incomes over £3,0000 I am
surprised at any man who represents a farm-
ing electorate allying himself with the pastor-
alists and the very wealthy classes in Queens-
land. Those 385 taxpayers have taken more
of the wealth produced in Queensland than
half the farmers and fruitgrowers have re-
ceived. It was stated yesterday in the rther
House that it is not a party Chamber. That
is quite true; it is not a party Chamber; it
is only a one-party Chamber—a Tory party
Chamber.

Hon. J. Towmie: You must not speak dis-
respectfully of the other Chamber.

Mr. COLLINS: I am not speaking dis-
respectfully of that Chamber, but I say the
sooner it 15 wiped out, the better it will be
for the government of Queensland, and if I
had my way it would disappear to-morrow.
I do not believe, and never have believed, in
the two-Chamber system. I do not believe in
having two Chambers in the Federal Par-
ljament. I believe in one Chamber alone. I
do not believe in government by contra-
diction, and that is what the two-Chamber
system means. I have pointed out that a
few wealthy people—385 persons—take about
one-fifteenth of the total wealth produced
in Queensland. It is just as well that some
of the younger members of the House should
study this question, because we are approach-
ing a condition of things similar to that
which exists in the United States of America
and on the continent of Hurope. Under the
capitalist system which is in vogue, wealth
accumulates in the hands of the few; they
get the bulk of the wealth of the State. That
is entirely wrong, and we want to realise
that so long as there exists a system under
which a few exploiters can exploit the many,
as they are doing to-day, so long will the
mass of wealth-producers fail to get what
is their due. We find that there are only
23,560 persons who pay income tax in Queens-
land, and yet members opposite charge us
with taxing the people. We are not taxing
the mass of the people, but it is quite true
that this party stands for taxing the wealthy
few. In other words, we stand for
taking from them for carrying on the govern-
ment of the country that which they have

cxploited from the mass of the

[6.30 p.m.] people. There is nothing to be

ashamed of in that. Those men
may be entitled under the law to get the
incomes they are receiving, but there must
be a change in the law, and we must carry
these taxation proposals in order to increase
the revenuc from incomes above £3,000. The
incomes from property and personal exertion
on which income tax was paid in 1915 amount
to £10,715,045, In 1916 the amount was
$£12.514,363, or an increase for that year of
£1,799,318. If we are ruining Queensland,
how does it come aboub that these returns
are such as they are?

Ion. J. Towmie: Nature fought against
you successfully. That is the reason why.

Mr. COLLINS: I do not understand that

conundrum. If, as the hon. member says,
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Nature did the whole of it, then the whole
of the arguments used by the Opposition
fall to the ground. They have not a leg to
stand on. If Nature has done it, why blame
the Government as you have blamed them?
t is just as well to give the grand total
according to this return. In 1815 the total
assessments was £16,095,766, and in 1816
£17,713,702, an increase for 1916 of £1,617,936.
That does not go to show ruination. It is
quite true that a larger number of persons
paid income tax for 1916. I notice, too, that
there is a greater number of employees who
have had to pay income tax—over 1,000—
and I am very pleased that they are paying
it.

Tt has been argued by our opponents that
the land tax falls upon the farmer; that the
farmer is paying the land tax, we are told,
from time to time. I am tired of replying to
that silly argument, because it is_not based
on fact.” They can bring forward no proof
to show that the farmer is paying the land
tax. I want to quote a table given in
answer to questions asked by Mr. Dunstan,
the hon. member for Gympie, a few weeks
ago. The questions were as follows:—

«1, The total amount of land tax col-
lected during the ycar ended 30th June,
19177

«“2 Amount of land tax paid during
the same year by farmers, dairymen,
graziers, and fruitgrowers, with land
not exceeding 1,280 acres?

3. Percentage of land tax paid by
farmers, dairymen, graziers, and fruit-
growers mentioned in question 2?

«“4, Amount of relief granted to
farmers, graziers, and agriculturists
through drought and other losses?

5. Relief from income tax granted
to farmers, graziers, and agriculturists
who were assessed for land tax?”

The answers were as follows:—
1. £362,534 11s. 5d.
“9 Land tax assessments
follows :—

were  as

£ s d
Farmers (with land not
exceeding 1,280 acres) 25,291 9 3

Dairymen (with land i
not exceeding 1,280
acres) 3,936 2 2

Graziers (with land not
exceeding 1,280 acres) 5,32? 16 6

Horticulturists ... - 5 2
Fruitgrowers 722 13 10
Vignerons 72 2 4

£35,433 9 3

“3. 9.8 per cent.

«“4 716 cases, amounting to £2L,370
17s. 9d. B

5 427 cases, amounting to
17=. 9d4.”

In other words, only 9.8 per cent. of the per-
sons mentioned in this table paid land tax.
I want to get it into * Hansard” so as to
eet it before the farmers right throughout
Queensland, so that they will know that they
are not paying the land tax. The howl that
is going on at the present time in regard to
the land tax is coming from people who own
property of an unimproved value of over
£2,500." They are the ones who are crying
out, especially property-owners in the cities
and towns. j

£786-

Tt is just as well that the people
of Queensland should be shown that the

Mr. Collins.}
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statements made by hon. members opposite
are not founded on facts. I am sorry indeed
that the land tax report is not before this
Chamber. I am one of those who believe
that befere we discuss the Financial State-
ment all the reports should be placed before
Parliament. (Hear, hear!) I was anxious
to discuss the land tax report. I discussed
it af great length last year, and I am satis-
fied that when we do get that report it will
show that a few estates in Quecnsland are
paying the bulk of the land tax that is
being paid in Queensland.
GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear,* hear |

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): I am very glad
to have an opportunity to speak on the
Financial Statement, bécause I think that
that document is the most important one
that is_tabled in Parliament during any ses-
sion. It is one that we members look for-
ward to as containing the chief business that
we have to discuss, and it is one that is looked
forward to by the general public with a good
deal of anxiety. I regret, like the last homn.
member who spoke, that when we come to
discuss the Financial Statement we have not
all the reports in our hands, {Hear, hear!)
We have the belated Auditor-General’s re-
port, but that only deals with part of the
transactions of the Government. The most
important  criticisms—those dealing with
State enterprises, in regard to which we are
actually in the dark as members of this Par-
liament—are not before us, and we will not
be given an opportunity this session of dis.
cussing many matters of vital importance.

Mr. PErERSON: You have got the Auditor-
General’s report.

Mr. V,OVVLES: We have not the Auditor-
General’s report on State enterprises. We
are going to get a further report.

Mr. H. L. Hartrey: Can’t you get it on
the Hstimates?

. Mr. VOWLES: We may be able to get
1t on the Estlm.ates, but that is not a matter
for congratulation. I sincerely trust it will
tome forward in time for us to be able to
criticise it Quite recently 1 have been
interested in a_public enterprise in connec.
tion with Wando Vale. A remarkable thing
about that appears in the Auditor-General’s
report. If hon, members look af page 9
and again on page 15, they will find two
references. Just to show how misleading it
is: We know now and the general public
know that the price paid for that property
with the stock on it,” was £82,000. ’

Mr. . L. Hartiey: T rise to a point of
crder,

Mr. VOWLES : That matter is settled now,
and I am not going into the merits of the
case,

Mr. H. L HARTLEY: I ask, will the
hon. member be in order in discussing the
purchase price of Wando Vale, seeing that
it is now before a court of justice ?

Mr. Vowres: It is finished,
 Mr. PrTERSON: We do not know that ib is
finished.

The CHAIRMAN: Have I the assurance
-of the hon. member that the case is finished ?

Mr. VOWLES: That is so.
going into the merits of the case.
‘going to refer to one or two items.

Mr. H. L. HARTLEY : We have not got the
veport. Judgment has not been giveﬁ. ¢

[Mr. Collins.
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Mr. VOWLES: The report is not before
us, but everything has been disclosed. You
will find on page 15, ‘‘ purchase of Wando
Vale £72,000,” which we know to be correct,
and in unforeseen loan expenditure on page
9 you will find ‘ Purchase of Wando Vale
Station, £28,620.” The only reason I am
referring to that is this: that the evidence
shows that item is £10,000. There is
£18,620 unaccounted for. The information
elicited the other day by a question by the
hon, member for Winton shows that the
only stock purchased in addition to those
taken over with the station were 130 stud
bulls, and yet that item shows a difference
of £18.620. Probably it has something to
do with the cost of management and upkeep,
but, dealing with this document as a docu-
ment, how can I, apart from that inquiry,
intelligently discuss that matter when you
have a bare figure like that and when we
know the figures are £18,620 more than was
actually paid in cash. I say that in passing
to show how necessary it is that we should
have every detail when we are discussing
these matters so that we can go info them
properly. If not, we cannot criticise them
as we should.

The SrcreETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Do you blame the Auditor-General for not
giving correct figures?

Mr. VOWLES: The Auditor-General tells
us he is going to give us a further report.
As business men we cannot criticise the
finances when they give us bare statements
and no details. The only opportunity we will
get of discussing the matter is when this
document comes along. I am not in a posi-
tion to discuss that matter now, because we
have not got the information.

Mr. Payxe: The Auditor-General says he
is going to put it in a special report,

Mr. VOWLES : I know that, but when we
are dealing with transactions which run
into half a million of money, we ought to
see how that money is being expended;
whether it is being expended judiciously
and wisely.

To get to the Financial Statement; we
are asked this year to find the sum of
£8,749,000 for the public servicee. When the
Denham Government went out of existence
the amount necessary to carry on the ser-
vices of the State then was £7,199,000. On
that amount of money, and on less amounts
in previous years, the Denham Adminis-
tration consistently showed surpluses. Since
this Government has been in existence, for
some reason or other——

Mr. PAYNE: War and drought.

Mr, VOWLES: War and drought have
got nothing to do with it. They have had
increased amounts to handle and they always
come out on the wrong side. They had dur-
ing the last three years £3,000,000 more than
the Denham Government had in any three
years., and notwithstanding that they come
out this year, with the biggest revenue ever
produced in Queensland, about a quarter of
a million on the wrong side,

The SECRETARY FOR DPUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
They had paid over a million in increased
wages.

Mr. VOWLES: When the estimates were
tabled last year, provision was made in every
department for Increased expenditure on
account of the war. Every time when a
Minister was asked to explain the larger
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cost for the carrying on of his department,
he said: ‘“Additional money is being asked
on account of the increased cost of materials,”
and so on.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Do you not know that the railway revenue
did not come up to expectations?

Mr. VOWLES: I know it did not come up
to expectations, but the expenditure has
gone up in leaps and bounds.

Mr. O’SuLLivan: Wages and materials,

‘Mr. VOWLES: Extra cost of materials
has very little to do with the railways; it
is the wages which is doing it. If the
Government want to study economy, they
can study it through the Railway Depart-
ment. They realise that from the fact that
they have a departmental commission work-
ing ab the present time, and they have a
commission composed of members of this
House inquiring into the cost of manage-
ment of the railways. TFconomy is neces-

sary, and we are asked how it can be
practised; whether we would cut down
wages. We do not advocate the cutting

down of wages. What we advocate is that
the men in the Railway Department should
give value for the wages received. The
Commissioner says that; I don’t carc who
says to the contrary, I know from my own
ohservations that that is the key of the
situation. I saw an instance quite recently
in my own electorate, where it was necessary
for a truck to be sent from the railway
station up to the butter factory to be filled
with butter, and it took five men to take
that truck up half a mile.

Mr, H. 1. Harriey: You could not get
any five men on your side to push a truck.

Mr. VOWLES: The thing is absurd; and
when these men were taxed about it by the
manager of the butter factory they said:
*We must get out of the boss’s sight some-
times. That is going on at every railway
station. As far as my own town is concerned
—and I am speaking from a knowledge of it
—we have more men employed than we ever
had at any time in the past, when we were
handling far more traffic than we are now.
We have men tumbling over one another, not
knowing how to get out of one another’s
road. The Railway Department is a dump-
ing ground for finding billets for men, and,
if that sort of thing is going to go on, the
deficit is going to get higher and higher.

Mr. H. L. Harttey: Do you say that
accounts for the loss of £1,000,000. )

Mr. VOWLES: I do not say that accounts
for the loss of the whole £1,000,000, but I say
economy must be practised—that is, the
proper economy—to sce that you are getting
full value for your money. ¢ Land monopo-
lists,”” as they are called, ure able to make g
success of their business, but the Government
is not able to make a success, and that is the
reason—that one is a philanthropic concern,
and the other is not.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSIRUCTION :
It is because railways have been run through
vacant land, and the holders should be made
to put them to proper use, or be taxed.

Mr. VOWLES: The same thing applies in
other directions. As far as Crown lands are
concerned, when the general public enhance
the value of vacant Crown lands, the Govern-
ment never turn round and divide up the
spoils. The time is coming in Queensland
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when we are getting, without doubt, taxationr
imposed merely on one class of the people.
We are getting to that stage where pelitical
representation is granted to a class of the
community who are suffering no taxation. I
say this: that if people want to have the
rights of citizens, they should bear some pro-
portion of the cost of carrying on the
country. It is not a fair thing that any Go-
vernment should be a partisan Government
in that respect, and that its taxation should
be directed altogether against one class of
persons to the exclusion of another. 1I1f that
sort of thing is going to go om, it simply
means this—that you are going to have one
section of the community in the position of
drones, and the bees will be doing all the
work.

Mr., H. L. Harteey: It is the drones that
are getting all the revenue now.

Mr. VOWLIES : With regard to income tax,
the first year of this Government they levied
in taxation £517.000 in income tax. In 1915
they received £760.000, and in 1916 £756,000.
That means that during the last two years
there’ has been taken out of the pockets of
the people, who are creating wealth, an addi-
tional £250,000 of money more than in 1914.
Is that any encouragement to enterprise?
The whole of our legislation—the whole of
our taxation—is going in that direction, so
that it will not be worth a man’s while in
the future to be industrious or thrifty. We
have other legislation and taxation to con-
sider far more important in its incidence
than the taxation of the State, bccause from
the taxation we are asked to pay from the
Federal point of view we are gotting full
value, and we are not getting 1t from the
State taxation, and yet the State taxation is
larger in proportion than the other.

Mr. H. L. HarrLey :, So it should be, too.
Mr. VOWLES: No. It should not be,

under present conditions, because the general
public are being bled by the State of the
money that is being taken from them, which
is money that could be diverted into a better
quarter, and that is towards the cost of help-
ing to keep the war going and maintaining
our soldiers at the front.
Mr, H. L. HarTiEY : Bunkum!

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. member for Fitz-
roy thinks that bunkum, but it should be the
first consideration that the money which is
available from the taxpayers’ pockets, the
surplus money over and above their necessi-
ties, should go in that direction first, and not
in the upkeep of pglitical departments and
the creating of billets for the friends of hon.
gentlemen opposite. ’

Speaking of the railways, last year they
lost £744,000, and under the new log of wages
another £450,000 a vear, approximately, will
have to be found. That means that the rail-
ways under present conditions must fall back
to the extent of £1,000,000 during the present
vear. If you look at the rate that is being
earned by the railways you will find that the
percentage on capital outlay is the lowest for
many vears. It is down to £2 11s., and, not-
withstanding that, we are going back at the
rate of £1,000,000 a year. How is that going
to be overcome? I say that it will be neces-
sary to put further burdeus on the public.
I see that the Government are going to issue
short-dated bills to pay off the £250,000
deficit. As to whether they can do that I am
going to refer later on. I doubt very much
whether Treesury bonds, or debentures, can

My, Vowlss.)
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be issued in that case. I doubt the legslity
as to whether they can pay off that deficit by
short-dated loan bills, It 1s proposed to raise
money by putting on fresh taxation in two
directions as far as the railways are con-
cerned. That is affecting the primary pro-
ducer. The men who produce cattle and the
men who produce wool have to suffer. Hon,
gentlemen opposite forget that when they are
hitting at the big man—the big wool company
and the big cattle king—they are hitting just
the same at the smaller man who is engaged
in the pastoral industry. Every man who has
a hide to send down to market has to suffer.
Every man who sends his ten bales of wool to
market has to suffer. I ask hon. gentlemen:
Do they consider that because a man earns
his money by growing wool, or by selling
hides or tallow, as the case may be, he is in
a different position than the man who is a
small storekeeper in a town or receiving his
regular wages from a Government institu-
tion?

