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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

THURSDAY, 29 NOVEMBER, 1917,

The PrestpENT (Hon. W. Idamilton) took
the chair at half-past 2 o’clock.

MOUNT MOLLOY RAILWAY
EXTENSION.

PRESENTATION oF REPORT OF SELECT COMMITIEE.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon.
A, J. Jones) presented the report of the
Select Committee on the Mount Molloy Rail-
way extension, and moved—That the paper
be printed.

Question put and passed.

QUESTIONS.

SuvccessioN Duries COLLECTED ON ESTATES
OoF PERSONS ON ACTIVE SERVICE.

Hox. T. J. O’SHEA asked the Secretary
for Mines— ’
“1. In how many cases have estate and
succession duties been collected in Queens-
land on estates of persons who. during
the present war. have died on aciive ser-
vics, or as a result of injuries received,
or disease rontracted, on active service,
with the military or naval forces of the
Commonwealth, or any part of the King’s
dominions?
2. What was the total amount of such
duties so collected 77

The SECRETARY FOR MINES replisd—
¢ 1. Total number of estates of deceased
soldiers as<cssed., 308: number exempt
from «duty under Succession and Probhate
Duties Acts and the amending Act of
1915 (Soldier Act), 224 : number of cstates
upont which duty has been paid, 87.

2. £19,812, made up as follows:—
Estate valued at £172,881 paid £14,211;
estate valued at £22415 paid £2,467;
and 85 estates paid £3,134, The generous
exemptions were due to special legisla-
’cxont ,{ecently passed by the Govern-
ment.

ALLEGED Use oF MOTOR-CARS BY (FOVERNMENT
FOR DISTRIBUTION OF  HANSARD.”

Hox. T. M. HALL, in the absence of Hon.
E. W. H. Fowles, asked the Sccretary for
Mines—

“1. How many motor-cars were used or
hired by the Government for the distri-
bution of ‘ Hansard’ in the metropolitan
area on any night of this week?

“2. What was the cost of such motor-
cars?”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES replied—
1. None.
‘2. See answer to No. 1.7

REFERENDTM ON ABOLITION OF LEGISLATIVE
CoTNCIL.

Hox. F. T. BRENTNALL: On a previous
occasion I asked questions with reference to
the cost of the referendum on *he abolition
of the Council, and I was asked to postpone
part of them for snother week. That was
three weeks ago. I was willing to do so In

[COUNCIL.]
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order to give the Minister time to get the
answers, if he could. I would like to know
whether he has the answers ready now?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
further answers to the hon. member's ques-
tions are as follows:—

“(a) Printing, £1,674 17s. 2d.: (3)
advertising, £1,107 15s. 8d.; (¢) halls,
£427 12s. 9d.: (d) telegrams, £817 14s.
8d.: (¢) returning officers and scrutineers,
£2.313 6s.: (/) legal expenses to date,
£922 16z, 2d. 'Total, £7,324 2¢. bd.

“Counsel’s fees in connection with the
‘Upper House cases’ zre being taxed ab
present.

‘T would point out that a local option
pell was held on the same day and iz
responsible for a proportion of the ex-
penditure.”

STATE IRON AND STEEL WORKS BILL.
"THIRD READING.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
MINES, this Bill was read a third time
and passed.

TITLE.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved—
That the title of the Bill be—

“ A Bill to authorise the establishment,
continuance, and carrying on ¢f State iron
and steel works, and other industries, and
for other purposes.”

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : I presume that that
is the title of the Bill as it came here, and
it would have fitted the Bill if we had passed
it in that form. However, we did not pass
it as it came here, but reduced it to a Bill

dealing with coke, iron, and steel. The title
i, therefore, too comprehensive, and cer-

tainly does not fit the Bill as it stands now.
Our clear dutr is to alter it in conformity
with the slterations made in the Bill in Com-
mittee. I think the words ‘‘ and other in-
dustries, and for other purposes,” should
be omitted, but before that, I move the
insertion of the word “‘ coke” after the word
¢ State.”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I
hope the Council will not accept the amend-
ment. In any case, the insertion of the word
“ooke” will not make the title quite suf-
ficient, because last night we approved of
certain amendments, and the title will not be
in conformitsy with the contents of the
Rill if we omit the words “ and other indus-
tries.”” Last night, before the adjournment
for dinner, the Council agreed to insert after
the word “ coke” the words * and associated
procasses,”” and I find that amendment has
not been made, TUntil the Hon. Mr. Leahy
sought to amend the title I was quite pre-
pared to allow the Bill to go back to the
Assembly, where those words could have been
inserted, and then the amendment could have
come back here for our approval.

Hon. P. J. Leany: The Assembly could
not put in any new matter unless it was in
connection with an amendment we made.

Hon. T. J. O’Suna: We offered to insert
that amendment, and vou said we would leave
it over and see if it was necessary.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I
stand corrected. Now that the hon. mem-
ber reminds me, I remember that that is
the case—that just before the adjournment
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for dinner I said that we could recommit the
Bill and insert those words, as we had passed
the place where they should have been in-
serted and we could not go back.

Hon. T. J. O’Sura: Do you think they
are necessary?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I
think they are necessary.

Hon. P. J. Leany: We cannot recommit
the Bill at this stage.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No;
but the Assembly might make the amend-
ment, and the Bill could come back to us
with the amendment inserted.

Hon. P. J. Leany: We can consider it
then if they make the amendment.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I can-
not see the force of the Hon. Mr. Leahy’s
argument. The title is ““ A Bill to_authorise
the establishment, continuance, and carrying
on of State iron and steel Works and other
industries, and for other purposes.’

Hon. P, J. LEauy: We struck out the other
industries.

The SECRETARY FOR MII\JES But
there are many “ other purposes.’’ There is,
for instance, the making of bricks in con-
nection with the manufacture of iron, and
the manufacture of the by-products of coke.
Why all this distrust of the Government?

Hon. P. J. Lrany: Because we have limi-
ted you in the Bill. We might say, if you
like, ““and for other purposes connected
therewith,” although I do not see that that
would be right.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I do
not desire to take up time at this late
period of the session, but I hope the Council
will not agree to the alteration of the title.

Hox. R. BEDFORD: I do not see any
necessity for the alteration of the title, If
we take one particular industry alone which
has not been mentioned in the Bill, but
which comes within the purview of this work
in Queensland, there is the fact that Queens-
land is the only State which is not negligible
with respect to the production of manganese,
and our State works could easily establish
a monopoly in the manufacture of manganese
pig, and, therefore, the wider title is neces-
sary. I think this is quite a vexatious altera-
tion, and I oppose it.

Hown. T. J. O’SHEA : The title of the Bill
will not enlarge the powers granted under
it, but it is a mistake to have a title which
is not truly descriptive of the contents of
the Bill. When the Bill came to us the title
was correct, but it is not correct now. I
really do not see why the Minister should
insist on having an erroneous title to a Bill
which is absolutely confined to the manu-
facture of coke, iron, and steel, or, as the
Hon. Mr. Leahy suggested ¢ and for other
purposes connected therewith,” if you like;
but certainly not “ other industries and for
other purposes.” Clause 12 clearly defines

that, even if every other clause in the Bill .

did not.
Hon. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I quite agree

that the amendment is a vexatious one, and
disagree with the remarks of the Hon. Mr.
(’Shea. Last evenlng we agreed to an
amendment inserting the words “* Steel rails,
angle iron, bar iron, girders, plates, a,nd
such othesr articles as the Governor in
Council by Order in Council may, from
time to time, upon the passing of a
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resolution of both Houses of Parliament,
approve.”” That gives a conditional permis-
sion to widen the scope of the Bill. If we
amend the title now, then it disagrees with
that amendment. It is not going to make
any material difference whether we amend
the title or not, and I hope that it will not
be amended ab this stage.

Amendment (Mr. Leahy’s) agreed to,

Hon. P. J. LEAHY : I beg to move the
omission of all the words after the word
“works ’--namely, ‘“and other industries,
and for other purposes.”

Amendment agreed to.

The title as amended was agreed to, and
the Bill ordered to be transmitted to the
Assembly by message in the usual forme.

PROPOSED SUSPENSION OF STAND-
ING RULES AND ORDERS.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: With
the leave of the House, I would like to move
a motion without notice. I would like to
move that the Standing Rules and Orders.
be suspended for the remainder of the session
to enable Bills to be passed through all stages
in one day. Hon. members know that we
are within two or three days of the end of
the session.

Hon. E. W. H. FowLes : Are you going to
sit on Saturday?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If you
like we will sit on Saturday in order to
finish up business. I can tell hon. members
that there will be no further legislation in-
troduced here.

Hon. P. J, Lesuvy: It will be better if
there is some Bill you are particular about
if 1ylou moved the motion with respect to that
Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: All the
legislation proposed is on the business-sheet
now.

Hon., W. STEPHENS: I object to the
suspension of the Standing Orders in order
to allow four or five important Bills in-
volving taxation to be rushed through.

The PRESIDENT: Order! There is no
question before the House. This question
was dealt with in the early part of the
session, and it will be out of order to move
it again without leave. It can only be done
by leave of the House.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: As there
is some objection to it, I will withdraw my
request.

LAND TAX ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING—RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: In pursuance of an
understanding arrived at when I was speak-
ing on the last occasion, I will continue my
reirarks on the second reading of this Bill.
1 was endeavouring to show that at the pre-
sent time Queensland is the most heavily taxed
State in Australia, and if this Bill is passed,
together with the other taxation measures wo
have_on the paper, we will be much more
heavily taxed than any other State in Aus-
tralia. Speaking from memory, T do not
think there is any land tax in New South
Wales at all. There was some suggestion to
impose a land tax there, but I am not sure

Hon. P.J. Leahy. |
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whether it became law. The proposal was

that if the land tax became law the whole
f the money was to be devoted to the local

autho11t1'~ to keep the roads in repair.

Hon. R. Deprorp: They are on a
drunk in New South Wales.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: They could not be
on more of a loan drunk than the Govern-
ment supported by the hon. gentleman.

Hon. B, W. H. FowiLes: We deserve all
we get.

Hox. P. J. LEAXY : The people who put
them there deserve all they get. Two years
ago we passed for the first time in the his-
‘(o1y of Queen\land a pretty heavy land tax.
Tt 1s well known that strong objections were
taken to it at that time, It has had the
effect of penalising the producers, the very
men we ought to encourage. As a
matter of fact, this tax will operate most
unjustly in connecciion with a very consider-
able number of people, because there must

be thousands of persons who own

[3 p.m.] freehold the prairie value of

which is £2,500 or more; and a
large number of those persons owe on that
land considerable sums of money. A man
may have £10,000 worth of land, unim-
proved value, and may have borrowed
two-thirds of the value of that land, or
£7,000, upon mortgage. Under this Bill, if
it became law, in addition to the ordinary
land tax he would have to pay on that £3.000
2d. in the £1 on the whole £10,000. That
means £8 6s. 8d. per £1,000, or, roughly, over
£3,000 on the £10.000 worth of property
although only #£3.000 worth of that land
actually belongs to the owner, the vest
being practically the property of the mort-
gagee. The Government would, therefore,
take away, not only part of that man’s in-
conze, but also part of his property. If
they do that, I should say that, on a rough
estimate, they would take awar probably
three-fifths of the capital value of the land.
Thuﬁt is not ordinary taxation; it is partial
confiscation.

Hon. R. BrprorD: All taxation is partial
confizcation.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: Not at all. The
Hon, Mr. Bedford evidently does not know
anything about economics. Legitimate taxa-
’r/on——not the kind of taxation that is being
imposed by the Hon. Mr. Bedford’s friends—
is really in the nature of payment for ser-
vices rendered. The Government must poy
judges, and they must psy members of Paz-
liament—at least they do so, though I do not
see the necossity for it—and they must pay
certain other pubhc officers, and to meet that
expenditure 1t is necessary to impcse taxa-
tion. But for this particular tax there are
no_services rvendered. The local authorities
raise the money necewsary to make and im-
prove their roads, and they do that by a
tax on land. This tax is purely and simply
an act of partial confiscation which cannot
be justified.

Hon. ¥. Courrice:
our policy.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : The Hon. Mr. Cour-
tice interjects that this taxation is in accord-
ance with their policy. That may be, buj
because it is in accordance with the policy
of the Labour party, that is no reason why
it should receive the approval of members

{Hon, P. J. Leahy.

loan

It is in accordance with

[COUNCIL.]

Amendinent Bill.

of u,\\ Chamber. Now, I come to a very
big thing which I touchid upon very briefly
when 1 was speaking the other day. We
are at the present time in x war, and may
ot be cut of that war for a consziderable
pericd. The Commonwealth Government have
borrowed several mllhon of money at 4%
per cent., and they must make provision fo
meet their obligations in respect of those
loans, so that Theve must be considerable
taxation imposed before the war is over.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I must ask
hon. members who are engaged In conversa-
tion to contmue their convers: ition in low
tones, us the “Hansard ” staff complain that
they aro embarrassed in their work by the
cenversation,

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: Before this war is
over there must be further loans raised by
the Commonwealth, and we shall also have
to find money to assist in the repatriation of
the returned soldiers and for a variety of
other purposes connected with the war.
There is a limit to the amount of taxation
which any people can stand, and we are
gotting close to the limit in Queens-
land with the taxation imposed by this Bill
and other Bills that are on the paper. If
we were to pass the whole of the taxation
measures thrown at us, there would be prob-
ably no taxable reserve left for the Federal
Parliament, and _they are bound to impose
further taxation in connection with the war.

Hon. R. Beprorp: Would you support
this Bill if it were introduced by the Federal
Governnient ?

Hox. P. ]' LEAXIY: The hon. gentleman
wants to know if I would support this
measure if it were brought in by the Federal
Government. I certainly could not oppose it,
beeruse they must get the morey.

Flon. R. Beprorp: They do not conscript
wealth; they only conscript men.

Tion. P. J. LEAHY: The hon. gentleman
knows that the Federal Government have im-
posed hesvy taxation on the we,althier mem-
bhers of the community. Within the past
few months they have imposed a war profits
tax, and more than twelve months ago they
imposed & Federal income tax and ¢ Federal
land *: with coriain limitations. The hon,
gentleman knows thet money must be found
for the purpese of carrying on the wa

Hon. R. Beprozp: We know that.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : We¢ll, the only way
the Federal Grovernment can do that is to
get the money from the people in the dif-
ferent States. What the other States will
de in the matter of taxation is not my con-
cern. At the present moment wy coneern
is what the Government of Queensiand pro-
posa to do, and T say that, if we pass this
tavaticn and the other taxation measures
submitted by the Government. there will be
very little ‘ta\utlon left to meet the demands
of the Federal Government for war purposes.
Shovld the Federal Government bring in a
measure to raise 1monev, »hould recognise
the necessity for it if the money was to be
used for war purpcies. In that case there
would be nothing for us to do but to pay
the tax. But it is one thing to raise money
for patriotic purposes s=uch as I have men-
tioned, and another thing to raise money
which is squandered by a Government who
have not the most 1ud1menta1v idea of cco-
nemy. I said frankly in my opening remarks
that I was opposed to this measure, and I
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say €0 now, and to put the matter to the
test and have it finally settded ome way or
the other I move as an amendment—

“That all the words after ‘now’ be
omitted, with a VIGW of adding to the
motion the w ords ‘this day six nlonths,
for *the fcllowing reasons:—

“1. In Fs\mualv last the Legislative
COunmi pussed the following motion :—

That in view of the heavy Federal
taxation necessary for war purposes and
of the necessity of economising where
possible this House is of opinion that
the Government of this State should
reducs: expenditure during the balance
of the enrrent year so as to keep within
their income without making any at-
tempt at further moppmtupo and bul-
densome taxation.

‘2. The Government ignored the above
resolution, with the result that there was
? deficit for the year ended 30th June
ast.

3. The proposed super tax imposes a
crushing and unnecessary burden on
furmers and other producers at a time
when every facility should be given for
increased production.

‘“4. The proposed super tax is unjusti-
fiable, inasmuch as the Queensland land
tax is already heavier than that of any
other Australian State, and also because
the Government received in 1916-17 a
revenue of £7,880,893, being £678,235
more than was received in 1914- 15, and
being £681,494 more than the o*{pendl»
ture found ‘neces «ary in the latter year.

5. The present Government, in the
’mel e months ended the 30th June last,

haonged a surplus of £34,791 into a deficit

of £253, 495, and the proposed tax only
offers further opportunity for unwise
speculation and loss to the public Trea-
sury.

6, The Government of this State
(with a larger revenue than ever before)
should be able to square accounts with-
out imposing any additional burden on
the people.

“17. The Federal Government, in order
to raise revenuc for paying interest on
war loans, providing for the repatriation
of returned soldiers, and several items of
expenditure which must be paid out of
revenue, will find it nccessary to levy
further taxation; and, if the present
heavy taxation in Queensiand is increazed
by the State Governmont, there will not
be a sufficient taxable reserve for war
purpcses,

“8. The wclfare of the citizens of
Queensland, combined with motives of
the highest patviotisin, render it obliga-
tory on the Council to reject thiz Bill,
and thus maintain for the Federal Go-
vernment some taxable reserve upon
whizh Federal taxation for war purposes
may be levied.”

The resolution referred to in the amendment
was passed in February last. In conclusion,
I would only sar thet to bring forward a
Taxation Bill of this kind on the very eve of
a general election, and under the circum-
stances I have menmoned is something that
I am quite sure will not commend itself to
this House, and which cannot be defended
before the country. (Hear, heart)

Hox. T. NEVITT: Hon. gentlemen on
#he other side of the Chamber have frequently
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during the present session twitted the Go-

vernment of the duy for having a deficit last

year. What was the cause of that deficit?
Hon. E. W. H. Fowirs: The Government.

Hox. T. NEVITT: The Governmeut of
the day framed their Estimstes and arranged
what ‘they comsidered to be an equitable
scheme of taxation, but this Chamber, in its
wisdom or otherwise, decided to throw it out.
If any commercial enterprise i: conducted
on those lines it must naturally fail. It is
impossible to malke revenue and expenditure
meet if a portion of the revenue is taken
from the Government, and that is what was
done by this Chamber during the past ses-
sion. The Treasurer, when introducing this
measure, stated that the present financial
year would end up with a deficit in round
numbers of about half a million of money. In
order to provide for that deficit he considered
that it was necessary’ to impose extra taxa-
tion, and this is onc of the taxation Bills.
The Hon. Mr. Fowles said that this is one
of a vicious quarterte of Bills, I do mot
know why he should apply such a term ag
that to this Bill.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: It want: to
squeeze the people like a vice—that is vicious.

Honx. T. NEVITT: But the hon. gentle-
man went on further to say in the same
speech that it would only squeeze six people.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: Oh, no!

Hox, T. NEVITT: Further on, in the
same speech, the hon. gentleman said it
would squeeze about half a dozen people.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowtres: First of all; taxa-
ticn always filters.

Hox. T. NEVITT: We will see whether
there is any other authority as to whether
a land tax iz a vicious punclple or not.
What did ¥enry George say on this matter?

An HoxoURrsBLE MEMBER:
taxer.

Hox. T. NEVITT: That makes no
difference to the principle involved. Henry
George said—

“Land is God’s bounty to all, of which
no one can be deprived without being
murdered, and for vhich no one can be
compelled to pay another without being
robbed.”

The position is this:
the wealth of thoss
landowners to-day h

He was a single

that a great portion of
who are large floehold
as been obtained by the
expenditure of public money. We have
spent something over :940.000,000 on rail-
wavs, and abe: b £16,000,000 in other forms
of improvement, such as w\harfagm advances
to local authorities, and #0 on. If $his Bill is
passed it will only be a means of getting
bazk a portion of that unearned increment.
Those who own the property have in many
cases done nothing to improve it themselves'
it has oniv besm improved br the eVpendlture
of public mone‘, I think we have also
spent something like £3.000,000 on immigra-
tion, and, after aH is said and done, what
{“ixe\ value to land but the people? The
Government has spent over £3,000,000 on
immigration, and the expendltule of that
money bhas added considerably to the value
of freehold property.

Hon. E. W. H. FowLEs: Some people who
bought land have lost on it.

Hox. T. NEVITT: I am one of those
unfortunates myself, but the fact remains
that there is property to the value of

£17,000,000 which will be subject to this tax
Hon., T. Nevitt.]
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which will injure nobody, because those on
whom the tax will fall are well able to pay
this super tax of 2d. in the £1. If the
argument advanced by the Hon. Mr. Leahy
were true, then 1 admit some injustice would
be done. The hon. gentleman quoted a
supposititious case of a man who owned pro-
perty to the value of £10,000. The hon.
gentleman said he might have a mortgage of
£7,000 on that property, which would leave
him an interest in that £10,000 property of
only £3,000, and the hon. gentleman con-
tended that that man would be called upon
to pay tax on the full value. If that is the
only argument that the hon. gentleman can
put forward in asking for support, then T
say it is a very lame one. Another state-
ment made by the hon. gentleman was that
the Federal Government would be called
upon to raise a good deal of money in order
to meet the heavy expenditure incurred on
account of the war. That is quite true, but
we as members of this Council have nothing
to do with the Federal Government, and we
must make our own ledger balance.

Hon. A. A. Davry: You must do it by
spending less in bad times.

Hox. T. NEVITT: The party which the
Hon. Mr. Davey is supporting at the present
time is not in power, but whether they are in
power or out of power, it seems that they
want to run the ecountry in the way they
think best. We must give the Government
some credit. The people were behind them
when they were elected, and it is their busi-
ness to run this country. If the business is
not condueted in a manner satisfactory to a
majority of the pcople of Queensland then
there always comes a day of reckoning, at
the very least once in three years. 1t is
not for this Chamber to put the Government
in a difficulty such as will be the case if the
amendment is carried.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: The Bowser party
in Victoria are the economy party.

Hox. T. NEVITT: Victoria is in no better
position than we are. In Victoria there has
been a Liberal or a Conservative Govern-
ment in power ever since its inception, and
they have a greater accumulation of deficits
than any other State. That reminds me of
another statement made by the Hon. Mr.
Leahy, which has no foundation in fact. He
said that Queensland at the present time had
the heaviest land tax of any State in Aus-
tralia.

Hon. P. J. Leauy: I think so.

Hox. T. NEVITT: The Commissioner of
Income Tax does not think so, and I pre-
sume the hon. gentleman will accept his
figures.

Hon. P. J. Leany: Let me see the thing
itself.

Hon. T. NEVITT: It is in the report of
the Commissioner of Income Tax. Under
Table G he gives a statement of the amount
of land tax collected in the various States
of Australia and New Zealand.

Hon. P. J. LEauY: That is not the thing;
New Zealand has a greater population.

Hox. T. NEVITT: New Zealand has a
censiderably less arca of country than we
have here. Population is one factor, but
it is not everything.

