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THURSDAY, 27 JUNE, 1918.

The Depury Spraxer (Mr. W. Bertram,
Maree) took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

QUESTIONS.
EMPLOYEES IN RAILWAY SERVICE.

Mr. BRENNAN (Zoowoomba) asked the
Minister acting for the Secretary for Rail-
ways—

1. The number of employees of the
Commissioner for Railways at present
with a period of service extending over
six months who have not obtained a cer-
tificate of fitness {rom the head of the
branch?

2. The number of such employees
having obtained a certificate of ftness
who have not been put on the permanent
stafl of the Commissioner for Railways?”’

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. J. H. Coyne, Warrego) replied—
1. 770,
“2 141

SoLDIERS’ VOTES.

Mr. CORSER (Burnett) asked the Assistant
Minister for Justice—
¢ 1, The total cost of the cable system
of securing soldiers’ votes at the late
State election?
“2. The total number of votes
counted 7’

Hon. W. N. GILLIES (Facham) replied—

1. This information is not yet avail-
able.

“2. I would refer the hon. gentleman
to the return laid on the table of this
House on 11th instant.”

GRIEVANCES OF RAILWAY EMPLOYEES.

Mr. RIORDAN (Burke) asked the Min-
ister acting for the Secretary for Railways—

“1. Has his attention been drawn to
the isue of the ¢Cairns Times’ of
Saturday, 16th June, which contains a
report of a deputation of railway em-
ployees to the Commissioner for Railways,
stating that the Commissioner insulted
these men and refused to listen to
grievances which were properly placed
before him?

“2, Will he inquire whether this
report is accurate?

“3. If it is a faithful account of the
proceedings, will he take steps to ensure
that a reasonable and just man is
appointed to the Commissionership of
Railways when Mr. Evans’s term expires,
so as to ensure a more contented and
loyal service?”’

The SECRETARY ¥FOR PUBLIC LANDS
replied—

“1. No.

“2. Yes.

‘3. Mr. Evans denies that he insulted
the men in any shape or form, and that
the statement that he refused to listen
to grievances which were placed before
him is absolutely untrue.”



Questions.

ResULTs OF PrOHIBITION IN ONTARIO.

Mr. ROBERTS (East Toowoomba) asked
the Home Secretary—

“ Has he seen a copy of the Premier
of Ontario’s cable in reply to inquiry
of the Mayor of Geelong, Victoria,
wherein it is pointed out that prohibition
has resulted in a reduction of crime, im-
proved moral conditions, and other bene-
ficial results to the workers and the
country ?”

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION (Hon. H. F. Hardacre,
Leichhardt), on behalf of the Home Secre-
tary, replied—

3 NO.”

Liquor Acr AMENDMENT.
Mr. ROBERTS asked the Acting Pre-

mier—

1. Is he aware that it is generally
understood that the platform of the
Quecnsland Labour party has been
amended so as to provide for a Liquor
Act Amending Bill, appointing triennial
State local option polls which will decide
all liquor questions, including total pro-
hibition ?

“2. Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to give effect to this plank by
introducing a Bill during the present
session of Parliament?”’

The ACTING PREMIER
Theodore, Chillagoe) replied—
“1 and 2. In my opinion it is advis-

able that questions purporting to refer

to facts should be confined to matters
the information concerning which is in a
public department. As for Ministerial
intentions, they will always be disclosed

to the House precisely at the proper
time.”

BREACHES OF STUGAR AWARDS.

Mr. PETRIE (Toombul) asked the Acting
Premier—

“Will he lay on the table of the
House all correspondence that has passed
between any of the Government depart-
ments and Mr. A. P. Hartley, solicitor,
at Mackay, relative to the instilution
of proceedings by him on behalf of any
canegrower or canegrowers, against any
millowners for breaches of awards made
by local boards, or the Central Board,
under the Regulation of Sugar Cane
Prices Act of 1915?”

The ACTING PREMIER replied—

“ The correspondence referred to in-
cludes confidential and privileged com-
munications relating to legal proceedings
not yet completed, and the disclosure of
such correspondence cannot be made at
this stage.”

ExpENSES OF FARLEIGH MILL APPEAL,

Mr. PETRIE asked the Acting Premier—
“ Will he state— ’

“1, Whether the expenses incurred in
connection with the recent appeal against
the magistrate’s decision in the Farleigh
Mill case were borne by the State or the
sugar-cane prices fund?

“2, Who were the counsel employed
for the respondent, and what was the
amount of the fees paid to each of the
counsel so engaged?

(Hon. E. G.
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“ 3 What was the amount of the taxed
costs awarded under order of the Full
Court against the respondent?”’

The ACTING PREMIER replied—
“1. The expenses will be charged
against the sugar-cane prices fund.
¢ 2. The Attornev-General and Mr. H.
D. Macrossan. No fees have yet been
fixed,
¢ 3. The costs have not yet been taxed.
I may add that the High Court has
granted special leave to appeal against
the judgment of the Full Court.”

DEePTTATION OF SMALL SHAREHOLDERS IN
BRrIispaNE TramMways COMPANY.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Ozley) asked the
Home Secretary—
“1. Did he, as was stated in the

¢ Brisbane Telegraph’ of 20th June last,
refuse to receive a deputation from a
namber of small shareholders in the Bris-
bane Tramways Company, Limited, who
wished to place their views regarding
the proposed Tramways Bills before him?

“ 2. Is it to be inferred from this that
he has no regard for the interest of the
less important sharcholders in public
companies?”’

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION, on behalf of the Home Sec-
retary, replied—

‘1. No.
“2. No.”

SALES OF STATE StaTioNs CATTLE OTHER 1HAN
“ FaTs.”

Mr. GUNN (Carnarvon) asked the Secre-
tary for Public Lands—
“ Will he state—

‘1, The number of cattle, exclusive of
‘ fats,” sold through the Enoggera Sale-
vards on behalf of the State Stations De-
partment between 30th August, 1917, and
1st June, 19187

2. The average price per head paid
for such cattle during the above period?

3. The greatest number of State cattle
sold at Enoggera on any one day during
the period?

¢4, The quantity of stock, sheep, and
cattle purchased by the Government,
directly and indirectly, at the Enoggera
sales during the twelve months ended
Ist June, 19187

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
replied—

“1, Nil .

“ 2, See answer to No. 1.

¢ 3. Bighty-eight.

‘4, I would refer the hon. member to
the Chioef Secretary, to whose department
the matter belongs.”

ViEws OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ ASSOCIATION
REGARDING STAMP DUTY.

Mr. MOORE (Aubigny) asked the Assistant
Minister for Justice—

1, On page 223 of current °Han-
sard,” dealing with the question of stamp
duties, he is reported to have said—
“1 would point out in regard to the
attitude of the Local Authorities’ Associa-
tion, that they have known for the last
fortnight that this Bill was to be
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introduced, and they have not paid me
the courtesy to wait upon me; but, in
order to make political capital, I pre-
sume, they have placed their views before
the Opposition.” Was the department in-
formed by official letter, dated 10th
November, of the views of the Local

Authorities’ Association, with a request

that he consider the same?

2. Did not the department reply on
14th November stating that the requests
received would be carefully considered ?”

Hox. W. N. GILLIES replied—

“1. The letter referred to, dated 10th
November, 1917, was received by the
department five months before 1. took
office. I repeat that the Local Authori-
ties’ Association did not wait on me in
regard to this matter. Since my protest
in Parliament, however, the president
of the Local Authorities’ Association has
called on me and explained that no dis-
ecourtesy to me was intended.

“2 Yes, and such requests were fully
considered at the time by my prede-
cessor,”

NEWSPAPER ADVERTISING CON-
TRACTS.

On the motion of Mr. SIZER (Vundah),
it was formally resolved—
¢ That there be laid upon the table of
the House a return showing—

1. The names of newspapers out-
side Queensland with which the Chief
Secretary’s Department has or has had
advertising contracts during the past
nine months, with the cost of each
separate contract.

2. For what purpose the space con-
tracted for with these newspapers is
used.”

EMPLOYEES IN STATE INSURANCE
DEPARTMENT.

On the motion of Mr. SIZER,
formally resolved—
‘““That there be laid upon the table of
the House a return showing—

1. The number of persons appointed
to the State Insurance Department
since lst March, 1918.

2. The names and salaries paid to
each.”

POLLING IN RECENT GENERAL
ELECTION.

On the motion ofs Mr. ROBERTS, it was
formally resolved—

“That there be laid upon the table of
the House a return showing the detailed
results of the voting at the various poll-
ing-booths throughout the State in the
recent general election.”

it was

TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION
AMENDMENT BILL.