The SECRETARY rorR PuBLIC INSTRUCTION :
You forget the big increase in the prices of
all those products.

Mr. VOWLES: I do not forget the tre-
mendous losses they suffer at other times.
You have to average up the losses and the
profits in the pastoral industry, and the
Government realise that themselves—and they
are realising it now if I am correctly
informed—because I hear on good authority
that a large number of cattle they own have
perished by pleuro. We have had no infor-
mation on that in this House, I would like
to point out that during last year—I1916-7
~—this Government expended the sum of
£621,461 on what is known as unforeseen
expenditure. If you look up the records in
“Hansard” you will find there was no man
speaking in this Chamber who declaimed
louder than the present Treasurer did that
unforeseen expenditure should not be in-
dulged in, and yet we find his Government
expended £621,000 in one year. If you look
at page 12 of the Auditor-General’s report,
clause 29, you will see the following:—

“This question of unforeseen expendi-
ture has been frequently ventilated, and,
so far back as 1884, I find the then
Auditor-General (Mr. W. L. G. Drew)
stated in his annual report to Parlia-
ment—

“ I respectfully submit that, under
such conditions as the foregoing, the
control of Parliament over the public
expenditure of the colony is little more
than nominal, and that an early
amendment of the law, in this as well
as in other respects referred to in
former reports, is essential. In no other
colony within the British Dominions,
enjoying responsible government, that
I am_ acquainted with, would it be
possible to systematically exceed the
amounts deliberately appropriated by
the Legislature for the public works
and services.’ ”’

Notwithstanding that, and notwithstanding
the fact that that has been quoted by the
Treasurer himself and the members of the
present Government, they are carrying on
the same practice, and it is getting higher
and higher. Tt was £615,000 last year and it
is £621,000 this year, and we have no control
over that money. We have no knowledge
of what is being done with it. It is not
done with parliamentary authority,
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there is a very great doubt as to the legality
of it, as is evidenced by the fact that the
Auditor-General himself says, on page 16,
clause 40—

“ With regard to the purchase of station
and other properties, it would appear
from certain expressions in the records
relating to these purchases that Govern-
ment debentures constitute part of the
purchase money.

«“T am advised, however, by the Crown
Solicitor that, in a legal sense, deben-
tures under the Government Loan Act
of 1914 cannot be applied in payment
of the purchase money of stations.”

and I am going to read the

That is so,
Act. The Auditor-General

soctions of the
goes on—

“What really happens is—‘the pur-
chase money of the stations is provided
from unforeseen expenditure under war-
rants signed by the Governor, but not
countersigned by me.” I am aware that
the power of the Executive in this respect
is practically unlimited.

“T am informed that it is, in effect,
made a condition of the purchases that
some portion of the price should be
invested by the purchaser in Government
debentures, which are issued under the
authority of the Government Loan "Act
of 1914.

<71 have been advised by the Hon. the
Attorney-General that there is no legal
objection to my countersigning deben-
tures under these circumstances.”

With all due respect and deference to the
opinions of the Hon. the Attorney-General, I
would like to refer hon. members to the
1915 statutes, page 6255, under the heading
of “Loans.” It says there very distinctly,
in clause &—

“Jt shall be lawful for the Governor
in Council to raise by way of loan for
the public service of the State such
several sums of money, not exceeding in
the whole the sum of eight million two
hundred and forty-five thousand and
sixty-eight pounds, as may be required
for the several purposes following, that
is to say.”

Then it details the purposes; first of all is
railways—giving the different railways, and
how the money is to be allocated. Then the
purchase of wire netting, the Sugar Works
Act of 1911, loans to public bodies, and to-
wards making good the deficits on loans
issued under the Government Loan Acts of
1908, 1910, and 1911. Those are the only
avenues in which that money can be ex-
pended. Yet we find that, although the
Auditor-General takes exception to it—he
said it was without legal authority-—we have
the Crown Solicitor and the Attorney-
Goneral advising him that he could issue
Treasury bonds or Treasury debentures by
authority of this Act for the purchase of
cattle stations.
Mr. SrevENs: Not the Crown Solicitor.

Mr. VOWLES: No; the Crown Solicitor
says it is illegal, but the Attorney-General
says there is no legal objection. I submit
that is a remarkable position when the Attor-
ney-General disagrees with his Crown Solici-
tor—when the Crown Solicitor confirms the
attitude adopted by the Auditor-General;
when the Auditor-General refused to counter-
sign—as he refused to countersign on other



Ways and Means.

occasions—when he says the authority is not
given to him under the Act, and the Atbor-
ney-General says he can. I notice that dur-
ing last year a sum of £1,257,800 was
obtained by debentures issued under the
authority of that Act. That is all very well,
but it is just a bald statement, and it is not
sufficient for the purposes of the
[T p.m.] House that it should appear in
the Financial Statement in a
lump sum. Included in it, as I have pointed
out, are very large sums of money which
have been expended without the authority
of this House, which I claim have not been
expended in accordance with that Act, not-
withstanding the fact that the Attorney-
General says he disagrees with the Crown
Solicitor, that the Auditor-General is author-
ised to countersign the debentures.

Dealing with State enterprises, of which
we have some particulars, we find that again
the State sawmills have worked at a loss.
They have made a gross profit on their turn-
over of 13 per cent., or £8,746; but it was
pointed out by the Auditor-General that
when you write up against that the interest
and «depreciation and other charges, they
have made a net loss amounting to £1,913.

Mr. MoorE: And they pay no taxes.

Mr, VOWLES: They paid no rates, and
I understand they do not pay compensation
under the Workers’ Compensation Act. Is it
not a remarkable thing that a business like
that, taken over as it was with all stocks of
timber, logs in the yard, logs in the forest
at Taromeo, and a quantity of supplies in
every direction, with an up-to-date plant and
a full complement of men—taken over as a
going concern from private owners who were
able to carry it on at a profit—is it not
strange that immediately the Government
take 1t in hand it should show a deficit over
two successive years? If that is a sample
of the way in which they are going to run
their private institutions, it can only end in
insolvency. Notwithstanding the history of
other States, the Government are going
further ahead in spite of the fact that in
Western Australia the business of State
steamers was a huge failure; here we find
the Government trying to get this House to
sanction the taking over of steamers by the
Government, which must necessarily, from
the way they run their institutions, furn out
a loss to the people.

Large sums of money are being spent from
our trust funds in the improvement of land
for returned soldiers, We have criticised the
methods by which that money is being spent,
and we have objected to this day-labour
system, because we claim that the soldiers
or the land, whichever you like to charge
it up to, do not receive 20s. in the £1 for
the work done. That was amply proved in
the Beerburrum district, where contract work
was done at a much cheaper rate than on
adjoining properties where day labour was
used. We have only to look at the records
of the House to find how work was done at
the ¢ Government stroke’’ at the site of the
abattoirs on the Ipswich line, where it cosh
£13 17s. 6d., I think, for clearing the land
and £255 a mile for erecting a fence. If
that sort of thing is going to go on, it
simply means that our trust funds will not
be judiciously spent, and there will be a loss.
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In to-day’s ¢ Courier > there is a report of
2 meeting of the Tiaro Shire Council, and,
as it refers tc the subject of Crown lands for
the purpose of settling soldiers, I think it
would not be out of place if I were to read
it here and put it into ‘‘ Hansard.” It bears
out what has been contended by this side of
the House in respect of Beerburrum land-—
that it is a huge mistake, in the first place, to
put returned men on second-class country. It
is not good busincss to be investing public
trust moneys in securities of that class,
because eventually they must be neglected
and abandoned, and the money put into them
will be lost. The report states that Coun-
cillor J. McRobert, in accordance with
instructions, furnished the following report
respecting the land reserved for soldiers’
settlement in the parishes of Miva and
Glenbar:—

“ ‘T am of opinion, after careful inspec-
tion, that the land in the Miva settlement
is quite unsuitable for the purpose for
which it is set aside, being for the most
part composed of rough, mountainous
country, inaccessible in many places, and
quite useless for grazing purposes, unless
thrown open in two large blocks, and
even in that case it would only be of use
to adjoining settlers, being almost devoid
of surface water—in fact, most of the
blocks surveyed are almost dry. The few
acres of available grazing land on each
block are of inferior quality, and I con-
sider it would be an absolute impossi-
bility for anyone, with their health and
strength—let alone anyone who may be
minus a limb or broken in health—to
make e bare existence on a majority of
the blocks, even after the expenditure of
the sums of money that will be made
available to soldier settlers. This settle-
ment is served by the Kilkivan Railway
line, and the distance would be anything
from 7 to 12 miles, with a bad cross-
ing over Munna Creek, which is un-
crossable for considerable periods in wet
weather. The foregoing remarks apply in
the main to the land set apart in the
parish of Glenbar, only that a bigger
area of the country is not quite so inac-
cessible. Against that, it is further from
the railway line, the approximate dis-
tance being from 12 to 18 miles. This
is inferior grazing land, and I con-
sider it my duty to say that, in my
opinion, the land is quite unsuitable for
the purpose of settling returned soldiers,’
The repert recommended that the council
should decline to take any responsibility
in connection with the expenditure of
public money for the improvement of
roads through the blocks in question, and
suggested that the Lands Department
should he asked to refrain from spending
any further money until the land had
been sufficiently occupied to warrant such
expenditure.

““Having had ocular proof of the
quality of the land that is being reserved
for returned soldiers, the thought is
forced uwpon me, “Is the country in
earnest in the matter? ” If so, then the
sooner the scheme is placed in the com-
petent hands of men who have a practical
knowledge of what is required, and how
to go about it, the sooner will Queensland
be saved this everlasting disgrace. This
may appear a scathing criticism of what
is dangled before the eyes of the public

My, Vowles.)
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as a good thing; but facts are stubborn
things, and are painfully patent in this
czge to anyone who has a knowledge of
the land.””

Mr. H. L. HarTiey: Who signed that
letter?
Mr. VOWLES: Tt is an article that

appeared in to-day’s “Courier,” and it gives a
report from Councillor McRobert, of the Tiaro
Shire Council, That is the opinion of men who
have no object in discounting the land in this
locality. They simply give as the opinion of
the shire that the Government should be fair,
and not put men on land of this kind. Tt
does no good to the men; it does not give
them a fair chance: and it is not fair to the
public funds which are going to be squan-
dered on the land. There are hundreds and
thousands of acres of other land—good land—
which can be made reproductive., There Is
land in my own district which the Govern-
ment have had on their hands for twelve
months. I refer to Cecil Plains. The Go-
vernment do not seem to know what they are
going to do with that land. If they do know,
it is time they got a move on, as they could
not put soldiers on a better place. A quarter
of a million of money has been #ied up in
Cecil Plains for twelve months, and, taking
that at 4 per cent., that means an unnual loss
of £10,000 to the public. The owners of that
land paid State land tax to the extent of
£8,000, and the land should be made repro-
ductive. At present we are losing on it at
the rate of about £20,000 a year. As long as
Cecil Plains is unselected, it costs a certain
amount of money for somebody to look after
the land «nd the improvements.

Mr. H. L. HARTLEY : One of your members
said the other day that it was no good.

Mr. VOWLES: He did not say it was no
good; he said it was absolutely ridiculous
to cut it up into 160-acre blocks. There is
any amount of good land there which can
be cut up into 640 acre or 1,280 acre blocks,
on which anybody could make a living, and
that is where the soldiers should be settled.
The genecral public are interested in this
matter, not because they want to harass the
Government, but because they want to do
the best thing they can for the soldiers, and
because they want to get the best investment
they can for the Savings Bank money which
is put into this business, Speaking about
the Savings Bank money, I recollect that
the Government borrowed £1,500,000 from
the Savings Bank, and that money is sup-
posed to be there at call, but it will be
squandered if it is spent as money has been
expended in the past by the present Govern-
ment. I often wonder whether there was
authority for the Treasurer to borrow from
that fund, but it scems to me there is no
rule now; you can do as you like.

There is another matter on which I should
like more information, and that is the Im-
perial meat fund account. We know from
the report of® the Auditor-General that the
total expenditure for the year was £5,100,000.
It may be said that that is provided by the
Imperial Government, and that we are not
interested in the matter, because it is money
belonging to the Imperial Government. But
we zre interested in the administration of the
fund, which must be done by our public
servants, and we want to know whether any-
thing s being charged against the fund for
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the proportion of the time of our publis
servants which is utilised in its administra-
tion. Further than that, we want to find
out how much money has been spent in the
way of legal expenses. We know that a
lot of agreements had to be settled, and we
want to know how the money has been dis-
bursed, and who got the cash. We have
some particulars here of the :Mooraberrie
cattle steal—deal, I should say. That little
bit of burglary cost the State £4,349 in
legal expenses alone. That case is not settled
yet, and there will be a tremendous lot of
legal expenses before it is settled. Omn page
22 of the Auditor-General’s report it is stated
that the fees to barristers in the Mooraberrie
cattle case amounted to £1,564; that the
cost of adjournment was £620; and that the
travelling expenses of the Crown Solicitor
and legal assistants to Melbourne and legal
expense: incurred amounted to £639. We
have a legal department in Brisbane, but in
spite of that it cost us £639—apart from
counsel’s fees—to prosecute our case in Mel-
bourne. Further down we have the infor-
mation that the expenditure incurred by the
Department of Justice in connection with
this case was £349, and that does not include
such items as typewriting fees, shorthand
writers’ fees, and telegrams. Printing and
telegrams cost £116, the shorthand writers’
fees amounted to £276, and the typewriting
in Melbourne ran into £251.

Mr. Payxe: Do you call that excessive?

Mr. VOWLES: I do not know the details.
We want to know who got those fees, and
at what rate they were paid. Further down
we have the case of Munro v. Queensland,
in which the costs to the plaintiff were £545
and barristers’ fees £138. In the case of the
Reynolds and Flemington Meat Preserving
Company v. Queensland, the barristers’ fees
amounted to £181. As far as I can see, the
whole thing 1s composed of legal fees.

An Howxourapie Memper : What about the
constable ?

Mr. VOWLES: Constable Balfour received
an allowance of £4 6s. 8d. while absent at
Mooraberrie. (Laughter.) 1 notice, also,
that there is a sum of £57,452 to the credit
of the Treasury trust fund in connection
with the embargo fees paid for stock going
across the border. We should have particu-
lars of these matters; we should know how
many people paid for their stock crossing
the border, and we should also know how
many stock crossed the border. We ought
to be in a position to compare those figures
with the figures given in the travelling stock
returns at the border towns. It is absolutely
useless to tell us that we have a credit bal-
ance of £37,452. It might just as well be
£17,000 or £57,000. We should have details
of the matter, and not a bare statement.