Hon. P. J. Lreany:
per pound ?

{Hon. T. Nevitt.

What is the rate

[COUNCIL.]

Amendiment Bill.

Hox. T. NEVITT: The hon. gentleman:
quoted the figures just to suit himself.

Hon. P. J. Leiny: That is what you do.

Hox. T. NEVITT: I am doing nothing of
the kind. The hon. gentleman made a bald
statement and that statement is nct borne
out by this return.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowies: Take the rate
per pound. In Victoria it is a halfpenny.

Hon. T. NEVITT: I forget what the
area of New Zealand is, but, roughly speak-
ing, we have 600,000 square miles in Queens-
land.

Hon. P. J. Lesny:
per pound.

Hox. T. NEVITT: We have only alienated,
roughly speaking, about 5 per ceni. of our
lands, yet, in spite of that. therc is freehold
property to the value of £17.000,000, subject
to this Aect, showing that the land is of
considerable value, and practically of the
same value per acre as it is in New Zealand.

Hon. P. J. Leagy: Tell us how much in
the pound the tax is in New Zealand?

Hox. T. NEVITT: I am making my
specch 1 my own way, and I am refuting
the statement of the hon. gentleman when
he said that Queensland has the highest land

Tell us the rate

‘tax of any State in Australia.

Hon. P. J. Leany: I did not say that.

The PRESIDENT : Order! The Hon. Mr.
Nevitt has the floor, and he should be allowed
56 make his speech in his own way.

Hox., P. J. LEAHY : I rise to a point of *
crder. The Hon. Mr. Nevitt is grossly mis-
representing what I said. I do not propose
to give my rcasons, as probably I would not
be in order. PBut that is the reason why I
interrupted.

Hox. T. NEVITT: If I have misunder-
stood the hon. gentleman, I am prepared to
withdraw anything I said. I certainly under-
stood the hon. gentleman to say that Queens-
land at the present time collected more from
the land tax than any other State in Aus-
tralia. )

Hon, P, J. Leanv: No. I said the rate
per pound was greater, and so it is,

Hon. T. NEVITT: Another statement
made by the Hon. Mr. Fowles was as
follows :-—

“The Government are sweeping the
corners of men’s pockets, taking the gold
fillings from hollow teeth, and coppers
out of the children’s money boxes.”

Is it a fair thing to treat a measure of this
kind in such a flippant manner?

Hon. . W, H. Fowres: It is not flippant
when you come to the succession and stamp-
duties. They rob the coffins there.

Hox. T. NEVITT: The hon. gentleman
charged the Government with robbing the
children’s money boxes, and I can only say
that that is a flippant manner in which to
deal with this serious subject. Some hon.
gentleman asked the question why the Go-
vernment required this extra taxation. That
is a reasonable question, and I think I have
a reasonable reply. It is this. The present
Government have had an increased railway
expenditure of £445,006. That is practically
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as much as the estimated deficit this year.
“Why have they had that increased expendi-
*ure of £445,0007

Hon. G. S. Curtis: It is an unjustifiable
expenditure at the present time.

Hox. T. NEVITT': As to whether it is
justifiable or not, you have to go to the
president of the Arbitration Court.

Hon. G. 8 Curtis: He is not infallible.

Hox. T. NEVITT: What I want to point
out is that for the present year, 1916-17,
“the Government will have to pay for the
-managenent of our railways £445,000 more
than was paid for the management of the
railways at any previous time.

Hon. F. T. Brextxain: That is because
“they put it on.

_ Hown. f. NEVITT: I want to explain how
st was vut on, and I would like to know if
hon. gentlemen are against its being put on.
It is a well-known fact that for very many
years *the ordinary rate of wages paid to
artisans and others employed in the Railway

. Department was  considerably

[.30 p.m.] less than that paid in any other

State in Australia. That is the

reason why, when they went to the Arbitra-
“tion Court, they got something like justice.
Is that not sufficient to convince any man
that this taxation is necessary to find the
money to pay those men?
_Hon. E. W. H. Fowwes: Didn’t you vote
for the Many Peaks-New Cannindah Rail-
‘way, which would return & per cent., and
would not that add to the Jeficit?

Hox. T. NEVITT: The Many Peaks
Railway has nothing to do with the deficit,
because that line is not being built. I am
speaking of the general administration of
the railways. Wil any hon. member say
“that the railway men are getting more than
they ought to get? .

Hon. E. W. H. Fowtrrs: Some of them

-are earning more and some of them are
earning less than they ought to get.
. Hox. T. NEVITT: According to that
interjection, on the average they are getting
just_about what they are entitled to. Then,
again, the (}oxyernment have incurred an
extra expenditure of £64,000 on education.
Surely the hon. member does not wish thab
wote to be cut down. Those two items amount
to over _ESOO.(‘C’J, and the Government are
only asking for an additional £496,000.

Hon. A. A. DavEY: What about the State
station=, State butchers’ shops, and State
“pubs”?

Hox. T. NEVITT: It will be time enough
‘to discuss all those things when they come
before us. I think I have made out a reason-
able case as to the nccessity for this extra
taxation wo far as the Hon. Mr. Fowles is
concerned. That hon. gentleman also said that
the tax would be oppressive, and that we
propesed to put all the burden of taxation
on half a dozen man. If therc is anything
in that statement, it means that, if this Bill
is passed, half a dozen men are going to
pay the coxtra taxation. Vet the Hon. Mr.
Leahy said that thousands upon thousands
of farmers will be affected by this tax. Now
which of thosc hon. members, both of them
sitting on the same side of the Chamber, are
we to believe?

Hon. K. W. H. Fowies: You will find
the exact figures on nage 3 of the report of
the Commissioner of Taxes for last year.
“That will settle the dispute.

[29 NoveEMBER.]
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Hox. T. NEVITT: Which of the state-

ments is true?

Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: Both. No man
is going to pay the tax if he can pass it on.

Honx, T. NEVITT: I find from Appendix
B of the Commissioner’s report for the year
ended 30th June, 19817, that the total num-
ber of farmers, fruitgrowers, ete., who paid
income tax during the year 1916 only
amounted to 3,893. That is the total num-
ber of farmers who paid income tax on
incomes over £200 per annum. No one will
have to pay this tax unless the unimproved
value of his land is over £2,500, so, if you
cut down the number of farmers who are
paying income tax by 20 per cent. or 30
per cent., what becomes of your thousands
and thousands of farmers who are going to
pay this tax?

Hon. G. 8. Curris: Then you want to
make those few people pay the £450,000 to
the railway men?

Hox. T. NEVITT: Every hon. member
must admit that, if this Bill is passed, it
will be the means of breaking up large, un-
improved estates. A great part of that land
is adjacent to railways and is at present
under cattle or sheep, and, in many in-
stances, it can be used to better advantage.
If this Bill is passed, in all probability those
estates will be cut up. It is a well recog-
nised fact that the larger the westate the
smaller the amount of improvements put
upon the land by the owner.

Hon. P. J. Leany: There is a super tax
under the Land Tax Act of 1915 for bursting
up purposes.

Hox. T. NEVITT: According to Table C
in the second annual report of the Commis-
sioner of Taxes, the average percentage of
the unimproved value to the improved value
in land having a taxable value of £500 to
£999 iz 45.1. The percentage in the case
of cstates valued at from £30,000 to £49,999
is 60.6. I maintain that one of the cffects
of this tax will be that landowners will have
to disgorge a great deal of their holdings,
thereby enabling men to get land within a
reasonable distance of a railway and to get
their products to market at. a reasonable
cost, And where you get more population
you get increased revenue through the rail-
wars and through the increased value of
‘rown lands and in many other directions.
so that this tax will not have any bad
influence. I wish to read another quotation
from Henry George—

“That God has intended the State to
obtain the revenues it needs by the taxa-
tion of land values is shown by the same
order and degree of evidence that God
has intended the milk of the mother to
be intended for the nourishment of the
babe.”

Hon. A. A. Daver: What did Henry
George know about what God intended to
do?

Hox. T. NEVITT: The hon. member who
interjects knows that no one can live with-
out the product of the land. and. when the
Supreme Ruler provided the atmosphere to
breathe, he also provided the land on which
to live, and bhoth air and land should be
equally free to every human being. Every
hon, member who has any respect for himself
or for his own family cannot help but
endorse those sentiments. I consider this tax
is a just one. I could go on for a consider-
able time longer, but I know there is a

Hon. T. Neviit.]
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general desire to close the session in a day
or "two, and therefore I shall postpone my
remarks till some future occasion. If the
amcndment is carried, I suppose we shall
have snother oppoltumtv of considering the
question at some future date, and I may
then be able to give a few more facts to

show why I consider a super land tax
desirable.
Howx. G. 8. CURTIS: The Hon. Mr.

Nevitt has practically acknowledged that this
propesed tax, and no doubt the proposed
income tax, are to be levied to make good
the £450,000 increase in the wages of the
railway servants. When speakm‘f on the
second reading of the Bill, I expressed the
opinion: that that was the object of this
Bill. This is distinctly a class tax that the
Government seek to impose on a few land-
owners and payers of income tax. There are
something like 24,000 payers of land and in-
come tax in Queeusland, and it is from that
limited number that the Government seek to
obtain the money to make good the increased
wages paid to the railway service. This is,
therefore, practically a subsidy to be pmd
to their own supporters and to be taken out
of the pocketz of a comparatively few indi-
viduals  With regard rto the increases to
the railway men, I think I am safe in saying
that, if the management of the railways and
the wages to be paid to he 1&]1'“<LV em-
plovees had been ,off iri the hands of the
Commissioner and his deputies, there would
not have been any such increase as £450.000
given at the present time, because I do not
think the circumstances justified it. The
fact that therc was at the time a deficit of
some £750.000 on railways shows that that
large incrcase is not justified. T believe I
am right in saying that the Deputy Commis-
sioner in the Central division guve evidence
before the Arbitration Cleurt in opposition to
the claims of the men to such an enormous
increase. That increase was basad on a case
made out by some witnesses on the strength
of abnormal conditions. If that increase was
not_justified, why should the payers of land
and income taxcx be called upon to make it

good? It should be levied on the general
COnlnAllnltV

Hon. R. BEDForD: Poll tax them.

Hox. G. 8. CURTIS: Why not? VYou

have the authority of John S*u'm: Mill and
other great palitical economists ir: support of
a poll tax. A few vears agoe a professor of
‘e(’onozal' s at the Sydney University said
that it would be a very good thing if every-
one in the community oon‘(mL uted \omethmw
direetly to the revenue in order thas +hty
might feel some degree of zesponsibility so
far as the finances of the country were con-
cerned.  What responsibility can people feel
who are ~pond‘uv other people’s money and
contribut notiiing *to the Treasury? It
is said that land values are caus od by Go-
vernment expenditure, and we have been
favoured "'nh the views of llenry George,
but Henry George is not now accepted as
infallible  on the subjoct.  Distinguished
economists since his day have shown that his
doctrine it not sound. A little while since
I was recommended to 1‘0'\d a little work by
Professor Raleigh on The Fssence of Go-
vernment and Reonomics,” snd I sont to
England for it. He =ays ‘that the socialists
doctrine might have be@n all right when the
human race was living in a primitive state,
but under civilisation and with the advent of
science and all that kind of thing land has

[Hon. T'. Nevitt.

[COUNCIL.]

Amendisent Bill,

beesme an article of commerce.  According
to him, and is of pr=cious little value untit
capital and labour have neen hestowed upon
it. It is evident that the Government of this
State in pursuance of their objective, which
is the nationalisation of everything, think
thai taxetion is a good thing. We do not
believe in that; we are mdwxdualis‘;, and
we consider it a very bad thing. We con-
sider that the more lightly a people are
taxed the better it is for the country. Mem-
bers opposite, and those who think like the
Government, believe the very opposite; they
believe that taxation is a good thnmT in
itself. I affirm, and I am support\“d in my
contention by the highest authoritiss, that it
is a great evil, and that the more lightly a
people are taxed the better it is for the
country. If the increase of £480,000 in the
railway expenditure is justified, then that
money should come out of the pockets of the
general community, and not out of the
pockets of a section of the community. This
land tax is sought to be justifiec] on the
ground that all properties under a certain
value will be exempt, hut I would point out
that if the larger estates are reduced in value
by the super tax. the smaller estates will
also be reduced in value, and that will make
the country poorer. The tax will depreciate
and reduce the value of land to the indi-
vidual., and that means that it will also re-
duce the value of land as a national asset.
Why should you wish to penalise unduly
people who have chosen to invest large sums
of mones in land? Is it not a vood thing
to induce prople to come here and invest
their money aud engage in industrial enter-
prises? If private individuals had not done
that in the past, where should we be to-day?
There would be no necessity for a Parliament
in Queensland. The Government and their
sapporters seek to discourage those people
by excossive penal taxation such as this.

Hon. R BEDFORD: We are only turning
down a few of them in the interest of the
community.

Hox. . 8, CURTIS: T have had a good
deal to do with freehold properties, and have
carried on a very large business in land for
many vears, and I know that people fight shy
of investing their monev in a country where
the policy of the Government is in the direc-
tion of increasing taxation on property, more
especially on landed property. Such taxa-
tion makes the individual! poorer, and it
meukes the whole commununity poorer; there-
fore, it is a bad thing. A deputation repre-
0 tmq the public sevvice, headed by Mr.
ole, waited upon the Premier the other
day fo protest szainst officers whose salaries
were £300 and n])wards being debarred from
appealing to the Arbitration Court. The
Premior asked where the money was to
come from, snd one of the deputationists,
senting the Education Department, I
. agked him, “ Clan vou not devise some
ceneral tax which will provide the necessary
funds>’  The Premier did not make any
replz to that question. It is a somewhat
difficult problem I admit, but the Govern-
ment shouid faece it. There are lots_of men
VVOII\ID”‘ in shearing sheds in the Western
district who are far better able to make a
contribution to the revenue than many clerks
and other persons engaged in me Lmnhle life
in the towns, and maintaining wives and
families, and ye! they make no contribution
to the revenue. It is a most scandalous state
of things when vou come to think about it
Nearly 97 per cent. of the total populatior:
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of Queenzland are going scot-free and making
no contribution to the revenue, and the other
& per cent. of the population are called upon
to bear the whole brunt of taxation.

Hon, W. H. DemAINE: Because they have
everything in their hands,

Hox. G. 8. CURTIS: Look at the wages
the sugar workers are able to earn. I heard
it statad here the other dar that some men
earn £3 a dav, and that other men are carn-
ing £5 and £6 per week. Those men con-
tl‘lb}lte nothing to the revenue, and they
ought to coniribute to the revenue. John
Stuart LIl sazs it would be an advantage
to the whole community if a direct contri-
bution was made to the revenue by everw-
body, except the poorer classes. It has been
said that there should be no taxation with-
out representation, but John Stuart Mill laid
down the doctrine that there should be no
reprezentation without taxation. The hon.
member who has just sat down addressed
himself to this question from the socialistie
point of view and from the Henry George
point of view. I have addressed myself to it
from the individualist point of view, and
have pointed out that Professor Raleigh has
said that land has now become an article
of commerce. The owners have to pay a

Federal tax, a State tax, and a local authori-

ties tax; and if there are many more taxes
imposed upon them they will be taxed out
of their propertr. If a demand for in-
crzased taxation emanates from the Federal
Government for war purposes, we recognise
that such tax is nccessary in the interest
of Aunstralia and the Empire, and that it
will be an emergency tax and not a per-
manent tax. I do not think it is necessary
to add anything further to the debate.

Hoy. H. LLEWELYN: There is no sub-
ject dearer to my heart than the taxation
of unimproved valucs, because T think that
must be the basis of all taxation. Every-
thing is got from the land, and the land
should bear the burden of taxation. With
regard to the super tax, in my opinion it is
not a super tax, but simply an increase inm
the land tax on a certain class of people.
It has been stated here by the Hon. Mr.
Curtis and other hon. members that a land
tax is unfair. The Hon. Mr. Curtis quoted
from Adam Smith and John Stuart Mill.
From my reading of John Stuart Mill, I
maintain that if he were living to-day he
would be sitting with the members on this
side of the House. *

Hon. A. A. Davey: No fear!

Hox. H. LLEWELYN: VYes. I think
John Stuart Mill laid down certain proposi-
tions that this Government are carrying out
righteously and justifiably. I remember the
time in the town where I was born when
vou could not get a bit of land. We ought
to be thankful that with the evolution of
civilisation that kind of thing is passing
away. We now want something better for
our children, and we are not making a fight
for ourselves only, but are making a fight
for posterity in imposing this kind of taxa-
tion. The object of this taxation is two-fold
—to make land cheap, and to bring in
revenue to enable the Government to carry
out their great work-—and it is not wise on
the part of hon. gentlemen to defeat the

[29 NoveEmBER.]
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aims of the Government when their objects
are in touch with the progress of humanity.
I hope that hon. gentlemen will make up
their minds to assist the Government, be-
cause they are developing those principles
which tend to help the poorer classes of
humanity. In the cighteenth century, only
the landlords were represented in the Eng-
lish Parliament. The manufacturers were
not represented, and the result was that
Parliament imposed taxation through the
Customs, and that led afterwards to the
great battle between freetrade and protec-
tion. We have to fight the landed interest,
which is well represented on the other side
of the House, who are trying t# defeat
legislation which will tax wealth for the
good of humanity,

Hox. A. A. DAVEY: I do not mean to
say very much on this Bill. My objection
to the measure is that this is not an oppor-
tuné time to put increased burdens on the
people of Queensland. We shall have to face
very great taxation in the future. Perhaps
none of us can realise what that will be,
but it is certain that it must be considerable.
I am speaking now of taxation by the Com-
monwealth to pay the cost of fighting the
battle against autocracy in its worst form
and securing the defeat of an enemy who,
should thev be victers, would reduce Aus-
tralia and its prospects to sbsolute dust. If

the Germans win this war, Aus-

4 p.m.] tralia will exist no longer as we

have known it in the past. All
advanced thinkers have looked to Australia
as being the continent wpon which there
would be built up a civilisation and a con-
dition of affairs which would reflect honour
to the whole of the human race. All these
hopes will be absolutely gone. The unfor-
tunate part of it is that the present Govern-
ment do not secem to realise that there is a
war being carried on.

Hon. W. H. DeMAINE: Oh, yes.

Hox. A. A. DAVEY: My honest convie-
tion i that they are influenced by some
ulterior motive, or else they are ignorant
of the fect that a war is going on.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The
sentleman must keep to the auestion.
not a question of the war.

hon.
It 18

Hox. A. A. DAVEY: This is a question
of taxation, and T am opposed to the taxa-
tion, in view of the taxation that we, as
citizens of the Commonwealth, will be called
upon to pay in order to meet our liabilities
incarred through the war. I do not think
that is ous of order. My objection to this
tax is that the people are not able to bear
this increased taxation, in view of the cer-
tain tax thet will come upon them from
Federal sources, and not onlz are the people
unable to besr this tax, but it is unncces-
sary at the present time. Are we going to
allow the Government to buy cattle stations,
and to go in for all sorts of speculations,
and all sorts of business transactions, which
must prove unprofitable, if we are to jndge
br what has taken place in other States?
The onlr wav ther can get the money to go
in for these things is by increasing the taxes
ou the people, and this is not the proper
time to increase taxation.

Hon, G. 8. Cvrrs: It is only a few of the
people who will pay.

Hon. 4. 4. Davey.,
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Hon. A. A. DAVEY: I do not care
whether it is a few of the people or all of the
people. If it were necessary it might be
justifiable if all the people were called upon
%0 pay. If the Government are not able
Yo square their accounts it is because of their
utter lack of commercial ability, and they
are not fit for the positions which they hold.
We are not justified in giving our support
to further taxation on this already over-
burdened State in order to make up for the
mismanagement of the affairs by the present
Government. A lot of people have talked
about this tax only affecting the people who
are wealfhy. That shows the absolute ignor-
ance of hon. members on the other side.
We have heard this afternoon all about the
unearned increment, and about Henry
George’s theory. Henry George favoured
a single tax, and it is not proposed by any
hon. member on the other side to confine
ourselves to a single tax.

Hon. T. Ngvirr: His remarks stand as
true to-day as ever they did.

Hon. A. A. DAVEY : In my opinion, they
never were true., If Henry George had lived
a little longer in the world he would have
altered his opinions

The SecrETARY rFOR Mixes: If he were in
this Council he would be on our side.

Hox. A. A, DAVEY: If he were alive
he would not be in this Council at all, and
if he were I am absolutely certain that he
would not be sitting over there. I do not
own any land worth £2,500, so it does not
affect me. I am a freelance, and anything
I may say in this House may be taken to
be in the interests of the people, because I
have no axe to grind. Hon. members oppo-
site tryv to make the people believe that be-
cause a man is possesied of land of a value
of £2,500 he must have come by it dis-
honestly, and that he has put the whole
of the increased value into his pocket. Thab
is absolutely absurd. Hon. members oppo-
site know perfectly well that land is passing
from hand to haad all the timre.

"Hon. W, H. Devmaxe: It is increasing in
velue all the time.

Hox. A. A. DAVEY : Of course it is, and
the person who, unfortunately, happens to
ko in possession of a piece of land worth
£2.500 has to pay the land tex.

Hon. W. H. Demaxe: Thst is his mis-
forture,

Hox. A. A, DAVEY: He may not have
made anvthing out of that property, as it
mav have passed through, perhaps, 100 hands
before it reached him.

Hon., W. H. DeMAINE:
swindling.

Hox. A, A, DAVEY: He has not been
swindling at all.  Hon. nvembers opposite
tallk about swindling and robbing—it shows
their absolute ignorance.

Hon. W. H. DEMAINE:
wisdom in the world.

Hox. A A, DAVEY: You have not very
much,

Hon. W. H. Devaize: If I have not as
much as you, then I am very poverty stricken
indeed.

_Hov. A. A, DAVEY: You can put your
little speach up when I have finished.

The SECRETARY FOR MiNes: What about
having 1t out on the green?

[Hon. 4. 4. Davey.

He has been

You have all the
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Hon. A. A. DAVEY : I am feeling fit for

that. I could even wrestle with Huns, and
this is mnot unlike wrestling with Huns,
either.

The PRESIDENT: Order! This cross-
firing across the Chamber must cease. The
hon. merncber must continue his speech, and he
must be allowed to do so without interrup-
tion.