INITIATION.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION, it was formally
resolved—

“That the House will, at its next sit-
ting, resolve itself into a Committee of

ACT
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the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introducing a Bill to amend the
Technical Instruction Act of 1908 in cer-
tain particulars.”

WAGES BILL.
THIRD READING.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
PUBLIC WORKS (Hon. B. G. Theodore,
Chillagoe), this Bill was read a third time,
passed, and ordered to be transmitted to-
the Legislative Council for their coneur-
rence by message in the usual form.

PROPOSED REDUCTION OR REMOVAL
OF LAND TAX.

REsSUMPTION OF DEBATE.
Question stated—

“That, in the opinion of this House,
the prosperity of the State of Queens-
land depends upon increased primary
production, and that, in order to in-
crease such production and enable pro-
ducers to compete in the markets of the
world, the application of the Land Tax
Act of 1915, in respect to lands used for
agriculture and dairying, be either re-
moved or reduced.”

which Mr. Butler had moved—

“That the question be amended by the
omission of all words after the word
‘That on line 3, with a view to the
insertion, in their place, of the words ‘as
the policy of the Government, as out-
lined in the Speech of His Excellency
the Governor, 15 calculated to increase
production, to ensure to producers the
full return of their labour, and improve
the condition of the people generally, the

Ov

future prosperity of this State is
assured.”
Mr. PETERSON ({(¥ormanby): The hon.

member for Drayton, when moving this
motion, secmed to me tc make it a personal
matter as far as he was concerned. During
the course of the debate, the hon. member
* let the cat out of the bag” when he said
that he himself paid about £18 a year in
land tax.

Mr. BEBBINGTON :
paid it.

Mr. PETERSON: I: is a long time since
vou did any dairying on your own. I trust
that the hon. member will give me the
courtesy I gave him when speaking on this
matter.

GOvVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. PETERSON: He is always posing
as a friend of the man on the land, and I
want to show him where he is wrong and
misleading. The treatment he received in
his own clectorate at the last election shows
clearly that his own electorate is getting
tired of him.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS :
laughter.

Mr. PETERSON: The hon. member for
Drayton used the argument that, on account
of the Labour party’s land tax, agriculture
has depreciated, and in order to strengthen
our position in that respect he suggests that
the Land Tax Act of 1916 should be re-
realed. That is the hon. member’s case in a
nutshell. I want to make this statement as

It is a dairyman who

Hear, hear! and
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far as the hon. member is concerned—that 1
consider it is not so much the question of
increased agriculture with him as the fact
that as a large landowner he is called upon
to pay the land tax. The hon. member said
that we have decreased the area of cultiva-
tion as a result of the land tax. I want to
ask the hon. member how it is that, accord-
ing to the hon member for Cunnmgham, in
1914 the reason why there had been a decline
in agriculture was because the agriculturists
were beginning to see that there was more
to be made out of dairying than out of the
cultivating of crops. The hon. member for
Cunningham made that statement, and if
the question of decreased cultivation was
paramount in 1914, when there was no land
tax, how does the hon. member for Drayton
explain the situation which existed then?
The hon. member fails to realise that since
this Government has come into power the
circumstances have been abnormal. For a
very long period during which his party
controlled the Treasury benches they had a
splendid opportunity of making Queensland
the Queen State of the Commonwealth, not
only as far as agriculture is concerned but
with regard to all other potentialities. When
we attained office as a Government, we found
that Queensland was the most backward
State in the Commonwealth, but to-day she
bids fair. owing to the policy which this
Government has initiated, to come out on
top, as she would have done years agc
but for hon. members on the other side.

The hon. member for Drayton laid
emphasis on_a concrete case. He referred
to the iniquity of taxing men like the one
1 shall quote. He said he knew of a case
where a gentleman bought 1,000 acres of
land in his e]ectorate valued at £4 an
acre, unimproved, making a total of £4,000,
and he is complalmng b1tte11y because this
gentleman had to pay £73 a year for land
tax. The hon. member knows that we are
m favour of perpetual lease, and that there
was nothing whatever to prevent that man
who came into Queensland—if he ever did
come there—from taking up a perpetual
lease selection. I have taken the trouble to
go very carefully into the statement of the
hon. member for Drayton, and I want to
give the House the facts in regard to the
matter. Firstly, the position this man would
have been in had he accepted a perpetual
lease selection instead of the freehold ome
which the hon member is advocating. Sup-
posing this gentleman whom the hon. mem-
ber quotes had been able to take up a per-
petual lease selection at a capital value of
£1, per acre, he would have had to pay
only £60 per annum in rent to the Crown.
If he had been permitted to take it up as a
freehold his rent would have been £200 a
year for twenty years. The difference be-
tween the two rentals is £140 per annum in
favour of the perpetual lease system. If
this gentleman had taken up a perpetual
lease, instead of a frechold, he could have
deposited the difference of £140 a year in a
bank at 5 per cent. fixed deposit. At the
end of the twenty years he would have, at
compound interest, an amount standing to
his credit in the bank of no less a sum than
£4.270, and still own the lease of the farm.

Mr. BeBBINGTON: You forget the
praisement of the rent.
Mr. PETERSON: I am speaking of the
first term of twenty years; the hon. member
1918—2 N

reap-
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has evidently missed the point I am aiming
at. If he deposited that difference of £140
every yvear for twenty years, those deposits
would "have amounted to :92 800, and com-
pound interest would have amounted to
another £1,470, making a total credit of
£4,270 at the end of the twenty years.

My, PeBpINGTON: But the property would
have been reappraised after fifteen years.

Mr. PETERSON : It is true that the Land
Act makes provision for a reappraisement
at the end of fifteen years, but it does not
make it mandatory that there shall be an
increased remtal. I am trying to show how
the gentleman referred to by the hon. mem-
ber, instead of paying £4,000 to acquire a
frechold of 1,000 acres, Would under our
system of perpetual Ieasehold by paying
£60 per annum for twenty years and deposit-
ing the amount he had saved, would have
had in twenty years no less than £4,270 in
hard cash to his credit.

Mr. BessiNgTON: Where is he going to get
the land?

Mr, PETERSON: The hon. member said
that we had too much land, and no one
would apply for it.

Mr. Brpeingron: The land that is avail-
able is too far from a railway. You have
not considered that.

Mr, PETERSON : Assuming that the hon.
member’s wcontention is correct, there is
plenty of freechold land within reasonable
distance of a railway that could be made
available by the super tax which the hon.
member opposes. I have no doubt that the
hon. member’s intentions are good, but I
hold that the land taxation proposed by the
Labour party makes for the cheapening of
land to the man who wants to make a living
off the land. In my own electorate there are
men who took up selections under a previous
Land Act. Those men are called upon, now
that the twenty years are up, to make good.
The Act makes provision that, when the
twenty-year period is up, they ha.ve twelve
months’ grace, and, if they do not meet their
obligations in that period the Crown can
forfeit the whole selection. Fortunately, the
Government have foreshadowed an amend-
ment of the Act which I think will meet
such cases. In my own electorate men are
feeling the pinch, and already I have had
quite a number of communications from
settlers who are desirous of coming under
the perpetual Jease system, because they
find that, if they deposited the difference
between the rent they would have to pay
for a perpetual lease and the amount of rent
they have to pay in order to acquire a free-
hold, they would, at the end of twenty years,
have a very nice sum to their credit. It is all
very nice to get up here and say that such-
and-such a thing takes place when the reverse
is the fact; but I challenge them to disprove
my figures. When I meet landless men who
desire to get on the land—men with hardly
any capital at all, but men who will hecome
a great asset to this State if they are placed
on the land—I know which principle apypeals
to them. When the real difference between
the freehold and the perpetual leasehold
systems is explained to them, I am sure they
will take the perpetual lease every time.
Perhaps I may be pardoned for referring to
my own electorate, but I can assure hon.
members that, as fast as land is thrown open
there it is taken up under the perpetual

My. Peterson.]
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leasehold system. All the decent land that
is made available is rushed, and I am trying
my best to get more land thrown open under
the same tenure. I think that disposes of
the main objection of hon. members oppo-
site to_the system of land taxation proposed
by this Government. I honestly believe
that the amendments to the Land Tax Act
which we have had under consideration
during the last few days, and which make
provision for a super tax upon large areas
of freehold land, will lead to a very con-
siderable extension of the area of land under
cultivation. I am sorry the hon. member
for Windsor is not present, as I wish to
refer to some remarks made by him during
the course of the debate. The hon. member
took the opportunity of doing a bit of mud-
slinging at the State Produce Agency.

Mr. Kirwan: You would not expect him
to support that.