The proposal of the Government for find-
ing the necessary ways and means is further
taxation. We are asked to pass a super land
tax, and to repudiate existing contracts with
Crown lessees, so that their rents may be
increased at a different rate from that at
which it was agreed they should be increased
when they took up the land. How can the
Government expect the Opposition to agree
to such a measure? We have always
opposed the principle of repudiation, and
we will do it again, I presume; I know I
will. The intention of the Government is
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to get at the pastoralists and at every man
on the land. The men in the far Western
districts may be making good money now,
but you have to balance one year with
another. For some years they suffered tre-
mendous reverses through loss of stock, and
now, because they are having a prosperous
time, we wan} to fleece them and take no
notice of their losses in the past. These
men, because they live in remote places,
have to pay exorbitant freights on all the
necessaries that go up there and the material
required in carrying on their businesses.
They have had to pay increased freights for
bringing down their wool and general pro-
duce to market. Does the Government realise
that there is taxation in the air from a
Federal point of view, that the profits of
these men even now are going to be taxed
at a very big rate, and that their returns
are nothlng like what hon. members oppo-
site believe them to be? If the Crown made
a bad contract with these men, it has no
more ught to step in and a.ttempt to repu-
diate it than any private individual would
have to ask a_ court or Psrliament to undo
an agreement it had solemnly entered into in
its sane senses. I, for one, cannot consent,
while T am sitting in opposmon to agree
to legislation, the effect of which will be the
repudiation of existing agreements, The
Treasurer tells us that they have observed
the strictest economy and +that money has
been judicially expended, but I would like
to see evidence of that. We cannot see
evidence of sufficient return for the money
expended. Is the Government going on
with its public enterprises, in face of the
fact that butchers’ shops are yet a failure?

Mz, Carter: That is not true. State insur-
ance has shown £50,000 profit.

Mr. VOWLES: I am talking about busi-
ness.

Mr. CARTER:
suceess.

Mr. VOWLES: We know nothing about
the State stations. I know that the Govern-
ment may have suffered a big loss of stock
through pleuro. A large number of valuable
stock have died quite recently, and they have
said nothing about _it. (Government inter-
jections.) Tt is quite correct. I know _all
about it, and it is being suppressed like
everythmg else.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
You cannot prove that, any more than you
can prove the other statements you made.

Mr. VOWLES: With regard to these
public undertakings, they have taken the
sawmills over as a going concern. T¥or the
butchers’ shops they have shown a profit, but
how have they made that profit?

Mr. Carter: You said a little while ago
that they were a failure.

Mr, VOWLES Of course they are. If
you take a man’s goods for 2d. or 2id.—or
whatever the price may be—and 1eta11 them,
like the Government did, at a profit of
£26,000 on the surplus meat they took from
the growers, they cannot possibly lose when
they are carrying on business on those lines.
The same thing applied last year. The
profits on the State butchers’ shops were
made up by retailing meat in the open
market in the South.

The PreMIER: Noj; that is not true.

Mr. VOWLES : That is the way they are
going on. They * burgle” the goods from
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the public and sell them in the market down
there and put the profit in their pockets and
say that the buslness is carried on sucecess-
fully.

The SECRETARY FOR PTBLIC INSTRUCTION :
That is something like your statement about
the munitions.

Mr. VOWLES: I do not see anything
about those munitions in the Auditor-
General’s report. I do not see that promised
statement showing that all those losses which
were marked off on the last returns were
going to be created into profits. It is only
a few weeks ago that the hon. gentleman
was interjecting that I was wrong, and that
all those goods were going to be paid for by
someone.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Yes, paid by the Commonwealth.

Mr. VOWLES: Where are the returns?

The PREMIER:
returns, do you?

Mr. VOWLES: We want the figures. The
hon. gentleman’s policy is to suppress things
and make statements here, because he knows
we are not in a position to contradict him.
If you look at the returns for last year you
will find that at Rockhampton it cost £12,000
for labour and material for munitions to
create £52 as a result.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Is not that statement absurd? Your own
sense ought to tell you that.

You do mnot want any

Mr. VOWLES: That is in the Auditor-
General’s report. Where is the return to
show that?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :

What is that?

Mr. VOWLES: You gave us to understand
that faulty steel was sent up, and that that
was the cause of such a great loss, and that
<he meney was going to be returned to the
Government. Has 1t been returned? We
have no knowledge of it. Perhaps hon.
gentlemen opposite have; I see they are put-
{ing their heads together. That is why I say
these returns and their statements are no
good. If we have an Auditor-General’s report,
we must get details, so that the man who
understands figures can go into the matter
ploperlv The Auditor-General is going to
give us a return later on with regard to
these pubhc enterprises. He wants a special
commissioner to assist him to do it, because it
is becoming such a huge affair. "Until such
time as we get that, the Financial Statement
which is laid before us is nothing more than
so much paper and print, and there is no
business in it.

AMr. POLLOCK (Gregory): 1T would like to
say a few words on the Financial Statement
before it goes through. I must congratulate
the Treasurer on being able to put forward
such a satisfactory balance-sheet of the State’s
affairs for the past twelve months. (Hear,
hear!) Despite the criticism of the Opposi-
tion—and it_has been of a very futile kind—
there is still something to be said for a.
Government which is able to keep the wheels
of industry going in such a manner. No
matter where one turns, people are able to
enjoy themselves, spend money, and live pro-
perly in a manner that is unprecedented in
the history of Queensland. There is far less
indication of poverty among the great mass
of the people than there has ever been in the
history of any Government of Queensland.

Mo, Pollocl.]
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When we realise these things—that a war has
been waging for three years, end that 50,000
of our best wealth-producers have been taken
away to the front, and many of them killed,
and that this State has been put to a con-
siderable expense in providing in some mea-
sure for the dependents by means of railway
passes; that the State has assisted to the
extent of possibly £100,000 in helping the
Commonwealth to carry on the war—when
all these facts are taken into consideration,
it must be patent to everybody that a Govern-
ment which can maintain more than a semb-
lance of prosperity in the face of these things,
which can show actual prosperity and a sub-
stantial balance-sheet, with the probability of
a surplus at the end of the next financial
year, something must be said for the Govern-
ment. (Hear, hear!) I do not want particu-
larly to deal with the State’s finances. To
me they are satisfactory. 1 believe that no
body of men in charge of the affairs of a
State could have done better during the past
two years than the Labour Government have
done. If more expenditure has been indulged
in by the Treasurer, there is no doubt that
there has been much justification for it. The
price of everything that can be considered as
being necessary for building material has
increased beyond all previous probability.
Those of us who know exactly what the
increase in the cost of building material is
must be aware that for the various depart-
ments to come out as well ax they have done
is at least very good financing. The questions
which have been agitating the minds of the
people of Queensland duving the past few
months are whether or not the Labour Go-
vernment are going to be allowed
[7.30 p.m.] to govern this State. or whether
a few nominees in the Legislative
Council are going to govern it. That, taken
in connection with the recent shipping
trouble, and with the strikes throughout Aus-
tralia at the preseng time, makes one come
to the conclusion that the Government of
Quecensland  to-day, with the restrictions
placed on it by the Legislative Council, is
becoming something of a farce. We appealed
to the people, as is known, on 5th May last
for the purpose of securing a vote to enable
us to abolish the Legislative Council.
Through, to some extent, misrepresentation,
and possibly becausie of the failure of the
people to grasp the significance of the prob-
lem we put to them, thev decided that they
were not going to abolish the Upper House.
Yet a Government which has been placed in
power for the express purpose of carrying
out certain meuasures, elected as this Govern-
ment has been by an overwhelming majority,
must be allowed to carry out their legislative
programme, and whatsoever stands in the
way should be removed. That seems to be a
sound principle of constitutional government
—of government by the people for the people
—and I say that the hindrance in the way of
the Queensland Government to-day is the
Legislative Council. The people have said
that the Legislative Council is not to be
removed as vet. and consequently the only
means whereby this Government can secure
the passage of their legislation is by flooding
that Upper House. T was very pleased to see
that nine new members were sworn into that
Chamber vesterday. These men will.
believe, give a very good account of them-
gelves, and will assist this Government greatly
in putting through their legislation. But I
noticed in a division this afterncon that
there were only eleven members supporting
a proposal which was supported unanimously,
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by every Government member in this House,
and which was passed by this House and sent
to the Legislative Council for its approval.
The number of Councillors who voted against
the passage of that Bill was thirteen, bust
there were nineteen all told in the Legislative
Counecil who would have voted against that
Bill had it lieen necessary for their votes to
be cast. In the face of opposition such as
this, and when we are told that the Governor
is going to allow the Government of this State
to appoint another four members to that
Legislative Council—I have no official know-
ledge of it. but the * Courier” said so this
morning, and the ¢ Courier,” according to
hon. members opposite, must be true.

Mr. ComrsEr: You know it is true,

Mr. POLLOCK : I know nothing about it,
but the © Courier” said four members are
still to be appointed. Let us suppose, for
the sake of argument, that four more mem-
bers are to be appointed to the Upper
House. That will give the Government
thirteen new appointees which, together with
the two or three others who now support
Governnient measures, will make about six-
{een supporters.

Mr. MACARTNEY :
vou are entitled to.

My, POLLOCK: That is a moot point,
as I shall presently prove to the hon.
member. I would like to point out that
these sixteen, and there will probably be
sixteen of our supporters in the Council if
the statement in the ¢ Courier ” is true—-

Mr. CorsEr: It is in the ¢ Standard.”

Mr. POLLOCK : We can assume that, if
the ¢ Standard” has published it, it is
quite true. That will leave the Government
still with a minority of anything from three
to twelve members in the Legislative Council,
and we know that were it possible for the
Ciovernment to secure sufficient nominees
to make the voting close in the Upper House,
that some of the old chaps would be carried
there on stretchers to record their votes if it
was found nccessary. That means that the
Government must have a majority of sup-
porters in the Legislative Council to enable
themr to carry out their legislative pro-
gramme. We should be allowed to put mto
the Legislative Council sufficient nominees
to enable us to carry out our legislation.
New South Wales has done something which
is almost unprecedented in the history of
self-governing dominions, or so-called self-
governing dominions. Its Constitution, like
the Queensland Constitution, has no pre-
scribéd limit as to the number of members
that may be abpointed to the Upper House.
There is no limit as to the smallness of the
number, nor is there any limit in regard to
the largeness of the number of members
that may be appointed to the Legislative
Council in either of the two States. The
number of members in the Legislative Council
of New South Wales in 1906 was 55; in 1908,
52; 1909, 57; 1910, 54; 1911, 49: 1912, 58:
and in 1915 there were 54. The greatest
number of members in the New South Wales
Legislative Council during the past fifteen
or twenty years, which is as far back as I
have gone, was 58. During the past session
of the New South Wales Parliament, the
Acting Governor of New South Wales took
it on his own shoulders, apparently, to
appoint twenty-one new members to the
Upper House of that State, which gives them
now a total of 71 members, which is really

That is five more than
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+«thirteen more members than ever the Upper
‘House of New South Wales had before.
That goes to prove that in making appoint-
ments to the Upper House there can be no
prescribed limit. The number of members is
fixed by custon), and under abnormal circum-
'stances, such as we are faced with in Queens-
land to-day, the Government of this State
should be allowed to appoint as many
members as is necessary to enabls them to
carry out the mandate of the people.
Although Mr., Justice Cullen permitted the
New South Wales Government. in the
.absence of its Premier, to appoint those men
to the Upper House, they were not faced
with unything like the trying circumstances
that this Government is faced with. Ther
had no difficulty in putting their legislation
through the Lower House, nor had they any

difficulty in getting it through the Upper -

House. Hence, if they were allowed to
appoint thirteen more members than were
ever previously in the Legislative Council
of New South Wales, how much greater
necessity is  there for the Queensland
Government to be permitted to exercise its
right—T1 call it a right—and appoint a suffi-
cient number to give them a majority in
the Upper House of this State? Let us take
the position as it applies at the present time.
If the Government of Queensland are unsuc-
cessful in putting through this Shipping Bill
—1I believe it is a Bill that is desired by the
great mass of the people of Queensland—
then what position is this Government placed
in? TIs it in the position that it desires
to appoint more than the thirteen members
and is not allowed to do so cither by His
Excellency the Governor, or by the Imperial
Government; or is it in the position that
it has not yet asked for more than thirteen
members? While T have no inside knowledge
of the matter. we must assume that the
Premier of Queensland, being desirous of
putting through his legislation, has gone
so far as to urge His Excellency to allow
him to appoint more than thirtcen new
members—in  fact, to secure as many as
would be desired to make a majority in
that Chamber. If that is so. and only
thirteen members are to be appointed to that
‘Chamber, it is not unfair to assume that His
LExcalency, or the Imperial Government
either of them—placed a limit on the number
of members who could be appointed to the
Legislative Council. If that is the case, I
think that the Government has fairly just
cause for complaint. In fact. I think that—
while I have no intention of attempting to
teach His Excellency his dutv—XKeith, who
is a noted authority on responsible Govern-
ment in the Dominions, lays it down that
‘the Governor is bound to accept the advice
of his responsible Ministers, For instance,
he says—

“DBut what is more important still is
the fact that all these provisions may be
read as only applying in the cases where
they subsequently affect the classes of
subjects mentioned in their Imperial
aspect as affecting peoplg and places
outside the colony in question. You can
legislate as vou think fit for vourselves,
the Imperial Government in offect savs,
but you must not without some check
such as reservation, legislate for us.”

That means that the functions of Governmont
are so defined by this noted authority that
he tells us clearly that while we legislate
for ourselves the Tmperial Government does
not say anything to usy nor do they put any
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obstacle in the way of our doing so, bub
immediately we start legislating for them it
is a hors» of another colour. One can quite
understand that. In this matter of the ship-
ping question, and in the matter of making
those appointments to the Legislative Coun-
cil, we are not attempting to legislate for
the Imperial Government, nor for any other -
part of the British dominions beyond the
State in which this Government has juris-
diction. He goes on to say— .

“ It will be scen that in some cases in
executive Acts of the ordinary kind,
more in regard to the prerogative of
merey, and in quite a number as regards
the reservation of Bills, the Governor
has no option but to obey his instructions,
unless he desives to be faithless in his
duty to the Imperial Government.”

Those are very strong words. He goes on—

“The peculiar nature of hix position in
these cases is reflected in the fact that
the Governor is entitled under the colo-
nial regulations to receive, and, what is
more important, does receive in each case
ere he assents to an Act, an assurance
from his law officer, given as such, that
the Bill is one which he can properly
assent to on legal grounds.”

I maintain again here that the appointing
of more than thirteen members is something
to which His Excellency can agree on legal
arounds, because, as there is no limit in the
Constitution in the number of appointees,
that is very cbvious. He goes on to say—

““And, where there afe any instructions
specifying the classes of Bills to be re-
served, he adds that there are no provi-
sions in the instructions which require
reservation. The advice is not given by
the Premier as Premier, even if he hap-
pens. asz has been the case, to hold the
position of Attorney-General as well. It
1 given as that of the legal adviser of
the Governor. as the Crown law officer,
as the Commonwealth phrase is, and in
no other capacity. and in those cases
where the Minister of Justice is also
Attorney-General he expressly gives the
opinion as Attorney-General.”