Hox., A. A. DAVEY: If a man happens
to be in possession of £2,500 worth of land,
hon. members opposite infer that he has
come by it dishonestly, or if not dishonestly,
then he has become possessed of something
at much less than its real value, because the
State has spent some money. That is non-
sense. 'There are numerous farms in this
State worth £2,500. There are any number
of properties in this city that are worth
£2,500, and a great deal more. The people
who are in posseszion of those properties have
not made any cnormous profit out of therc.
As a matter of fact, they cannot get a re-
turn that will even cover the present taxa-
tion. Is that a just thing or a fair thing?
Take certain sections of the city where there
are old, dilapidated, out-of-date buildings.
Someone comes along and buvs this property,
pulls down the old rookeries, and erects a
very fine building on it like the magnificent
buildings we see all around Brisbane to-day.

Hon. H. C. JoxEes: Profiteering does that.

Hox. A. A, DAVEY: Profiteering ! Will
the hon. gentleman only get a little common
sonse? Talk about profiteering; the people
who buy properties to-day and erect fine
buildings are profiteering! The hon. gentle-
man does not know what he is talking about.
The inference is that the man who owns a
piece of land is necessarily an enemy to the
working olass,

An Hoxouraste Meuser: That is imagi-
nation.

Hox. A. A. DAVEY:

crowd state openly.

Hon. W. H. Dryvarse: That used to be
vour crowd. You were one of the strongest
advocates of the sort of thing that you are
dencuneing now. :

It is what your

Hox., A. A, DAVEY: The hon. gentleman
sayvs I was one of the biggest advocates of
this kind of thing.

Hon, W, H. Dryuxe: You were one of
the grestad socialists on the roll

Hox. AxA. DAVEY : T held certain ideas,
and I hold those ideas to-day. I am pre-
pared to discuss them with any member of
the Opposition or anvbodr they like to
appoint on any bplatform. I have not
changed my platform, but the hon. gentle-
man’s friends have changed their platform.
The party to which the hon. gentleman be-
Iongs started out with a very mnoble and
beautiful platform, to which I subseribe like
anv other common-sense man. I, in my
infaney, thought that the party to which the
hon. gentleman belongs were sincere and
honest in their protestations, and one of the
most painful things that [ have ever had to
do in my life was to dissociate my moral
support from them—I never had an official
connection with them-—when I found they
were prostituting those noble ideas and using
them for the very worst purposes. I am
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wopposing this Bill because I do not believe
‘that this Council would be justified in assist-
ing the Government to impose any increased
taxation whatever. As far as I am concerned,
I am opposed to any increased taxation in
this State at the present time in view of the
‘extravazance of the Government, and in view
also of the possible taxation that will come
upon us in the future. As far as I am con-
<cerned, I will not be a party to giving the
Government power to increase the taxation
by one iota during this session. They are at
the end of their tether. They have to go to
the country very shortly, and if the country
like to s=end them back the country will have
‘to take the consequences, but in the meantime
I am not going to be a party to assisting this
Government to impose this absolutely unjust
faxation on the people.

Hox. ¥. McDONNELL: The speech of
the Hon. Mr. Davey was rather a surprise to
me, because the hon. gentleman at one time
was one of the most ardent advocates of land
taxation, and I must admit that I am sur-
prised at the remarkable change in the hon.
gentleman. Beiled down, his argument comes
to thiz: that he is opposed to this Bill
because he is opposed to any increased taxa-
$ion at the present time. That is the only
%ﬁ%ﬂln‘“nt he adduced in opposition to this

ill.

Hon. W. Sr1EPEENS: A very good one.

Hox. F. McDOGNNELL: It may appear a
good cne to the hon. gentleman, but it is
not a logical one. The hon. gentleman must
know that any Government carrying on the
business of the country must look to some
means to pay their way. And to what sources
can they look?

Hon. A. A. DAvEY: Practise economy.

Hox. F. McDONNELL: To what source
can they look better than to a tax on land—
land that is being enhanced in value every
day without any offort at all on the part of
the owners? Take the sugar lands owned
by the Hon. Mr. Gibson and sugar lands in
other parts of this State. ILook at the value
of those lunds to-day compared with what 1%
was ten years ago.

Hon. W. STEPHEINS:
himself,

Hox. F. McDONNELL: The hon. gentle-
man need not tell me that those lands have
advanced in value simp]yngecause of the im-
provements put on the la

Hon. W. S1EPHENS : Of course they have.

Hox, F. McDONXNELL: You arc the first
that I have heard use that argument. Take
our city lands. Our city lands have materially
increased in value through no effort on the
part of the owners. Hon. members cannot
tell me anything about the enhanced value
of city lands, because I have had to pay the
advarred value myself. I have had to pay
portion of the edvanced value in the way of
rvent, and I have had to pay the advanced
value when I purchased city lands. I can
give instances where I have had to vay a
very large premium on city land although
the cwner of that land never did anything
to enhance its value. The value was created
by the cfforts of those surrounding it. There
can be no denying the fact that the com-
munity has increased the value of both town
and country lands, .

Hon. E. W. H. Fowtres: On that prin-
ciple shou'd vou not tax businesses which
have been built up by the work of the com-
muntty 7

He developed them
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Hox. F. McDONNELL: Businesses pay
a very large amount of taxation; and just
as in connection with land taxation, so in
the case of businesses, taxation is passed on
to the purchaser. After all, unless a man’s
land is valued at £2.500 he will not have
t¢ pay this super tax; and on the value of
£2,500 the additional tax will only amount
to about £20. ’

Hon, G. 8. Curris: That will be & heavy
burden to many people, especially those whose
properties are encumbered.

Hon. F. McDONNELL: Quite so, and a
mortgage is a heavy burden. Buf there are
heavy burdens imposed on business people
quite outside land taxes., I am connected
with a company that owns a fair amount of
land. I think our land is valued at £8,000
or £10,000, and we will have to pay this
tax, but we are prepared to do so, because
we realise that we are living in abnormal
times. 'There are hundreds of others who
are also prepared to pay this taxation. It
seems to me that the man who has the most
land and who is the best able to pay is the
man who squeals the most. It I1s evideng
that the wealthier a man is, particularly if
his wealth is in land, the more he is dis-
inclined to pay a fair amount of taxation
to the State.

Hon. G. S. Cyams: You should encourage
him to increase his wealth if he gets it
honestly.

Hox. F. McDONNELL: I would not dis-
courage him at all. I believe in every man
malking as much as he can make legitimately
and fairly; but I think he should pay his
fair quota of taxation tc the State. The
land is about thes only source to which the
State can look for additional taxation. The
Hon. Mr. Curtis spoke about 97 per cent.
of the people not paying any taxation; but he
should remember that the wharf labourer,
who is earning £4 a week and has a family
of seven or eight, is actually paying more
in indirect taxation through the Customs
than the hon. gentleman himself.

Hon. &. 8. Curris: To the Federal
Treasury—not to the State.

Hox. F. McDONNELL: I certainly agree
with the suggestion that has been made here
to-day that we should only have one authority
in Australia imposing taxation. I do not
go so far as to advocate unification, but
some system should be adopted whereby we
should “have only one income tax and one
land tax. When the hon. gentleman says
that the working clesses pay practically no
taxation he is not so logical as he generally
is when speaking on some constitutional

«tion. He must not ignore the fact that
rect tavation i many times greater than
direct taxation, and that indirect taxation
falls more heavily on the poorer clasges of
the community than on the wealthier classes.
The Hon. Mr. Daver spoke of philanthropic
landowners who come into ‘a city and erect
palatial buildings on the site of old slums,
But do we find many of these pocket
philanthropists ?

Hon. W. STEPHENS:
was done for profit.

Hox. F. McDONNELL: He admitted it
very reluctantly, He tried to give hon.
members the idea that the gentlemen who
ercct these palatial buildings do so from
philanthropic motives, Do we not know

Hon. F. McDonnell.]

He admittad that it



3402 Land Tax Act
very well that the landowner, above all

others, looks for profit when he decides to
erect a puilding? DBefore he makes up his
mind to build, he calculates how much he is
likely to make out of 1t, and invariably he
sees that he makes a very decent profit.
It is not fair to consider land values from
the point of view of becom times. I believe
the Hon. Mr. Curtis has had a good deal
of experience of land boom values in the
Rockhampton district. At one time people
were mad and bought land at fabulous prices,
but those prices should not be considered a
reasonable basis in connection with land
taxation, or in counection with the return
from land. In ordinary times the land-
cwner sees that he comes out on the right
side. I have not stood up to attempt to
convince any hon. member against his will,
because I know hon. members have made up
their minds. and that, no matter what any
hon. member wmay say on this side of the
Chamber, there 12 very little hope of this
Bill becoising law. The arguments from
the other side have not impressed me, nor
have they convinced me—particularly the
arguments of the Hon, Mr. Curtis and the
Hon. Mr. Davey. In fact, if anything could
convince one that the Bill is a fair and
veasonable one. and one that will only affect
those who are best able to pay the tax
it would be the s;peeches of those two hon.
members.

~ Hox. W. H. DEMAINE: One thing that
Las struck me very forcibly since I came
into this Ilouse is the perpetual harping on
the poor capitalist and the poor landowner.

%)t_]has been one interminable plea on one
Bill after another. Another thing connected

with the advocacy of the capitalizt and the
landowner by the Flon. Mr. Daver that has
struck me is the bitterness shown by one
who has reneged—I will not use a harsher
term, though I could if T chose, but, perhaps.
it might be unparlianentary—who has re.
neged on the party with which he was at
one time associated. It is generally a man
of that description who is most bitter against
the party and the ideas he has abandoned.

Hon. A, G. C. HswrHORN:
knows them.

Hox. W. H. DEMAINE: Perha
. W. H. MAINE: s the
1s some little amount of truth in thalg; butri
have no time for a man who goes backward
instead of forward. I can understand a
';I‘ory becoming a Liberal or a Liberal becom-
ing a Labour man; but I cannot understand
the reverse position.

An  HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Perha

. ABLE M : ps you
will become. a Liberal when you have bse;en
here some time.

. Hox. W. H. DEMAINE: 1 am afraid it

is too late for me to renege—I hope so,

anyho'}lv. 'I‘fi this House is likely to have a

soporific Influence upon me, th 3

out of it the better. ¢ sooner T get
Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: It is never too

late to mend.

Hox. W. H. DEMAINE: What I depre-
cate is the bitterness that is imported into
the Hon. Mr. Davey’s speeches, and the
constant iteration and reiteration that all
who_are opposed to him lack sense. I do
not like to say of any opponent of mine that
he la("ks.:ﬂense because he does not see eye
to eye with me. If we cannot convince each
other, then we can agree to differ. But this
perpetual harping on the fact that the other

{Hon. F. McDonnell.

Because he
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fellow has not a grain of sense and is to be
pitied and all that sort of thing is getting
on one’s nerves. There is altogether too
much of it thrown across the floar of
this Chamber. It shows an intolerant spirit
which should not be possible in a Chamber
such as this, The same may be said with
regard to charges of dishonesty. I do not
attribute dishenest motives to a man who
has accumulated wealth, no matter what
form it takes.

Hon. A. Giesox: You gave expression
to that sentiment just now.

Hox. W, H. DEMAINE: I did not. I
blame the community for allowing any indi-
vidual to get an advantage over it, legally
or otherwise. I might enter into a specula-
tion myself and take advantage of the situa-
tion, but what I complain of isx that the
community should be so foolish as to allow
any individual to exploit it. If our laws in
he past have allowed this, we are here to
heip to prevent a continuance of such a
state of affairs. In the district where I
have mostly spent my time in this country I
have s#an the evils of land ownership, and a
necessary concomitant to that is land taxa-
tion. The Kingaroy district has been de-
veloped during my time, and I can point
to hundreds of people who have made money
without putting one hour’s work into the
land, and other people have had to earn
the profit they made. I have known land
that was taken up from the Government at
£1 an acre change hands until you could
not look at it under £50 an acre. That land
has gone up in value, not through any work
donce by the original purchasers, but through
population going into the district and
through the construction of railways by the
Government. Land that was sold to the
original purchaser by the Government at £1
an acre has gone up to £70 and £80 an
acre, and has soared up until you get into
hundreds of pounds per acre in the Central
townships. All this could have been pre-
vented by the perpetual lease system, for
which this Government stands. I know one
individual who has made £250,000 within
the last fifteen vears out of timber land and
other lands in that district, and other people
have had to pay—people who have used the
land legitimately to grow corn and to make
homes for themselves. That is the sort of
thing that I object to. And who pays this
taxation after all? Let us be honest in
this matter. Is it not paid by the average
worker in the community every time? It
filters «down ultimately to him. You have

all seen the picture, “I work

[4.30 p.m.] for all, I pavy for all,” and so

on: and you know that the
working man eventually pays for all. With
regard to the basis of taxation before the
war, I would remind you that the average
wage of a working man was about £2 per
week, which is in the neighbourhood of £100
a vyear. Calculated roughly, the working
man on that £100 paid £10 in indivect texa-
tion, and you know what rubbing off £10 in
£100 means to a man who has to maintain
a wife and three or four children. If vou
levy taxation on a 10 per cent. busis, that
means that a man who has £1,000 a year
will have £100 a vear knocked off his in-
come. Does he feel the loss of that £100 in
the same way as the man with £100 a vear
feels the loss of £10? No: in the first case
the man has simply to deprive himself of
some luxury, while in the latter case the man
has to deprive himself of absolute necessaries.
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I mesintain that the taxation should be graded

so that the man with the higher income shall
pay & greater amount 1elat1ve1y to the
revenue. The self-denial of the man on £2

a week is a magnificent contribution to his
country. If # man has £10,000 a year, and
vou tuke haf of it from him, what is that?
It is a merve bagatelle. What enables such
a man to enjoy that income? The protec-
tion of the community—the working classes,
who stand at the root of everything to enable
that man to enjoy his magnificent income.
T want to see the conditions such that no
man_ can become rich at the expense of
another,

Hon. K. W. H. Fowtes: What is “ rich”?

Hox. W. H. DEMAINE: I am nct going
te enter into a controversy with the 1"0‘1
gentlerman on that matter. Let him come
into the smeking-room and we will have it
out there. What I want to show is the dif-
forence between vivible taxaticn and 1nv1<1ble
tn\'mon tboanh there is very little invisi-

ility about it. Let us tske a common article
which almost e ‘°ry man uses and that is
tobacco. Buppose a man goes into a grocer's
shop and burs 1 Ib. of tobacco, and pays
2z, for it, as he would probably do if there
were no texstion. and he gets to the door
and there mects & fellow in uniform who
is weiting for him, and who savs, * Four
shillings, pleasa.” The purchaser asks,
“Yhat is this for?’’ The man in uniform
would rveply, ¢ This is for customs duty.” If
that ‘1apnenod the man would kicl up a
row, and we should probably have a revolu-
Jrlon You people object to paying an abso-
jutely just tax. Tf vou have not got the
property, vou are not asked to pay; we are
only <1~1\1nrr ¥ou to pay according to your
means. To put the thing in a nutshell, the
sacrifice should be equal all round.

Hen, B, W. H. Fowres: You do not make
it equal with this measure.

Hox. W. I. DEMAINE: XNever mind;
it ix a step in the right direction. I could
give you an illus tration of what landowner-
\hln means by reference to a town in York-
shire called Hud dersficld, within a few miles
of whrre I was born.  That township is
owned by one family named Ramsden.
Prﬂ(‘t"(’allv the whole township has been
theirs for generations. T suppose their ances-
tors four_rht for it in the usual style—another

term for robbery.  Those plOpCltlE\» are
leaswed on a ninety-nine wears’ lease. The
temant hes fo put_up the buildings, keep

them in repair and in an up-to-date condi-
tien. and at the end of ninety-nine yvears the
leass terminates and the landlord (‘ollars the
Io‘ If the tenant wants a renewal of the
lense he has to pav an enormous royalty in
order to oot it. There is an old story told
of that partieular tovnship to the offect that
an old Quaker family owned one allotment
whit ’1 the Ramsdens from generation to
generafion wanted te purchase. One Rams-
den of"uod the Quaker to cover the land

with «ov Orm;v n#, and the Quaker said, I
W 1]1 seil if you put them on edge.” Ramsden
said, “ Neo. ard the Quaker said, “All

right; ITuddersfield is mine and thine vet.”
Private landowning leads up to the ‘com-
munity at some tlme or other having to get
back by taxatica something which it has
parted with, and which it had no right to
part with. Under the perpetual lease system,
with direet tenure from the Crown, any
accining  unecarned increment would come
back to the community to which it belonged.
What members opposite are pe1petually
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depreciating and decrying is the lowering of
land values, I say that the lower land vulues
are the better it is for the community.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It is
easy for me to agree with the sentiment
expressed by the Hon. Mr. McDonnell to the
effect that he was quite willing o pay this
tax as a part owner of land valued at over
£10,000. I think that is rather a noble senti-
moent for a member to express in this House,
and that it is a pity there arc not more
public men in Australia who express them-
selves in that way.

Hon. T. C. Brirxe: 1 am willing to vote
for the Bill if you have no exemption.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES:

there is an exemption.

Well,

Hon. T. €. Brmese: It iz unfair to have
any exemption.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Hon.

gentlemen know very well that this is a
super tax on the unimproved value of land.
The Hon. Mr. Leahy cndeavoured to delude
this House and the country by saying that
this is a tax which will affect poor farmers.

Hon. P. J. Leary: To a great extent, ves.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: How

many farmers can be taxed under this Bill?

Hen, P. J. Leany: Thousands.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: XNo
fariner owning land under the value of

£2,600 will be taxed under the Bill.

Hon. P. J. Leany: There arc hundreds of
farmers who own land of that valuc.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Where
farming land is of that value, there are
plobablv improvements. I have noticed that
when any measure is introduced in this House
which will cause the Government some little
expenditure, hon. members cither refuse to
pass it or amerd it in such a way as will
harass the Government. The House have
r:assed the State Iron and Steel Works Bill,
and I venture to say that they will pass the
State Children Aect Amendment Bill. Both
those measures will necossitate expenditure,
but when we come to the guestion of finding
the money, this House neglects its duty and
refuses to give the Government the means
of raising the ncesseary revenue,

Hon. A. G. C. HawraHorxy: For cxtrava-
gance.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: XNo
hon. geatleman who has spoken this after-

noon_has quotsd cone item of extravagance
or illegal expenditure.

Hon. P. J. Lmamy: Don’t you kum\- that
the money for the iron and steel works does
not come out of the revenue, but out of the
loan?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I knew
that no hon. gentleman has mentioned one
item of ewxtravagance in expenditure

Hon. P. J. Leauy: The list would he too

long.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Hon.
gentlemen talk about extravagance. and
swing about their arms and malke vague
statements, hut give us nothing else, The
hon. creptleman who moved the amendment

qhOuld have given the true reason for throw-

ing out this Bill. One of the reasons glven
for the amendment is that—

“The welfare of the citizens of Queens-

land, combined with motives of the high-

est patrlo’clsm, render it obligatory om

Hon. A. J. Jones.]
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the Council to reject this Biil, and thus
maintain for the Federal Government
some taxable reserve upon which Federal
taxation for war purposes may be
levied.”

Hon. P J. Leany: What is wrong with
that?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Dr.
Johnson was right when he said that
“ Patriotism Is the last refuge of a
wcoundrel.”

Hon. A. Gison: You can say that for
your own side, but not for us.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Hon. Mr. Leahy knows what is the true
reason for his moving this amendment; it
is intended to throw out the Bill. I suppose
we may anticipate that the same fate will
overtake the income tax proposal.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrrORN: You are pro-
bably correct.

Hon. E. W. H. FowLss:
efore Christmas.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T do
not care if we sit here until the new year.
But it would be a fair thing for the hon.
gentleman who moved the amendment to give
his true reason for submitting his proposal
to the House, and sey that the object is to
harass the Government by preventing their
financial measures passing through the Coun-
cil. It appears to me that we ave not going
to get any of our financial measnres through
this session. The throwing out of these
financial measures is one of the best reasons
that could be given whyv the members who
are elected by the people should govern the
eountry. In any ordinary business, the man
who does the buying must also do his sclling.
How can hon. gentlemoen say that we have
created a deficit when they contributed to it
themselves? When we try to make ends meet
and introduce fair proposals and honest forms
of taxation, which wil! not fall heavily on
the people least able to bear it but on the
people best able to bear it, this House throws
them out.

Hon. I. PrreL: Keep it going.
good stuff.

The SECRETARY TFOR MINES: One
hon. gentleman said that this Bill meant the
further texation of the farmers. That is
absolutely untrue. I venture to say t:at not
one farmer, in the categorv of a working
tarmer, will come under this proposal.
would be willing to forfeit £1 for every
farmer who comes under the category of a
ggﬁking farmer who would come under this

1il.

. Hon. B. W. H. Fowrss: Will you pay kis
income tax?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Ves.

Hon. T. J. O’Smesa: T will take up your
£1 challenge. c

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am
not going into the merits or demerits of
land value taxation. although it is sound in
principle. If by the expenditure of public
money land is increased in value then soine
of that enhanced value should he recouped
by the State.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrHORN : You are getting
a large portion of it now.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Land
taxation is a scund principle, anvhow. How
-<can hon. gentlemen criticise the Government
for not being able to square the ledger and
make the expenditure and revenue meet,

[Hon. A. J. Jones.

If we rvead it

That is
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when they encourage expenditurc on one
hand and refuse to pass the measures to give
us the mnecessary revenue to carry on the
industries of the country? I hope this House
will not refuse to pass the taxation measures
of the Government, because we are suffering
just as much as the Federal Government are
on account of the war. If this amendment
is carried, and we do not impose this taxa-
tion. ithen we will be inviting the Federal
Government to tax the people of Queensland.
Why should we let the Federal Government
tax the people when the samne avenues of
taxation are open to us? Surely it is better
to allow our own State to impose the taxa-
tion, and encourage State industries. This
is only & small measure involving extra
taxation to the extent of £180,000. We have
had difficulty with the hospitals. Why?
Because of the actions of this House in
refusing te pass the measure that would grant
us the necessary money to satisfy the nceds
of the hospitals.

Hon. A. H. ParxmiL: Tax the landowners.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
landowner should be taxed.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrHORN: So he is
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I hope

that even at this hour menibers will not agree
to the amendment, but will allow the Bill
to pass. The amendment has come as « sur-
prise to me, although I am getting that
way that it takes a lot to surprire me in this
House. I was under the impression that the
Council were going to assist the Government
with their financial proposals and allow them
to go threugh. and I telt sure that this Bill
was going to be passed.

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN : The Min-
ister said that the truc reasons for throwing
out this Bill are not set out in the amend-
ment of the Hon. Mr. Leahy. I say that
every one of them is a good reason. They
are all true reasons why we are not support-
ing the Government on this occasion. The
Minister saye we are harassing the Govern-
ment. We warned the Government last vear
that we would not assist them in the extrava-
gance they were carrying on, but in spite
of that warning, and in view of the increased
revenue that they got, they still proposed to
wind up with a deficit. I will sax this, as an
ex-Treasurer: I can take two of the TUnder
Secretaries of the different departments, and
I can take the Commissioner for Railways.
and we can go into a room with a few pencils
and in two hours we can go through the
Tstimates and bring the expenditure within
the revenue, We can do that, and I am cer-
tain the State of Queensland will not suffer
materially by it.