Mr. PETERSON: No. I am sorry he is
not here, as I wished to give him some evi-
dence showing that it is not the Labour party
only who have condemned the system of
which he approved tho other day. In his
absence I shall deal with him as gently as 1
can, although it is not my fault that he is
not here. He challenged the hon. member
for Lockyer, or any other member on this
side, to show that there is a ring among
produce merchants in this city.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I
must ask hon. members on my right to cease
talking, as it is difficult to follow the hon.
member.

Mr, PETERSON: I have had to raise my
voice to make myself heard. The hon. mem-
ber for Windsor challenged anyone on this
side to prove that there ever had been, or
is now, a ring among produce merchants in
this city. Now, I am going to take up the
hon. member’s challenge, and I am going
to show, not from ecxpressions coming from

this side of the House, but by

[4 p.m.] proof from the other side of the

House, whether the hon. member
e¢an covrectly speak in the way he does.
When we were discussing the question of the
State Produce Agency, the hon. member for
Cooroora made certain remarks. And when
I speak of the hon. member for Cooroora
I am sure that every hon. member of this
House agrees that when he gets up to speak
he is listened to intently, because we all
recognise that he is a man who invariably
talks common sense. Mr. Walker is not a
Labour member, and I am quoting now from
‘“ Hansard” No. 18, 1917—

“ The farmer who sends his stuff down
to the middleman to be taken down, as
they have been in the past—well, he does
not deserve any sympathy from the Go-
vernment,

“Mr., Peterson: You admit that the
middleman takes them down?

“Mr. Warxer: I have never said
otherwise. I have no time for the mid-
dleman who handles produce of any kind,
and the very fact that I have taken so
netive a part in  co-operative butter
factories, co-operative cheese factories,
and co-operative bacon factories proves
conclusively that, in my opinion, that is
the best method, and that is the reason
why I am advocating it to-night in pre-
ference to the system proposed under
this Bill.

[Mr. Peterson.
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“ Mr. Peterson: I contend that this
Bill will assist co-operation, and that is
why I am supporting it.”’

* * * ¥* * *

“ Mr. Foley: What was the reason for
your forming your co-operadive com-
panies?

“Mr. Warker: The reason was that
we were not getting a fair deal.”

From whom? From those produce merchants
among which the hon. member said there
was no ring. Further on he says—

“ 1 recognise that In Roma street we
have a number of men who may be
termed ‘middlemen’; some of them are a
credit to the State and are doing excel-
lent work, but there are others who—I
say it without any hesitation—are a
disgrace to the country. There is more
gambling done by a small section of those
people at Roma street than was ever
done at Gympie or Charters Towers in
their early days.”

That is what the hon. member’s own friends
said in regard to that matter, and yet he
gets up in his place and challenges contra-
diction.

Hon. W. H. Barnzs: That dees not prove
anvthing. That is only a statement.

Mr. PETERSON : I thought that all that
came from hen. members opposite was true.
I thought that when anvone got up on the
other side his remarks were the very quin-
toasence of truth and reality. The late mem-
ber for Rosewood, Mr. Stevens, who took an
interest in this debate, stated in No. 18 of
“ Hansard > for 1917—

“ Like other hon, members cn this side
of the Houss, I intend to support the
second reading of the Bill. Any measure
which will climinate the objectionable
features which the Minister so eloquently
deseribed when moving the sccond read-
ing will always have my earnest support.
The pernicious system of forming rings in
order te obtain farmers’ produce at
ridiculously low prices should certainly
be eliminated so soon as possible. and
with cortain amendments which will be
proposed when the Bill comes into Com-
mittee, I trust that it will be made a
more workable measure, and one which
will tend to benefit the producers of the
State to a very considerable degree.”

Now, let us come to the hon. member for
Stanley. I am using these arguments to
refute the statements of the hon, member for
Windsor. The hon., member for Stanley
said this in reference to produce rings—
“But it is just his occasional extor-
tion, his occasional rapacity, that has
decided me, although opposed to the
principle of the Bill, to support this
measure, for the good that is in it, and
it is, in fact, that which brought me into
Parliament, not the desire to support this
measure, but the extortion and rapacity
on certain occasions of the middleman.””

What brought him into Parliament? The
fact that there were middlemen—pernicious
rings.

Now, I could guote a number of other
speeches, including that of the hon, member
for Pittsworth, to show that the hon. member
far Dravion was not correct. And who could
L better qualified to speak on this subject
than such members, hecause they are members
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of farming constituencies and know how
their particular people were suffering under
the system in operation. I am not one of
those who are going to assume that all the
wvils from which the primary producer suffers
in the shape of low prices are going to be
removed by State markets. So Jong as we
have the same sy:tem in vogue at the State
miarkets a3 at the private merchants’ there
is nothing to prevent a number of buyers
coming aleng and keeping down prices by
refusing to bid.

Mr. Bmepixerox: And the State Produce
Ageney joins with them—deals with them. It
has dealt move with the produce agents
then with the farmers.

Mr. PETERSON: Assuming that the hon.
member’s argument is correct—I do not say
it is altogeiher corrcet—nevertheless, the
Lon. member time and time again has
vefarrad to the conditions under which the
producer iz opsrating and the low prices for
his commodity, and yet, when we make an
honest attempt to deal with this state of
things, there is no man who tries to throw
di#t at 1t more than the hon. member.

Xr. BrepixgToN: I tried to improve it on
right lines.

Mr. PETERSON: The hon. member had
a chance for forty years when his Govern-
ment were in power, but they made no
attempt to deal with the matter. But, when
this Government, after two and a-half years,
bring in a messure tryng to do something,
they oppose it. I am not going to say it is
going to do everything that is desired, but I
say that it is an attempt, and I hope it will
succeed and I will lend all the support I
can to sny Government to make any attemp?t
to make the condition: of the producers
better than they are at the present time. In
fact. I agrec with the hon. member in some
things. For instance, I believe a minimum
prics should be fixed for the product of the
sericalburist so that he will receive the full
vesult of his industry. (Hear, hear!)

I want to draw attention to the fact that
the Labour party hss made it possible to
incresse production. We have only to realise
what has occurred in the canefields of Queens-
land to understand how we have done that.
‘What has brought about increased production ?
The hon. member was one of those members
who, in the early part of this Administra-
ton, got up and said that, as a result of
Labour legislation the sugar industry would
be wiped out.

Hon, W. H. Barnes: The increase in pro-
«uction has been brought about by the
establishment of those two large mills which
the Denham Government erected.

Mr., PETERSON: I am not going to
detract from anything a previous Government
did, but I am just comparing the state-
ments made by the hon. member to the
«ffect that as a result of the Labour party’s
being in power the whole thing would go
to ths winds, Since this party came into
power they have passed the Regulation of
Sugar Cune Prices Act, and as a result, the
cane farmers were, almost to a man, behind
this party, and there is only one canegrowing
elactorate which returns a Liberal man, and
he only got in by *“ the skin of his teeth.”

Mz, MucarTNEY: Have you cane in your
clectorate ?

Mr. PETERSON: No, I have no cane
in my electorate, but I hope shortly to have
zome. I want to read part of a letter which
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came from the headquarters of the Farmers
Union in Rockhampton. T received a letter
only rccently from the head secretary in the
Central district, Mr. Black, and he says that
the opinion has been expressed that, as a
result of the prices assured by the passing
of that Act, cane can be grown there and
sent to the mills at Bundaberg profitably.
(Hear, hear!) They never thought of it
before. Ay a result of that, there is an agita-
tion all over the Central district. Only
recently Mr. Tasterby was wsent up there
and addressed a very representative meeting
of farmers. Why are the farmers of the
Central district who have sugar lands at
their disposal so anxious to engage in
sugar-growing ? The mere {act that they have
got sonthing from this party they have
never 1 hefore—something for the result
of their labour——even if we have com-
raitted si the hon, miembker has not the
deceney to get up and say, “They have
done that much.” The sugar industry is
vae of the greatest industries which we have
from a primary stendpoint in Queensland.

Mr. O'SvLLivan: In Australia.

Mr. PETERSON: In Australia, and this
party has been responsible for placing it on
a proper footing, and we can have no better
evidence in support of that than the fact that
T have received letters asking me to do the
best I can to sec that sugar-cane cultivation
is gone into in Central Queensland, because
it is profitable to do so.

Mr. BespivgroN: I supported the Cane
Price Boards Bill before you ever came into
this House.

Mr. PETERSON: The hon. member, as
leader of the farmer’s party, says that he
supported the Bill, and yet his leadership
was so weak that he could not get his party
to pass it. The Sugar party on this side of
the House got the Bill passed, and as a result
thev have come back to this House. As a
result of Labour legislation, notwithstanding
the land tax the hon. member harps on so
much, we find Mr. Powers, the President of
the United Canegrowers’ Associntion, gave
the Government the credit of having always
had the best interests of the growers at heart.
He said—

“ Had not the Government backed them
up their position would not have been
what it was to-day. They had every con-
fidence in the Ryan Government, which
had at all times endeavoured to obtain
the best prices for their cane. As Mr.
Lennon had made the suggestion to send
delegates it would be no reflection on the
Government.”