If we can safely assume on reasonable
grounds that the Premier has asked for more
than thirtcen appointments, he has asked,
not as Attorner-General on his legal grounds,
not as Premier on personal grounds, but as
the head of this Government, who require
to pass legislation for the people of this
State. He is in no way concerned in the
views of the Imperial Government. because
he does not propose to touch the Imperial
Government by the appointment of more
than thirteen members, so that we can
assume that there again the Premier is
within his rights as Premier and as head
of the Government of this State. Xeith
goes on to say—

“TIt will be convenient to consider later
on the cases in which Imperial interfer-
ence has been employed in the past, and
will be used in the future, but the ques-
tion here arises of the position of the
Ministry and the Governor, when a
Governor, in obedience to his in§truc~
tions, or what he conceives to be his in-
structions, refuses to accept ministerial
advice. In one point the matter is being
simplified; it is no longer necessary, as
it was even until comparatively late in

Mr. Pollock.]
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the last century, for a Governor to act
on what he deems to be Imperial grounds
without knowing whether or not the mat-
ter which his Ministers intend to do is
really one considered by the Imperial
Government a case for serious action.”

That does not enter into the question. Keith
goes on—

“In the early days of responsible Go-
vernment, when despatches took two
months to reach Australia, and there was
no telegraph, the Governor held an awk-
ward position; he might either neglect
Imperial interests, in which case he
would probably be recalled ’——

There is no case of Imperial interests here—

“or he might fight with Ministers and
make the place very uncomfortable for
himself by the process of setting up an
Imperial interest in which the Imperial
Government did not happen to be in-
terested.”

If those grounds—the grounds advanced by
one of the most noted authorities in the
world on constitutional Government and
British constitutional Government—are sound,
then it secms to me that no serious objection
can be raised by His Excellency to the ap-
pointment of more than thirteen members to
the Legislative Council. And I say that
when the Governor—if the Governor does—
chooses to make an Imperial affair out of an
affair which has no relation to Imperial
interests whatsoever, then the time must
come when the people have to appeal to the
highest tribunal—to appeal, 1 say, to the
Governor’s bosses, as it were—to the Imperial
Government. I say that in this case if—
and I ax only supposing—if more than thir-
teen members have been refused, then I
say it is the bounden duty of this Govern-
ment to go over the head of the Governor
and to go to the Governor’s bosses—the Im-
perial Government—and to ask that Govern-
ment to allow this State to exercise its
proper constitutional authority.

There are some other matters on which
I wish to touch before I resume my seat, and
that is the accusations made by many of
the Opposition that members on this side of
the House were disloyal. I hardly think it
is necessary for members on this side of the
Chamber to repudiate assertions such at that.
(Hear, hear!) But there has been more than
that said, and that is that the men-who are
out on strike at the present time throughout
Australia, not alone in Queensland, but in
New South Wales also, were receiving Ger-
man gold, and the hon. member for Toowong
“was the gentleman who made that statement.

Mr. MACARTINEY: I do mnot think he did.
Be accurate..

Mr. POLLOCK: Those words were the
words, as near as I can remember, that the
hon. gentleman used.

Mr. MACARINEY :
you.

Mr. POLLGCK: I think they are near
enough to be quite correct.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Use the words themselves
if you want to be really on the track.

Mr. POLLOCK: I will use the words.
I now remember them fairly well. The hon.
member said, ‘‘ There is more than a sus-
picion that the men who are out on strike,
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or some of the men out on strike, were in:
receipt of enemy gold.” And he said that
members on this side were also in the swim.

Mr. MacarTNEY : No. I said that the strike-
was fomented by German gold.

Mr. POLLOCK : The hon. gentleman now
says the strike was fomented by German
gold. That is exactly the same thing. And
after accusing us of being in the swim, he
said he did not do anything of the sort.
But we can let that pass. But we cannot
allow to pass the accusation that German
gold was responsible for the strike. Although
many attempts have been made by the Oppo-
sition to assert that every returned soldier—
and every soldier who has not gone, buf is-
still in camp--stood aloof from the strike,
we find that 500 returned soldiers marched
at the head of the procession of men who:
were out on strike in Sydney. Does the hon.
gentleman mean to assert that those 500
returned men are in receipt of German gold?

Mr., MacarTNEY: I asserted nothing of
the sort.

Mr. POLLOCK: The hon. gentleman did:
not assert it, because he is not game to
assert it,

Mr. MacarTyEY: I will assert what I like
without asking you.

Mr. POLLOCK: The hon. gentleman
asserted it by innuendo, which was none the
less deplorable and none the less mean.

My, Macartyey: That will not worry me.

Mr. POLLOCK: The policy of the Win-
the-war Government is the policy of the
Opposition, and they will probably have the
cheek to come out as a Win-the-war party
before the next elections.

Mr. MacarrnrY: They will never accuse
you of it, anyhow.

Mr. POLLOCK: The hon. member for
Bowen has handed me a copy of “ Hansard ”
containing the statement made by the hon.
member for Toowong, and it coincides with
what I said. It is fairly clear.

Mr, Macarrsey: Read it. Let us have it.

Mr. POLLOCK : On page 1449 of * Han-
sard >’ the hon. gentleman made use of these
words:

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.
member is not in order in quoting from a
previous debate of this session.

Mr. POLLOCK: I am very sorry, Mr.
Bertram. The hon. member for Toowong is
very fortunate, because I inténded to quote
his exact remarks. Ie has squeezed out of
it again, fortunatsly for himself. All refer-
ences to the fact that the soldiers have taken
any part in the strike in Sydney have been
censored by the Prime Minister under the
War Precautions Act.

Mr. MacarTNey: 1 did not know that he
did that.

Mr., POLLOCK: I thought the hon.
gentleman ¢id not take much interest in
Parliamentary affairs. If he did not know
that he evidently knows very little.

Mr. MacirTxey: I did not even know that
ther led the strike,

Mr. POLLOCK: If the hon, gentleman
will come along with me to-morrow, I can
show him a photograph of the returned
soldiers leading the strikers, and you can
see their badges.

Mr. MACARTNEY : ¥Was it censored?
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Mr. POLLOCK : It was not censored from
ame. The whole position to me is perfectly
sclear.  Mr. Hughes, of course, is desirous
of assisting the Opposition to defeat the
Labour party at the rext elections. They
want to get seven Liberal Governments in
Australia, end the only way they have of
-doing that is to cemsor from the Press any
intimation to the effect that returned soldiers
fre in any way taking any part in the
strike. They will then be able to say that,
as the returned soldiers are taking no part
in the strike, the men who are taking part
in it are disloyal. Thev dare not accuse
the returned soldiers of being disloyal.
Another remarkable thing that has hap-
pened is that the newspapers are not
allowed to give anv information of the fact
that a whole battalion of soldiers embarking
for the front refused to go on the trans-
port because it was manned by scab labour.
That is a fact too, and yet reference to it
has been censored from every newspaper in
Australia.  Further than that, we have
information—and it is fairly reliable infor-
mation—that there have been serious dis-
turbances in New Zealand over the conscrip-
tion question. Not a word is allowed to be
spoken about that. Not a word spoken in
this House on that question can go outside.
Yet some people here are trying to introduce
conscription by means of a petition which
is being taken round the city. They know
quite well that if any reference to the New
Zealand trouble is allowed to leak out then
there is no chance of bringing about con-
scription in Australia

Mr. Moore: There is no trouble in New
Zealand, and you know it very well.

Mr, POLLOCK : The other day I asked
a question in this House with reference to
the sending of Australian soldiers to New
Zealand to quell the riots there, but the
Premier did not receive any reply from the
Prime Minister when he asked him a ques-
tion on that point, .

Mr. MooRre: It was too absurd. :

Mr. POLLOCK : No satisfaction has ever
been given regarding that question. I know
a woman in Brishane who received a letter
from her son on active service in New Zea-
land. What was he doing on active service
in New Zealand? That is what I want to
know. No satisfactory explanation has been
afforded by the Prime Minister. In view of
‘the fact that we have heard these repeated
stories about riots in New Zealand over con-
scription and that scores of men have been
imprisoned for preaching ¢ No conscription’
over there, and in view of the fact that the
Prime Minister and his satellites are main-
taining a silence on the question, I think
there is a good deal of ground for our
suspicions. Yet, no answer is forthcoming.
Not_one question regarding the censorship
is allowed to leak outside this House. That
is one method of bludgeoning the people so
that they will get absolutelv no informa-
tion about this war. The Opposition havs
‘told us that nothing matters but the winning
of the war. If these things are true, thea
they should be brought to light, so that w3
can remedy them in order to successfully
prosecute the war. Reference was made by
the hon. member for Murilla to the fad
that the men out on strike were not out oa
strike for the purpose of gefting greater
wages, but they were out for revolution. I
I know anything of revolution, it means tle
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overthrowing of constituted authority in
order to establish another Government in its
place. That is the real meaning of revolu-
tion. I want to know whether any evidence
can be brought forward to show that these
men are out for anything of the kind.
There has not been one tittle of evidence
which can convict any man out on strike of
having any such purpose in his mind. I
have read the strike evidence fairly closely,
and I can say that, so far as the strikers are
concerned, no stick or stone or any missile has
been found on the person of any striker.
Almost every man who came out on strike
in New South Wales was penniless a week
or a fortnight after the strike started. Vet
wi are told that these men who were almost
without food when they went out on strike
did so for the purpose of starting a revolu-
tion against the Government. Why, the men
who were on strike in Queensland passed
motions of confidence im favour of the
Government ! Vet they are accused of being
out in favour of a revolution! Nobody has
attempted to invade the Houses of Parlia-
ment,” and nobody has interfered with the
State Governor or the Governor-General. I
would like to know where this talk about
revolution is coming from.

Mr. Csrrer: They are only misleading
statements. )
My, POLLOCK: I now wish to refer to

other matters. not of so much importance as
these ave, but of considerable importance so
far as the welfare of this State is concerned.
Thera is, in my opinion, a need for an
amendment of the Industrial Arbitration Act
in certain respects. I believe that an amend-
ing Bill is being introduced in another place,
and it is possible that a majority of the
Legislative Council will be able
[8 p.m.] to pass the amendments they
desire and submit it to this
Chamber for the approval of the (Govern-
ment. If that occurs, I think it advisable
that a provision should be grafted on the
Industrial Arbitration Act altering the pro-
visions of the Act so far as it applies to
miners working in hot places. When we
passed the Arbitration Aect through this
House, you will remember that it provided
that miners who worked in a temperature of
85 degrees Fahrenheit by wet bulb were not
to work more than six-hour shifts. That
applies to men who work in hot ends, winzes,
and rises, certain places in mines where men
are subject to greater disabilities from heat
than they are in other portions of mines.
Those provisions were good so far as they
went, but since that Bill was passed an
award has been given by the judge of the
Arbitration Court in North Queensland con-
taining a provision that the temperatures in
which shifts of over six hours are to be
worked are temperatures of more than 82
degrees by wet bulb. It is manifestly unfair,
when men are working there under an award
which provides that thevy should work six-
hour shifts in temperatures of over 82
degrees, that we have an Act of Parliament
containing the provision I have mentioned,
an Act which we consider, and which in
other respects is, entirely up-to-date and
which is the best of its kind, I think, in the
world. I hope that the Government will see
their way clear to introduce a provision into
the Bill to enable them to amend that tem-
perature clause so that men will work six-
hour shifts in all temperatures over 82
degrees.

Mr. Pollock.)
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Now, there are other matters, such as the
administration of the Workers’ Accommo-
dation Act, to which I would like to refer.
I think I may here rémark that the Queens-
land Government sustained a very severe
loss when the late Director of Labour left
his department. I think it can be fairly
said that Mr. Crampton has reorganised that
department in a way that few men thought
possible, and inuch has been done under his
guidance, but particularly has he organised
the subdepartment known as the Workers’
Accommodation Department. To-day, in
Queensland, there is no more active or
vigilant body of men than the hut inspectors.
These men have all been supplied with
motor-cars, and have been able to effect very
considerable alterations in the huts in which
the shearers and others are compelled to sleep
in the West. That is & very good thing so
far as it has gone, but I think that an
explanation should be made for the benefit
of those who are inclined to think the Go-
vernment slow, that the absence of building
material has prevented many pastoralists
from being able to build their huts. There
is no doubt that it is almost impossible to
obtain galvanised iron at the present time,
and although the inspectors of huts and the
Director of Labour have endeavoured to
secure other roofing material, it has not
been possible to obtain the right stuff for
the West. T hope that difficulty will soon
be overcome, and when it is overcome, I
think we shall be able to sarx that the accom-
modation of the workers throughout Queens-
land is just what it should be and just what
it should have been years zgo.

Une other matter to which I might be per-
mitted to refer is the action of the Govern.
ment in granting allowances to school
teachers. It has been said by many—and I
think there is a great deal of truth in it—
that most past Governments were decidedly
in favour of, or at least had a great leaning
towards, giving educational facilities in the
cities and neglecting the country to a great
extent. So far as this Government are con-
cerrned, I have not had any cause for com-
plaint so far as the district I reprecent is
concerned, but I must say that there seems
even vet to be a tendency—not on the parg
of the Government, but on the part of the
people in the cities—to expect more in the
way of educational facilities than ave pro-
vided for their fellows in the countes. I
know that people in the city of Brisbane, for
instance, who are compelled to send their
children more than a quarter or half a mile
to school become suddenly imbued with the
idea that the Government should erect a
school at their very door. Yet, in the
country we have many places

Mr. Msv: Where they have to go 10
miles.

Mr. POLLOCK : As the hon. mewmber for
TFlinders rightly interjects, where the children
have to go 10 miles or more to schaol. That
is not such a great disability, but when one
remembers the difficulties in combating the
fiy pest in the West—we must recognise thay
the Govermmnent have done = good deal—T
think that, without undue criticism, I might
say_that the Government could vet do more,
and could well do more, to provide facilities
for the fencing in of schools with gauze. It is a
pitiable sight in some of the outback districts
to see children going to scheol with eves like
pieces of raw steak. and that has applied in
more then a score of places in the west of
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Queensland. I think that a Government
which is worthy of the name of Government,
and can afford, consistently with the financial
position, to give to these children the chance
of hecoming educated, and preserve their eye-
sight, are doing much for the future of this
State. I say that our present Minister for
Education has been remarkably good in this
respect, and I can remeuiber no instance in
which a request of mine has been refused.*

But there are other disabilities, too, and
those are the disabilities that parents labour
under who are living a long way from where
there are schools. in places where there are
not sufficieny children to warrant the estab-
lishing of schools. There are many places in
the Gregory electorate, an electorate of 97,000
square miles in arca. which are not easily
accessible to a school teacher, as one can
easily understand, and while the department
and late Government—be it said to their
credit—heave provided facilities for itinerant
teachers to go vound to these places, vet I
think much wmore can be done in that rospect.
I say that with the full knowledge of the
efforts that the department have made. For
the purpose of travelling around these dif-
ferent country districts and teaching a couple
of children here, another one there, and three
or four somewhere else, a single man is easily
the best man for the department to cmploy.
Thet goes without saying. But to get a
single man who is eligible to take on that
work is not ecasy, because no greater flag-
flapping race of persons cxists than the
Western squatter, and when an eligible single
man comes along to teach the children they
promptly ask him why he is not at the front?
In fact, that occurred to a gentleman who
was an itinerant teacher in the West at a
place not far from Winton. This gentleman
had beeu so consistently picked at by the-
squattocracy at that part of the countrv that
he went to the front. He wanted to go all’
along, but he felt ke was doing bettor work
¢ut there, because men could not be obtained
fo take his place. He knew the difficulty the
department was labouring under, but still the
pin-pricking of the squattoeracy, as I have
wwaid, went on, and in disgust he was com-
pelled to leave that job and enlist, and since
then the department has not been able to get
another man to take his place. There are at
least fifteen or twentv children in the district
who cannot be shifted away to where there
are schools, and they have just as great a
right to education as the children in the city,
and I say that, to my knowledge, the depart-
ment has made efforts to get other men to fill
their places. I think that if the department
cannot get men voluntarily to go there, they
shenld transfer each of their teachers for a
certain period, allow them, or compel them if
necessary, to take on the work in that part
for a certain period. TIf they took it on for
three months, turn about, no great hardship
could be inflicted. I hope the department
will act on that suggestion, and that if they
can possibly secure men they will send
itinerant teachers to every place where they
san be utilised. There is only one other
puatter to which T should like to refer, and
that is the extension of the Winton to Spring-
vale Railway. A good deal of misapprehen-
sion has been caused in the constituency
which I represent by the neglect, as they
erm it, of the Government to proceed with
that extension. It has been repeatedly stated
irom the front Ministeria] bench that the Go-
rernment are in a very bad way as regards
the supply of material for railways. They
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are not able to secure the necessary money to
push on with all the railways that they desire
to construct, and cousequently some lines
have been temporarily dropped.