The SECRETARY FOR DMINES:
cut down wages and salaries.

You would

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : I would
not. I would put things on an economical
basis. I say it can be done. I do not want

to talk about the income tax measure now,
but when we are dealing with it T will quote
from the Commissioner’s report and the
Aunditor-General’s report and show where
the extravagance has gone on. We cannot
pass this Land Tax Bill or the Income Tax
Bill after the warnings we have given the Go-
vernment on different occasions. Considering
we threw the Bills out last year, we would
be doing a wrong to the people of Queens-
land if we passed them on this occasion,
hecause we would be encouraging the Go-
vernment in the policy of extravagance which
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they have adopted from the moment they
came into office. Under the circumstances,
I say that the reasons given by the Hon.
Mr. Leahy arc good and proper reasons why
the Bill should be thrown out. We say that
the Government have been extravagant, and
we are entitled to say that we will not assist
them any further in carrying on their system
of extravagance.

Question—That the word proposed to be
omitted (Mr. Leahy’s amendment) stand part
of the question—put; and the Counecil
divided : —

CoNTENTS, 14.

Hon, L. McDonald
., . McDonnell
. T XWevitt
,» G. Page.Hanify
ss I. Perel

Hon. R. Bedford
5 F. Courtice
5 W. R. Crampton
» W. H. Demaine
5> A. J. Jones
s H. C. Jones s E. B. Purnell
5 H. Llewelyn .. W. J. Riordan

Teller: Hon. I. Perel.

Nor-CoNTENTS, 24.

Hon. T. C. Beirne Hon. T. M. Hall
,» F. T, Brentnall . A, 6. C. Hawthorn
5 C. Campbell s» P, d. Leahy
5 J. Cowlishaw 5, €. F. Marks
5 G S. Curtis ., E. D. Miles
» Ao Al Davey , C. F. Nielson
5»» A, Dunn ,»  T. d. O’Shea
5» B. Fahey ,. A. H. Parnell
» H. W, H. Fowles ,, E.H.T. Plant
,s A, Gibson ., W, Stephens
s G, W. Gray s» H. Turner
» H. L. Groom ., A. H. Whittingham

Teller: Hon. T. M. Hall.
Resolved in the negative.

The words proposed by the Hon. Mr. Leahy
were added, and the question, as amended—
That the Bill be read this day #ix months (for
the reasons given)—put and passed.

CLERMONT FLOOD RELIEF ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
FIrsT READING.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
MINES, this Bill, received by message from
the Assembly, was read a first time.

The second reading was made an Order of
the Day for to-morrow.

INCOME TAX ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND, READING—RESUMPIION OF DEBATE.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : I think this
Bill should deservedly meet the fate of the
Bill we have just passed out, because it is
exactly on the same lines. It is an endeavour

by the Government to take from

{5 p.m.] certain taxpayers of the State

who are already very heavily
taxed money which, under the present cir-
cumstances, should be and is really abso-
Iutely unnecessary. We find that the Trea-
surer, on page 18 cof his Statement, says—

““The position may now be summarised
as follows:—

Estimated expenditure ... £8.749,241
Estimated revenue ... 8,252,629
Deficit £496,612>

With an cstimated revenue of £8,252,629, I
think that any Treasurer, who had any idea
of the necessities of the position and of his
duty to the people of this State, could easily
have made his expenditure come within that
amount and not have asked for any further
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taxation. Last year the Treasurer anticipated
a revenue of £7,706,365, and he actually got
£7,880,893—a larger sum than he anticipated,
and yet he wound up with a deficit of
£253,000. He says in his Statement—

‘Tt was proposed to meet the shortage
by altering the incidence of the income
tax in order to obtain additional revenue
from taxpayers in receipt of incomes of
more than £3,000 a year, and by impos-
ing a super tax on all incomes over £400-
a year. These proposals, however, though
passed by the Legislative Assembly, did
not receive the concurrence of the Legis-
lative Council. The Government was,
therefore, deprived of the additional
revenue which I am now in a position to-
say would have yielded £180,000. If the
increased tax had been authorised, it
does not follow that the deficit would
have been reduced by the full amount,
because the Government had promised,
if the new taxation was authorised, to
grant certain direct assistance to returned
wounded and maimed soldiers and to-
wards the scheme for repatriation, which
would have absorbed a considerable sum.””

In spite of getting more than he anticipated
as revenue, he was unable to make ends meet.
On top of that he says, “I am anticipating
scme hundreds of thousands of pounds more
revenue this year, and yet I have made up
my cxpenditure on such a footing that I am
going to wind up with a deficit of £496,000.”
Is that the action of any body of men who
were seized with the necessities of the occa-
sion; who knew that the Federal Govern-
ment are doing all they can to raise money
to carry on the war, and that they are the
only pecple who should raise money for that
purpose ? It is our duty, as part of the Aus-
tralian Commonwealth, to assist the Com-
monwealth Government in carrying on the
war in the best way they can. The present
Government have shown absolute incom-
petency; they do not know the value of
money, and they are prepared to expend
extravagantls, no matter what the result may
be. In 1907 the income tax realised £271,299,
and with that amount of taxation the Govern-
ment of the day were able to carry on and
to wind up with a surplus. During the year
before last the Government received from
income tax £766,560, and last year from the
same source they received £756,292. In addi-
tion to that, they have imposed a land tax,
from which they received during the first
year the sum of £247,044, and last year
£362,535, making a total from income tax
and land tax last year of £1,118,826. as
against £271,000 ten years ago. The popula-
tion has not increased very largely, and, as
a matter of fact, the population decreased
last year as against the year before. With
all that money to spend, and all their extra
other revenue, the Government were not able
to make ends meet, and, as I stated on the
question of the land tax, any man who knew
what the possibilities were and who had been
in the Treasury could go in and take two
Under Secretaries and the Commissioner for
Railways and cut down these Estimates quite
easily so as to make ends meet. There would
be no difficulty at all in doing that, and the
people of Queensland would not suffer in any
way. The Government would then have an
income equal to what they had last year,
and an expenditure equal to what they had
last year, both of which were larger than
ever before in the history of Queensland.
It was their duty to sit down and make up

Hon. A. G. C. Hawthorn.]
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their Estimates on sueh a basis that there
would be no neeessity to impose extra taxa-
ticn to the extent of nearly £500.000. We

kave already allowed them to suspend the
sinking fumd, which is equal to £82.000 a

year, They will prebably get £50.000 or
£60.000 more from stamp and succession
dutics.  Between the two theyr will get

<£140,000 or £150,000, and according to their

cwn ideas ther will probably make £50.020

or £70,000 profit on their State stations.
Hon. A, A. DavEY: £230,000.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : £230,000 is
the amount of profit that they estimate they
would make if they sold the whole of the
stations and stock to-day. They are going
to get money out of the workers’ compensa-
tion fund, and in different ways they are
going to get a lot of extra momney, and, in
my opinion, in many instances their esti-
mates will be exceeded. They will probably
get altogether an extra £200,000, and if they
cannot make ends mect with that amount,
then they do not deserve to get anything
further in the way of taxation. With regard
4o the figures mentioned by the Hon. Mr.
Davey in connection with the stations, I do
not know whether I will be in order in quot-
ing from a debate in the other House, where
the Minister for Lands said—

The PRESIDENT: Order! The hon.
member will not be in order in quoting from
a debate that took place in another place.

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : The Min-
ister for Lands said he estimated the profit
on the State stations, if they were sold
to-morrow, would be £230,000. He gave
different items of expenditure and receipts,
and he estimates that the profit next year
will he at least £50,000. When we come to
the report of the Commissioner for Railways
we find there are many things that reflect
on the position of the railwavs at the present
time. On page 5 the Commissioner says—

“ After paying =all working expenses
there is a net revenue of £837,780, which
is equal to £2 1s. 51d. per centum on the
total capital expended on opened and
unopened lines, This sum was insufficient
by £734,997 to provide the working ex-
penses and interest charges for the year.”

Then, on page 6, he says—

“In connection with the deficit on the
vear’s working of £734,997, I desire to
state that the total loss on those sections
of reilway that did not pay interest and
working ewxpenses during the calendar
¥ of 1916 amounted to £765,%32. Of
these, thirtv-seven sections failed to earn
sufficient revenue to pay working ex-
penses and interest on capital, and thirtz-
three other sections, while prying work-
ing expenses, failed to pay full interest.”

Ys that not a very strong intimation that
something is wrong? Should not ths Com-
missioner, or those in power, endeavour to
rectify that position? Can that state of
things be jussifiable under any circumstances?
There surely must be some way of making
those lines payable, cither by reducing the
number of trains or increasing the revenue
in some wav. Then, as I said before, an
outside independent Royal Clommission should
e appointed to go into the whole question
of the management of the railways; not a
coramission of railway officials appointed by
the Commissioner, or a commission appointed
by the other House consisting of two members

[Hom 4. G. C. Hawthorn.
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fror: one side of the House and a police
aaglsirate, Who is golng to place any very
great value on a report by either of those
commissions ?

Hon. P. J. Lesuy: They want a commis-
sion of experts.

Hox. A G. €. HAWTHORN : Both com-
missions. to my riind, ave bisssed, and cer-
tainly. through want of knowledge of railway
matters, they will not be able to give a
report that will be of value to the State of
Queensland.

Hon. W. R. Cramprox: Like the Hon, Mr.
Leahy’s Select Committee.

Hen. P. J. Leagy: That is a good
mittee, althongh I am on 1it.
Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN:

on—

com-

He goes
 Bvidently the solution of the pro-
blem ‘how to make our railways pay’
will be found in a scheme that can
minimise or overcome the loss on these
non-paying sections, as the sections that
are paying do not earn sufficient to
counterbalance such loss.”
It is the duty of the Commissioner and the
Secretary for Railways to find that out.
Hon. T. Nevirr: That has always existed,
more or less.

Hon. A. G C. HAWTHORN: Then, how
is it that five or six years ago the railways
rot only paid interest and redemption, but
contributed a small sum to the consolidated
revenue, instead of taking £735,000 out of
the consolidated revenue?

Hon. . Page-Haxiey: There were sections
that lost money then.

Hox. A. G. . HAWTHORN : - Granting
thut, they were worked in such a way as to
minimise the loss.

Hon. W. J. Riorpax: Do you suggest
inercases in fares and freights?

Hon. W. R. Cramprox: No; retrenchment.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: I suggest
that the railw should be run on business
lines. I understand that there are far more
lengthsmen on the lines to-day than there
ued to be when Mr. Thallon was Commis-
cioner—more lengthsmen than are necessary
to do the work; and, from what I have been
given to understand, very great numbers
af men have slowed down a great deal and
the work is not as efficiently done. As I
will show, the Commissinner says the same
thing in his repor:. An inquiry is un-
doubtedly neceded into the working of the
depariment by an ‘ndependent commission.
The Commissioner cannot be unbiassed in the
matter. and a board of officials appointed by
him must be biszsed. TUndoubtedly, the
Commissioner, at the present time, is under
political influence. (Hear, hear! ) In the
old days when we had Mr. Mathieson, Mr.
Johnston, and Xr. Gray as commissioners
they were entirely free from political in-
fluence, and the Commissioner ought to be
placed in & similar position now. 1 look
upon our railways as one of the greatest
weaknesses in our finances. Instead of being
payable, they have been run at a loss during
the last few years, and impose a liability
upon ihe general taxpayer that should not
be thrown upon him. Here is what the
Commissioner says on page 30 of his report—

“1. Are we getting value for payments
made by the department to its servants?
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“o Aye we getling value for the
services rvendered to the public?

©% What effect have unionism and
arbicration had on the output of the
staff and r‘pe efliciency and discipline of
the sorvice ¥

Ts thet not a plair hint that the men in the
service have slowed down?
Hen. £. B. PuryiiL: That is the state-

ment of a man who is biassed against all
cur principles.

Hon. W. STEPHENE:
in favour of labour.

Why, he is biassed

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: What are
your priuciples?

Hon. E. B. PuryewL: Good wages and
good conditions.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: Is it one

of your principles to slow down?
Hon. Z. B. PrengLL: It is one of our
principles to do the best thing we possibly

can.

Hox. A, . C. HAWTHORN: Is that
done?

Hon, E. B. PUrNELL: Yes.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : Don’t the

men set their own task now?

Hon. E. B. PUBNELL:
fair work for fair money.

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN: Don’t the
men set their own task and say when they
have done enough?

Hon. A. A. DaveEy: ELverywhere.

Hoy. A, G. C. HAWTHORN : Apparently
that is so in the Railway Department.

Hon. W. H. Dryaixe: Why generalise?
Give some specific instances,

Hon. W. J. RiorDax: You never did a
day’s hard work.

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN: I am told
that that is the reputation the hon. member
has in the North. (Hear, hear!) I am told
that he never has worked: that he will do
apything but work; he will organise and
make others work.

Hon. W. J. RiorDax: I may be wrong,
I wus just judging by your appearance,

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN: I will not
say anything about the hon. member’s appear-
ance, because 1 do not like to be personal,
though I migkt say a crood deal.

Hon. W. J. Riorpax: I don’t mind.

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN : I now come
to the Auditor-General’s report. I want to
show that we have everv justification for
refusing to give the Government this extra
income taxation.

Hon. A. A, Davey:
a2y good.

Hox. A. G. HA\\'TT{O‘%\ That iz the
difficulty. It “ou&d not do any good to give
an excessive arcount of inoney to the present
Government.

Hon. P. J. Leiny: The more they get
the more they want to spend.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : On page 42
of his annual report the Auditor-General
sazs, under the heading of * Business under-
takings—Department of Railways’—

“It may be remembered that last
year I reported adversely on the de-

Our principle is

It would not do them
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in so far as it
portion. The

centralisatinon scheme
related to the accounts
initiation ef Dranch Aceounts Officns at
Towneville and Rocknampion at very
considerable cost had nothing whatever
to commend it, and for many reasons was
most undesirable.”

Then, on pags 43, he goes on under the
. g - g :
heading of “‘Railway Revenue and Ex-

Tdo ?,
penditure

“The largest excess of revenue over
expenditure occuned in the ycar ended
30th June, 1515, when earnings exceeded
e\pc'wdltme by £1. 430,324, but since then
a decided failing away has taken place,
the year under review ending up with
an excess of revenue over expenditure of
only £835,389.

* Notwithstanding that the earnings
of last year constitute a record, the re-
turn on the capiial invested was only
£2 1s. 5d. per cent., as against £2 1ls,
for 1915-16, £3 16s. 7d. for 1914-15, £3
12s. 2d. for 1913-14, and £3 8: 8d. for
1912-13.”

¢ Notwithstanding that the carnings of last
vear cousiitute a record.” Then he goes on
to talk about the different items—

“A general stocktaking of all siores,
material, &c.. held by the department
has recently been completed, the result
being that in several instances consider-
able discrepancies have been disclosed.

“Placing the surpluses against the
shortages. however, the net results, with
two exceptions, may be considered as
fairly satizfactory.”

“ The exceptions referred to ars in con-
nection with coal, Southern Division, and
the TIpswich Locomotive Workshops, in
which casss the following substantial
shortages have been disclosed—

Choal . £4,408 0 8
Ipswich Locomotive
Workshops (net) 1,164 3 57

Those are details that show there is some-
thing wrong in the department. On page
46, be QIS
¢ Divisional storckeepers are dircctly
responsible to the Commissioner, and
are quite independent of each other thus
necessitating the maintenance of “three
separate administrative staffs.”
On page 47, speaking of ‘“Stores Boards,” he
saxs—

“ As the department is now largely in-
denting its own supplies, and as the pre-
vious systore of obtaining stores by con-
tract hm been pmctmally <uperaedeq by
a svefom of competlhve quotations, it
appears to me that the time has arrived
to reconsider the necessity for the exist-
ence of these boards.”

Then with regard to
mills,”” he says—
“The auditor’s report, as furnished to
me by the chief railway auditor, on the
Homestead, Purono, and Bootooloo Saw-
mill roanufacturing accounts was of a
very unsatlsfac’cmv nature, and disclosed
a loss of £4.602 12s. 9d., which, allow-
ing for sleepers and blocks not credited
—#£1,290 15s. 4d.—was reduced to a net
loss of £3.311 17s, 5d. for the period,
February, 1916, to 30th June, 1917.”

Those are all items that show that there is

Hon. 4. @. C. Hawthorn.]

“ Departmental Saw-
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a mnecessity for a very careful inquiry into
the department.

Hon. W. J. Riorpax: You are complain-
ing because the Government are making an
inquiry, and now you say you want an
inquiry mrade.

Hox. A, G. C, HAWTHORN: I do not
call what the Government are doing an
inquiry at all, 1 want an independent in-
quiry by experts who ean go into the de-
partment and put their fingers on a thing,
and say,  Here is where a loss is being
incurred ’; ‘“ Here is where an alteration
should be made”; * There something else
should be done.” We should have an inquiry
b men who will be competent to place the
railways on a sound business footing. The
small items I have alluded to show that the
business is not being run on commercial
lines,

Hon. W, J. Riorbax: Why don’t you read
some of the big items?

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: I think
some of them are fairly big. Is not a
deficit of £735,000 in a year of record carn-
ings a fairly big item?

Hon. W. R. Crawprox: Is it not a fact
that a Liberal Government had a deficit of
£630,000 with only half the present mileage?

Hox, A. G. C. HAWTHORN: I do not
think that is a fact, but, even if it were,
would that justify this deficit of £735,0007?
Certainlx, such a deficit has not been incurred
during the last ten or fifteen years. And,
if it is true that there ever was such a
deficit, probably it was a drought year.

Hon. W, R. Craxrrox : Haven’t there been
a drought and a war since the present Go-
vernment came into power?

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN:
earnings last year were a record.

Hon. L. McDoxaip: At the same time
the cost of materials has gone up by 100 per
cent. in some instances.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : The hon.
member can put his case afterwards just as
he likes.

Hon. W. J. RiorpaAN: You are putting
a lopsided case.

Honx. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: That is
what the hon. member is used to doing.
This is what the Auditor-General says about
the consolidated revenue fund-—

“It will be noted that the revenue
for the past year shows an increase of
83 per cent, upon the amount it was ten
vears ago—viz.,, in 1906-7—but, on the
other hand, the expenditure for last year,
compared with 1906-7, discloses an in-
crease of 108 per cent.”
The expenditure from trust funds was never
so great as it was last year. Last year the
Government spent no less than £2,494,519.
The trust funds showed an actual debit on
30th June, 1917, of £1,776,739. Then they
took credit for the temporary advance from
the Commissioner of the Government Savings
Bank of £1,500,000, and claim to have had a
cash debit balance at 30th June last of only
£276,739. Before I saw the Auditor-
General’s report I wondered why that
£1,500,000 was placed to the credit of the
Treasury at all, but the state of the trust
funds shows why the Treasurer was o
anxious to get that amount.

Hon. E. W, H. Fowies: Yet they are
keeping it at credit in the Government
Savings Bank.

[Hon. A. Q. C. Hawthorn.

But the

[COUNCIL.]

Amendment Bali,

Hox. A. G. C, HAWTHORN: To show
their method of doing business the Auditor-
General says, with reference to the pur-
chase of station propertics, on page 16 of
his report—

“With regard to the purchase of sta-
tions and other properties, it would
appear from: certain expressions in the
records relating to these purchases thab
Government debentures constitute part
of the purchase money, I am advised,
however, by the Crown Solicitor that, in a
legal sense, debentures under the Go-
vernment Loan Act of 1914 cannot be
applied in payment of the purchase
money of stations.”

They cannot buy stations with debentures,
and this is how they did it—

“What really happens is ‘the pur-
chase monev of the stations is provided
from ‘‘unforeseen expenditure’ under
warrants signed by the Governor, but
not counter-signed by me,”’ I am aware
that the power of the Executive in this
respect is practically unlimited, I am
informed that it is. in effect, made a
condition of the purchase that some por-
tion of the price should be invested by
the murchaser in Government debentures
which are issued under the authority of
the Government Lean Act of 1914.”

Instead of issuing debentures to the pur-
chaser as part payment of the property, they
make the purchaser go rouand fo the office
end take so much in debentures in his own
name. At page 18 of the report there is this
statement-—

“The following statement illustrates
the marked increase in the loan indebt-
edness of the State during the past ten
vears:—

Indebtedness at 30th June,
1817 ... £61,303,136
Indebtedness at 30th June,
1907 ... ... 41,764.467
Increase . . ... £19.538,669
representing an increase of over 46.8 per
cent.”

The debt per head of the population is £89.624,
and we have a sinking fund of :£258,806,

payments to which have been sus-
[6.30 p.m.] pended. We have passed a

measure giving them authority to
suspend those payments, and that should help
them considerably in making both ends meet.
If the Government were not able to do with
an income of £7.880,893 last vear, and are
not able to do with an anticipated revenue
of £8,749.241 this vear, they arve not deserv-
ing of anv encouragement by this House.
The best thing we can do is to say to them,
“You are going to get an enormous income
this vear; cut vour coat according to your
cloth: go and cut down your Estimates;
if you go on the Estimates you had last year,
vou will have ample money to spend, and to
keep your departments in_a state of effi-
ciency: do that and you will wind up with a
surplus: increase your expenditure, do not
keep within your income, and you will cer-
tainly have a deficit: we will give you a
couple of hundred thousand pounds more, and
if we do that and allow you to suspend pay-
ment to the sinking fund, and give vou addi-
tional revenue from stamp duty and succes-
sion duty we shall be doing far better for
you than you deserve.’* Under all the cir-
cumstances, I say it is the duty of this House
not to encourage the Government in their
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taxation proposals; it is our duty to make
them live within their income. As I have
pointed out, there is a tremendous leakage
somewhere in the Railway Departinent,
which is our biggest spending department,
and which ought to bBe our most profitable
department. With all these resources at their
comuaand, the Government should be able to
make cnds meet without this extra taxation.
I shall oppose the Bill, and I propose to
ireat the Income Tax Bill in the same way.

Ho~x. G. 8. CURTIS: If a Government
who are extravagant in their expenditure
are cncouraged to have recourse to the in-
come tax whencver they get into difficulties,
thers will never be anything in the shape
of cconomy. That has been found out in
the old country. The income tax was first
imposed as an emergency tax to raise funds
to carry on a war, and was limited in its
duration. It was only intended to be tem-
porary, but in many cases it was found a
most convenlen means of raising revenue,
and several Governments had recourse to it
from time to time. Mr. Gladstone, who was
one of the greatest economists and fnanciers
the mother country has ever produced
always strongly condemned it. He said—

“If you had only direct taxes, you
would have economical govermment.” I
am deeply convinced that facility of
recurring to and malnteining income tax
has been a main source of the extrava-
gance in government.”’