And, as the hon. member for Mackay points
out, he was supported by leading canegrowers
on his platform during the last election. I
have given a good number of illustrations of
the increase in primary production as a result
of this Government coming into power. If
the land tax proposals of the Government
are pub in their entirety before the people
in a manner fairly and squarcly, I make bold
to say that the people of Queensland will be
heartily behind them. The hon. member for
Pittsworth gave examples to show how the
land tax had reduced land wvalues in his
electorate. What I want to know is this: I
am asking a fair and pertinent question. The
hon. member has recently gone through an
election, and both he and the hon. member
for Drayton no doubt placed before their
people the iniquities of the land tax proposals
of this Government, and can he tcll me, if

Mr. Peterson.]
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his electors are suffering in the way in which
he indicates in his speech, why it is they
gave such a big vote for the Labour candi-
date?

Mr. BesBixgToN : Conscription. You people
worked that and misled the people. That is
the reason you are there-—on account of false
statements. )

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr. PETERSON : I am asking a fair ques-
tion, and the hon. member has, by interjec-
tion, said that the result was brought about
by the conscription issue. I am not going to
get ruled out of order, but I hold that as far
as that issue was concerned, that that must
have been overclouded by the hon. member
himself.

Mr. BeBBINGTON : No.

Mr. PETERSON: Because I am positive,
from the little of his speeches that I read,
that he took every care to place before the
people his aspect of it, and his people decided
on that, and I am confident that the big
bulk of the people he represents do not pay
land tax at all, and he knows it as well as
I do. As far as the larger areas in the
Darling Downs are concerned, upon which
some may have to pay land tax; it is not
necessary that they should have 1,000 acres
on the Darling Downs to make a decent
living. Those areas can well stand cutting
up, and they could come within £1,280 ex-
emption, and then get the benefit of both a
remission of the land tax and a reduction of
the income tax. If the hon. member’s con-
tention is correct that the farmers were being
forced off the land, I would like to ask him
this question: How is it that in the returns
of the land tax paid we find that only 9.8 per
cent, of agriculturists pay land tax in
Queensland? How can he reconcile that fact
with the statement that the whole of the
primary producers are being handicapped by
the land tax proposals of this Government?

Mr, BEBBINGTON: Some of them owe yet,
and have been owing for three years, and
cannot pay.

Mr. PETERSON : I presume some of them
are holding very valuable land, when it
should be cut up into smaller areas, and thus
give more people a chance to get on it and
escape the land tax. The whole burden of
the song of the hon. member has been against
the land tax proposals of this Government,
and in speaking against these land tax pro-
posals he brought in the statement that agri-
cultural production had decreased. We have
shown, on the other hand, thet, although
agricultural production may have decreased,
production has increased in other directions
—that is, the farmers have found it more
profitable to go in for dairying, pig-raising,
and so on, because of the high prices obtained
for those commodities, and, although pro-
duction may be decreasing in one way, it is
increasing in other ways. When we come to
sugar lands, we find that the demand for
those lands is greater than ever, notwith-
standing the land tax. T make bold to declare
that if normal times come back again once
more, and this Government is given an oppor-
tunity equal to what other Governments have
had—a fair run and fair seasons—we could
make Queensland the best State in the Com-
monwealth. I know a number of young
fellows only a few weeks ago came up from
Dorrigo to settle here in Queensland. These
people are eager to take up land under per-
petual lease tenure, and if this policy is in
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force in normal times, and with reasonable
seasons, I am sure that the hon. member, if
he does live to see that time, will be with us,
and will say he made a mistake, and that
the policy of this Government has done more
in the same period than his Government did
during their period to send Queensland ahead
to a greater extent than ever before.
GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. MOORE (dubigny): 1 find myself
unable to support the amendment, because I
do not think that the policy that is outlined
in the Governor’s Speech is calculated to
increase production or to increase land settle-
ment, and I do not think that the actions of
the Government during the past three years
have been of a sort that will encourage pro-
duction. In fact, we know that exactly the
opposite is the case. We know quite well
that a protected industry, such as the sugar
industry, where they have got a fixed price
given by the generosity of the people of the
Commonwealth—you would naturally expect,
when you get prices such as they are getting,
and conditions such as they have got, that
the industry would not be inclined to go back,
but ordinary dairying and ordinary farming
has not gone ahead. I would like to point
out that this was realised even before the
Labour party came into power, and I would
like to quote a few remarks made by the
present Premier in his Barcaldine speech,
because I think they go right to the root of
the thing. He said—

“Direct taxation in this State falls very
heavily upon the shoulders of the most
industrious and most useful of our
citizens; and many who can afford to
contribute largely to the State revenues
are allowed to evade their obligations.
Thus agriculturists, dairymen. and
settlers generally, who exert all their
energies in improving aund cultivating
their holdings. frequently contribute
more in taxes than they should.”

That was the Premier before he got into
power.

Hon. W. N. Gituies: We want to put it
on the shoulders of the wealthy people, and
you object every time.

Mr. MOORE: You have put it on the
farmers. The Premier further said—

“TIn order the more justly to apportion
the financial burdens among the people,
the whole incidence of direct taxatiomn
will be remodelled. Small farmers will
be relieved of the necessity of paying
certain taxes and imposts.”

The farmers were not relieved of any. One
of the first acts they did when they came
into power was to impose direct taxation on
the farmers,

Hon. W. N. Girries: Not on the farmers.

Mr. MOORE: It is all very well for the
hon. member to say not on the farmers. It
was put on a large number. It is not the
mere paving of £5 or £10 in a year that is
the difficulty. The farmer carries on his
business just as the State carries on Its busi-
ness—on credit. When a farmer gets his
frechold property he can raise money on it,
and when the value of his land is decreased
by, perhans. 50 per cent., his producing power
is reduced, and he is not able to carry on as
before.

Hon. W. N. Giuies: The crops won’t grow..
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Mr. MOORE: It is not & question of crops
ot growing; it is a question of not having
the capital to put into his crops. I am not
saying that under present circumstances the
man with a perpetual lease will not be better
off. Of course, he will be better off when
you take into consideration the taxation on
freehold property. You have to take into
consideration all the people who put money
into land. I would like to point out that a
large number of people have come here and
put their money into property. I know of
many in my own district—and probably meny
members know of them in their districts—
where people went on the land twenty years
ago, worked hard on it, put all their energy
and labour into it. To see that land depre-
ciating in value through no fault of their
own, up to 50 per cent., iz not encouraging,
not assisting them. It is reducing their
ability to cultivate their property. because
when the dry times come, and they want to
get advances, they have no crops. I have
seen it all over the Downs. I don’t know the
sugar districts, and I say that industry is in
a different category, because it is protected.

Hon. W. N. Girrigs : That protection really
is no good at the present time.

Mr. MOORE: It must be good.

. Hon. W. N. Gruies: The world’s market
is operating just now.

Mr. MOORE: 8till, they are getting a
price given to them by the Federal Govern-
ment which allows them to carry on their
business. As far as the ordinary dairying
and wheatgrowing is concerned, in a State
like Queensland—which does not grow enough
wheat for its own consumption—we must
realise that something is wrong. New South
Wales is a State which produces enormous
quantities of wheat for export.

Mr. PETERSON: We haven’t got the soil
for wheatgrowing. The soil is too deep on
the Darling Downs.

Mr. MOORE: The soil in many parts of
Queensland is equally as suitable for wheat-
growing as it is anywhere else.

Hon. W. N. Giiries: We did not grow
enough wheat for our own consumption be-
fore the land tax, so there is nothing in
that argument.

Mr. MOORE: Tt wants to be encouraged.
In New South Wales at the present time you
see the farmers are getting a fixed price for
their wheat. They are also given an advance
to_enable them to put their property under
cultivation. In Queensland we have nothing
of that.

Mr. Kmmwan: Did you see what the Min-
ister for Agriculture in Victoria said the
other day?

Mr. MOORE: The Minister for Agricul-
ture in New South Wales a short time ago
recommended that no one should grow any
more wheat. He was immediately taken to
task by half the other Ministers for saying
such a thing.

Hon. W, N. Griries : He was not a Labour
Minister.

Mr. MOORE : Tt is very easy to pick out
w}}gt certain Ministers in other States have
said.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! T
agk the hon. member to speak to the ques-
tion, and not be led away by interjections.