Mr. GuxyN: Won't those railways benefit
the squattocracy ?

Mr. POLLOCK : I do not mind the squat-
tocracy being benefited. In fact, I would
rather like it if the railway is going to make
for the general prosperity of the country.
But I think I might be permitted to remark
here and there that the squattocracy are not
a saintly body of men. Everything they
do is not right. They can do wrong just the
same as any other body of men.

Mr., Grxy: Why not conseript them?

My, POLLOCK: I think
might well be conseripted. Some of them
are in favour of it. And if their own law
is applied to themselves, it will probably
not be any harm. I have no objection to
their being conscripted; thev have plenty
of money to leave to their dependents if they
are knocked out in the field, and if the
hon. member wants to have them conseripted,
1 suggest that he approach rthe Federal
Covernment to that end.

Mr. Gryx: I mean their wealth, too—
their sheep and cattle. Give them to their
shearers and rouseabouts.

Mr. POLLOCK: The hon. member does
net believe in the conseription of sheep and
cattle, although he believes in the conscrip-
tion of men. The hon. member does not
believe in the conscription of ships even, but
spoke against it and voted against it the
other day.

Me. Gryx: I did not open my lips.

Mr. POLLOCK : If the hon. member did
not open his lips that is a very unusual
thing, because we have often to listen to
him for an hour or so telling stories about
opossums, native bears, and other things
which have nothing to do with the debate.

Mr. StePHENS: I do not think he ever
spoke for an hour since you have been here.

Mr. POLLOCK : If he did speak for an
hour no one would object. This Winton to
Springvale line is constructed for 26 miles
from Winton, and if it were carried another
14 miles it would become revenue-producing.
It is a first-class line. It was started by
the late Denham Government, but not one
wheel has run on it sinee it was completed
for 26 miles.

Mr. Guxy: What have your Government
been doing, then?

Mr. POLLOCK : I explained a while ago
that the Government have not the material
to enable them to carry on the railway. But
I have rezeived the assurance of the Minister
for Railways that the line has been only
temporarily abandoned until Queensland is
in a safficiently prosperous state to enable
the Government to get the material and the
finances wherewith to continue the construc-
tion of the railway.

some of them

I should like to remarls, in conclusion, that
the @Government's policy for the present
financial year is a policy at which no one
can cavil. I have gone carefully through
the Estimates, and as far as I can see, there
are no items which can be reduced. In
fact, despite all the criticism which came
from hon. members opposite on the Financial
Statement, not one word came from them
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which would show in what direction the
Government can economise, There was
plenty of criticism, plenty of wild assertions
about the morning after, the night before,
the big financial «drunk, «<ebt, depression,
and despair, and all that sort of thing, but
it does not cut any ice when nothing is put
forward in the way of a constructive policy
to show the Government where they can save,
If any hon. member can now, by way of
interjection, show the Government where
they can economise, I shall be thankful.

Mr. Gurxy: You sack the Public
Works Commission.

Mr. POLLOCK : That would be a ‘‘ penny
wise and pound foolish” policy, because the
Public Works Commission have saved the
State over and over again all the expenses
that have been incurred in connection with
their worls.

Mr. GraysoN: Not one penry.

Mr. POLLOCK: Yes; they have saved
what they have cost over and over again.
Members opposite did sav at one time that
they would knock out the State butchers
shops.  But that would not be economising,
because the State butchers’ shops are
revenue-producing. The Opposition would
probably knock out the allowance to natural
and foster-mothers. They will not say that
now, but we know that they will knock it
out if by any streak of misfortune they are
returned to power at the next election.

Mr. Macarrsey: Tell us something we do
net know.

can

Mr. POLLOCK: It is very easy to tell
the hon. member something he does not
know. I could tell him a lot of things he

does not know. In fact, I told him a lot of
things to-night that he admitted he did not
know. and probably, if I talked all night,
I would still be telling him things he does
not know. I should like to say, before I
resume my seat. that the financial position
of the State is satisfactory. No other word
can sum it up properly, and when the finan-
cial position is satisfactory, the State has
nothing to grow! about.

Mr. MACARTNEY (Zoowong): I do not
propose to follow the hon. member very
much in the speech he has just made, but
I should like to say that if the Federal
authorities, in their wisdom, decide that it
is necessary for the purpose of protecting
the Empire in a time of war that certain
matters should be censored, it ill becomes
anyone in this House, or any member of the
State Government, to break through the wall
of protection which the Commonwealth
Government have endeavoured to ereet for
such a worthy purpose. T have heard before
the statements about New Zealand. I am
in communication with people in New Zea-
land. and I have never yet heard one word
which would justify the rumours that I know
have been about the city—the rumours to
which the hon. member who has just spoken
has given publicity to-night. From infor-
mation that I have received, I honestly
believe that there is no ground whatever
for such statements. As I have said before,
I think it ill becomss the hon. member to
endeavour to break through the wall of
protection which the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has endeavoured to create. The hon.
gentleman recently put questions in connec-
tion with certain matters arising under the
war precautions regulations, and if the
questions which the hon. member had asked

Mr. Macartney.]
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were pub up in the same way as a Minister
admitted the other day, then I do not think
much of a Government which carries out such
a practice. I am mnot going to follow that
matter further. But the hon. member
appears to have been put up to-night to
make some comments in connection with the
position of His Excellency the Governor in
making appointments to the Upper House.

Mr. PoLLocK: He was not put up at all
by arybody. T do not need to be put up by
anybody outside this House like you do.

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. member
has read from ‘ Keith,” whom he quoted as
a great authority on the subject. He seems
to have forgotten, at any rate, in referring
to New South Wales, the relative proportion
of the members in the Upper House in that
State to the number in the more popular
House.  After all is said and done. the
principle hitherto recognised in Queensland
has been that the number of members of the
Upper House has never exceeded two-thirds
of the number of this popular Chamber.

Hon, J. A. Fryrrry:
recognised that.

Mr., MACARTNEY: We know that no
principle, however well founded, is good
enough to stick to in the minds of the
present Government of Queensland. We
expect new actions; but when these things
are established one would, at any rate, expect
the principle that has prevailed in the past
would at least be acknowledged and con-
sidered. The hon. member says he knows on
the authority of the “Standard’” or some
other paper, that four mors members are to
be appointed. The number of members
appointed to the Upper House will there-
fore be five more than has been generally
a_cknowledged, even by members on the other
side of the House, as the maximum that
His Excellency could be expected to grant.
So that, instead of apparently making a case
against His Excellency for not giving them
enough, he has shown that His Excellency
has given them more than they themselves
expected. That seems to be the position. It
seems passing strange to me that, when men
are appointed to the Upper House, some of
the names that are mentioned are not even
known to be names of Queenslanders. It also
sfrikes me as passing strange—I do not yet
know whether all the names that are
mentioned are going to eventuafe or not;
but I have heard names mentioned of men
who are not actually Queenslanders.

Hon. J. A, Frmerry: Is there anyone
appointed who is not a Queenslander?

Mr. MACARTNEY : As a matter of fact,
we know that there is one of the members
of the other House representing members
on the opposite side of this "House who—if
reports are true—has gone to another State
to reside permanently.

Tory Governments

Hon. J. A. FruerLy: But there are mem-
bers there who never attend.

Mr. MACARTNEY : That may be. Let
me deal with one thing at a time. It strikes
me as passing strange that thirteen members
should be nominated to the other Chamber
when hon. members opposite have practically
admitted that the greatest number they
could possibly expect to get would be eight.
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Hon. J. A. FIHELLY:
none at all.

Mr. MACARTNEY: Yet the hon. mem-
ber for Gregory is put up to-night, apparently
to make a case for the appointment of a
number that would swamp the Upper Cham-
ber altogether.

We want to have

Mr. Porrock: Not at all.
yourself and your partner.
£2,000 subsidy like you.

You speak for
I have had no

My, MACARTNEY : I am sorry the hon.
member introduced the matter, and I cer-
tainly am not going to continue it. It seems
strange that we should be discussing the
Financial Statement to-night in the absence
of the Treasurer, It was introduced a fort-
night ago by the Treasurer, and it has been
discussed in this Chamber while the hon.
gentleman has found time to proceed on his
way to Melbourne.

Hon. J. A, Fimerry: On very important
business.

Mr, MACARTNEY : It may be important
business, but it just shows how the House is
treated in matters of this sort. The man
who is responsible, who answers the criti-
cisms, and who ought to take up the points
which are made, leaves the State.

Hon. J. A. FimerLy: He recognises that
there is no real criticism so far.

Mr. MACARTNEY : I do not propose to
follow the hon. gentleman in his interjec-
tions. I would ask him kindly not to inter-
ject, as I do not propose to take up my time
replying to interjections. I do mnot mind
a relevant interjection, but, as a rule, the
hon. gentleman’s interjections are not rele-
vant. One matter for regret in connection
with the Financial Statement is the omission
in it of any reference to our enterprises.
T know that the omission has been quoted by
a section of the Press with approval. Per-
sonally, I think it is of the greatest advan-
tage, because it shows, more than anything
else does, in a simple, concrete form, what the

_history of the past year has been—whether

it has been up to the expectations of the
Statement which preceded the year—and it
also shows what the hopes in the same direc-
tion are in the future. It shows us whether
we have progress and prosperity. how the
three great primary industries of Queensland
are progressing, and how the land settle-
ment of the country is going ahead, and yet
we have not one reference to it in the State-
ment, and no expression in regard to the
vear that we ave now upon. I can only
come to one conclusion—that the informa-
tion is omitted because the information for
the time being does not suit the Government.
They are not able to show that record of
Progres: which a State like Queensland should
be able to show. They can only show
retrogression, and hence the omission of a
statement swhich does not bolster up a case
for the Government. I am not going info
the financial figures. as they have been very
cloquently dealt with by the hon. member for
Murrumba. The speech of that hon. member
would be well worth reading as a summary.
showing the whole position, and the difference
between the handling of the finances by the
present and past Governments. I think it is
a pity that the Auditor-General’s report was
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not before the Chamber before the hon. mem-
ber for Murrumba addressed us on the sub-
Ject. I think that, as a rule, it is a fair thing
that the Auditor-General’s statement should
be in possession of all members before the
Financial Statement is discussed at all.

Mr. Forey:

| ] Did your Government ever
have it ?

I never remember it.

Mr, MACARTNEY: Yes; frequently, I
am not prepared to say that our Government
always had it, but I say it would be a
great convenience if we always had it
Kven if a wrong has been committed in the
past, that does not justify the omission ab
the present time. Things are generally
unsatisfactory, and it is about the only
document we get in connection with the
finances.  We are getting into a very
unsatisfactory condition in regard to our
finances. It ssems to me that the Govern-
ment have taken the whole business very
much out of the hands of Parliament,
and that is not as it ought to be. It is
not a matter of who is on this side or who
13 on the other side of the House for the
time being. The question is: Is Parliament
going to have the control of taxation and
the control of expenditure? Tt is not onlv
@ trouble in our own Parliament. but in
other Parliaments of the world : but, in view
of the fact that certain points have been
raised by the Auditor-General, it is only
right that we should give some attention to
that particular subject. At the present time,
a Select Committee has heen appointed in
England on a reference from the Govern-
ment—

“to examine the expenditure which is
now being defrayed out of monevs pro-
vided by Parliament and to report what.
if any. economies. consistent with the
execution of the policy decided Ly the
Government, may be effected therein -
to make recommendations, in regard to
the form of public accounts, the system
of contrel within the departments, and
by the Treasury. and the precedure of
this House in relation to Supply and
Abprppmatmn, s0 as to . secure more
effective control by Parliament over
public expenditure.’’

Tf such a commission were anpointed here it
would be more apropos of the present posi-
tion, and it would repay Parliament, and
. repay the State. Prior to the
[8.30 p.m.] appointment of that committee
the matter was discussed in the
House of Commons, and an ex-Minister,
speaking on the 6th July, used these words
which, I think. also are apropos here at the
Ppresent time. He said—

“From the most ancient times, this
House insisted on its right to control all
the tzxes and all the expenditure. It was
by purchasing that traditional policy
that the House, in days past, humbled
the power of kings, and it will have to
apply the very same force now to humble
ministers and to discharge the ancient
fundamental duty. There is just as much
danger from autocratic ministers to-day
as there was from autocratic kings in
past periods of our history.”

Another speaker said—

¢ Ministers must not imagine that they
are possessed of some divine and supreme
power. We want to restore to the House
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of Commons, not merely the right %o
audit the expenses that are being incur-
red, but to control the financial policy
and expenditure of the country.”

Those remarks are as applicable to Queens-
land to-day as they can possibly be to the
House of Commons. Who can say—taking
up the Financial Statement, taking up the
Estimates, taking the Treasurer’s tables and
the Auditor-General’s report—that we have
a system here that * all who run may rcad ?”
We have no simple system which malkes the
Government accounts perfectly clear from
yvear to year, and I say the time has come
for some inquiry to have these accounts put
in a simple way, in order that we may
understand thoroughly that the accounts
are in order, and that the functions of
the Government have heen ecarried out
in accordance with the svishes of Par-
liament. Taking up the Auditor-General’s
report, wo find veference to unforeseen
expenditure. I know that it will be said that
this is not fommon to the present Govern-
ment. But pne thing we can say about it is
this: that unforescen expenditure is becom-
ing a much greater factor in connection with
the accounts under the present Government
than it ever was before. I would not be
surprised to find, although the Financial
Statement and the Estimates have only been
placed on the table within such a short time
as fourteen dayvs ago. that perhaps thousands
and thousands of pounds of unforeseen ex-
penditure have already been provided for by
Execcutive minute and we will hear nothing
about it until the Supplementary Estimates
are placed before us next year. That is not
as it ought to be. The Auditor-General says
on page 12 of his report—

“The question regarding the necessity
for amending the Audit Act. particu-
larly in so far as relates to unfore-
seen expenditure—was fully dealt with
in my last annual report (pages 6 and
7Y, and I do not propose to reiterate any
of my previous comments thereon, but,
at the risk of being considered impor-
tunate, 1 feel it to be my duty to again
bring this matter under the notice of
Parliament.”