Mr. Walter Bagehot, in his letter to Mr.
Gladstone, made use of the following ex-
pression :—

“Indirect taxation so cramps trade
and heavy direct taxation #o impuiré
morulity that a large expenditure be-
comes a great evil,”

The Labour party, in its superior wisdom,
seems to think that taxation in itself is a
good thing, especially when imposed upon

roperty. Our expericnce in Queensland has
been limited to direct taxation, the only
indirect taxation imposed upon the people of
this State being that imposed by the Federal
Parliament, and the rovenue from that taxa-
tion goes to the Commonwealth, except a
small portion which is returned to the State
on a per capite basis. One great objection
to the income tax is that in many cases Go-
vernments have recourse to that source of
revenue whenever they find they are getting
into difficulties, and under such a system
there can be no such thing as economical
government. Here a few people have to
pay the whole cost of government for the
whole people.  The necessity for this
measure, if there is any necessity for it, has
been caused bv the extravagence of the
Government. They have not been economi-
cal. The fact is that no Labour Gevernment
can possibly withstand the pressure that is
brought to bear upon them by their multi-
tudinous followers outside, most of whom are
wage-carners who clamour for increased ex-
penditure in the shape of increased wages
and a reduction in the hours of labour. It
is very well known that the besetting evil
and vice of democracy at all times has been
the spending of moner lavishly without due
regard to their responsibility. Mr. Gladstone
pointed out on cne occasion that that is the
tendency of democracy, and we find that the
evil has been manifest in an aggravated form

1917-9 ¢
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in the administration of Labour Governments,
The tax which this measure seeks to impose
is a graduated tax, increasing as the value of
the property increases. I have grave doubts
as to whether that is an equitable thing,
though I know it is claimed that it is 1In

* accordance with the principle of equality of

sacrifice. But I submit that to tax the larger
incomes at a higher percentage than the
smaller incomes is to lay a tax on industry
and cconomy, to impose a penalty on people
for having worked harder end saved more
than their neighbours. It iz partial taxation,
and is a mild form of robbery. Just and
wise legislation would scrupulously abstain
from putting obstacles in the way of the
acquisition of even the largest fortune by
honest exertion. If this Government remain
in power and continue to spend money
lavishly as they have done in the past, and
are allowed when they have a deficiency
in their revenue to impose further taxation
on a small number of people in the com-
munity, the properties of those people will
oventually become confiscated, as the value
will be taxed out of them. In this way, the
Government will nationalise them hy a pro-
cess of confiscation by taxation. Hon. mem-
bers opposite admit that that is part of the
policy of their party—the confiscation of
property by means of taxation.

Hon. P. J. LeaHY:

compensation, too.

Confiscation without

Hox, G. S. CURTIS: There is certainly
ne compensation where they take the value
out of property by taxation. If they were
honest nationalisationists, they would take
the properties over and pay the owners for
themn, but the policr of this Government is
to nationalise property by means of taxa-
tion. If this measure is passed the Govern-
ment will attaln two objects—revenue to
meet the deficit caused by their extravagance,
and a step forward towards their objective,
the confiscation of private property by taxa-
tion. (Hear, hear!) It is all very well for
the hon. member to say, ‘“ Hear, hear !’ but,
if that were the position of this country, it
would be lamentable; and it would be dis-
sstrous to evervoue in i, Sir Henry Maine,
in his great work ‘Popular Government,”
speaking about the United States of America,
said that the wonderful success of that
country resulted from the sacredness of
contract

Hon, W. J. RiorpaN: Cheap labour.

Hox. G. 8. CURTIS: No. The United
States of America owe their success to the
sacred observance of contracts and the rights
of private property.

Hon. P. J. Leauy: There is no political
Labour party there.

Hon. G. S. CURTIS: There is a Labour
party there, but they have a different system
of government to ours. If we had had in
Australia the same system of government
that they have in the United States at the
present time then the Labour party would
never have been able to exercise so much
power in this country as they have done.
However, that is outside the scope of the
Bill, although it is a very interesting sub-
ject. I venture to say that when Australia
federated if she had adopted the United
States presidential system instead of the
British Cabinet system the Labour party

Hon. @. 8. Curids.’
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would never have been able to exercise the
control which they have done in Australia.

Hon. W. H. DeMAINE: Look at the taxation
they are suffering from in America at the
present time.

Hon. G. 8. CURTIS: It is easy to find.

fault with any Governmenf, but to quote
a vulgar saying, ‘‘ The proof of the pudding
is in the eating.” Look at the position of
the United States to-day. How glad we
are to have her assistance in this great war,
and we hope to be materially aided by her
in securing a victory over Germany and the
Central Powers. If the United States had
been a socialistic State, and the rights of
private property had not been exercised as
they are there, and the sacredness of con-
tract had not been observed as it is there,
she would not have been in the splendid
position she is to-day. I could quote the
words used may years ago in Sydney by that
great Australian statesman William Charles
Wentworth, the drafter of the Constitution
conferred on New South Wales and which
led up to the separation of Queensland from
New South Wales. He said, ““The rights of
property are the rights of industry.”

R, Crampron: Another

AMPTON : Another sione

economist.

Hox. G. 8. CURTIS: It cannot be denied
that the whole fabric of society and civilisa-
tion depends from the very foundation on the
security of private property. What is wanted
is a system of finance based upon a founda-
tion arrived at by expert experience and
knowledge, but we have not got it-in this
Government.

Hon. P. J. LrarY: We have not got it in
Parliament. (Laughter.)

Hown. G. 8. CURTIS: We know that out-
side of Parliament we have just as great men
in Australia as there were in the earlier days.
William Charles Wentworth was a great
figure in Australia in the early days, and we
all know that they had intellectual giants in
New South Wales in those days. We have
just as great men to-day, but, unfortunately,
they cannot get into Parliament. If they
did perhaps Parliament would be able to
show a better record.

Hon. W. R. CravMproN: Quote some more
of those stone age economists.

Hox. G. S. CURTIS: The Government
should find some more equitable basis of
taxation. I do not want fo repeat myself,
but I could show that the whole burden of
taxation is being thrown on to a few persons.
The Government should find some more
equitable method of distributing the burdens.

Hon. P. J. LEary: But that would not be
confiscation.

How. G. 8. CURTIS: No, it would not.
I agree with my friend that it would not
be in harmony with the Government’s prin-
ciple of confiscation. Such a proposal as
this should not emanate from the Govern-
ment which has received the largest revenue
that any Treasurer has ever received in
Queensland. The Hon. Mr. Hawthorn re-
ferred to the railways, and when I was
speaking on the Address in Reply in the
early part of the session I spoke strongly
in favour of an independent Royal Commis-
sion being appointed to investigate the rail-
way system in Queensland. I have had it in
my mind for many years because I thought
such a commission was necessary. I have
often wondered why an independent railway

[Hon. G. §. Curtis.
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commizsion has not been appointed befcre.
There is a large amount of slackness and
want of discipline noticed in the Queens-
land railways. You can see it everywhere
as you travel about. That sort of thing was
commented upon recently in an article in
one of the Melbourne papers. They had a
Royal Comumission to inquire into the rail-
ways in Victoria, and I pointed out at the
time that if it were necessary to have one
in a small State like Victoria how much
more necessary was it to have a Royal Com-
mission to inquire into the railway system
in Queensland. There seems to be some
difficulty in getting the efficiency we have
a right to expect from our railways. The
Commissioner in his report asked a number
of questions, which shows that he has grave
doubts in his mind as to the success of the
present system, and whether Queensland is
getting value for the money spent on the
railways. I feel that a great mistake is
being made and it will impair the efficiency
of the railways in Queensland if we allow
the control to be taken out of the hands
of the Commissioner and his assistant com-
missioners and put into the hands of an
arbitration tribunal presided over by a judge.
1 am certain that if the financial control of
the railways had been left in the hands of
the Commissioner for Railways, and the
plaint for increase of wages had been dealt
with by him and his assistant commissioners,
then there would have been nothing like the
amount of wages granted that were allowed
by the arbitration award. That award pro-
vided for an increase of £500,000 for the
railway servants alone. The men may be
entitled to an increase in wages, but not at
the present time while the war is going on.
I think the railway men ought to have been
reasonable, and they should have agreed
to wait until the war was over before pressing
their claims for an increase. The fact re-
mains that the tremendous increase in the
award is really the cause of this proposal
being introduced to-day. The landowners
of Queensland and the payers of income tax
are called upon practically to pay that extra
£450,000 to the railway servants. That is
practically what it amounts fo.
Hon. W. H. Demaxg: So they should.

Hox. G. 8. CURTIS: You may say so,
but I do not.

Hon. W. H. Dzmarxg: I only wish that I
had to pay a tax on £10,000 a year.

Hon. &. 8. CURTIS: I oppose these in-
come tax proposals, and I think they should
be rejected for three reasons—first, because
of the extravagance of the Government;
secondly, because they are grossly unfair
to the persons who will be called upon to
pay the tax; and thirdly, if there is any
margin of taxation it should be preserved
for the Federal Parliament for war expen-
diture.

Hox. E. W, H. FOWLES: I rise for the
purpose of affording just a few additional
facts with regard to the income tax rather
than for the purpose of introducing any con-
tentious matter. On a comparison of the
income taxes in the various States at the
present time, I find that in New South Wales
the maximum is Is. 8d. in the £1. It
started in 1912 with 1s., and went up 2d. in
1914, 3d. in 1915, and 3d. in 1916, and now
it stands at Is. 8d. In South Australia the
maximum is 1s. 1id.; in Victoria it is 7d.
on nersonal exertion, and on property ls.;
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in Tasmania it is 1s. 3d.: and the Federal
«goes as high as 6s. 3d. Queensland., on per-
sonal alone goes up to 2s. 5d., so that if we
pass this Bill the income tax in Queensland
will be easily heavier than the income tax
in any other Australian State, and will be
rapidly approsching the Federal limit. I
‘have the latest returns available in connec-
‘tion with the income tax from all the States,
and I find that for the financial year ending
1915 the amount of income tax received in
New South Wales was £1,600,000;
“toria, £506.000; South Australia, £236,000;
Western Australia, $£174,0000: Tasmania,
£157.000; and Queensland, which is by no
means second in population, actually comes
second in the total income tax raised in that
year. It raised no less than :£517,000.

The SECRETARY FOR Mixes: That is why
food is eo much dearer in the other States.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES : I will deal with
that straight away. According to the latest
-official figures of the Commonwealth Statis-
ticlan. the increase in cost of living during
‘the war—I include forty-six commodities in
this—up to the end of October last, was as
follows : —

“ Western Australia

10.7 per cent,
South Australia

14.7 per cent.

Victoria 28 per cent.
Tasmania 33.3 per cent.
New South Wales 31.2 per cent.
Queensland ... 38.6 per cent.”

T quote from the * Daily
afternoon. (Laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That does not
prove anything. (Renewed laughter.)

Hon. P. J. Leany: The ‘‘ Standard’” says
it does,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: You are only
-quoting the percentage increase.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES : The percentage
increase during the whole of the term of the
«cheap food Government. .

Hon. P. J. Lmany: Did the * Standard”
‘say it was owing to the State Government?

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: As this was
vather a hard knock, it did not give any
reasons. The increase in cost of living in
Queensland is 38.6 per cent., or nearly
four times the increase in Western Australia.
Do the Government consider that this policy
of increased taxation will draw persons from
other States to Queensland? We must con-
sider a point like that. If the income taxa-
“tion in Queensiand is to be practically twice
or three times the amount of the income tax
in any of the other States of Australia, is
that going to be a good advertisement for
Quecnsland ?

The SecreTaRY FOR Mixes: There is noth-
ing in that argument, because the policy of
this Government is direct taxation, and the

tandard” of this

policy of other Governments is indirest
“taxation.
Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: Do the Go-

vernment expect, if they make Queensland
the most heavily taxed State in the whole of
the Commonwealth, and it will be if we pass
thiz Bill

Hon., W. STEPHENS :
place, too.

Hox. BE. W. H. FOWLES: And the
dearest food State—it is the dearcst to live
in and the dearest to die in on account of the
succession duties, so one really does not know
what to do. This is a policy that throttles
production and discourages thrift, and drives

And the dearest food
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away people from Queensland. I would not
like to sce a label put up on Queensland as
the place where food is dearest and where the
taxation is heaviest. I would not like to
have pictures like that going round the
world; and it is a fact.

Hon. E. B. PURNELL:
that by and by.

Hon. E. W. H, FOWLES: This sort of
leech proposals by the Government bleed
white the very sources of enterprise. When this
Government came into power the maximum
income tax was 8d. They inereased this to
1s. 6d., and now it is 2s. 5d.. and ther pro-
pose a further increase. That is, during
the term of office of this Government, the
income tax on personal exertion has gone up
from 8d. to 2s. 5d.; nearly 300 per cent.

The SecreTary FOR_MiIxis: Give us the
exemption under this Bill?

Hon, E. W. H. FOWLES: I do not know
everything. I think the exemption is £150,
but I am not sure, It is a very difficult Bill
to deal with for two reasons. The clauses
are contradictory, and they ought to be
printed with the original Act so that we can
see exactly what is meant.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES :
£3,000 exemption.

We will disprove

There is a
I wish it would hit me.

Hon. BE. W. H. FOWLES: The limit of
the tax on property was 9d. in the £1 when
the income tax was first introduced. It has
crept up by two stages until the limit now
it not 9d. but 72d. in the £1. That is the
limit brought in by this Government. It
}£xas shot up since 1902 from 9d. to 6s. in the

1.

The SECRETARY FOR MiINES: While men are
giving their lives for the country no man
ought to be allowed to make more than
£3,000 a year. I wish I were enjoying that
salary.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: Mr. Fisher
said £600. If the hon. gentleman’s income
were £10,000 he would probably have the
same three meals a day, and have the same
comfortable clothes, and would probably
walk for exercise and would not change his
habits at all. man cannot eat money.
Midas tried that and found it would not
digest. A man will live on anything from
£100 to £1,000 a year. He will live on that
ordinarily. Many men keep a healthy, happy
family on less than £150 a vear and save on
it. The wealthy man’s margin is spent on in-
vestment, in production, and in giving em-
plorment. Very often more than four-fifths
of a man’s income is spent in giving wages
to others. He cannot bury the margin of
his income in a hole in the yard. It has to

¢ invested, and he loses it very often.

have had the pleasure of losing a little.

Hon. ¥. T. BrEXTNALL: Do not call it a

pleasure.

Hon. BE. W. H. FOWLES: Well, it is a
discipline; it is a means of grace. I have
tried to put the searchlight of common-
sense on this howl of indignation against

wealth. Will the Minister ask really
~hat wealth is? Riches iz what a man
is, not what he has. There is noth-
ing wonderful in having money. You

cannot take it in your hand and eat ik,
although. no doubt, it may give you & tempo-
rary feeling of exhilaration if you know your
overdraft iz paid off for a day or two. As
a matter of fact, all a man can do is to eat

Hon. E. W. H. Fewles.]
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a little and be clothed a little, so that really
the howl against wealth is exploded. There
is nothing in it.

Hon. P. J. LEauy: Some of those men do
not fare as well as the working man. They
do not get the Dickson award rations.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: As a matter of
fact, if you take the Edisons, if you take
the Rockefellers, if you take the Carnegies,
vou will probably find that they live on a
very simple fare indeed, and they walk for
the sake of exercise. They work probably
as hard as any man sitting on the Govern-
ment benches in this Council.

The Srcrerary ¥orR Mixes: They do not
?ave to wear patches on their trousers, any-
NOoW.

Hox., E. W. H. FOWLES: Some million-
aires I have known to wear trousers on their
patches—as a matter of fact, they have got
more patches than trousers. Anyhow, clothes
are not the man. All that the Treasurer

hopes to get from this Bill

[7.30 p.m.7 15 £180,000. If you look back

you will find that the actual re-
turn from the income tax last year was
greater than anticipation by no less than
£56,291, and with the increase of prosperity
and the good seasons, I should not wonder
but what the income tax this year will exceed
the estimate by almost the amount of this
tax. It may be found that therc is no real
need for this at all. The only reason given
by the Treasurer in asking for this addi-
tional taxation was that he might square
the ledger.

Hon €. Pace-Haxmry: Isn’t that a good
reason?

Hox. B. W. H. FOWLES: I do not think
so. Why should the money be spent, in the
first place? And, if the money has heen
recklessly spent and we impose further taxa-
tion in order to square the ledger, is not that
an open invitation to continued recklessuess
in spending? Would it not be much better
to say, “No, I have spent that money reck-
lessly; I had better shorten sail.” An hon.
member asked in what directions the Go-
vernment can shorten sail. I certainly would
not shorten sail on the education vete; nor
would I shorten sail on any bonus on develop-
ment, nor on any production, nor on self-
pasing railways. I have read through the
reports on the last two railways that have
heen recommended by the Public Works Com-
mission, and that have not come before us—
two short lines of 9 and 164 miles m sugar
districts that could be finished beforz next
crushing scason, and that would return 5% and
3L per cent. vespectively. The Government
do not submit those lines for our considera-
tion, but they submit a proposal for a line
that would not pay more than one-half per
cont. On a proposal like that I certainly
would go slow. If the Government want to
find where they can save money, sursly they
might save some on State public-houses.

Hon. B, B. PurxeiL: The old gag.

Tion. E. W. H. FOWLES: I do not want
the people of Quecensland, even if they ever
could. to forget that big mistake made by
the present Government. I do not think
they should be allowed to forget that the
Government spent £32,000, or whatever the
amount was, on stuff that will destroy the
workers, body and soul. I cannot under-
stand any Government being proud of that,

[Hon. E. W. H. Fowles.

[COUNCIL.]

Amendment Bill.

and putting “T. J. Ryan and Co., Licensed
Victuallers,” over the top of Quccnsland.
The SecreTarRY FoR MiNes: Who are the-
0.7 ?

Hon. A. G. C. HawTtHORN: You are one of
them.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: I had an excel-
lent reception in North Qucensland, and, if
the Government would take a referendum in
North Queensland to-morrow on 6 o'clock
closing—I was going to say they would get a
surprise, but they would not get a surprise,
because ‘they know exactly hLow the vote
would go.

The SECRETARY FOR MiIxes: If you were in.
Cloncurry with a temperature of 120 in the
shade, you would want a long shandy, too.

Hon. A. A. Davey: After 6 o’clock it gets
cool there.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: The Govern-
ment should certainly shorten sail on their
wild deals, and on their uncertain specu-
lations; upon impossible railways; upon such
things as joinery works—£35,000 spent, and
dead money at the present time. If the
Government look round they could also find
directions in which they could shorten sail
in the public service. Although it is a most
unpopular thing to say, and although any
man in the Assembly would probably lose
votes if he said it, yet at the present time I
would trust the common =ense of Queensland
and say that there ave in the public service
to-day men who are sweated and there are
also men who find time hanging heavy on
their hands.

Hon. G. Page-IaNiry:
do with them?

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: T wculd re-
arrange things. I would not do the least
injustice; I would not take the bread from
anyone’s mouth; but even a politician would
find that, if he did the conspicuously just
thing, ¢ven if he trod temporarily upon some-
one’s corns, the people would say that the
right thing had been done. The public ser-
vice needs rcorganisation to prevent over-
lapping. As: an illustvation of this, why
should we have a Federal Income Tax Office
and a State Income Tax Office? Would any
sensible business man allow his departments
to overlap like that?

Hon. E. B. Puexrrn: Whose fault is that?
Hox. B. W. H. FOWLES: I am not

blaming anyone. The Government may have
the business acumen, and, if they were just
strong cnough to stand a little bit of unpopu-
larity instead of trimming their sails to every
breeze, they would say, ¢ We must econo-
mise.” Mr. Bowser was strong enough to
advocate economy in Vietoria. and he is
Premier to-day. He touched the conscience
of the people, and they s:id it was the right
thing to do.

The SzereTsRY FOR Mines: If the people
were sirong enough, we would have unifica-
tion.

Hox. E. W. . FOWLES: The man who
has the courage to come forward and advo-
cate a2 policy of economy and production
will be Premier in Queensland in the next
Parliament. The people are waiting for that
man at the present time.

Hon. G. Pace-Haxiry: We know who will
be Premier in the next Parliament.

Hox. B. W. H, FOWLES: No one knows
that. He will not have a bed of roses,

13
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whoever he may be. He will have a iot of
<learing up to dp after this Govermment.

ere 1s a retrospective clause in the Bill
that T do not think should pass, if the Bill
ever gets into Committee. One clause cuts
out the legal right of people who at the
present time have cases pending before the
courts, which is obviously unfair. There is
also the question of taxing the savings of the
workers who have put by a little for them-
selves in the form of life policies. If there
is anything we may admire in a man, it is
that he is able to leok bevond his nose and
take out a life policy. Anyvone who has had
much to do with estates is always glad when
he finds that a father or a mother has looked
far erough ahecad to take out a life policy.
This Bill hits at what it calls ¢ assurance or
insurance companies.”” 1 mention one case
—mutual companies—no profiteers at all—just
mutual companies. The Government say in
this Bill, < These companies have a big
reserve. Let us lay our burglarious hands
upon it at once.” The shareholders in one
of those companies probably pay an average
premium of £6 per annum on a policy of
about £200.

The SECRETARY TOR MINES:
will not be raised.

Hon. P. J. Leany: But the policy-holders
will suffer in their bouuses.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: That is a tax
upon thrift. I do not think the Government
meant that.

Ilon. P. J. Leany: They mean it, all right.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: I hope they do
not; but it is in the Bill, and it is one
very great blemish on the Bill. The Govern-
ment take an enforced loan of £5,000 from
T do not know how many insurance com-
panics, and I note that their example is being
followed in Western Australia, whers the
finances are in a very bad condition, and the
Treasurer proposes to license insurance com-
panies to the extent of £5,000 each.

The SECRETARY FoR MiIxms: Quite right,
‘too.

Hon, P. J. Leagy: The Labour fellows
got them into that mess.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: I beg to move
the omisison of the word ‘““now,” and the
insertion at the end of the motion of the
words  ““This day six months,”” for the
following reasons:—

The premiums

““1. In February last the Legislative
Council passed the following motion:—
‘That in view of the heavy Federal
taxation necessary for war purposes
and of the necessity of economising
where possible, this Touse 1is of
opinion that the Government of this
State  should reduce  expenditure
during the balance of the current vear
so as to keep within their income with-
out making any attempt at further
inopportune and burdensome taxation.’
2. The Government ignored the
above resolution. with the rvesult that
there was a deficit for the vear ending
30th June last. .