Mr. MOORE : It proves there is something

wrong when you find that instead of in-
creased cultivation in a State which cannot
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produce enough wheat for its own consump-
tion, it is going back. Some encouragement
should be given. It is no good picking out
one industry like the sugar industry, and
saying ‘‘this is going ahead.” We want
them all to go ahead. When you find that
land settlement is going back in the way it
is, it requires some explanation.

I think the explanation is to be found in
the actions of the Government on the lines
that they are adopting at the present time.
People are not going to take any notice of
promises. Promises were made before, and
we find that they have not eventuated. Con-
sequently, people have got sick of them, and
they are going in for something else where
they can make a living, and where they
don’t have to pay labour but have a returr
guaranteed. Now, when you find that settle-
ment is reduced from 2,845 selections, with
an annual return of £46,000, in 1914, to 1,111
selections producing £24,857 in 1917—a drop
of three-fifths in the number of selections,
and nearly one-half in the annual return—
it shows there is something wrong. I agree
with the hon. member for Lockyer that a
great deal of it is due to the market. I
cannot agree that the State Produce Agency
is likely to benefit them. I cannot see that
that is going to cure it. _ The member for
Lockyer, when speaking the other day, was
arguing about the different prices. He said
when a farmer goes to a storekeeper he says,
“Here is my corn; here is something else
I produced; how much will you give me for
it?”’ He has to accept the price offered to
him. T do not think the State Produce
Agency is going to remedy that. We know
at the present time the farmer sends his
produce to the State Produce Agency, and
1t is put up for sale. He may get the highest
price available from a limited circle of
buyers. That does not say he is going to
get the full value of the produce. The only
possible way for him to get the full value
is in the way the Cheese Association did—
1 would like to point
out the conditions under which that industry,
to which I have referred, laboured a few
years ago. It was then an open market,
one factory being induced to sell against
another one by different agents, or. perhaps,
the factories themselves underselling one
another, until it came to a point when 1t
was not profitable. Then there was an
association formed, at which every factory
had to send its réturns every week—what
it made. what it was likely to make, and
how much it had on hand—so that there was
an exact kncwledge of how much there was,
where the market was, what demand there
was. They were able to regulate the price
accordingly, and export what was not re-
quired here. Each factory exported accord-
ing to its daily supply. I think that is a
reasonable way. Now, when we come to
marketing the farmers’ produce the same
principle will have to be resorted to. We
have the machinery there at the present time.
All we want is to get the farmers to go in
for combined dction.

Hon., W, N. Guries: Do you suggest the
State Produce Agency will stand in the way
of that?

Mr. MOORE: I am suggesting that-the
State Produce Agency is not going to do
anything to remedy the existing state of
affairs,

Hon. W. N. GmuiEs: Do you suggest it
will stand in the way of doing anything such
as you have outlined?

Mr. Moore.)
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Mr. MOORE: I do not see that it is of
any benefit at the present time. I know
that they are purchasing from other middle-
men and selling to other middlemen. I
don’t know that that is going to be of any
advantage. The only way the farmer will
be able to get the best price for his produce
is by having accurate information sent to
co-operative iactories in order that every
farmer will be able to show what his crop
is. 'That information can go to a central
bureau, in Brishane or in some other centre,
so that everybody will kndw how much
there is available, and where it is available.
When the Treasurer was bringing in his
Labour Exchange Bill the same sort of thing
applied. He said that in one place there
was a surplus of labour and in another place
a dearth. He wanted to bring those two
centres together, so that they would be able
to distribute it more equitably. That is
what we want to do with our produce. We
cannot do it except by having accurate in-
formation, and by having information from
all the farmers as to what there is available
in the different districts. Under that system
we will be able to fix a price that will be
payable to the farmer, and we will be able
to carry on an industry which we are not
carrying on satisfactorily at the present time.
I think the remedy is going to lie in that
way. It is hard fo get a lot of farmers to
give the information. I know even amongst
our own factories they were not prompt and
not careful in giving information. At cer-
tain times that led to difficulties. It was
only when they realised the absolute neces-
sity of accurate information that we were
able to fix the price and regulate the market
in such a_way as to ensure the dairyman a
proper price for his product. We were able
to do that only in a moderate way, but still
it was better than the haphazard way that
goes on at thg present time. With farm
produce we have not got that system at all.
Everybody is underselling others, and you

have buyers going round among the men, .

who really do not know the worth of their
produce. It is not a question of what it
costs him to produce, but how much he can
get, At times of glut, just after the har-
vest or some such time, the price always
goes down. The only possible way is by
storage and information. I hope and trust
that that time will come when the farmers
will realise the advantage and make use of
their co-operative society which they have
at the present time, so that later on they
will be able to organise themselves into a
body so that it will be no difficulty for a
man to purchase supplies.

Mr. WINSTANLEY: And
State Produce Agency.

Mr. MOORE: No; deal with themselves,
so that the profits go into their own pockets.
I am quite satisfied, from my knowledge of
co-operative companies, that they can manage
their concerns a great deal better and more
economically than the State Produce Agency
is managing theirs.

Hon. W. N. GILLIES : Becausc they didn’t
help themselves in the way you have men-
tioned, the State stepped in to help them.

Mr. MOORE: I don’t know that the State
did step in to help them. I think hon.
moembers will remember that when the Sec-
retary for Agriculture was bringing in his
Bill he did not say it was to help the farmer
so much as to give cheap food to the people.

Hon. W. N. GILLies : No; to bring the pro-
ducer and consumer together.

[Mr. Moore.
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Mr. MOORE: That is in his speech. He
said he wunted to give cheap food to the
people. I dou’t think it was so much benefit

to the farmers. Then thére was

[4.30 p.m.] another promise which I would

just like to refer to, about which
a great deal of capital was made three years
ago. In the same speech it says—

““ An  agricultural machivery works
will bs established to protect the man on
the land from the rapacity of the agri-
cultural implement trust ”’

Fon. W N. Gurmis: Are you against
that ?

Mr MOORIE: The Government were very
careful to bring in anything that was for the
benefit of the class they represented, but they
were not so carcful to bring in these wonder-
ful schemes to assist in regard to cane prices
boards. The one thing they harped on was
the sugar industry.

Mr. Swmrra: It is the chief industry in
Queensland.

Mr. MOORE : Tt may he the chief industry

_in Queensland, and it is on a different footing

to any industry in Queensland, and the one
hon. members opposite always take as an
example——

Interjections from GOVERNMENT MEMBERS.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I ask
hon. members to allow the hon. member for
Aubigny to proceed without interruption.

Mr. MOORE: It goes on to say—
¢ Action will also be undertaken in the
direction mentioned in other parts of my
speech with regard to a State export de-
partment, freezing works and granaries,
sugar-mills and refineries, coalmines, ore-
reduction works, CGovernment produce
agencies and markets, abattoirs, and other
State undertakings.”
All the other State undertakings have come
into force except those that are going to
assist the farmers.
Hon. W.'N. GIrLies: We are going to use
our own judgment about that. We know as
much about the farmers as you do.

Mr. MOORE: You may know about
them, but, unfortunately, you have never
brought your knowledge into effect.

Hon. W. N. Giriies: You never advocated
that.

Mr. MOORE: I am talking about promises.
which were made, which were not fulfilled.
What is the use of a man gefting up and
moving an amendment, and saying that the
policy advocated by the Government is
going to increase settlement and encourage
production, when everything the Government
has done up to the present has been in the
opposite direction.

Hon. W. N. Giues: You are absolutely
wrong.

Mr. MOORE: A short time ago the Pre-
mier was in Sydney talking to a sympathetic
audience about the meat business. He said
the meat companies had to sign an agree-
ment, because, if they did vot, the Govern-
ment would take it. A little further on he
said, “We intend not only to control the
trade, but the open market.” Is it any
encouragement o anybody to go in for agri-
cultural pursuits in Queensland when the
Premier of the State says that they are going
to control the open market; and vou have
the Secretary for Agriculture saying that
the Government are opening a State produce
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agency with the object of giving cheap food
to the people? I do not think that is going
to encourage trade. There are many ways
in which an industry can be encouraged. I
would like to quote what is being done in
another place. This happened in Victoria
the other day—

“ The Developmental Roads Bill which
passed through both Houses of the Vie-
torian Parliament last weck promises
well-deserved assistance to settlers In
remote districts. A sum of £500,000 is to
be raised over a period of five years for
the construction of roads in those un-
developed portions of the State where
roadmaking is difficult and costly. One
of the cardinal errors of land policy in
Victoria has been that settlement has
frequently run in advance of communi-
cations, and the consequent waste -of
effort and the dispiriting failures have
been at times almost tragic. The money
provided under the new measure is to
be spent by the Country Roads Board,
so there is a fair guarantee that it will
be applied to thoroughly good purpose.
The intention is to provide new roads
leading to railways, and in that way to
increase not only the value of land,
but the earning capacity of the railways.
Myr. Barnes, Minister for Railways, who
had charge of the measure in the Legis-
lative Assembly. said he came many years
ago to the conclusion that it would have
been better in many districts to have
provided good roads where short cock-
spur non-paying railways had been con-
structed. The maintenance of the roads
will be a charge on the municipalities,
but as the land served will be greatly
increased in value no hardship will be
imposed on even the poorest of the local
bodies. There is every reason to believe
that the spending of this half million
of money will be a measure of true con-
structive economy. Tn this, if in any
direction, a State Parliament is war-
ranted in going to some additional
expense, even in time of war.”