And he proceeds in a table to show that
during last year the unforeseen expenditure
from revenue, trust, and loan fund, amounted
to such a large sum at £621,461 0s. 11d. In
his report of last vear, in giving the figures
of previous vears in connection with the
consolidated revenue, he said—

“When the present 1874 Audit Act
was passed forty-two years ago, the finan-
cial transactions of this State were then
comparatively small, and at that time
it probably was not contemplated that
unforsseen expenditure would expand as
it has done, otherwise. I feel certain,
some restriction or qualification in that
respect would have been impozed. The
law, as at present, opens the way or lends
itself to departments—when preparing
their estimates—understating their ex-
penditure or requirements, knowing that
subsequently they can supplement the
amount «s unforsseen expenditure by
Executive authority. Some of the in-
dividual votes have every year to be
thus supplemented. In the aggregate,
these amount to a very considerable sum
vearly. In addition to these amounts
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shown above, each year large sums are
charged as unforeseen expenditure to
the Joan and trust funds—on Executive
authority.

“ The Treasurer’s warrants for unfore-
seen expenditure are not signed by me,
consequently I have no responsibility in
regard to authorising the payments. In
view of the opinion of their Honours the
judges on the subject, it will, however,
1 think, be recognised that it is most
desirable that some definition or inter-
pretation #s to what constitutes unfore-
seen expenditure should be laid down
and embodied in the Audit Act.”

Then hg goes on to deal with the matter in
connection with the Southern States, and he
points out that the question was fully dealt
with by the judges of the Supreme Court,
who, he said, gave a very exhaustive and
interesting exposition of their view of the
law on the subject in a recent case. That goes
to show that the Auditor-General hinself has
pointed out the unsatisfactory position that
exists under the Audit Act, and points out
the necessity, in the interests of the depart-
ment. in the interests of the Government,
and in the interests of Parliament, of so
amen(!mg"ghe Audit Act as to state just
what is within the power of the Administra-
tion snd what is reserved for Parliament.
This iv a matter that ought to receive the
serious consider: tion of the Chamber, and
it ouglf to receive the serious consideration
of the Government. But, notwithstanding
the fact that it has been pointed out by the
Auditor-General, not one step has been taken
to put matters right. We find, on the other
hand. that the position has been simply ex-
tended. Last year, also, the Auditor-General
made reference on page 58 of his report to
State industrial undertakings, and I think it
is a matter for regret that we have not got
the Auditor-General's report for this year on
State undertakings for our consideration at
this stage. This is the time when it can
best be discussed, and it is a fair thing that
Parliament should. at the orly time it has
got the opportunity of eriticising Government
accounts, have the material to enable it to
consider what has been done—to offer such
criticisms as appear to be necessary under
the circumstances.  The Auditor-General
says—

‘“ These undertakings are not governed
by any special Act of Parliament. At
present they are controlled by different
Ministers, and the expenditure abstracts
are passed through their respective de-
partments and thence on to the Treasury
for payment, whilst the receipts are
remitted to the Treasury direct.

. It is most desirable that as early as
possible an Act should be passed on
similar lines to the one in operation in
New, South Wales, setting out a system
in regard to the financial management
of State undertakings.

~““ Amongst the matters—of a financial
character—reguiring statutory provision
are the following :—Recognition of the
prezent trading concerns, and making
provision- for the establishment of addi-
tional omes; how the funds are fo be
provided; prescribing the nature of the
accounts to be kept and the determina-
tion of the capital cost; how sinking
funds are to be charged and allotted;
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making provision for depreciation and:

the di:posal of the surplus profits; also:
that an annual balance-sheet, trading

account, and a profit and loss account
shall be submitted yearly to both Houses-
of Parliament.”

That is the recommendation that was made
by the Auditor-General, following upon the
installation of State industries practically for
the first time. It is a positive danger to the
people of Queensland that the mecthod of
handling these accounts is not laid down by
Parliament in such a way as Parliament
regards as right and safe, having regard to
the interests of all. Not one step appears to
have been taken by the Government in regard
to that recommendatior of the Ayditor-
General. That indicates to me that there is.
2 very loose method in connection with the

ng on of the Government accounts. We
find “serious reflections passed on the method
in which accounts were kept in the Public
Works Department. In these days, when the
question of the cost of day labour and the
question of the cost of doing work hy con-
tract are prominent questions, at least the
accountancy ought to be of such a character
in a department like the Public Works
Department as would leave no room whatever
for doubt on matters of that kind. If the
condition of the keeping of the accounts is
what it is stated to be in the Auditor-
General's report, which we have before us,
then I say it would be impossible to get the-
material that we want.

Hon J. A. Fraeciiy: It teok the Aunditor-
General three vears to discover the defalca-
tions in the Lands Department.

Mr. MACARTNEY: As I have already
stated, the hon. genileman is always Drrele-
vant. He would like me to run away from
the Works Department to the Lands Depart-
ment., I will come to the Department of
Justice directly. This is what the Auditor-
General says with regard to the accountancy
work in the Department of Public Works—

“ Consequent on the carrving out of
most of the works by the dav-labour sys-
tem. the accountancy work of this depart-
ment has very considerably increased of
late. The inspectors’ recent reports indi-
cate that there is room for improvement
in the method of dealing with the
accounts. and there is evidence of weak-
ness in the system of internal check. It
would appexr that. so far as the accounts
hranch iz concerned, this department is
either insufficiently staffed or requires to
he reorganised.

“ The matter has been brought under
the attention of the Under Secretary,
who is taking action to effect improve-
ment.”

That condition of things ought not to exist.
TWe find in the following paragraph the
Auditor-Gensrel speaks in these terms of the
accountancy branch of the Department of
Justice :—

“Recent examinations of the accounts
of this department vevealed very greab
cavelessness in that brauch, and, as this.
unsatisfactory state of things had con-
tinued. for fully eighteen months, T com-
municated with the Minister on the sub-
ject, and asked that some ection be takemn
o ensure improvement, with the result,
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I am pleased to say, that a change has’

now been made in the accountancy
staff, and there is reason to helieve that
there will be us further couse for com-
plaint.”

Hon. J. A. FiHrLLy: An alteration was
made immediately. The audit was 0 bad in
one of the subdepartments that I had to
call the attention of the Auditor-Genersl to it
—a pretended audit,

Mr. MACARTNEY : The hon. gentleman
will, no doubt, have his opportunity when
the time comes. There are many other
things incidenta! to the matter thet I have
mentioned fhat call for consideration and
attention. The matter referred to this after-
nocn by the hon, member for Dalby also calls
for serious consideration, and it calls for an
immediate amendment of the Audit Aect,
defining the powers of the Ministry in vegard
to interference with a decision of this House.
The hon. member for Dalby referred to the
Loan Act of 1814, under which a lcan was
provided for to the amount of £8.245,068 for
the specific purposes set forth in the Act—
namely, railways, purchase of wire netting,
Sugar Works Act of 1811, loans to local
hodics, and ¢ towards making good the
deficits on loans issued under the Government
Loan Acts of 1908, 1910, and 1911.” 'That i3
to say. that amount of £8,245,068 was autho-
rised for those express purposes, and for no
other purposes whatsoever,  Yet we find that,
out of the debentures authorized by that Act,
the Government are applying a large propor-
tion to the payment for cattle stations, for
which no provision was made in that Act:
and the Auditor-General, dealing with the
quastion, has pointed out, on page 16 of his
report, that—

¢ Since the 30th June, Vanrook Station,
including cattle and horses, has been pur-
chased at a cost of £253,000, of which

£166.800 was invested by the vendors in
debentures.”

Hon. members will notice that the Auditor-
General uscs the words, “was invested.”
Those words are used to give the transaction
the colour of legal authority. But he goes on
in the next paragraph to say—

“With regard to the purchase of
station and other properties, it would
appear, from certain expressions in the
records relating to these purchases, that
Government debentures constitute part
of the purchase money.”

That is just where the point comes in. If
the contracts under which the Government
purchased those stations were placed on the
table of this Chamber, we would find that
the transactions were the purchase by the
Government of the stations for a total sum
of money, part of which should be in cash,
and part of which sheuld be in debentures.
The Auditor-General continues—

“I am advised, however, by the Crown
Solicitor that, in a legal sense, deben-
tures under the Government Loan Act of
1914 cannot be applied in payment of
tne purchase money of stations.”

And why? Because that Loan Act specially
states the purposes for which the loan was
authorised, and for which the debentures
should be issued; and I say it is an extra-
ordinary thing that any Government—I do
not care whether it is Liberal or Labour—
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should be allowed, in the face of the pro-
visden in an Aet of that sort, to take the:
debentures which are authorised for railways
and the other purposes I have quoted and
apply them to purposes such as the purchase
of cattle stations.

Hon. J. A. FraeLry : Wouldn't your Chil-
lagoe company have taken debentures if we
had given them? Didn’t your firm apply to
the Grovernment to give you debentures?

My, MACARTNEY : I do not care which
Government it is, the principle to be fol-
lowed is that when this House decides that
debentures are to be issued for a particular
purpose, then the debentures shall be used
for that purpose and for no other purpose
whatsoever.

Hon. J. A. Fruerny: I can show you a
letter from your firm asking for debentures.

Mr. MACARTNEY : My firm has nothing
to do with this matter, right or wrong, and”
I again ask the hon. gentleman to keep
clear of irrelevancy. The Loan Act of 1914
specifies the purposes for which those deben-
tures were to be issued, and I say it is not
only illegal, but it is absolutely dishonest,
to use those debentures for any other purpose:
than those specified in the Act.

Hon. J. A. FiapLry: Your partner cried
in the other House because the Government
would not grant your request.

Mr., MACARTNEY: We find that the-
Crown Solicitor advised the Auditor-General
that, in a legal sense, debentures under the
Loan Act of 1914 cannot be applied in pav-
ment of the purchase money of stations. Yet
what do we find afterwards? The Auditor-
General goes on to say—

““What really happens is. the purchase
money of the stations is provided from
nnforeseen exnenditure under warrants
signed by the Governor, but not counter-
signed by me. I am aware that the
nownr of the Exrcutive in this respect
iz practically unlimited.”

Apparently, by Executive minute, the expen-
dirure of this moncy is authorised—that is
to say, a sum of money is authorised to be
used for the purnose of purchasing cattle
stations—presumably money taken from the
eemnsolidated revenue. That is the authority
that is given. But that is not the only thing
that iz done with reference to these deben-
tures that ave devoted to the purchase of’
these csttle stations. The Auditor-General
gces further, and says—

“1 am informed that it is, in cffect,
made a condition of the purchase that
snme portion of the price should be in-
vested by the purchaser in Government
debentures. which are issued under the
authority of the Government Loan Act
of 1914,”

That is to say, he is adviced by the Attorney-
xeneral that this condition of the purchase
of a station, the agreement for the purchase-
of which provides for the giving of so much
in cash and so much in debentures, is not
really that transaction at all, but it is. im
effect, a condition that the person who sells
his station shall invest some portion of the-
purchase money in the taking up of these
debentures. If that was intended, an agree-
ment of that sort is very easily made. But
that is not the agreement, and I venture to

Mr. Macartney.)
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say. in view of the agreements that were
actually made, that the whole of the trans-
actions are not only illegal but they are
contrary to the intention of Parliament when
it passed the Loan Act of 1914, In the next
paragraph the Auditor-General tells us who
1s the person who advised him. He says—

‘I have been advised by the Hon. the
Attorney-General that there is no legal
objection to my countersigning deben-
tures issued under these circumstances.”

I think it is a mistake for the Attorney-
General to advise the Auditor-General, an
officer of this House, in a matter that so

closely affects himself as the head of a
Government who are endeavouring to
break down the provisions of a Loan

Act of Parliament, and also the provisions
of the Audit Act, which lay down the
rules for the guidance both of the Auditor-
General and of the Government in matters
of this kind. I think it is an anomalous
position, and the Auditor-General ought to
be in a position to take outside opinions
in matters of this sort. He ought not to
have to get one of the parties to a dis-
pute, in the person of the Attorney-General,
to give him advice, because it is the Premier,
for the time being, who wants to break
through the restrictions that Parliament
lays upon him. The Aunditor-General is
appointed, as an officer of Parliament, to
report to Parliament, and I say the Attorney-
‘General is not the man to advise him n
matters of this sort. It is not disinterested
advice; and, I say again, it is absolutely
improper advice. I say the sooner that both
sides of this House see the wisdom of putting
‘the Auditor-General in a position where he
will be free of any undue influence, the
better. I said that when sitting on that
-side of the House in 1909 or 1910.

Hon. J. A, FrurLLy: When sitting in the
Ministry in 1912, what did vou do?

Mr. MACARTNEY : I have no time for
‘the hon. gentleman. I think the practice of
‘the Commonwealth Parliament—which pro-
vides that the Auditor-General in connection
with any matter on which he may have
doubt, shall take an opinion and shall, in his
report to Parliament, give all the opinions
he receives during the currency of the finan-
-cial year—is a good practice. I think it is
a very good one to be introduced into the
practice of our own State.

There is another matter I would like to
say a word or two about. Reference was
made on the adjournment of the House a
week or two ago to some comments made by
His Honour the Chief Justice in connection
with the position of the Public Defender
and also certain remarks in reference to
jury matters. I think it a matter for regret
that the Premier, holding the position he
does—the position of Attorney-General—
should have made an improper use of the
opportunity of asking questions affecting
the business of the House on the motion for
adjournment of the House to make a state-
ment of the character he did. There are
certain matters in connection with the admin-
istration of justice in which we ought to be
only too glad to have expressions of opinions
from our judges. The administration of
justice should be placed on a particularly
high plane, and when our judges think it
necessary to make certain remarks, I say

[8fr. Macartney.
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that even if those remarks are sometimes
wrong—unintentionally wrong—we ought to
give them encouragement to make remarks
that bid for the perfection of the adminis-
tration of justice. DPersonally, I am of the
opinion that the same department cannot
do justice to the prosecution on behalf of
the Crown and to the defence of the prisoners.

Hon. J. A. Figerry: Would you leave
the prisoner undefended?

Mr, MACARTNEY: I say the samse
department cannot do justice in both cases.

Hon. J. A. FrarirLy: Your Government
left the prisoner undefended.

Mr. MACARTNEY : I am going to make
my speech in my own way. 1 say that the
man who takes the position of head of the
Department of Justice ought to beware of
the position that places any doubt, or sus-
picion, in respect to the administration of
justice. I say vou cannot have the prosecu-
tion and the defence of prisoners conducted
by the same department without a certain
armount of danger—a certain amount of
risk. I say that His Honour the Chief Jus-
tice was perfectly within his rights, and I
think he has done a public good in calling
attention to the position that exists.

Hon, J. A. Frgeiry: While this Govern-
ment is here every prisoner will get defence.

Mr. MACARTNEY: I do not wish the
hon. gentleman to draw me into irrelevancies.
We know that since this Government came
into power the system of releasing men who
were in gaol was adopted in a wider sense
than it was ever adopted before, and it was
adopted without those safeguards which were
provided by their predecessors. They have
not the time to be burdened with those safe-
guards; they do not take the care which
their predecessors had hitherto taken, and
the abuses which have followed have been
a matter of public comment. Precautions
used to be taken in connection with the
release of prisoners, and those precautions
have been thrown to the winds. Things have
been done which I could speak of in scath-
ing terms. I do not know why hon. gentle-
men ‘desire ‘to free themselves of ‘these
crdinary safeguards.

Hon, J. A. Fruerry: Why don’t you quote
vour cases? Be manly now.