‘3. The proposed tax imposes an un-
fair penalty on thrift, indirectly taxing
the small savings of a large number of
workers, In purely mutual companies,
who are endeavouring to provide for
those dependent on them.

‘4. The present Government received
in 1916-17 a revenue of £7,880,893, being
£678,235 more than was received in
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1914-15, and being £681,494 wmore than
the expenditure found necessary in the
latter vear, and with an improved ad-
ministration there should be found better
means of balancing the public ledger
than by imposing any unnecessary bur-
dens on the people.

5, The present Government. in the
twelve months ended 30th June last,
changed a surplus of £34,791 into a
deficit of £253,493, and the proposed tax
only offers further opportunity for un-
wise speculation and serious loss to the
public Treasury.

“6, This House. commends to the
earncst attention of the present Govern-
ment a policy of judicious economy
rather than extravagance, so that the
finances of the State could be rescued
from their present unsound position,
and payments into the sinking fund need
not be suspended.

“7. Except for cogent and urgent
reasons, this Fouse dces not favour re-
trospective taxation, nor does it consider
that lawful rights, 1n cases now pending
before the courts, should be arbitrarily
destroyed by the Bill.

¢ 8. The Federal Government, in order
to raise revenue for paying inierest on
war loans, providing for the repatriation
of returned soldicrs, and several items
of expenditure which must be paid out
of revenue, will find it necessary to levy
further taxation, and if the present
heavy faxation in Queensland is in-
creased by the State Government there
will not be a sufficient taxable reserve
for war purposes.

“9, The welfare of the citizens of
Queensland (combined with motives of
the highest patriotism) renders it obliga-
tory on the Council to reject this Bill
and thus leave for the Federal Govern-
ment some taxable reserve upon which
Federal taxation for war purpeses may
be levied.

“10. This House is of opinion that a
Giovernment whose destructive  policy
has been so recently defeated by the
Council referendum should not, under
the shadow of a general election, disturb
the community by introducing oppressive
schemes of unnecessary taxation.”

Question—That the word ““ now,” proposed
to be omitted, stand part of the question—
put and negatived .

Hox. &. PAGE-HANIFY : It seems to me
that this method of tacking a vote of want
of confidence in the Government cn to a
motion of this sort by a bill of reasous—
and we had a similar bill of reasons tacked
on to the motion for the second reading of
the Bill which has just been dealt with—is
done for electioncering purposes, and is not
quite fair, seeing that members are not given
an opportunity of intelligently debating the
reasons, as ther have been read only once
and are not in our handsz, But I am satis-
fied that these two bills of reasons will afford
the most valuable help during the recess to
anvone who holds the view that I and
others hold—that this Chamber is an unneces-
sary part of our constitutional arrengements.
They will help us v materially in laying
that view before the clectors, so that for
that reason I do not at all regret that hon.
gentlernen have placed this material in our
hands, because I ar quite hopeful that what
has happened all through in this Chamber,

Hon. G. Page-Hanify.]
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when it is represented to the people in a
quiet, intelligent sort of way, will show them
that they made a mistake when the question
of the abolition of the Legislative Council
was submitted to them; and I do not think
they will repeat that mistake. Another
aspect of the question that seems quite
illogical is that when we have in one Cham-
ber s party returned by the electors to
govern the country, and they lay down a
plan for financing the State after carefully
considering evervthing, at the last moment
when the Bills necessary tc provide the funds
to carry out the Government proposals are
laid before this House, they are treated in
the most casual sort of way and are thrown
out without any consideration as to what
shall be done to carry out the measures this
Council has passed.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowrrs:
to fill up the gap.

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY : It is a part of
the taxation which the other House has sald
is necessary to enable the Government to
square the ledger, as the hon. gentleman
termed it. The Government hrought down
Estimates of their anticipated expenditure
and anticipated income, and they propose
that the difference between those two should
be provided by the measures which have
been sent along to this House. If that is so,
we shall seriously embarrass the administra-
tion of the country by throwing out these
measures with such scant consideration. How-
ever, hon. members opposite .are in the
fortunate position of being responsible only
to themselves and not being responsible to
the eclectors: except so far as they can help
their friends in the other Chamber, they do
not care about the electors. But I am of
opinion that they are not going to help
their friends in the other Chamber when
the election comes by their action in connec-
tion with these measures. It is @ pity that
the whole of the members of the Government
could not have been here to listen to the
homily given by our friend the Hon. Mr.
Hawthorn. It is alto a pity that the rail-
way servants and the other public servants
could not have been in the Chamber to have
heard what we heard to-day as to how hon.
members opposite would deal with the exist-
ing situation. Talk about class taxation!
Evidently their idea of squaring the ledger
does not rise very much above the idea of
placing the whole of the taxation—nof upon
the shoulders of those who are best able to
bear it, as the Government propose, but on
the shoulders of the salary-carners in the
public service. That is what the Liberal
Government have done for many years past.
The Hon. Mr. Hawthorn indicated exactly
the rule of thumb method by which the
country has heen governed, or misgoverned.
for so many years. He said—

“I am speaking as a past Treasurer,
and I would guarantee that in two hours,
with two or three Under Secretaries and
the Commissioner for Railways, and a
blue pencil, to cui down the Estimates
so as to save the necessity for taxation.”’

That is what past Liberal Governments have
done. When trouble came along they placed
the whole hurden on the public servants of
the State. That is class taxation in its worst
form. It is to the credit of' this Govern-
ment that they have granted £450,000 in
increases to the railway servants under an
Arbitration Court award, and that they pro-
pose to make this up by extra taxation. Will

[Hon. G. Page-Hanify.
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hon. gentlemen opposite suggest that those
men are receiving more than a living wage,
and that they should be reduced? They
practically admit that that would not be a
legitimate thing to do in ordinary times,
but because it is war time, when people have
to pay so much more for everything they
consume, they seem to think that ihose men
are not cntitled to the increases that have
been granted to them. But how inconsistent
they are. They turn round and say that
because it is war time the men with big
incomes whom this Bill proposes to tax
should not be taxed.

Hon. G. 8. Cuams: There are very few
persons receiving big incomes at the present
time.

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY: Ther this
measure will not hit them, because the in-
creased taxation starts with incomes of £3,006-
per annum—uot the gross incomes, but the
net income—and if it is not a fair thing to
tax a man with £3.000 a year when the

ssity arises, rather than a man who is
vetting a living wage, I do not know
what is fair. We have heard a poll tax
suggested in this Chamber; that is to say,
that every man in the community, even
though he may be on the border line of
being able to support himself and his family,
should he forced to par this taxation.

An HoNouRraBLE MEMBER: Some taxation.

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY: Well, some
taxation. I am convinced that there is not
a man or woman in the community who does
not pay a reasonable amount of taxation to
both the State and Federal Governments.
We know perfeetls well that we cannot

escape taxation. If a man has no

[8 p.m.] land he dces not pay land tax,

and if he has no income he does
not pay the income tax: but will anyone
argue that a man can live without paying
taxation? We pay taxation in every shape
and form, directly and indirectly. It seems
to me an abominable thing that in a Cham-
her like this. which consistz of men who are
in easy circumstances, members should always
stand so solidly for the rights of property
and nevec think a bit about the rights of
humanity. That is all wrong. The Hon.
Mr. Curtis is the champicn for the rights of
property, and other hon. gentlemen are
vigilant in looking after the interests of
property. Property and vested interests are
thought of a great deal more than the
interests of men and. women in the com-
munity.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowwrs: Ridiculous.

Hox. G. PAGE-HAXNIFY: The hon.
member may think it ridiculous, but I de
not think so.

The PRESIDENT : Order!

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY: I do not think
that the people generally will think it
ridiculous. It is to the honour of the Go-
vernment that when they thought it was
necessary to put on taxation they brought
in a Bill to impose further taxation.
A Government does not put on taxation
just for the love of doing so. I heard
some remarks about confiscation, but there
is no confiscation in - these proposals No
Government would put on taxation if they
could possibly avoid it. One of the reasons
given by the Flon. Mr. Fowles why the Bill
should not be acrepted was because this is
a moribund Government and is going out
of existence. He stated that the Government
would soon have to face the electors, and/
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should not have brought down these taxa-
tion proposals. That shows the courage of
the Government. The Government which
the hon. gentleman was associated with would
not have thought of bringing down taxation
proposals just before an election. They would
sooner have waited until the election was
over. This Government. however, has the
courage to bring in its taxation measures
before the election takes place, and then go
to the people. Since T have come into this
House it has only confirmed the opinion I
have always held ahout a nomince chamber.
I do not think its existence is justified. We
have plenty of material to go on the platform
and show the electors that they were un-
wise in the decision they gave on the 5th
May last in connection with the Legislative
Council referendum,

Hon. A. G. C. HywtHORN : Spare us.

Hon. G. PAGE-HANIFY : When another
referendum comes the people, with the en-
lightenment which will come from this Cham-
r. will come to another decision.

Hon. T. M. HatL: Why don’t you set an
example and resign yourself.

Hoxn. G. PAGE-HANIFY : Both the Hon.
Mr. Hawthern and the Hon. Mr. Fowles
suggested that the Government should adopt
the policy of cheeseparing which was adopted
previously. We know that the Government
have had to build a good many unprofit-
able railway lines. They were not responsible
for the building of those unprofitable railway
lines. In a sparselv settled countrv like this
where we are pushing out our lines every-
where, it follows that a certain number of
the lines will be unprofitable. The Govern-
ment is not responsible for that. ‘

Hon, E. W. H. Fowtes: Can vou explain
why the actual return on the capital invested
has been dropping for the last three years?

Hox. (. PAGE-HANIFY: There iz a
drop in the railways, and there is a drop in
everything else, owing to the war conditions.
We know that the cost of materials has been
increased owing to the war. HKvery business
man in this Chamber knows that the cost of
things has increased materially owing to the
war. I have received a circular letter from
Mr. Badger in which he talks about the
tremendously increased cost of everything in
the running of his tramway system.

Hon, B. W. H. Fowres: But he is not
showing a loss.

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY : No, he 15 not.
He is urging that certain things should not
be done, but his remarks about the increased
cost are probably acrurate and correct. The
Hon. Mr. Hawthorn quoted several questions
at the conclusion of the report of the Com-
missioner for Reilways, and he hangs on to
them. A suggestion that the Commissioner
for Railways points out that the public ser-
vants are playing the game which is so well
played in this Chamber—that they are guilty
of a go-slow policy, and they are imbued with
I.W. W, ideas; that the Commissioner says
he is not getting the value of the wages paid
owing to the IL.W.W. ideas. I think that the
ILW. W, ought to sit in the galleries of this
Chamber and learn how to do their business,
becanse they do not half know how to have
a lazr strike or to go slow. I do not think
there is much left for me to say nor much
to be gained, because all the talk in this
Chamber is just hypocrisy.

Hon. F. . BRexTNALL: The whole thing 1s
as false as can be.

[20 NoveEMBER.]
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Hox. . PAGE-HANIFY: I quite agree
with the hon. gentleman. The whole thing
is false, and no matter what arguments are
used in debate they are thrown away in nine
cases out of ten here.

Hon. F. T. BrextyaLL: You arc a bigger
hypocrite than anyone.

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY: There are a

good many hypocrites here, at any rate.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hox. G. PAGE-HANIFY : It was a pretty
foregone conclusion that this Bill is going
to be rejected. However, it will furnish the
best arguments in favour of the abolition
of this Chamber. I am hopeful that I will
live to see the day when they will have only
a one-chamber Parliament in Queensland.

Hox. T. NEVITT: I have no desire to
speak at any length, but as this 1s an im-
portant measure 1 might refer to some of
the arguments raised by the Ion. Mr. Haw-
thorn. The hon. gentieman referred to the
fact that the Treasurer received more revenue
than he anticipated, and yet he spent more
than he estimated. He considered that be-
cause the Treasurer received more money
than he estimated he should have ended up
with a credit balance instcad of a deflcih
One would think fromh the Wa{ rIi}he hon.
gentleman spcke that the present treasurer
was the onlx}? one who did that, I took the
trouble to look up the speech of a Treasurer
supported by the Hon, Mr. Hawthorn at
one time. It was when the Hon. Mr. Barnes
was Treasurer in the year 1911-12, and he
mentioned the following in his financial
statement :— £5.046.207

¢ Tstimated revenue ,046,

Actnal revenue l;85,2")20,008.”
That was a neb excess of actual revenue over
ostimated revenue of £237.801. The esti-
mated expenditure for that year  —was
£5.038.523, and the actual expenditure
£5.314,731, or £276,214 over the estimate.

Hon. BE. W. H. Fowres: But he had 2
surplus.

Hox.” T. NEVITT: But he spent con-
siderably more than his increase In revenue.

Hon, A. & €. HawrHorN: The money
was coming in all the time.

Hoxn. T. NEVITT: The fact remains that
he spent more than his increas_ed.revenue,
and the fact remains that his increased
expenditure was greater than his increased
revenue. The Hon. Mr. Hawthorn in re-
ferring to the railway revenue and expendi-
ture pointed out that no attempt was made
to keep down the expen.dlj;ure;. In the
«“ A BC of Queensland Statistics’ for 1917 1
find the following:— .

¢ Train miles run in 1915, 12,030,044 :
train miles run in 1916, 11,117,389.” )
That <showed a decrease of 912,685 train
miles run. That shows a deerease in the
train mileage, and it shows that there was
an attempt made to reduse expenditurs.
although the hon. genileman would lead
this House and the country to helieve that
no effort was made to keep down expendi-
ture.

Hon. A. ¢. C. Hawreor~: I quoted from

the Commissioner’s report.

Hox. T. NEVITT: I am quoting from
the “ABC of Queensland Stabistics,”

Hon. T. Newitt.]
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‘which is equally as good as the Commis-
sioner’s report.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrHORN : I was showing
that the railways ended the year with a
deficit of £750,000.

Hon. T. NEVITT: One would think to
hear the hon. gentleman speak that the
Queensland railways are the 'only railways
that were not paying at the present time.
If we go to the other States wiiere Liberal
Administrations are in power we will find
that the railways there also lost money last
year. Yet the hon. member inferred that
this was the only State that lost money over
the railways.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrHorx: I did not say
0.
Hox. T. NEVITT: I have the latest
figures on page 29 of the “ABC of
Queensland Statistics,” and they show the
deficiency on the railways in the different
States to be:—

£
Queensland ... 806,000
New South Wales 212,000
Victoria 427,000
South Australia 241,000
Western Australia 78,000
Tasmania 83,000

So that every railway system in Australasia
was a losing concern last year. Hon. mem-
bers know the reason for that as well as I
do, but they do not feel disposed to tell
this House or the country.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrHORN: Our earnings
were greater last year.

Hox. T. NEVITT: Again, let me take the
Auditor-General’s report. On page 45 he
says—

_“Taking the present prices of twenty
lines of material and comparing them
with prices of similar lines just prior to
the war, it is found there is an average
all-round increase of over 170 per cent,
while in the case of several lines of
metals in frequent use the increases
in price range from 200 to 400 per cent.”

Is that not a sufficient answer to the hon.
gentleman as to why the railways are not
payable concerns? Owing to the cheese-
paring policy of the hon. gentleman and his
Government in not paymg a reasonable
rate of wage this ‘Government had to give
incresses in wages totalling £445000 a year.
On top of that we are saddled with a 400
per cent. increase in the cost of material.
If hon. gentlemen look at these figures from
a fair and impartial standpoint, thev will
see that the railways are being administered
to-day equally as well as they have ever been
administered in the history of Queensland.
I grant you that the Commissioner has sub-
mitted some questions to this Council, but I
question very much whether he should not
have answered those questions. He should
at least have given us his opinion. I can-
not speak for what the Government are
going to_do, but if it is thought desirable
that a Royal Commission should be ap-
pointed, I shall support it, but it is a
question whether we will derive anr benefit.
If you appoint 2 Roral Commission you
ought to appoint men with some knowledge
of the underteking. Then. in regard to the
lost on our railwavs. duaring the last year
or two we have sent 40.000 men out of
Queensland.  If hon. members think for a

{Hon. T'. Nevitt.
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moment, they must realise that those 40,000
men, had they remained in Queensiand,
would have produced a good deal. We have
not only lost what they would have produced,
but we have also lost what they would have
paid by way of taxation. If these people
had not gone away I do not think there
would have been a deficit on our railways.
The hon. gentleman tries to make a good
deal out of the record railway earnings, but
he must know that during the last two or
three years there as been £2,500,000 spent on
the railways.
Hon. A. G. C. Hawrrozny: Out of loan.

Hox. T. NEVITT: Out of loan, but the
jnterest has to be met and that is one cause
for the «deficit. Then the hon. gentleman
said that if he went to ihe departments with
two or three Under Secretaries he could cut
cut half a million of expenditure.

Hon. A. G. €. HawreorRN: I said you
could two Urder Secretaries and the
Comz uer for Railways to reduce the ex-
penditure to within the revenue.

Hox. T. NEVITT: What does this cheese-
paring policy mean to our railways? Is it
not having the effect of reducing the safety
ot the travelling pubiic? One hon. gentle-
man said there were a great many more
lencthsmen working cn the railways to-day
than in years gone by. That may be so, but
what are those lengthsmen there for, but for
the safety of the public? Hon. gentlemen
will remember the accident on the railway
at Macalister. The result of the inquiry
into that accident was not altogether satis-
factory, but it was the opinion of many
people that that accident was due to the
cheeseparing policy of the Government. What
was said in Victoria during the administra-
tion of the Tait Government? The cheese-
paring policy was put into operation there
more severely than in regard to any other
railway system 1in Australia. How many
serious railway accidents had they in Victoria
which resulted in great loss of life and very
heavy compensation? Had the railways been
kept in an efficient state it is very question-
able whether those moneys would have had
to be paid away in compensation. It would
have been far better to spend the large
amount paid in compensation in keeping the
railways in an efficient condition and it would
have saved great loss of life. Hon. members
on the other side are willing and anxious
to increase the expenditure of the Govern-
ment, but when it comes to asking them to
&ip their hands into the pockets of those well
able to pay it, it is a horse of another colour.
Last nicht we passed an iron and steel works
Bill, which, personally, I was very pleased to
see passed. bub it iavolves the expenditure

of £100.000.
Hon. T. J. O’Suea: Not 1d. out of revenue.

Hox. T. NEVITT:
of reveaue.

Hon. T. J. O’SHEA:
with this?

Hox, T. NEVITT: It has a great deal
to do with it. Can you spend £100,000 out
of loan money without having to pay interest
on it? Therciore, 1n that connection the
interest bill next year will be increased
according to the amount spent on the iron
and steel works. Then again, it must be

I Lknow it is not out

What has that to do
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bhorne in mind that the Government last
vear relieved the farmers of this State of a
burden of £200,000.

Hon. A, H. ParxrLn: And they put another
£80,000 c¢xtra taxation on them in the shape
of extra railwey fares and freights.

Hox. T. NEVITT: Did the farmers pay

it :

Hon. A. H. PanvrLL: Ves.

Hox. T. NEVITT: It is very easy for
the hon. gentleman to say so, but he cannot
prove it.

Hon. A. H. Pamxrrr: Did they irerease
the suburban fsres? No.

Hox. T. NEVITT: I understand the hon.
gentleman is = business man.

Hon. A, H. Parxrin: T am.

Hox. T. NEVITT: Are not the railways
competing with the trams?

. Hon. A. H ParxerL: The trams are keep-
ing the fares down,

Hox. T. NEVITT: That is what I am
frying to tell tha ho» gentleman, and he is
blaming the Government for not increasing
the fares. If we were to increase our
suburban railway fares, instead of getting
the revenue we have now, our revenue would
decrease.

Hon. A, H. Parxrrn: No. The trams only
run four or five miles out. )

Hox. T. NEVITT: I know the trams
carry the traffic of this city. There is one
other item worth mentioning. During the
term of ths Government it was necessary to
convert £11.500.000 of loan money. We were
paying for that money, on anuaverage, 3%
per cent. and we have to pay now, on an
average, 1} per cent. to 1} per cent. more,
That extra interest on £11.500,000 is a very
considerable increase and it has to be made
up somewhere. This Government considers
this taxation is one of the best means of
making it up.

Hon. T. W. H. Fowres: They did not
mention that as a reason for extra taxation.

JHox. T NEVITT: Whether they men-
tioned it or not I am mentioning it, and the
hon.) gentleman cannot deny that they had
to find that incezased amount of interest
and they got benefit from it. The monev
had already been spent. The fact remains

that their interest bill was in i

h nteres ) creased by
£100.009 a rear, This tax. if it is passed,
is giomg to hit the pastoralists of this
counfry.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrrORN: Thev pav
. Ha N o over
40 per cent. of the income tax nE)wI.) ore
Hox. T. NEVITT: In 1915 they paid 44.34
per cont., and in 1916 they paid 54 per cent.
I will give the figures. In 1915 there were
1,826 pasteralists, and their income from pro-
b

erty w3 The tax paid was £4,880

13x. & Their income from 801

1 ‘ iz personal exer-
tron was £2‘73;>.217, and the tax paid was
£152 9s. 7d., or a total income of
£2 and the tax works out at 44.34

per cent. of the total income tax paid in
Qur:on‘nhnd Now, fake the following vear,
end what do we find? There were 2,522
pastorailstf.— and their incoms from p‘rapértv
was £108.491. They paid income tax amount-
ing to £5.556 16s. 1d. Their incoms from
personal exertion was £3.976.049, and the
tax on that amounted to £225.356 15s. 8d
Their total income was £4,084.531. And the
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tetal tax worked out at 54.31 per cent. of the
tax paid in Queensland. We find that the
income of the pastoralist: of this State in-
creased in ome yvear by 45 per cent.

Hon, E. W. . Fowrks: It is only one-
third of the total taxable income.

Hox. T. NEVITT: Did their expenses in-
crease in the same ratio, or anywhere near
it? Did their rents increase in any shape
or form?

Hon. A. A Davey: When they get a
drought their income does not increase.

Flox. T. NEVITT: I am speaking of the
figuves we have here.

Hon, A. A. Daver: You must recognise
that they suffer from drought sometimes.
Hoyx. T. NEVITT: If ihere s a drought,

does nobody else suffer? When you have
your swag on vour back travelling about the
country locking for a job, and a drought
comes along, you know It.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: I would not
arudge them a good year or two.

Hox. T. NEVITT: I begrudge nobody a
good year, but I say, in all fairness, that
they should pay a fair and reasonable amount
of taxation, and those are the people whao
will pay under this proposal, and practically
the only people.

Hon. A. G. C. Hawrnorx: What de they
ray as Federal tax?