Hon., W. N. GiiLies : What paper are you
quoting from?

Mr. MOORE: The “Australasian.” 1 do
not mind what paper it is in; it is sound
common scnse and something which should
be realised by every Government,

Hon. W. N, GmrEes: And it implies a
land tax, because they say the increased
value of land will enable them to pay.

Mr. MOORE: It says municipalities ‘will
get higher rates to pay for it. I say that the
Jand tax has depreciated the value of the
land to such an exbtent that it has taken
from production, owing to the reduced
capital that a man has with which to work
his holding. I do not think anyone will
deny that.. Tt is not the few pounds a year
that the man pays which takes away from
his capital value, it is the reduction of the
producing cepacity which is affected.

Mr. WixstaxtEY: It does not reduce his
producing capacity.

Mr. MOORT : It does reduce the producing
capacity wwhen a man has not got the money
to work his property. You find men have
their property mortgaged, and most of them
have not paid off 50 per cent. of their debt.

Hon. W. N, Gmuies : It does not say much
for the previous Government if they had
all to mortgage their properties.
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Mr. MOORE : These men have come here
and purchased properties and paid down a
certain proportion. We have had that in
connection with Government estates. Some
of them have met their obligations on repur-
chased estates by borrowing money from
the banks to pay off the Government. Those
men not only pay land tax, but they have
had their properties reduced in value, while
the people opposite them have not had to
pay a land tax previously. We find that land
is being thrown up on the repurchased
estates. From a return recently presented,
we find that forty-four farms were abandoned.
There must be something radically wrong
when you find that going on. I cannot help
thinking there is some help required other
than the method forecasted in the Governor’s
Speech. We want to have some of the
promises made in the previous Speech car-
ried out first, but, apparently there is no
prospect of them being met. People get sick
of waiting. It is no use telling them, year
after year at cach election, that the Govern-
ment are going to do these things, they want
to see some result. Butb, the sole result at
the present time has been the State Produce
Agency, and nobody can say that that is
likely to do anything for the farmers. The
only way for the farmer to get sufficient
for his produce is by co-operation. I would
like the Government to make it easier for
money to be secured for the different co-
operative organisations than it is at the
present time,

Mr. O’SurLivan: More socialism.

Mr. MOORE: I would like to quote from
a New Zealand paper, because it is evidently
being realised there what it is leading to.
It says— .
¢ Co-OPERATIVE TRADE.

‘“ IMPORTANT LABOUR PROPOSAL IN NEW
ZEALAND,

“ An important proposal which aims at
bringing about practical co-operation
between tho producer and the consumer
in the Auckland district was (says the
Auckland ‘ Weekly News’) made by
several representative Labour leaders to
the directors of the Farmers’ Union
Trading Company last week. The spokes-
man of the Labour men said they recog-
nised the benefit the trading company
was to the farmers and the success it had
achieved. Their object was to ask the
directors if it would be possible for the
articles of association to be so amended
as to admit of industrial unions. or mem-
bers of industrial unions, becoming mem-
bers of the trading concern on the same
terms as the farmers. They had more
in view than the financial henefits accru-
ing from co-operative trading. great as
these would undoubtedly be. They hoped
to ece ostablished a community of in-
terests between town and country
workers, such as had been established
recently in several States of America,
particularly Calitornin, where organised
workers, farmers, and co-operators had
formed the Californian Union of Pro-
ducers and Consumers, which its founders
expected would become an ecconomic,
political, and educational force, which
might infiuence legislative changes, and
further the principle of public ownership
of all public utilities in the State, in-
cluding tranmsportation and communica-
tion, to free the State from privilege
and monopoly, and to provide a practical

Mr, Moore.]
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plan of co-operation in the production
and distribution of the necessaries of life.
The deputation hoped that something
on the lines of the Californian body
might be brought into being in Auck-
land for the benefit of producers and
consumers alike. The Farmers’ Trading
Company had already taken the first
step, and the trades unions would co-
operate in' the development of the
scheme.

“The directors of the company ex-
pressed their sympathy with the idea
outlined, and promised to give it their
favourable consideration.  Before any
proposal on the lines indicated can be
adopted it will have to receive the
sanction of a general meeting of share-
holders.”

It must be realised that the only possible
way to do it is through co-operation. The
State Produce Agency, or any other agency,
is not going to be In a position to bring
about the desired result under present con-
ditions. We find that the State Produce
Agency is not bringing about the desired
result at all, and I do not see how it can
A farmer sends his produce to the agency,
and it iz put up for sale. There is only a
limited number of buyers; he may get the
best price offering that day; but that does
not say that it 1s going to be any benefit
to him. That does not fix the price of his
produce, or give him the full value of his
labour, as the advertisements promise. How
can it?

Mr., O’Surrivan: The only thing is to
make the agency a monopoly.

Mr. MOORE : If it were a monopoly, the
position would be far worse for the farmer
than it is to-day. We have had a painful ex-
perience of a Government monopoly in con-
nection with the butter industry, and we do
not want any more of that sort of thing. We
want to eliminate Government interference
as much as possible and keep the industry in
our own hands. Only in that way will the
farmer get the full value of his product.

Mr. SMITH (Mackay): 1 think there is
at least one clause in the motion of the hon.
member for Drayton with which we can all
agree. Whatever our views may be as to
the best methods of government and the
best policy to adopt, we can all agree that
‘“the prosperity of the State of Queensland
depends upon increased primary production.”
We can all agree that the first duty of a
Government is to foster primary production.
We all know that wealth can only be pro-
duced by labour applied to natural resources.
From the land we derive everything that we
live upon and every necessity which goes to
maintain life. It is somewhat difficult to
understand the continued opposition of the
party opposite to our land taxation proposals.
Every economist and everyone who has given
any thought to the question of taxation knows
that a land tax is the soundest form of taxa-
tion which any Government can devise. We
only need to deal with the question of land
values. We know that land increases in value
according to the industry of the people and
according to the increase in the people’s
needs. Where there is no population you
have no value in land. Where men require
to have access to land, then land increases
in value, and immediately the community
create value, and therefore it is only fitting
that the community should receive the
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" benefit from that which the people themselves