Mr. MACARTNEY: I say that abuses
must exist, if in the one department you
have the prosecution conducted by officers
of the Crown, and the defence also conducted
by officers of the Crown, and all drawing
from the same department—irom the police
and other subdepartments—information re-
garding juries, Must you not expect that
the man who is defending a prisoner will
get the same information from the police as
the prosecution have got. I say that abuses
have existed, and will exist while affairs are
cazrried on in that way. It seems to me that
hon. gentlemen on the Government side
have more regard for the criminal than for
the public.

Hon. J, A. Fruewry: I have no regard for
vou, or your friends, the judges.

Mr. MACARTNEY: I do not expect the
hon. gentleman to have regard for anything
that is good. I say that His Honour the
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Chief Justice was perfectly within his rights
in making the comments he did; and, right
or wrong, we ought to encourage our judges
to throw out any hints that may be of
assistance in connection with the adminis-
tration of justice. Having spoken to a
man who came from the district involved
in this particular case, I say His Honour’s
remarks in regard to the jury were perfectly
justified. I am not going to refer to that
matter further.

In connection with the motion before the
Chamber, which has relation to taxation,
I can only say I think it is a pity we are
endeavouring to impose further taxation on
the people of Queensland at the present
moment. As has been stated, the recent
revenue has been larger than ever it was
in the history of the State. If there had
been a fall in revenue—such as there was
in 1900, 1901, 1902, or 1903—I could under-
stand the need for extra taxation. But, at
the present time, when the Commonwealth
are trying to get all the funds necessary for
the purposes of the war—I have said it
before and 1 say 1t again—the State, as a
State, is not acting loyally in further taxing
the people in competition with the Common-
wealth, I say that taxes of the kind which
are sought to be imposed are, in some in-
stances, unreasonable and unjust. The land

tax is a tax, generally speaking,

[9 p.m.] that is a bad one or a good one

: from the point of view from
which it is looked at. The land tax we have
in Queensland at the present time is not
just in proportion nor fair in its incidence,
from the country point of view, as stated by
a large number of hon. members in this
House. I say that the land tax, as affecting
city properties, has been practically carried
on to the point of confiscation. 1 say that
deliberately., There are freehold properties
in the city of Brisbane that have been so
heavily taxed by the present Government
that they have returned to the person who
invested in them, in some cases nothing at all,
and in other cases not more than 1 or 2 per
cent. I can point out case after case in
which the taxation has amounted to absolute
robbery. Yet we find a motion now before
the Chamber which states that a further tax
of 2d. in the £1 is going to be added to the
tax I have just referred to. I would like to
read for the information of the Chamber
and for the information of those who read
“Hansard”’ a letber which was addressed
to the Land Tax Commissioner by Mr.
William Haigh, of Ipswich, in reference to
a property in Queen street—

“ 8th Decerﬁber, 1916.

“The State Commissioner of Taxes,
Brisbane.

“Dear Sir,—I enclose a cheque for
£270 19s. and Is. stamps, Assessment No.
A 15076 on Queen street shops, but in
doing so feel compelled to express my
astonishment at your (Goverpment mak-
ing such extravagant and confiscatory
demands on property-owners (for home
consumption only) in contra-distinction to
all other members of the community,
and to give expression to the feeling
that the incidence of this State land tax
seems to be a form of spoliation and
robbery, especially in view of many of
the unavoidable demands made and still
to be made by the Federal Government
more immediately for war purposes.
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“ The following figures, based on this
vear’s asscssment of the Queen street
property taxed under Assessment No.
A 15076, as above, should, I think, give
rise to serious consideration by all mem-
bers of the community, and also more
especiallr by the legislators who are
responsible for bringing about such a.
state of affairs as is herein disclosed :—

Approximate annual
rental for 1916
connected with the
above assessment

State land tax paid

May, 1916 ... £223 5 b

State land tax paid
November, 1916
tate land tax paid
November, 1916,
being a  super
tax, the estimated
value of the im-
provements being
less than 25 per
cent. of the esti-
mated value of
the freehold land

Qtate income tax

paid April, 1916

Federal income tax
paid March, 1916

Federal land tax
paid June, 1916

Estimated fire in-
surance, twelve
months

Estimated mainten-
ance, twelve
months

Estimated munici-
pal and water
board rates and

taxes 121 0 O
£822 3 0 82 0 O
£278 0 0

£1,100 0 ©

214 13 4

556 18 11
33 810
2518 9
80 17 9

39 0 0

28 0 0

Surplus

I calculate that the cffect of the super tax,
which is included in this, will amount to
£125. Taking that off the £278, we find
that there will be £153 left as the result of
the investment in this property, which has an
unimproved value of £16,000. That is the
approximate value placed on this property by
both the State and Federal Governments,
Mr. Haigh further says—

“Jt mayv be further noted, however,
that the above items cover only a parb
of the proposed taxation, as both the
Federal and State Governments have
initiated claims for a further increase of
20 or 25 per cent. on the existing income
tax rates, in addition to which a repatria-
tion tax of 1} per cent. has also been fore-
shadowed. In reply to all this, it may be
urged quite naturally on your own part
that a great deal of this taxation is origi-
nated by the Federal Government, for
which your Government is not in any way
responsible. Well, granted that such is
the case. still, nevertheless, the Federal
taxation s intended to be mainly for war
purposes, and as such has never been
resented, but the Queensland State taxa-
tion is largely for State and other non-
essential purposes, and the enormity of

Mr. Macartney.]
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the land tax imposed, instead of curtail-
ment of expenditure, is, under the cir-
cumstances, Dbitterly resented as extor-
tionate and unjustifiable, more especially
as three-fourths of the State population
are not contributing what they might
reasonably and equitably be expected to
do towards the public revenue. The
irony of the situation is. however, mani-
festly in the fact that the owner is not
allowed to deduct from the assessment
the amount of the tax claimed, and so
may probably be compelled to submit
ultimately to the loss of his or her entire
income.

“The above is not a fanciful, isolated,
or imaginary casc, but is certainly iden-
tical with the financial pressing difficulties
of a large number of property owners,
who have invested in many instances their
savings (often of a lifetime) in city
property as a provision fer old age.

“Surely 1t is a situation that should
appeal to legislators in their onward
present course of extravagant and unjus-
-tifiable expenditure, lightly conceived, but
unveiled, as to its baneful effeets in the
numerous concrete examples daily coming
to light. Another feature that may well
be considered in this connection is the
certain effect of such taxation on the sale
value of landed property. seeing that it
is in consequence gradually becoming
more intere:t-bearing to owners and
unremunerative asan investment, Finally,
as to the extra or super tax of £56
imposed in this assessment. now under
consideration in consequence of the esti-
mated value of improvements not equal-
ling 25 per cent. of the estimated value of
the land, permit me to point out the
injustice and the destructive effect of such
a provision.

“The buildings in this case arve sub-
stantial brick buildings, three stories
high, which occupy the whole of the
Queen street frontage, with a right-of-
way at the rear. The tenants of the
shops will not oceuny the upper floor, and
consequently that flat is let as offices.  If,
however, this building, and many others
similarly affected, were in consequence of
this regulation pulled down and lofty
ones erected as demanded to meet the
case, there would he an entire surfeit of
vacant upper floors and offices in Queen
street, and further difficulties would cer-
tainly arise in raising the necessary
capital on  securities  detrimentally
affected by such taxation. Manifestly,
vou cannot force on the erection of expen-
sive structures in a city bevond the power
of economic occupation, and any attempt
in that direction would certainly bring
about financial ruin to manyv if tried.
Legislators sitting in caucus ought to
have foreseen the utter impracticability
of applying such a theory to city pro-
perties, and it is surely not too much to
ask that there shall he a reconsideration
of the State land tax proposals. with a
view to decreasing its extortionate and
destructive incidence.”

The Income Tax Commissioner’s reply to that
letter was a proper one. He said it was more
a political matter than a matter for him.

The Premizr: Would yon mind reading
the reply of the Income Tax Commissioner
if you have got it?

[Mr. Macartney.
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Mr. MACARTNEY : I have, at any rate,
got the contents of the veply of the Income
Tax Commissioner. He states—

' The points raised were political, and,
therefore, did not concern his depart-
ment.”’

3r. Forey: Is that all he said?
Mr. MACARTNEY : That is quite enough.
The PReMIER: It is @ very proper answer.

My, MACARTNEY : I consider that that
letter provides some matter for the considera-
tion of this House, and for the consideration
of the hon. gentleman. When we remember
that this tax largely was excused on the

ground that it was intended to

[9 p.m.] burst up big estates, and we come

¢+ to realise that these big estates,
the subject-matter of this letter, only amount
to 16 perches, vou can imagine that there is
something wanting in the reason that was
offered in support of that legislation.

The PREMIER: Presumably, an exceptional
case.

Mr. MACARTNEY : That is only a case
which applies in dozen: and dozens of the
streets of Brishane to-day, and can be found
in the large streets of the country towns of
Queensiand. There can be no question about
it. and when one remembers that every £5
of land tax that is taken either from the
farmer or the city owner means a reduction
in the capital value of his property to the
extent of something like £100. one must
remember that every land taxpayer in the
State has got some cause for anxiety and
sorme cause for complaint against the Go-
vernment. The suggestion of the erection of
expensive buildings on the land, which is
convesed in one of the tazation conditions,
has been very clearly answered by Mr. Haigh
in that letter. Even if it could be done,
vou find that the taxation placed upon it
prevents the people raising the money neces-
sary. Suarely the hon. member must see
there is something in the nature of injustice
there! I admit that the letter shows that the
land tax was paid twice in the particular
vear. It is right to point that out: but even
pointing that out the burden falls on the
owner in such a way that I cannot imagine
the hon. member or his colleagues, or the
leading officars of the public service, who
give attention to these matters

The PzrEmier: I can assure the hon. mem-
ber that I would like to let evervbody off
taxation if I could.

AMr. MACARTNEY: The hon. member
may tayv that. I am not going to dispute
that with him at the present moment, but I
say that the hon. member cannot realise that
that is the effect of the taxation on the larger
number of properfies in every city or town in
Queensland, and that he should give con-
sideration to it. )

The PreMier: I admit that there are ex-
ceptional cases, but that is not the general
rule.

Mr. MACARTNEY : T say that is not an
exceptional case, because the cases are so-
numerous as almost to compel the hon. mem-
ber to admit generality. What is the effect
of it going to be? As was stated by the
hon. member for Burrum the other night,
every penny of taxation that is put on the
pecple—it may only be transferring the
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money from one pocket to the other—eventu-
ally comes on the enterprise of the com-
munity and the industrial side of the com-
munity. Surely the hon. member will realise
that the case I have mentioned to-night is
of very frequent occurrence, and one that
requires some consideration, and certainly
.on+ that ought to prevent him putting blindly
a supertax of 2d. in the £1 on people who
are already taxed beyond their capability
to pav. I say again that the hon. member
may vet experience this result—that the legis-
lation of the hon. member and the condi-
tions laid down in the course of administra-
tion will sit so heavily on enterprise in this
country that there will be a reflex action
before long. The Treasurer, in his State-
ment, is particular to say that there is some-

thing he cannot understand: that there is.

something under the surface in connection
with the falling off of the railway revenue.
Is it not possible that this legislation and
administration are affecting enterprise, are
affecting production, anid in the course of
time will seriously affect the Government

finances and the stability of the State?
There are innumerable instances showing
‘that.

Now, we come to the question of the income
tax. I have no objection whatever to any
man or woman who gets £3,000 or more a
vear having to pay his or her share of income
tax. All I can say iz that I wish I was in
that position; I would gladly pay the income
tax, But I say that the income tax should
be levied so as not to interfere with enter-
prise, and it should be imposed in such a
way that the income is caught. as in the
case of the Federal authorities, in the hands
.of the people who receive the income instead
of in the hands of the companies. If you
take the income tax from the company on
‘the gross earnings of the company, you are
only, after all, taking a larger tax than you
would from the individuals who divide that
profit amongst them. I say it is perfectly
justifiable to tax the income of a company,
‘but the income is not justly that of the com-
pany, but of the shareholders, and the proper
method is, as the Federal Government are
doing, to tax it in the hands of the people
who get it and are able to spend it. If they
keep it for purpose of accretion or reserves,
by all means levy a tax on that, but tax
the income so that the incidence of it will
fall fairly on the man according to the
amount of income he receives. I say that the
effect of taxing in this way only results in
interfering with enterprise, and the Govern-
ment have not got to that stage where they
can do without enterprise, if pur State is
-going to be a success.

The Preyier: We are encouraging enter-
prise. (Opposition laughter.)

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. member
‘says he is encouraging enterprise. The hon.
member’s every act is against enterprise.
Clertainly enterprises are going on still, but
‘they are enterprises that are only profitable
~to the individual. They are not of that
character which is profitable for the State.

The Previer: What are you referring to?

Mr. MACARTNEY: I am referring to
‘brief barons, and others of that character.

The P=meuier: The wusual spleen from
“Toowong. I did not think you would get
down to the gutter like that.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
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Mr. MACARTNEY: If the hon. member
would not interject he would not get the
answer.

The PrEmIEr: I was really trying to get
what you were referring to.

Mr., MACARTNEY: You are encouraging
strike enterprises, not encouraging that
general enterprise that is good for the State.

The PREMIER: An insulting slanderer—that
iz all you are.

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

Mr. PAYNE (Mitchel?): It has: been said
to-night that this is one of the most important
debates that could take place in this House,
but listening to a number of members of the
Opposition one has to conclude that they
treated 1t in a very frivolous way indeed.
Quite a number of them never touched on
the Financial Statement at all. They have
launched out in abuse of the Government,
calling them: robbers, and saying that they
arc doing evervthing to kill the industries
of the State. That is about all they can say.
The hon. member for Murilla got up the
other night and started off by calling this
Financial Statement a * financial drunk.”
Why. I could go to the Goodna Asylum and
take the very worst inmate there and put
him in the hon. member’s place and he
would say the same. I asked him where
money was wrongzfully spent and he never
said a word about it. He launched out about
the Public Works Commission, and he was
contemptible cnough to say that members
of that commission had their minds made up
to turn down a railway in his electorate
before they wont to inspect. I sary that a
more contemptible statement could not fall
from the lips of any man.

The hon. member for Murilla distinctly
set out to slarder the chairman of the
Public Works Commission, Mr. Gillies,

member for Eacham. I have no hesitation
in saving that during the whole course of
my lite T have never met a more honoarable
and conscientious man than the hon. member
for Eacham. Members on the opposite side
of the House have risen in their places and
made all manner of extravagant statements
about the Government. I have listened care-
fully to the whole of the debate, and I have
not heard any evidence to show that the
Government have done anything wrong as far
as their finances are concerned. Not one
hon. member has pointed out where the
Government have done anything wrong as
far as the finances of the country are con-
cerned. If the Win-the-war crowd, who are
alwavs preaching patriotism. had any
patriotism in them, they would not be doing
what they are doing at the present time
with regard to the present Government. We
all know that this is the only Labour Govern-
ment in Australia, and that the whole power
of capital and the whole power of every
other CGovernment in Australia have got
this Government set. Look at all the law
cases this Government have been forced
into. The democracy of Queensland should
be very thankful indeed that we have a man
at the head of the Government capable of
handling the affairs of the State as the
present Premier is. Where would the Labour
Government in Queensland be to-day if we
had not at its head a man who has ability
to defend our cases in the highest courts in
theland? Hon. members opposite have talked

Mr, Payne.]
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about the waste of money by the Government,
but they are more responsible for wasting
money than the Government, because they
have forced the Government into litigation.
All the powers of the conservative and
capitalistic class in the Commonwealth are
against the Government.