Hox. 0. NEVITT: When I put the figures
hefore hon. members and show that these
people should pay this tax, the hon. gentleman
vefers me to the Federal Government.
want the hon. gentleman to look the facts
squarely in the face. When a person's income
increases 45 per cent. in one year, and his
expenses do not increase at all, is it not a
fair thing to ask him fo pay a little more
in taxation, as we are doing under this Bill?

Hon. B. W. H. Fowirs: Look at the other
side. 'They are getting one-third of the in-
come, and they pay 54 per cent. of the total
tax.

Hox. T. NEVITT: I have possibly as
intimate a knowledge of the pastoral industry
as the hon. member. I know station pro-
perties that have been in the same families
for over thirty years, and their rents are

practically the same to-day as
[8.30 p.m.] they were then. I have seen

cattle delivered at the slaughter-
vards at 17s. 6d. a head-——not once but many
Fmes. I have known several men send cattle
from the Gulf country down to Muswellbrook
in New South Wales, and they did not
realise sufficient to pay the droving expenses,
Those stations ave practically paying the
same rents now as they paid in those days.

Hon. A. A. Davey: You would not like %o
see those ccnditions again, would you?

Hox. T. NEVITT: I would not, and T do
not think any other hon. member wants to
seo them. But I am pointing out that if the
amendment is carried, it will be an_injus-
tice, because these men are very ‘well able
to pay this extra taxation. This is one of
the easiest formus of taxation and one of the
ensiest to collect; and our friends are very
great on economy. 'The cost of collection
only amounts to 1.25 par cent. Hon. members
should therefore give us credit for being
economical. We are not spending a lot of
money in the collection of revenue. T think

Hon. 7. Nevitt.]
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I have given sufficiently logical reasons why
the Council should help the Government to
balance the ledger. (Hear, hear!)

Hox. R. BEDFORD: The alleged reasons
given for the side-tracking of this Bill abso-
Lutely set up a record for hypocrisy even in
this Chamber.  We have heard the word
“worker” used, and quite a lot of crocodile
sympathy given for the worker. There is no
attempt in this Bill to get af anybody who
can be classed as a worker in the ordinary
sense of the term, as the exemption starts
at £3,000. I do not think that the Hon.
Mr. Fowles intended us to beliove what he
said about the worker, but that what he said
was really intended for electioneering pur-
poses.

Hon, E. W. H. Fowrrs: Doesn’t it hit
mutual insurance companies ?

Hox. R. BEDFORD: And why not?

Hon. B. W. H. FowLEs: Aren’t the policy-
holders workers?

Hox. R. BEDFORD: It hits the small
shareholder certainly, but it hits the com-
panies in globo; and a mutual company can
have twenty-five or thirty people as wealthy
as any one of there who will not be exempted.
The line of argument adopted has been gene-
rally in the direction that this Government
have done wrong in suspending the sinking
fund. But Britain has had to suspend the
sinking fund. Of course, the natural retort
to that is that there is a war on. But is
New South Wales any more at war than
Queensland ?  Another statement made is that
the Victorian position in regard to railways
is better than the position in Queensland ;
but there is no analogy between the positions
at all, because Victoria is a small State—not
a quarter the size of Queensland—ith a large
quantity of dense railway mileage, and a
population two and a-half times the popula-
tion of Queensland. The Hon, Mr. Curtis’s
idea was that generally the Government in
their attempts to square the finances ought
to be penalised, because a portion of the loss
on the railways was brought about by a very
necessary increase in wages. The hon. mem.
ber’s idea was that the great loss in the work-
ing of the railwars was due to the fact that
the men were slowing down.

Hon. G. 8. Crrrs: I did not say that.

Hox. R. BEDFORD: The hon. member
said that the Commissioner complained that
the men were not doing a fair day’s work.

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: It was the Hon.
Mr. Hawthorn who said that,

Hon. &, G. C. Hawrsony: I quoted from
the Commissioner's report.

Hox. R. BEDFORD: Judging gencrally
from the remarks I heard the Hon. Mr.
Curtis make, he was complaining that the
men were not giving a fair day’s work for a
fair day’s wages.

Hon. G. 8. Ctr1is: I believe in that prin-
ciple.

Hox. R. BEDFORD: I know the hon.
member does, and so do we all. The hon.
member  believes that the Btate worker,
especially on the railways, has not been
giving a fair day’s work for a fair day’s
wage.

Hon, G. 8. Crrms: I did not say that,

Hox. R. BEDFORD: I thought the hon.
member was working up to 20th December
in this_attempt to get industrial conseription,

which is the real thing hon. members opposite

[Hon. T. Nevitt.
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are aiming at. The position generally
ia regard to the railway bus1nes§, so _far‘ as
we can get it from the other side, is_that
it is wise to cut down fares and freights,
that it is also a good thing to cut down
wages, and that 1t is also a very good
thing not to impose any extra taxation for
the purpose of making up for the loss thag
would accrue from the lower fares and
freights. Apparently, they want a
millennium. They want railways: in heaven,
and they cannot possibly get them. Right
from the beginning to the end of the financial
proposals of the Government, the whole
scheme seems to be—recognising that the
finances are in a much worse position by
reason of the war than they would other-
wise be—that the Government are to be
thwarted in every attempt to malke the
finances square. As a mafbter of fact, this
very irresponsible Chamber, which has never
to face anvbody, is attempting to sprag the
wheels, and the Government. who have to
face the people in five or six months, bave
to stand or fall by their policy.

Hon, A. H. ParxeuL: Didn’t we face the
people in May last?

Hox. R. BEDFORD: You didn’t face any-
one. and never will; and, if you and many
others on that side were to face the electors
once, vou would never face them again. The
next thing vou would face would be the

emetery.

Cngn. "P. J. Lrauy: You faced the people
three times in Victoria.

Hox. R, BEDFORD: I did, and I was
taken down simply because they did not
know me. Now the people have not turned
me down when they do know me.

The PRESIDENT : Order!
Hox. R. BEDFORD: I think anv refer-

nces to the hon. member’s incursion into
ihissChamber would be very risky. But
hon. members need not worry about me.
Evervone knows that the caucus voted for
me, and, as the caucus represents the people,
from whom they have only been awar twe
and a-half vears. I represent the people much
more directly than any hon, member on the
other side. ‘
Hon. P. J. Leany: The people never voted
for you.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon, E. W. H. Fowres: What about the
Income Tax Bill? .
Hox. R. BEDFORD: The whole business
in connection with this mt(rfel:en,oe “w1th
money Bills is laid down in Keith’s R?;
sponsible Government in the Dominions.
That book includes the report of the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council of 27th
March, 1836, on a question submitted by
Sir Samuel Griffith on the powers of this
particular morgue here. ) ‘
Hox. P. J. LEAHY : I rise to a point of
order. Is the hon. member justified in
referring to the Council as a morgue?

The PRESIDENT: The hon, member is
rot in order in using such an expression with
respect to the Council. )

Hox. R. BEDFORD: I was only saying
that it is a morgue, except when there is a
division. .

Hon. P, J. Leany: The question then sub-
mitted referred to amendments in money
Bills, and not to amendments on the motion
that the Bill be now read a second time.
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Hox. R, BEDFORD : This is the way vou
get away from amending the Rill, by amend-
g it out of existence.

Hon. P, J. Leany: We have the Con-
stitutional right to reject a Money Bill on
the second reading.

Hox. R. BEDFORD: I am assured by
immeasurably better lawyers than the bush
lawyers over there, that you have no such
right. According to * Keith,” the questions
submitted for the decision of the Privy
Council were—

*1. Whether the Constitution Act of
1867 confers on the Legislative Council
power co-ordinate with those of the Leg-
1slative Assembly in the amendment of
all Bills, including Money Bills.

92 Whether the claims of the Logis.
lative Assembly as set forth in their
message of 12th November, 1885, are
well founded.”

And the Judicial Committee reported—

** Their lordships agree humbly to re-
port to Your Majesty as their opinion
that the first of these questions should be
decided in the negative, and the second
in the affirmative.”

Therefore, this House, no maiter by what
subterfuge it endeavours to get away from
the fact that this amendment is merely a
way of geiting rid of the Bill on the second
reading, still stands in the position of being
an impudent usurpation of the rights of the
one House that stands for the people.

Question—That the words proposed to be
added (Mr. Fowles's amendment) be so
added—put; and the Council divided:—
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s»  F. T. Brentnall 5 P. J, Leahy

5 C. Campbell . C. ¥, Marks

+»  J. Cowlishaw o E. D. Miles

. G, 8. Curtis .. O, P. Nielson

A 5, T.J. O’Shea
,s AL H. Parnell
E. H. T. Plant
W. Stephens
.» H. Turner
» A, H. Whittingham
Teller: Hon, P, J. Leahy.

Nor-CoxTENTS, 12.

Hon. F. McDonnell
. T. Nevitt
» G, Page-Hanify
s« L. Perel

3 A Dunn
s»  B. Fahey
s B, W. H. Fowles

. R. Bedford

5 W. R. Crampton
. W. H, Demaine
» A, J. Jones

., H. Llewelyn E. B. Purnell
ss L. MeDonald W. J. Riordan

Teller: Hon. Ijl,. Bedford.
Resolved in the affirmative.
Question, as amended—That the Bill be
read a second time this dax six months (for
the reasons given)—put and passed.

SUSPENSION OF STANDING RULES
AND ORDERS.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T ask
leave of the Council to move a motion with-
ouf notice.

The PRESIDENT : It is irregular to move
a motion after the Orders of the Day have
been called on, but, with the leave of the
House, I think the hon. gentleman may move
his motion,

HoONCURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I
move—

“ That so much of the Standing Rules
and Orders be suspended as would
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ctherwise preclude the passing of Appro-
priation Bill, No. 4, through all its stages
in one day, and the passing of the
undermentioned Bills through ali their
stages in one day—Public Works Land
Resumption Act Amendment Bill, Local
Authorities Acts Amendment Bill, Seate
Children Act Amendment Bill, Bunda-
berg Harbour Board Acti Amendment
Bill, Pharmacy Bill, and the Clern-ont
Flood Relief Act Amendment Bill.”

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN : Before we
pass the motion, I should like to have an
intimation from the Minister as to when we
are going to close the session. We have been
working for the last week or two on the
understanding that we are going to close
the gession tomerrew, It scoms to me that
it is an impossibility with the business we
have on the sheet, and the business there is
on the Assembly sheet to close the session
to-morrow, and I think the Minister should
take the IHouse into his confidence, and tell
us when he expects the session to close.

The SECRETARY FOR MINER: It will
be impossible, as the hon. gentleman has
said, to close the session this week, although
we had hoped that we might have done
so.  If the House will sit to-morrow and
Monday. I hope that we shall be able to
finish our business by Tuesday. If it will
meet the convenience of hon: members, T
should like to sit on Monday.

Hon, E. W. H. FowrLes: Monday is not a
good day for country members.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If we
sit on Monday. I promise not to go on with
contentious business on that day.

Hon, P. J. Lrauy: Will it nob be much
better to decide that matter to-morrow?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Very
well, we will leave the decision of that matter
till to-morrow. If we sit on Monday, I kope
we shall be able to close the session om
Tuesday, or at latest on Wednesday.

Question put and passed.

PUBLIC WORKS LAND RESUMPTION
ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SrcoND READING.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The ob-
ject of this Bill is to amend the Public
Works Land Resumption Act of 1906, with
a view to giving the Government power to-
resume certain lands. Under the Public
Works Land Resumption Act we have power
to resume land inter alia for railway purposes,
and this Bill seeks to give the Government
power to resume land for township purposes.
We may find it necessary to resume land for
a railway, and also land for forming town-
ships along that railway line. Hon. mem-
bers know as well as I can tell them, that
in many parts of Queensland where land
has been enhanced in value to a consider-
able extent by the construction of a rail-
way, townships have been formed on pri-
vate land, and the local authorities have
had no power to reserve any of the land
for parks or other public purposes. Neither-
have the Government had that power, with

the vesult that townships have mnot been:
laid out in a proper manner. I have in my
mind the town of Kingaroy. The Govern-

ment built that line from the then terminus,

Hon. A. J. Jones.]
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Kilkivan, to the 56-mile peg. The land at
the 56-mile peg was private property, and
a township had to be formed there heedless
of the fact that a few miles further on there
was a good site for a township on Crown
land. Pome of that land was purchased
for 2s. 6d. per acre, and it brought as much
as £160, and in one instance £800, per
quarter of an acre shortly after the town-
ship was established. The Government very
often find therrselves in the position of having
to buy land on which to erect public build-
ings, but if this measure is passed they will
be able to resume land for such purposes.
That is the object of the Bill, and [ am
sure it is an object that will meet with the
approval of this House. I have much plea-
sure in moving-——That the Bill be now read
a second time.

Hox. C. F. NIELSOXN: The Bill is, no
doubt, necessary for the purposes explained
by the Minister, and against those purposes
1 have nothing to say, but I should like to
know from the hon. gentleman what is the
definition of ¢ township settlement, town-
ships, and township purposes.”” I know of
no Act on our statute-book where that ex-
pression s used. In the Crown Lands Act
and the Local Authorities Act we have the
expressions ‘‘ town allotments” and ‘ subur-
ban allotments,” but the word  township”’
iz quite a new word, so far as our legislation
iz concerned,. and 1 think it should be de-
fined, and not left to the dictionary meaning.
Another thing which strikes me is that there
is no provision limiting its operation to the
purposes mentioned by the Minister. There
is nothing in the measure to prevent the
Government resuming a residential block
of 2 acres in a town, or compelling the owner
to cut it up into small allotment: That
is not a good thing to do, because, if 16
perches 1s too small for an allotment for

health reasons, the larger it is the

[9 pom.] better it iz from a health point
. of view. There is nothing in the
Bill to prevent the resumption for township
purposes of any small area of land. A man
might be living with his family for years
‘on a Z-acre or a b-acre block, and, if there
1s sufficient agitation, the Government might
b2 able to resume that land, and cut it up
into j-acre allotments. The Bill ought to
specify the meaning of ““township settle-
meents,” ““townships.” and “ township pue-
poses,” and it should prevent the resumption
of any land below a certain defined area.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : T have been looking
at the Bill, and it seems a comparatively
innocent Bill, yet I can see there mav be
a good deal in the point rvaised bv the Fon.
Mr. Nieclson. There ought to he some limit
to the powers of the Government so far as
the resumption of land is concerned. Under
this Bill the Government could resume 5
acre or 1 acre of land. T do not suppose it
is the intention of the (Government to re-
sume 1 acre of land for towmn:kip purposes.
I have no objection to the Bill if we can
put in some amendment to limit the avea
which may be resumed. We are oiving
power to the Government under the Bill to
Tesume half an acre of land for township
purposes. I take it that their intention is to
resume 5 or 10 or 2C acres of land for town-
ship purposes and not a small area. Tlev
might even resume a 16-perch allotment
under this Bill. There ought to be a limit
to the arca that can be resnmed. There is
o0 definition of “‘ township,” and we might

[Hon. A. J. Jones.
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provide for it in this Act. It is more a
matter for the Committee, and perhaps we
can deal with it at that stage.

Honx. A, G. C. HAWTHORN: I think
there ought to be some definition of “town-
ship.”” At the present time we do not know
what a “township” is. This Bill might give
the Government power to do what they are
not able to do at present, and that is to
resume one half of Musgrave Park in South
RBrisbane for purposes of their own, I would
like to know from the Minister if it is the
intention of the Government to make use of
this Bill to take over Musgrave Park. as it
is reported that the Government are frying
to get hold of that park.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (in
reply): I would suggest that we pass the
second reading of the Bill to-night and let
stage stand over till to-
morrow. (Hear, hear!} I cannot give a
definition of  * towrship” now, but we s.hall
be able to arrange it in Committee
to-morrow.

Question—That the Bill be now read a
second time—put and passed.

The committal of the Bill was made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.

LOCAL AUTHORITIES ACTS AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SecoND READING.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I beg

to move—That the Bill be now read a second
time. This Bill amends section 149 of the
principal Act by inserting, after the word
“light” wherever that word occurs, the words
“other than electric light.” It also amends
section 226 to remit any rates for which any
soldier on active service is liable.

Hon. A. G. C. Hawrnorx: You might
read us section 149,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Section
149 of the principal Act reads as follows:—

“Where under any Act or order in
force at the commencement of this Act
any company is empowered to carry on
the business of the supply of light or
hydraulic or other power, nothing in this
Act shall be construed so as to authorise
a local authority within whose area such
business is carried on to compulsorily
purchase and take from such company
its undertaking except upon the terms
and conditions, if any, in such Act or
order mentioned.

“But if any such Act or order makes
no provision for the purchase of such
undertaking by the local authority, or if
any company 1s carrying on the business
of the supply of light or hydraulic or
other power with the permission of the
local authority without any statutory
powers in that behalf, then the local
authority at any time after the com-
mencement of this Act may, by giving
at least six months’ notice to the com-
pany, and subject to the Public Works
Lands Resumption Acts, purchase and
take from the company its undertaking,
with the goodwill of its business as a
going concern, and also the whole of the
lands, buildings, works, mains, pipes, and
apparatus of the company used by it in
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or in connection with the business which
by the Act or order it is empowered to
carry on.

“Subjeet to and without prejudice to
any existing rights, it shall not be lawful
for a locel authority to enter upon the
manufacture or supply of light”—

We prepose to insert ““other than electric

light”’ there. Then it goes on—
“or hydraulic or other power in any
cuse where any company Is carrying on
business as aforesaid unless or until *uch
local authority has exercised its powers
of purchase in the Act or order or in
this section contained or has otherwise
acquired the underteking of the com-
pany.”’

Under present conditions a local authority
cannot compete with an existing lighting
company. A private company may oet an
Order in Council to compete with an exlstlng
lighting company, but the local authority
cannot do so. Take a city like Marvborough.
It might be beneficial to the people, and pro-
fitable to the Council, to run an electric tram
system. They can do that, but they cannot
use the same electric power for lighting the
town by electricity. 1 am sure the Bill
will meet with the hearty approval of all
local authorities, because it will enable them
to go in for electric lighting if they wish to
do so. T might mention that the town of
Thargomindah was the first town in Aus-
tralia to be lighted with clectricity, and the
Hon. Mr. Leahy, a member of this Chamber,
was the person responaxlﬂo for that.

Hon. P. J. IBavY: I bought the plant,
and it is still going.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I bhe-

lieve the light went out when the hon.
gentieman left Thargomindah. (Laughter.)

Hox. A G. ¢. HAWTHORN : The Minis-
ter says that this Bill merely gives local
authorities ths power o introduce electric
lighting into their arcas if they desire it. Is
that the =ole power of the Bill?

The SECRETARY FOR Mines: Yes.

Hon. . W. H. Fowres: It also exempts
absent soldiers from rates.
Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN: We all

agree with that, but it was the other point
I was referring to. I do not think that the
Minister has given us all the information
that he could have given us. Tt seems to
me that there is something more behind this
than we know of. I have not heard of any
particular demand from the local authoritics
for this Bill, and I think the Minister should
give us a Little more information as to who
has prompted it. Personally. T should like
to see the loecal authorities have power to
supply electric light, because I notice lately
thei Orders in Council have been granted
to eompanies 1 and around Brisbane enab-
ling them to go into any area.

The SecrRETARY FOR Mives: This was in the
Local Authorities Bill last year, but the fran-
chize clause was responsible for its being lost.

Hon. W. STEPHENS: Does this Bill
mean that any local authority will have
poewer to buy a plant and run this business?

In a city like Brisbane, would it have power

te run the tramways?

The Secrutary FOR MINEs : The local autho-
rities cannot compete with an electric light-
ing company at the present time unless they
buy the company out
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Hex, W, STEPHENS: 1 am not too_sure:
of that. If the gas company is supplying
gas and My, Baar v comes along with his.
clectric trams, he can zupply electricity in
opposition to the gas company if the local
authority likes to engage him. I know that
cut in the Stephens Shire the gas was not
100 good, and we went to Mr, Badger, and
Mr. Bsdser put up poles and gave us the
clectric light. Do I understand that all the
Government 1§ asking for is that, if there is
a zas company and an clectric light company,
the local authority can, if they like, get either
gas or electric plants and compete with other
reople? Is that so?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES :
and nothing loss,

Hox. W. STEPHENS: If the Bill means
that and no more, I will give it my hearty
support.

Hox. %W. . DEMAINE: I believe T am
partly the instigator of this Bill. Some four
¥OArs ago a conces: izon was sought by an elec-
tric light company to light the city of Mary-
boroush and provide electric power. The
company got an Order in Council through
the local authority, but the ratepayers,
by petition, objected to the concession
and demanded a poll, and the proposal’
was defeated. Then it was found that
they were up against the Local Authori-
ties Act which prevented them, because of
the cxistence of the Maryborough Gas Com-
pany. from entering into any business for
the lighting of the city, and that obstacle has
Leen stantling in the way cver since. At
that time the Maryborough Council could
have obtained the money from the Common-
wealth Bank to start the electric light busi-
ness, but they cculd not take advantage of
that offer by resson of that section in the
Lecal Authoritios Ac';, and this short Bill is
hrought forward to remove that disability.
If the Bili is passed any local authority,
where there is anv existing gas company or
clectrie Jight company, can compete with that
company or companies without having to pur-
chise their rights. I understand this matter
has been copsidercd at the various annual
Confemm = of the local authorities for some
vears past, and they are practically unani-
mons in desiring the disability removed. Ag
the presant time the Maryborough Council

Nothing more

" cannot compete with the gas company, but

anT privatc company can get an Order in
Council and compete. A public utility like
this should be in the hands of the local
authority.

Hox. F. McDONNELL: I remember that
about fiftcen or sixteen years ago .an effort
was mede to do somcthing like this in Bris-
bane. There was a poll taken at the time to
purchease the Electric Light Company’s busi-
ness, but, unfortunately, the Local Authorities
Act mowdeb that only the owners of land
can vote at a poll, with the result that the
proposal was turned down. Had the whole
of the people been allowed to vote. they
would have decided in favour of the pro-
po=a1 Ever since that time we have had
to rely on a private company for our electric
light in Brisbane. As far as I understand
the Rill, it is to give the local authorities
the right to supply electric light and gas,
bat, if the Bill means that we are conter.
ring on the municipalities of Brisbane and
Hle surrounding distriets the power to run
the Brisbane tramways, 1 would feel disposed
to oppose it, because I think the greatest

Hon. F. McDonnell.)
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misfortune that could happen to Brisbane
would be for the local authorities to get hold
of ocur trams. I would much prefer to see
the trams run as they are by a private com-
pany to seeing them run by the local authori-
tiss. I am a strong believer in the Govern-
ment running the trams, and I think they
would make an awful mistake if they at-
tempted to hand over the Brishane trams to
the local authorities, This Bill proposes to
give the local authorities the right to supply
either gas or electric light.
Hon. E. W. H. Fowres:0h, no!