have created. The hon. member for Bowen
dealt in a very interesting manner with this
question. He showed what appears to me
to be the real reason lying behind this con-
tinued opposition to a land tax. We know
that only 9.8 per cent. of the revenue derived
from this source is paid by the genuine
farmer, the greater part of it coming from
valunble city properties and from those who
hold land for speculative purposes. Yet we
find men here in Parliament who claim to
be the representatives of the farmers offer-
ing opposition to the land tax and claiming
that it is something that is injuring the
farmer, whereas their real desire is to take
the burden off the shoulders of wealthy land
speculators in cities. That is the real reason
for moving a motion of this kind. The
hon. member for Bowen gave some very
interesting figures dealing with the valuation
of properties here in Brisbane. We know
that those properties pay a very large pro-
portion of the land tax, and the hon. member
for Drayton, and those who support him in
this motion, are endeavouring to delude the
farmer who pays a few pounds in land tax,
that his interests are identical with those
of the speculator in town or the owner
of a wvaluable city property. Those hon.
members are endeavouring to lift the burden
that is now placed on the shoulders of the
latter class by this Government—the people
who are best able to bear that burden. They
are merely using the farmer as a screen.
We know, of course, that that is part of
their general policy. While they claim to
speak 1n the interests of the producer, they
are really speaking in the interest of those
who exploit the genuine producer. There is
another matter that the hon. member for
Drayton raises in his motion—that is, the
question of enabling the producer to compete
in the markets of the world. That opens
up a very interesting question—as to whether
it is a good thing for a State to adopt a
policy which will enable producers to compete
in the markets of the world. We know that,
if you demand world prices or the world’s
parity, you cannot have the world’s prices
when they are advantageous to you and not
have them when they are disadvantageous.
You cannot have your apple and eat it too.
We, therefore, find that this policy requires
some little scrutiny. I have referred on
previous occasions in this Chamber to the
sugar industry, which is, without doubt, the
most valuable agricultural industry in
Queensland. It employs the greatest amount
of labour, and also solves one of the great
problems connected with the peopling of
the North. It is therefore really a national
question. It would not be in the interests
of that industry to place it in the position
of competing in the world’s markets. The
hon. member for Drayton says that it is his
desire to enable primary producers to com-
pete in the world’s markets. We know what
that means in normal times. In certain
countries, such as Java and Fiji, labour
is paid only a very small remuneration. It
is out of the question for the sugar industry
to compete with sugar produced under those
conditions, and I am really wondering
whether the Opposition, in supporting this
motion, and demanding that the primary
producers shall go back to the system of
being able to compete in the world’s markets,
desire that the sugar industry should revert
to the old kanaka system, and that sugar
should be produced in this State under the
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same conditions as those under which it is
produced in Fiji and elsewhere. We saw
some startling revelations some time ago
about the conditions of indented labour in
¥iji, I think it was referred to at one of
‘the missionary conferences held in Sydney
«quite recently. Those are all conditions which
go to enabling the sugar indusiry to com-
pete in what they call the world’s markets.
My own belief is that we in Australia have
endeavoured to set up new ideals in that
connection. We hold that the primary pro-
ducer is entitled to the full value of his
product; and that is the policy which the
present Government have acted upon, and
which is outlined in their policy speech of
this year. We want to enable white men to
{ive under conditions which white men have
a right to expect and a right to demand.
‘"Therefore, I contend that, in connection with
primary productlon our first consideration
should be how best to develop a set of con-
ditions which will establish an Australian
parity—which will enable a price to be paid
for products which will enable remuneration
to be given in an cconomic way to all the
parties en(raged in all the various branches
of production. Yet we find members like the
hon. member for Drayton shrieking for the
world’s parity when the world’s prices are
high; but they do not want the world’s
prices when those prices are low; conse-
«quently, when motions of this kind are
moved dealing with the world’s parity, we
must be very careful and scrutinise them
very closely .indeed. The statement that
land taxation has diminished production is
something which is not borne out by facts.
‘We know that the object of land taxation
is being realised, and it will become a
diminishing tax—that is to say, that the
revenue accruing therefrom will diminish as
it becomes more effective and carries out its
objective. The object of the land tax, in
my opinion, is to bring land into cultivation.
We know that is one of the effects that the
land tax has had in this State.

Mr. BEBBINGTON interjected.
Mr. SMITH : The hon. member for Dray-

ton has evidently been thinking. (Laughter.)
It is a good sign, and I hope he will continue
todoso. I wassaying, when the hon. member
for Drayton interrupted in his usual manner,
that the effect of land taxation in this State
Tias been to bring land into cultivation. We
know, for example that before the Federal
Land Tax was imposed certain banks and
financial institutions in the North held up
land for speculative purposes. I have in
my mind’s eye a certain area of land, very
fertile land, very suitable for sugar-cane
cultivation. But the bank which held it
would not treat with anyone prior to the
imposition of the Federal Land Tax. Imme-
diately that was imposed it commenced to
cut up those estates, with the result that a
number of families are living on that land
to-day, employing labour and making a
decent livelihood where formerly oply a few
cattle ran. That is a policy which has every-
thing to recommend it; a policy which brings
land into its best use value is a thing that
every Government should attempt and that
is one of the things that have been done by
that taxation. The hon. member for
Aubigny—T think he must really have said it
inadvertently—stated, in the course of his
speech, that the land tax reduced the pro-
ducing value of land.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : Quite right,
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Mr. SMITH : How absurd! Land has all
its natural fertility, irrespective of whether
it is taxed or not. (Hear, hear!) Good
land is good land whether it is taxed or not,
and all the taxation in the world will not
decrease in any way its fertility, so that
statements of that description are quite
beside the mark.

Another question that has been raised in
connection with the Speech as made by the
Governor at the opening of this Parliament
is the question of the tenure of land. That,
also, is an important question and it, too,
has a very important relation to land taxa.
We know that from the speculator’s
standpoint—that of the man who buys a
piece of land to-day and works, perhaps,
only a little of it or none at all in the hope
that the land will increase in value in a few
years so that he may reap the large unearned
increment that will have accrued—I can
understand that from the speculator’s stand-
point the freehold system is the best. He gets
into his own pocket all the enhanced value
that results from the activities of the general
community. From the point of view of the
speculator and the man who desires to
exploit the genuine wealth producer, the
man whom the hon, imember for Drayton
represents, the man who really farms the
genuine producer I can understand that
high land values and freehold tenure are
the best for him. But, take on the other
hand the individual who desires land for
the purpose of using it, in order to bring it
under cultivation and so make a livelihood
for himself and increase the sum total of
national production. It is naturally in his
best interests to have the leasehold system.
It enables him to start straight away. Any
little capital and savings that he has at his
disposal he can use for improving the land,
and he gets a return much earlier from it
than otherwise he would be able to do. The
leaseholder is in a much better position than
the man who attempts to buy up the free-
hold. We know that the friends of hen.
members opposite—that is, the land specu-
lators-—~by manipulation have been able to_get
large sums of money for land in various
parts of Queensland. T know of land which
has been sold for a very, very high price
indeed—#£90 per acre and so on. That
means that if a man seeks to make that
land freehold he has around his neck a load
of debt which it takes him probably a life-
time to get rid of. In addition to that, it
places him in the hands of financial institu-
tions, He has to pay a certain price down,
which exhausts all his savings. It means,
then, that he has to go to the’ sborekeepers
and get long credit, which, in turn, means
that he has to pay higher prices for his
stores. He has to go to a mill or financial
institution to get money under a lien on his
crop to enable him to carry on, and the
result is that when you add the various
interests which the farmer is forced to pay
to financial institutions and so on, you find
he is paying immeasurably more by way of
interest than the leaseholder is paying in
rent.

Mr. BEBBINGTOX :
tax on that.

Mr, SMITH : For the man who desires to
go on the land, to make a home on it,
to produce a living for himself and increase
the sum total of the national wealth out of the
land, T say that the terms that the Labour
party believe in—that is, leasehold tenure—
is the best policy. (Hear, hear!) It ensures

Mr. Smith.]
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security of tenure and protection for his
improvements.

The next matter I intend to deal with is
a point that has been raised by the hon.
member for Bulimba by way of interjection.
I am always interested to hear the hon.
member for Bulimba deal with the sugar
industry. I can remembor the time when,
just previous to the 1915 election, when he
was responsible for certain things being done,
and responsible, as Treasurer, to a large
extent, for a certain Bill being destroyed,
he said that he was sick to death, as it were,
of the continual demands of the sugar-
growers.

Hon. W. H. BARNES : What are you quoting
from?

Mr, SMITH : That was the sympathy that
the hon. member had in 1914 for the sugar-
growers and encouraging production—he was
sick of their continuous demands. The hon,
member has stated that the increased pro-
duction in the sugar industry is due to the
building of two up-to-date mills at Babinda
and South Johnstone. There is not the
slightest doubt that the building of those
two mills has very considerably increased
sugar production in Queensland. They are
the most up-to-date mills in this State, and I
lock forward to the time when we shall have
more mills of the same capacity, and when
South Johnstone will be more fully supplied
and worked wunder better conditions than
apparently it has been up to the present.
But the point to be borne in mind is that it
is one thing to build a sugar mill capable
of treating sugar-cane, and it is another
thing to get the cane supplied to those
mills, and I contend that it is due to the
action of this party and of this Government,
that the sugar industry has been placed on
a sounder basis than it has ever been on
before, - that the sugar-growers throughout
this State have been encouraged to go on
producing and bringing greater and greater
areas under cultivation. What would the
position have been had the other party been
in office? What would the position have
been if there had been no Regulation of

Sugar Cane Prices Act and the

[6 p.m.] growers in this State were at

. the mercy of hon. members
opposite and their friends? It would have
meant that the prices paid for their product
would have been much less than they are
at the present time, and the mills, which the
hon, member for Bulimba is so proud about,
would not have received sufficient cane to
justify their erection.

Hon. W. H. Barnes: Nonsense !