Let me dwell for a moment now on the
great strike. When speaking on the Address
in Reply the other night, I said that I
believed in peace and that I would like to
see peace among all mankind. But I do
not believe in peace if the workers of this
country have to humiliate themselves to the
position of slaves in order to earn a living.
The shipping companies have been backed
up by the Opposition and the other Chamber
in their attempt to bring the strike from
New South Wales into Queensland. Honest
men must recognise that attempts have been
made to bring that strike here. Why?
Because this is the only State in Awustralia
which has a Labour Government, and because
this is the only Government in Australia
that has settled a strike in a reasonable and
intelligent kind of way. People say that the
unionists will not handle this, and will not
do that. and that unionists will not work
with *““black labour.” I give every unionist
in Australia credit for not working with a
““scab,” not working with a man who would
try to undermine him in earning a living,
and who would make it more difficult for
his wife and children to get the ordinary
comforts of life. The Opposition, the Upper
House, and the Federal Government, have
done everything in their power to bring
chaos into Queensland. Nearly three-fourths
of the men who have enlisted from Australia
are members of some union or another.

Hon. W. D, ArmsTRONG: That is a pure
statement.

Mr. PAYNE : Hon. members opposite and
those they represent howled for the conscrip-
tion of life, and those gentlemen are now
standing up for the strikers in Sydney being
wiped out. Dean Talbot, who put in his time
with the Australians at the front, has said
that he has seen the Australians in every
phase of life, that he has been drawn towards
the bushmen and workers of Australia, and
that 90 per cent. of the men he saw on all the
fronts were unionists. Yet we have this Win-
the-war crowd howling for conscription, and
trying to get able-bodied unionists out of
the country, so that when they are awaz they
may smash up their organisations. That is
what is behind all this. A deliberate
attempt is being made to destroy and burst
up every Labour organisation in Australia
while the big majority of their members
are away fighting for the Empire; and that
is what they call patriotism. I only ask
fair play, and for a reasonable thing, I
am satisfied that it would be an easy thing
to settle this strike if Mr. Hughes or Mr.
Fuller would only show a little common
sense such as was shown by our own Premier.
If they did that, they could easily settle
the strike without humiliating themselves,
and get the wheels of industry moving in a
smooth way throughout Australia. But we
know very well what is behind all their
actions. I believe that a big majority of
the men in Australia who are always pro-
claiming their patriotism would rather defeat
the Labour movement in this countrv than

win the war in which the Empire is now -

engaged. So bitter have they become against
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Labour that they have set out in a definite
way to undermine this Labour Government
and every Labour organisation.

The PREMIER: A campaign of slander.

Mr. PAYNE: Yes, a campaign of slander,

The Premier: That the public are seeing
through.

Mr. PAYNE: While I believe that any
member of the Opposition is perfectly within
his rights in honestly criticising any action
of the Government, I do not think they
should make all manner of unreasonable
statements for which there is not one word
of justification. I have been in this House
for thirteen years, and I have never heard

. a body of men so utterly regardless of facts

and truth as the present Opposition are, so
far as the Government are concerned. The
only explanation of such conduct seems to be
that there is a general election looming in
sight, and they think that by making those
misstatements they are going to gull the
people of the country. I believe that when
the Government appeal to the electors they
will come back with a bigger majority than
they have at the present time,

Hon. W. D. ARMSTRONG : Oh, Ceesar!

Mr. PAYNE: I have travelled over
Queensland a good deal lately, and I claim
to have just as much common sense as the
hon. member for Lockyer, and I can say
that in every centre I have visited through-
out the length and breadth of Queensland the
people are sick and tired of this win-the-war
cry. (Hear, hear!) Men that were ardent
supporters of the Win-the-war party, really
believed that they were going to do some-

thing to win the war more

[9.30 p.m.] quickly than anyone else, and

were carried away by their feel-
ings, but they are now losing that idea. We
have an instance in Western Australia of
the way the pendulum is swinging round.
If vou make inquiries for yourself, you will
find that the farmers of this State recognise
what the Government have done. I have
heard members of the Opposition interjecting
to-night, and I want to get the position into
“ Hansard,” so as to let the farmers read it
and see the dreadful statements hon. mem- -
bers opposite are making. They are saying
that the dairy farmers of Queensland are
selling their herds to pay the land tax.

Hon. W. D. ARuSTRONG : So they are.

Mr. PAYNE: It is a deliberate misstate-
ment. 1 have been through the farming
community in the Bell, Kingaroy, and other
districts, and I have letters in my pocket
from the farmers, telling me that they were
never in a more prosperous condition in their
life, and are quite satisfied with the present
Government. We know that the Opposition
recognise that the farmers are turning away
from them because of the unreasonable and
uncalled-for statements which they are mak-
ing.

Hon. W. D. ArusTROXG : There are farmers
in the Lockyer district coming down here
to take higher wages in Brisbane and leaving
the*~ farms.

Mr. PAYNE: The farmers in the Lockyer
district will wipe the hon. member out next
time. (Laughter.) I say that in a friendly
way. The farmers in the Lockyer district



T:Vli‘l/a’ and Metna:

are organising ab the present time to put the
ken. member out at the next election.

Hon. W. D. ArusTRONG: You do not know
what you are talking about.

Mr. PAYNIE: We have only to wait until
the next gencral election is over to see who
is corroct. The Financial Statement shows
a deficit for the year just paszsed of £253,000.

Hon. J. Tormit: That 1s a mere bagatelle.
(Laughter.)

My, PAYNE: It would be very much
better if the ledger was squared, I will
admit, but if vou take into consideration
what this Government have had to pass
through, the money that it has had to forego
in different directions, owing to the tremen-
dous opposition to their taxation proposals
bath here and in the other House—

Hon. J. ToLuMIE interjected.

Mr. PAYNE: The taxation on incomes

over £3,000 would have greatly reduced this
deficit. Is there anyone bold enough to say

that a man getting an income of over £3,000.

a year cannot afford to pay a little more
taxation at the present time? We have men
in this country who have more regard for
money than for human lives. They care
nothing at all about the lives of the best
men in this country; but when you touch
their pockets they really go mad. Look at
the sgitation we have had all through Aus-
tralia wbout the conscription of life. Have
rou ever read anything. about the con-
seription of wealth? You have never heard
one of the great moneyed people in this
country, who has put money into the war
loan, say that they werc prepared to give
their money without interest. I claim that
the least they could do was to give their
- money without interest; that, if necessary,
they ought to give their money altogether,
and then they would not give as much as the
men who have shouldered their rifles and
gone into the firing line. I know hundreds
of men in my electorate who have left good
billets to take up a rifle at 5s. a day, and
not to make money out of it.
Mr. CarTER: To defend their lives.

Mr. PAYNE: They had a spirit which
drove them to the war, and they are fighting
at the front. After all, the moneyed classes
of this country have very much more to pro-
toot than the working men., We have heard
a lot from the hon. member for Toowong
about the tremcndous taxation on some of
onr city properties. The city property in
Brisbane should pay taxation. I would like
to see the big bulk of the land tax got from
citr property, and the farmers taxed as
lightly as possible. The men and women in
the country, who are rearing big families,
which are going to be our greatest asset, as
we have Jost so many men at the war, should
be let off as much as possible; and the men
in the city who are doing nothing at all, and
who, perhaps, bought their land at a very
small cost and benefited by the construction
of roads and other improvements, should pay
the biggest share of land taxation. As
said before, if this Government had had a
fair deal, there would not have been any
deficit at all.

Hon. J. ToLmie: What do you call a fair
deal ?

Mr, PAYNE: I will give you some reasons
as to what I think is a fair deal. I stated
earlier in my remarks that the * National
Win-the-war Government” are going out
of their way to stifle this Government
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in every move they are making to bring
about peace amongst strikers and normal
conditicns in the State. I find that the
Federal Government have even deducted
between £50,000 and £60,000 per year since
the war started on account of the number of
men who have left this State for the front.
The Commonweaith is supposed to return
25s. per capita for the inhabitants of this
State, and during the first two years of the.
war Queensland has lost about £100,000¢
through their men being away. These men
are considered citizens of the State, and
have their namcs on the roll, but because-
they went into the firing-line the State has
lost that £100,000, and it is estimated that a
cum of £60,000 will be lost to the State
through the absence of these men during-
1917-18. 'The least that the Commonwealth:
could have done was to have paid the State-
on account of the men who have gone to the
front, as their homes are here, their parents
arve here, and they are recognised citizens of’
this State. 1 find, again, that through the
influence of the Opposition in stopping
certain legislation that was proposed by the
Government and which passed through this
Chamber but was defeated in the Legislative
Council—that is the taxing of incomes over
£3,000—that the Government lost somewhere
about £180,000. They also lost between
£40,000 and £50,000 that was to be devoted
out of that sum to repatriation and assistance
to returned soldiers. I also find—through the
actions of the Opposition and their friends
in ancther place—that there is no possibility
of this Government squaring the accounts
of this country unless they turn round and
tax the man on the lowest rung of the
ladder. We have heard a good deal about
the taxation proposals; about what this
Government should have done and what they
should not have done. This Government has
shown good statesmanship in keening things
normal during thsse abnormal times. This
Government is out'ito ftax those people who
arc best able to bear the burden, but there
is no possibility, while the Legislative Council
is constituted as at present, of this Govern-
ment carrying out a policy of progress and
fair play to the people of this country. If
this Government was to bring in a poll tax
of £1 a head on every man in Qucensland
it wounld pass through the Upper House.
Members of the Opposition say they believe
in a poll tax. Is that the kind of taxation
that thev want this Government to bring in?
They will not speak. I want to know from
the leader of the Opposition in what way
he is going to assist this Government to
square the finances of this State during these
troublous times?

Hon. J. Tormig: I will tell you next July.

Mr. PAYNE: I want to know whether
you wish the Government to raise the fares
and freights, or whother you wish the
Government to tax the man on the land. I
ask the Opposition whether they are pre-
pared to help the Government through these
troublous times.

Hon. J. Tormiz: We are not called upon
to help the Government.

Mr. PAYNE: You made a statement, as
leader of the Opposition, at the beginning
of this session of Parliament, that you were
prepared to do your best to help the Govern-
ment over these troublous times.

Hon, J. Toumie: If you come to me in a
1Ioroper way I will give you all the assistance

can.

Mr. Payne.]
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Mr. PAYNE: You must recognise that the
earnings of the railways have been cut down
considerably on account of the tremendous
high cost of materials. You must recognise
that in every other walk of life to-day costs
have increased enormously.

Hon. J. Tormie: If you look at the stores
account you will see that there is not such
a tremendous difference.

Mr. PAYNE: At the present time it costs
more than twice as much as in previous
years to purchase the necessary articles to
carry on that business. Do you deny that?

Hon. J. Tousie: There are a lot of things
that I deny.

Mr. PAYNE: Do you mean to say that
the ordinary rails used in railway construc-
tion are not twice as dear as they were two
rears ago?! Do you mean to say that every
article required during the last year has not
increased in price a hundredfold?

Hon. J. TorLwie: How have I offended you
that you are directing all your remarks to
me personally ?

The PreviEr: There is no one else worth
addressing over there.

Mr. PAYNE: I have heard a good deal
about the mismanagement of our railways
and we have been told that so much ‘could
be saved. I do not know how the railways
are managed, but this Government has only
been in office a little over two years, and if
there is any mismanagement in connection
with the raillways it has been caused by the
previous Government.
this Government to take over such a huge
concern as the Queensland railways and put
them on a different footing in two and a-half
years. The hon. member for Murilla the
other night complained that the workmen
in the Ipswich workshops were allowed a
quarter of an hour each day to wash their
hands, and he worked the cost out at the
enormous sum of £10.000 a year. Will any
member of the Opposition rise in his place
and say that the men working in our Rail-
way Department are getting too much
wages? If I thought they were getting too
much in wages I would say so.

Mr. O’Svirrvan: The hon.
Dalby insinusted it.

Mr. PAYNE: The hon. member for Dalby
stated that the railways were overmanned—
that they were falling over one another; that
it took five men to <lo one man’s work. That
is in keeping with some of the other state-
ments that have fallen from the Opposition.
I would not mind the Opposition making
such statements if they could only substan-
tiate them. It is their business to criticise,
but they have no right to get up and make
incorrect statements of that nature. I do
not believe any Commissioner would keep
five men to do one man’s work.

Mr. Vowres: Why have you appointed a
commission to find out?

Mr. PAYNE: That
appointed to try and undo some of the
wrongs created by previous Governments.
There was supposed to be some leakages in
connection with the railways, and the com-
mission is ocut to try and ascertain where
those leakages are. Those leakages were not
created by the present Government, It is all
moonshine to say that a Government that has
only been in power two and a-half years
could undo a great business concern like the
Queensland railwavs in that short period.
We know very well it could not be done. I
think the Government have done fairly well,
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and had we experienced normal times, no
war, and no drought, this Government would
have shown the people of Qucensland their
capabilities in such a way that there would
never have heen any chance of moving them
from the Treasury benches. They took office
in the very worst period that Queensland has
known, in a period of drought, and war, and
disorganisation of industries created hy the
Tories. The disorganisation of the railways
in New South Wales was deliberately created
by the introduction of the card system, and
ever since that dispute has existed in New
South Wales efforts have been made to extend
it to Queensland in order to cause this Go-
vernment—the only Labour Government in
Australia—as much difficulty as possible.
Some reference was made to the Public
Works Commission by the hon. member for
Murilla—a man who is capable of saying

anything. He has no regard for facts; he
spealkks In a most unscrupulous way, and
makes tremendously rash statements. IHe

talked about the expense of the commission.
I dealt on a previous occasion with his state-
ment sbout the commission going into his
electorate with their minds made up to turn
down the proposed railway from Jundah to
Taroom. I said before that that was a con-
temptible statemrent to make. I would ask
any member on the other side to read the
report of the commission on that line care-
fully, and say whether, from a land settle-
ment point of view, it was possible to make
any other report than we did? The whole
of the evidence proved conclusively that for
the whole distance from Jundah to Taroom
no one would take up any of that land if he
got it for nothing; it was so heavily infested
with prickly-pear. The Denham Government
were respon:ible for that state of affairs.
They purchased Jundah Station for a good
many thousands of pounds, and they
allowed the land to lie there wuntil it
bevame so infested with prickly-pear that

men would ‘not take it up, and those
who did try to clear it had to seek a
living elsewhere dfter spending all their

money in ths endeavour to clear the land of
pear. No common-sense Australian « who
knows the value of land, and who is familiar
with the conditions surrounding land settle-
ment in that district, after rcading the sworn
evidence taken by the commission, could
come to any other conclusion than that we
could not possibly recommend the building
of that railway. In conclusion, I say that, in
soite of all the antics of the Opposition. their
friends in the Upper Hous2, and their friends
in the National Parliamens$, the Government
are going to come out on top. They are
going to prove to the workers of this country
that they are the only Government in Aus-
tralia to-day who have the backbone to stand
up for the workers—the only wealth-pro-
ducers in this or any other country--and when
the time comes the wealth-producers will not
forget them.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported progress, and the Committee obtained
leave to =it again on Tuesday next.

ADJOURNMENT.

The PREMIER : I beg fo move—That this
House do now adjourn. The business on
Tuesday will be the continuation ¢f the
debhate on the Financial Statement, to be
followed by the rest of the business as it
appcars on the paper.

Qrtestion put and passed.

The House adjourned at five minutes to
10 o'clock.