Hox., F. McDONNELL: So far as we
have heard yet, that is what the Bill means.

Hon. E. W, H. FowLes: There is no gas
in this Bill

Hox. F. McDONNELL: If this Bill is
passed, the local authorities will have the
right to supply electric light, which they have
not got at the present time. At the present
time they must buy out any electric light-
ing company before they can supply electric
light themselves.

Hon. E. W. H. FowLzes:
pow?fs them to stari in competition.
1s all.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: I do not rise in
-opposition to this Bill, but I should like
some information from the Minister. We
all know that the existing electric light com-
panies are working under Orders in Council,
and I would like to know whether this Bill
is in any way a breach of faith with those
people?  When they got these Orders in
Council it may have been understood that
they were protected from "competition for
some time.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I suggest that
we go on with the second reading of these
Bills, and leave the Committee and third
reading stages until to-morrow. That will
give hon. members an opportunity of con-
sidering them.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : That will give me
an opportunity in Committee to make any
remarks I feel necessary.

Hox., T. J. O'SHEA: I have read the
Bill, and I have listened to the speech of
the Minister. To begin with, he missed the
point, because he referred to the amendment
as only applying to the third paragraph of
section 149. As I read it, it applies also to
the first paragraph, because the word
*“light ”” appears in the first line of the first
paragraph, and in the third line of the third
paragraph. I want to know what it means,
and I must confess that the Minister has not
enlightened me. What is there that cannot
be done now that this Bill seeks to accom-
plish ?

_The Srcrrrary POR MixEs: A local autho-

rity now cannot compete with an existing
electric light company unless they buy the
company out.

Hox. T. J. O’SHEA: That applies also
to gas companies. Why have a one-horned
affair? Why not apply it to gas?

The SEcRETARY FOR MiNES: I suppose there
is very little gas used now.

How. T. J. OSHEA : I live in a suburb
not more than 2 miles from Victoria Bridge.
I have a cottage there that I like to make
comfortable, and for six years I have been
"gtrylng to get electric light and cannot get

This Bill em-
That

1T,
The SrccrerarY For MiNes: This will
enable you to get it.

[Hon. F. McDonnell.
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Amendmont Bill,

Hox. T. J. O'SHEA: It will not, simply
because the local authority will not tackle
the scheme, and the CGovernment will not
give the electric light compary an Order in
Council to supply it. I understand that the
City Electric Light Company offered to take
their current there, but there is a baulk.
There iz a line of demarcation between
North Brisbane and Toowong over which
they are not allowed to_ cross, and for six
vears I have been punching away as hard
as I can to try and get electric light. 1
actualiy tried to get it from_the Toowong
railway station through the Railway Com-
miszioner, and he, with the consent of every-
body concerned, volunteered to let me have
it by paying the usual rates and costs. I
was then told that the supply was so irregu-
lar and unreliable -that they could not tap

it, and I have had to go along

[9.30 p.m.] with a very inferior article inthe

shape of gas. I may say that I
have complained many times of the quality
of the gas, but though I was willing to pay
for a better article I could not get 1b.
RBvery facility should be given for the use
of electric light and power, as it is the
modern and attractive form of light and
power, and is the cleanest, handiest, and
Jeast dangerous of all. The amendment is
apparently very simple, and only proposes
to interpolate three or four words. TUnder the
old Act there was a limitation to the extent
that, if there was an electric light company
or a gas company din operation, it was fair
that a company which had invested a great
deal of money in installing electric light
or gas, or both, because of the franchise
which had been granted to it. should mnot
have its franchise suddenly taken away or
it investment swept away.

Hon. W. H. Devamxe: Yeb a private com-
pany would be allowed te compete with them.

Hox. T. J. O’SHEA: The question is how
far it is fair to interfere with the franchise
of people who have spent their money under
the protection of that franchise. What 1s
the good of luring men on to spend their
money unless they are protected? Every
pioneer company deserves the gratitude of
the people amongst whom it comes. As a
rule pioneers lose their money, but the
locality benefits; and, when a franchise is

. granted to a company, thereby inducing it

to spend its money for the benefit of a
locality, it is not a fair thing lightly’ to
interfere with the privilege that has been
granted and which induces the company to
spend its money.

Hon. E. W, H. FowLgs: Was a monopoly
promised ?

Hox. T. J. O'SHIEA:
monopoly was promised.

Hon. W. H. DevaiNe: I is a monopoly
against the municipal council. -

Howx. T. J. O’SHEA : As a rule a franchise
is given for a number of years, varying from
fourteen to forty-two.

Hon, W. H. Demarxg: There is no limit
in the case of Maryborough. It has gone for
fifty years now. The Maryborough company
cannot be competed with by the Counct’
unless this Bill is passed. The anomaly is
that a private company can come in and
compete with them.

Howx. 7. J. O'SHEA: 1 was referring to
franchises granted by the Crown. I do not

I will not say a
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%now what the position is in Maryborough.
Possibly the Maryborough Gas Company is
under an Act, and in that case it would
require an amending Act to vary the
franchise. The Brisbane Gas Company 1s
under an Act. I think Parliament should
encourage the use of gas and electric light
and power in every little settlement in the
State. )

Hon., W. H. Deaarxk: The Maryborough
Gas Company wili not use its electric light
and power franchise, and they will not allow
anyone clse to use it.

Hox. T. J. O'SHEA: I understand that
a franchise was granted in Maryborough for
electric light.

Hon. W. H. Deyani: Ves, but the rate-
payers objected to it, saying that they wanted
to supply it themselves.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES:
poll and were defeated.

Hox, T. J. O’'SHEA: I am not adverse
to the principle of the Bill. but I am still
in doubt as to its effect. If Maryborough
wanted electric light and power, why did
they not bring in a Bill for Maryborough
alone? There would be nothing to prevent
the hon. member, especially since he came
into this Chamber, using his influence to get
an Act passed to enable Maryborough to
get what it wants. This provision is a one-
horned one. It does not affect gas, but only
electric light.

Hon. W. H DeMaIXE: You believe in
electric light. Why worry about gas?

Hox. T. J. O'SHEA: I believe that those
who want electric light should be allowed to
get it. T do not know that the Bill will be
the great acquisition its sponsors seem to
think 1t will be. I am certainly in doubt
about it, and I hope it will not be taken
in Committee to-night, so that we may have
an opportunity of looking into it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We will only
pass the second reading to-night.

Hox. T. J. O'SHEA: I am prepared to
agree to the second reading and to give the
matter further consideration in Committee.
I may say that, if there is anything I can
de. to extend and eucourage the use of
¢lectric light in every part of the State, I
will do my utmost to assist in that direction.
It is not-many vears sice I passed through
the TUnited States of America, and I was
surprised to see little villages away in the
wilderness with their owu electric light plants,
many of them worked oy water power at a
merely nominal cost. But even where water
power was not available you would find every
iittle rwo-roomed cottage with ons or two
clectric light bulbs. Why is that not so in
Queensiand ?  Because difficulties are thrown
in the way on every hand. Personally, I feel
very keenly the fact that I have been pre-
vented for nearly seven years from getting
clectric light. The City Klectric Light Com-
pany ware prepared te supply the current
to Toowong years ago, but they were told
they had no franchise, and they were pre-
vented from getting cne. Any Government
that prevents such a useful, healthful. and
beneficial utility as electric light from being
supplied to the public is not doing its duty
io the people of the Siate

Hon. W. H. DeMarye: That is the object
of this Bill. :

We took a
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How. E. W. H. PFOWLES: I happen to
krow the reasom for this amendment. and I
only rise to cndeavous to malke clear to one

or two hon. members what the amendment
means, It refers omy to electric light com-
panies. It does not touch gas companies or

hydraulic power coripanies, or anything but
electric light companies. In the next place,
under the present Act, wherever there is an
clectrie light company, unless that company
is bought out, a local authority cannot manu-
facture electric light.

The SECRETARY Fox XTiNEs: That holds good
of a gas company too

Hown. E. W. H. FOWLES: Yes. they have
to buy out the gas company too. This amend-
ment says that in suy ecity where there is an
electric light comipany the local authority
can start and manufacture and supply electric
light and power without having to buy out
the existing company.

Hon. W. J. R1orDAN : Don’t you think that
is fair?

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: I express no
opinion on that. I expressed my opinion
on it eight months ago, and this is the result.

Question put and. passed.

The committal of the Bill was made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.

STATE CHILDREN ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Under
the present Act a child is admitted as a
State child up to the age of thirteen years,
but at that age must be discharged. The
Act proposes to increase the maximum age
from thirteen to fourteen years. It further
provides that the following words in the
principal Act, *“not exceeding 6s. a week, or,
in case such child is crippled, invalid, of
unsound mind, dumb, or blind, at such
greater rate as the Minister may determine”
shall be repealed. The principal Act is a
humane piece of legislation, and this Bill
is a further step in the direction of locking
after the unfortunate child who has to be
taken over by the State, and of further
assisting the mother or foster mother.
think the House might well pass the second
reading of the Bill without any further ex-
planation, as I am sure it will commend
itself to every member of the Chamber be-
cause of its humanitarian provisions. The
Bill can be considered in Committee to-
morrow, so that hon. members will have
ample time to study it if they are at all
suspicions that under this measure we can
commandeer a ship or start iron works. I
move—That the Bill be now read a second
time. '

Question put and passed.

The committal of the Bill was made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.

BUNDABERG HARBOUR BOARD ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: This
Bill is similar to other Harbour Board Acts
Amending Bills which have been passed by
this House, and provides for a new franchise

Hon. 4. J. Jones.]
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for the election of members of the harbour
board—namely, the local authority franchise.
It provides that the shires of Woongarra,
Barolin, Gooburrum, Isis, Perry, and Kolan
shall be entitled to elect one member each,
and that the city of Bundaberg shall be
entitled to elect two members. The Cairns
Harbour Board Act and the Townsville
Harbour Board Act have been altered on
the same lines, and this measure will simply
bring the Bundaberg Harbour Board Act
into harmony with those Acts. It is a demo-
cratic measure and is not contentious. I
move—That the Bill be now read a second
time.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: I should like to
ask the Minister where there has been any
request for this measure. The first I knew
of this Bill coming along was when I saw
it on the business-sheet. I live in Bunda-
berg, and have heard of no demand for the
Bill. The Bundaberg Harbour Board, the
Bundaberg Chamber of Commerce, and the
Bundaberg Mercantile Association have wired
me objecting to the Bill.

The SecrersRy FOR MINES: What are their
grounds of objection?

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: T will read their
telegrams., The president of the Chamber
of Commerce wired me as follows—

“ Protest against altering Bundaberg

Harbour Act until principal Act
amended.”
Mr. A. A. Macgill wired as follows—

““ Bundaberg Harbour Board Amend-
ing Act not equitable in representation;
Kolan should be included ; but nine mem-
bers preferable to ten; retirement whole
board after three-year term undesirable;
one-third annually preferable.”

Mr. B. T. Amos, chairman of the Mercantile
Association, wired as follows:—

““ Protest against altering Bundaberg

Harbour Act until principal Act
amended. Suggest principal Act pro-
vide for harbour areas giving boards

power to collect harbour rates in lieu of
harbour dues; ratepayers then exercising
votes.”

I have heard no demand for any alteration
in the franchise on the lines set out in this
Bill, and I have seen nothing about it in the
newspapers of late. I remember that a few
vears ago there was some discussion on the
matter.

Hon., P. J. Lrary: Who has asked for the
Bill? Who wants the Bill?

Hox., €. F. NIELSON: I do not know
who knows, but I do not know. To-day one
of the leading members of the Woongarra
Shire Council, who is in Brisbane, reminded
me that there is an alteration being made in
the shires in that district, which will come
into effect on the st January next, when one
shire mentioned in the Bill will be abolished.
The city of Bundaberg is to get two repre-
sentatives under the Bill. The Shire of
Rarolin will be abolished on the 1st January
next, and will then become part of the Shire
of Woongarra. The valuations in the Shire
of Woongarra will then be about 50 per cent.
more than the valuations of rateable property
in the city of Bundaberg. Therefore, Woon-
garra should have more representatives than
the city of Bundaberg. Woongarra at the

[Hon. A. J. Jones.
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present time, by reason of its agriculturak
product in the shape of sugar, provides
pretty well the bulk of the revenue of the-
harbour board. Altogether, I think the Bill
might be left over until next year, when the-
reorganisation of the shires will have been
effected.

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES : There is a pro-
vision in the Bill to meet the case of Barolin.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON : That may be so,
but I maintain that the Shire of Woongarra
should have ‘three representatives if the-
franchise is to be the local authority fran-
chise, as Woongarra will have 50 per cent.
higher rating responsibilities than Bunda-
berg, which is given two represeniatives.
Personally, I do not object to the Bill, but
I think there is no demand for it, and that
it might very well be left over till next
session.

Question—That the Bill be now read a
second time—put; and the Council divided :—

CoNTENTS, 13.

Hon. R. Bedford Hon. H. Llewelyn
., T. C. Beirne ., L. McDonald
., W. R, Crampton F. McDonne]l_
,,» W. H. Demaine .. G. Page-Hanify
,, B. Fahey . 1. Perel
. A, J. Jones ., A. H, Whittingham:
,, H.C., Jomes
Teller: Hon. H. C. Jones

Nor-CoNTENTS, 11.

. J. Cowlishaw Hoen, . F, Nielson

5 G 8. Curtis ,,  T.J. O'xhea

., BE. W. H. Fowles .,  A. H. Parnell

. H. L. Groom .. W. Stephens
P. J. Leahy ,» H. Turper

)

C. F. Marks
Teller: Hon. E. W. H. Fowles.

Resolved in the affirmative.

e

The consideration of the Bill in Committier
was made an OCrder of the Day for to-
Morrow.

PHARMACY BILL.
Spcoxp READING.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: This is.
a Bill to make better provision for the regis-
tration of pharmaceutical chemists, and to
regulate the practice of that profession.
Clause 2 repeals the Pharmacy Act of 1884.

The Bill provides for the forma-

[10 p.m.] tion of a pharmacy board con-

sisting of representatives ap-

pointed by the Government and members

elected by the cheinists, and a registrar has

also to be elected. It is a Bill of 31 clauses,

and we can pass the second reading to-night

and take the measure in Committee to-

morrow. I move—That the Bill be now read
a. second time.

Hox. W. F. TAYLOR: This Bill repeals
the Pharmacy Act of 1884. Since that date,
or for a period of thirty-three years, the
present Act has been in force. The old Act
has not been a very workable one. There
are certain powers lacking which this Bill
will give the chemists. The Bill is very
necessary to safeguard the public against
impostors. Notwithstanding the difficulties
of the present Act, the chemists have done
remarkably good work. They have estab-
lished a School of Pharmacy which has been
in existence for many years, and they have
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trained a Jarge number of very competent
men as chemists.  The training whica this
school has given them is equal to that which
they could have obtained in any State in
Auitralia, and probably equal to that which
could be obtained in Great Britain. They
deserve every credit for the work they have
done in tlammg competent men to Drotect
the public against mistakes, becaabe the
occupation or calhng of a chemist is a very
responsinle cne, and one which requires great
skiil in (‘on)pou'ldmn“ drugs, as a mistake
may result in fatal consequences. It is highly
necessary that these men should be well
trained and thoroughly competent in every
respeet.  This Bill will assist them in carry-
ing out their goed work. It has, I know, the
hearty support of the medical p1ofes%10n In
passing the Bill the Council will be doing
what they have never done yet, so far as my
knowledge goes, and that is thev will second
the cfforts of the modical profession in doing
good work. FHitherto they have thwarted the
medical profession.

Hon., P. J. Lrwuy:
profession ?

Hox. W. F. TAYLOR: It has been the
fault of the Council. The Bill will to a
certain extent safeguard the public against

Is that the fault of the

imposters and quacks, who, I may say,
are growing up in large numbers 1n
this State, and fleece the public in .a

most outrageous manner, and no steps are
taken to prevent them from doing .o.

Any steps which may be taken to deal with

that evil by mecans of Bills introduced into
this Chamber are always trcated, if not with
unconcern, at any rate, w ith great suspicion,
The power which is given to the Dental
Board to erase from the register the names of
persons guilty of misconduct and the power
given under this Bill to chemists to erase
from the register the names of chemists
guilty of misconduct has always been denied
fo the medical profession. The medical pro-
fession have been working under an Act
which was passcd in 1867—half a century
ago. Every effort made by the medical
profession to get power to crase from the
register the narze of a medijcal man guilty of
misconduct has been thyarted by the Lo gis-
lature. During all these years once a man
gets his name on the medical register you
eanno‘r get 1t off. no matter what is conduct
is. We have bad the greatest scoundrels
practising after being registered and we
could not interfere with them. That has
been the condition of affairs so far as the
medical profession is concerned for the last
half-century. I am glad to ses that this Bill
will give the chemists power to erase the name
of any person guilty of misconduct. As I
stated, the dentists also have that power,
and the other day we passed a Bill giving
the same power to another board. The
Opticians Bill was passed through this Cham-
ber without the slightest regard for the
wishes _and opinions of the mmedical profes-
sion, When a division was taken every mem-
ber in the Council except two voted in favour
of the Bill, although the medical representa-
tives were etronglv against it. The medical
members protested strongly that it would be
befter for the public if opticians were not
reglstcrcd but. in spite of our protestations,
and in spite of the protestations of medical
men in this and the other States, and in
Great Britain, the body I refer to_was
allowed registration. However, nerhaps,
that i1s a Iittle outside the subJect The
only clause of the Bill to which I take
exception is clause 4, which relates to the
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composition of the board. Ever siuce the
present Act was passed in 1884 the Pharma-
ceutical Society have elected their board.
Under this Bill the Governor will appoint
four members, and the members of the
society three members. The Minister has
given us no information as to why it is
proposed to alter the existing arrangement.
Poisibly he may give some reason later on.
It is not a democratic departure, at any rate.
We claim to be a democratic community, and
we want to be treated in a democratic way.
Tvery succceding Home Secretary seems to
think that the Government should have the
largest finger in the pie. Why, I don’t know.
So far as my experience goes, the hybrid
boards, half-nominee members and half-
elccted, are never satisfactory. It is better
to hava them either all clected or all nomi-
nated. We have only to refer to our hospitals
as an illustration of that fact, The members
of the Drisbane Hospital Committee were
partly elected and partly nominated by the
Government for a great many years, but that
hospital gradually got inte financial d1fhcultv

and eventually had to give up. The
Children’s Hospital Committee were ap-
pointod wholly by the subscribers, and they

have always

Worked well and have always
been in funds.

The same applics to the Lady

Bowen IHospital, the Lady Lamington
Hospital, and other hospitals throughout
the State.  The hospitals with hybrid

management are always getting into financial
d1[hcume= and the management are always
at log’rmheadw For those reasons I would
like to see the old method of appointing the
Fharmacy Board preserved in this Bill. As
far as the other provisions of the Bill are
cenearned, I think they are very good.

The Secrerary ror Mives: I think the
board prefer this method.

Hox. W. F. TAYLOR: I have only had
time to consult one chemist, and he seemed
to prefer the old method. He said the Home
Secretary had agreed to introduce a Bill to
smend the Act, but he inzisted on this hybrid
board. That is what I, was told over the
telephone to-night, and I think we ought to
have some more information on the subiect
The examination of candidates, as hon.
zentlemen will see by a reference to the
Bill, is a very strict one, and those who pass
that examination must be well qualified for
the wark they claim to do, and will be quite
different from those who will be registered
under a Bill which we, passed recently. I
have much pleasure in supporting the Bill,
and I hope that, with the exceptions I have

. mentioned, it will be passed without delay.

Hov. F. McDONNELL: I notice that this
Bill has avoided many of_ the objectionable
clauses contained in the Medical Bill that
we discussed here some years ago. There
is one thing I would like some information
on from the Minister. According to the Bill,
no person but a pharmaceutical chemist is
allowed to sell anything in the nature of a
drug, with the exception of retail store-
keepers, who are allowed to sell patent medi-
cines. Will this Bill prevent an herbalist
from selling herbal remedies? Herbalists, I
understand, have to pass an examination.

The SecreTary For MiNes: The Bill as it
stands will do that, but I intend to move an
amendment in Committee which, I think,
will meet with the approval of hon. members:

Hox. F. McDONNELL: That will satis{y
me.

Hon. F. McDonnell }
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Hon. C. F. MARKS: I do not wish to
repeat the arguments uwsed by the Hon. Dr.
Taylor, as the matter can ba dealt with in
Committee. I *\mplx wish to say that I am
in favour of the Bill

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: The pharma-
ceutical chemists of Queensland may be con-
gratulated on this Bill. Tt iz » Bill that has
boen shelved more than once. It was brought
in some years ago, and was brought in in
the last week of the Parliament. It is
brought in again in the last week of this
Parliament. The Bill removes two or three
cbjections that we had in connection with
the present Act. This present Bill does not
refer to wholesale chemists, and does not
refer to medical plach’clonel , and it also
removes the other objertion we had in regard
to the retail storckeepers not being allowed
to sell pitent medicines. It not only enables
the board to get a vital grip on the adminis-
tration of their society, but it also enacts
that there must be a certified pharmaceuti-
cal chemist in every shop that sells drugs.
That is the most vital clause in the whole
Bill. The only other matter that has been
brought to my notice is the fact that the
Bill will cut herbalists out of a living, but
1 understand the Minister is going to bring
m an amendment in regard to that. The
chemists can be congratulated on this Bill,
and I hope it will be passed.

Question put and passed.

The consideration of the Bill in Committee
was made an Order of the Day for to-
mMOrrow.

PAPER.

The following paper was laid on the table
and ordered to be printed:—

Award as of the twentieth day of No-
-vember, 1917, relating to engineers
engaged in the dledﬁe service at Bris-
banc.

SPECIAL ADJOURNMENT.
FRIDAY BITTING.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved—
That this Council, at its rising, do adjourn
until 2 o’clock p.m. to-morrow.

Question put and passed.

ADJOURNMENT.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I beg’
to move—That this Council do now adjourn.
T'he business to-morrow will be the adoption
of the report of the Select Committee on the
Mount Nolloy Railway, the resumption of
the second reading dcbate_on the Chillagoe
and Etheridge Rallwars Bill, the Committee
stages of the Public Works Land Resur “p-
tion Act Amendment Bill, Local Authorities
Act Amendment Bill, State Children Act
Amendment Bill, Bundaberg Harbour Board
Acts Amendment Bill, Pharmacy Bill. and
Clermont Flood Relief Act Amendment Bill,
to be followed by the second reading of the
Succession and Probate Duties Acts Amend-
ment Bill, and the Stamp Act Amendment
Bill.

Question put and passed.

The Council adjourned at twenty-five
minutes past 10 o’clock p.m.

{Hon.C. F. Marks.