Mr. SMITH : Every man who knows any-
thing about the sugar industry and who
comes in touch with the men who are making
their living in that industry, knows that it
is only as a result of this Government’s
legislation that they arc in the position they
are in to-day which has encouraged them to
increase the areas under cultivation. In that
connection, I may quote what Mr. T. A.
Powell, the president of the Canegrowers’
Association, said at a meeting during the
recent  elections.  That gentleman stated
candidly that at the 1915 election he
opposed my candidature, but he said his
first interests were with the sugar-growers
and the primary producers, and as a result
of three years’ experience of the ILabour
Government, and as a result of a. study
of the actions of this party, he had come
to the conclusion that it was only by
retaining the Labour party in power that
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primary production would be placed on =
sound footing and that the farmers would
have a chance of securing the value of the
product which, by their labour, they pro-
duced. That was a candid, definite state-
ment made by a man as a result of three
years’ study of what the Labour party had
done. They had seen what we had done,
which was an augury of the good things that
were to follow. Everything cannot be done
at once. We must proceed step by step.
In that connection I might refer to this
year’s sugar agreement. It is announced, as
part of the Gdvernment’s policy, that certain
things wonld be done in connection with the
sugar industry, and this has a very important
bearing on production. The hon. member
for Bulimba said—and I believe it,too—that
he desires to have increased primary pro-
duction in Queensland. Thai is a thing weo
should all believe in, and that is what I
stand for We know that last year one of
the conditions imposed by the Federal Go-
vernment was that the State should guaran-
tee that a sulficient area of land would be
placed under cultivation in Queensland to
enable Queensland to produce sufficient sugar
to meet the Commonwealth’s requirements.
That guarantee was given so far as it was
humanly possible. You cannot guarantee to
a ton or 100 tons what amount of sugar will
be produced, but so far as it was possible
this Government fostered the sugar industry
with a view to making the production of
sugar balance with the consumption of it
within the Commonwealth. Now, we have
an agreement brought along this year by
Mr. Watt, the Acting Prime Minister of the
Commonwealth, which absolutely prohibits
any new mills being built, or any increase
m plant, or anything being done at the
sugar-mills which would have the result of
increasing the production of sugar in Queens-
land. Does the hon. member stand for such
a thing as that?

Mr. BeesinGron: What would you do with
the surplus if you had it?

Hon. W. N. GitLies: There is no surplus.

Mr. SMITH: Here is a motion being
moved by the hon. member for Drayton
which purports to have for its object the
increase of primary production in Queens-
land, and yet the party which they helped
to return to power, and which occupies the
Treasury benches in the Commonwealth, by
means of an agreement couched in a way
which places this Government in a rather
awkward position, practically forces us to
agree to limit production in Queensland with
regard to sugar.

Mr. BemBINgTON: Because you know you
cannot sell it outside Australia.

Mr. SMITH: I am interested in that
admission. By the lhon. member for Dray-
ton’s interjection he does not really believe
in inereasing the primary production in
Queensland—(Hear, hear I)—he only believes
in increaging the production of some things.
(Hear, hear!) He is limited in his vision.
He only sees one part of the primary pre-
duction—important enough! We o! the
Labour party stand for primary production
in all its aspects and in all its phases.
(Hear, hear!) All the products of nature
we stand to increase and we desire to bring
about conditions which will encourage that
increase. There is enother matter in con-
nection with that agreement which will have
the effect of limiting production, and that
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is this: there is a section in that agreement
which stipulates that no fresh legislation
will be introduerd dealing with the price of
cane or the price of sugar or anything affect-
ing that industry. We know that primary
production has heen increased in this in-
dustry as a result of our legislation, and
greater areas will be brought under cultiva-
tion in the future, I hope and belicve. We
know that certain proprietary interests which
hon. members opposite have a very greab
affection for—I refer to the Colonial Sugar
Refining  Company—have discovered a
. method of evading the legislation of this
State. which wili have the effect of ham-
pering production. We know that the Act
dcals with two sets of individuals. It deals
with the canegrower as such and it deals
with the miller, the idea being to establish a
tribunal whicn will hoid the balance evenly
between thom and see that the canegrower
gets the full valuve of his product. The
Colonial Sugar Refining Company do not
believe in these things. They do not believe
*in a fair deal or in going befcre an im-
partial tribuna! and laying a full statement
of the whole position on the table. They
have found cut a method whereby, if the
growers sell to a third party, they can evade
this legislation. It means that all the cane-
growers in the areas which supply mills
owned hy the Colonial Sugar Refining Com-
pany will have no inducement to increass the
areas under cane. They are being placed
in the hollow of that company’s hand. They
are told that unless they accept the con-
ditions which the company dictates—and
those conditiony are that they shall sell to a
third party whom the company nominates
and at a price which undoubtedly they fix—
they will not crush. This all has its effect
in limiting production. We know that it
khas limited production in the past; that
where men were forced to accept any price
which proprietary interests dictated, there
was no encouragement for them to increase
their areas under cultivation to the fullest
possible extent. But since the Labour
party’s poliey has been in operation, guaran-
teeing for all interests concerned a fair deal
and the full value that is in his produect,
there has been an cncouragement for him
to go ahecad and increase production. The
policy which the Federal Government have
embarked upon, which the hon. member for
Drayton, by way of interjection, endorses
Mr. BessingToN: I asked you a question
which you have not answered.

Mr. SMITH: Is seriously limiting pro-
duction in Queensland. It is e remarkable
thing. We know that this question of
primary production is the most important
one in the world to-day. We find, for
example, that one of the greatest weaknesses
of Great Britain is the fact that they
neglected their agriculture.

GOVERNMENT MeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. SMITH : They allowed lands to go
out of cultivation by a land policy which the
friends of hon. members opposite believe in.
People were forced off the land, and could
not get land except under the conditions
which large speculators and wealthy land-
owners imposced. They were forced off the
land, and as @ result of this great crisis they
found that a serious position has arisen.
No country which neglects primary produe-
tion can be in anything like a safe economic
position, or have any genuine future before it.

GOvVERNMENT MrMBERS : Hear, hear!
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Mr. SMITH: All wealth must come from
the land, and the encouragement of agricul-
tural production must be the first essential
of any sound economic policy in any State
or any country, no matter where it may be.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr., SMITH: Yet we find members sup-
porting a policy which enables people to
speculate in land; supporting a policy which
enables people to add field to field, and with-
hold land from production.

GoVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. SMITH : Mankind must have access
to the land in order to live. Consequently,
if the friends cf hon. members opposite are
enabled to monopolise that land it means
that you have to go to them. The man who
holds the land will only allow you to use it
under his conditions. What does that mean
in the ultimate? You must have access to
land to make your living. If you can only
have access to that land at the will of some
private individual, it means that the private
individual dictates to you the terms upon
which you shall live.

GoverNMENT MEeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. SMITH: Under such a system, no
man can claim to be free—hec is a slave!
The land should be for use. The policy that
we should adopt is to bring land into its
best use value. I claim that that is what the
poliey of this Government is directed towards
achieving.

GoverNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr, SMITH :: Another matter in the policy
speech which will increase production, and
which I am very interested in, is the refer-
ence to the North Coast line. I have always
stated on the floor of this House, on every
occasion- when I have been in order in speak-
ing on the North Coast line, that this is the
most important national line that is under
construction at the present time. I am
pleased to see that the Government recognises
that this is the most important line, and have
promised to accelerate it as much as possible.
We know that the line is required to open up
vast areas of land end to bring large and
important centres into communication with
the South.

A GoverxMENT MEMBER: That’s the point.

Mr. SMITH: We all know the distressing
situation which arose at Mackay quite
recently. We know that that place, as the
result of the cyclone and of the flood, was
isolated from the outside world for a con-
siderable period of time. No news could be
got in the South as to what had actually
happened there, and we could convey mno
tidings to the people there. Had we the
North Coast line——

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!  Does

the hon. member propose to connect his
remarks with the question before the House?

Mr. SMITH: Ves, I am dealing with the
North Coast line, which is contained in the
Governor’s policy speech.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! We
are mnot «discussing the Governor’s policy
speech.

Mr. SMITH: What is contained in the
Governor’s policy speech is mentioned in the
amendment. I am dealing now with the
amendment, which states—

“as the policy of the Government, as
outlined in the Speech of His Excellency

My, Smith.)
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the Governor, is calculated to increase
production, to ensure to producers the
full return of their labour ”

and I contend that the building of the North
Coast line and the linking up of Mackay will
increase production along the route which
that line will traverse.

Hon. W. H. BARNES (Bulimba): I was
foliowing the hon, member with a great deal
of interest, Mr. Speaker, with regard to the
North Coast line, when you pulled him up.
Possibly I may be allowed to say something
in reply. Possibly I will be pulled up also.
The hon. gentleman got his say in, notwith-
standing. I simply wanted to remark that
the Government which the hon. member has
been condemning—the late Government—
were, after all, the Government which were
responsible for the introduction of that under-
taking, the North Coast line. Let me say
that I hope, as a result of that, and I believe,
there will be a very considerable increase in
production. I followed with a great deal of
interest both the hon. member for Mackay
and the hon. member for Normanby (Mr.
Peterson). I am inclined to think, if it had
not been for some references which were
made by the hon, member for Normanby, I
should not have bothered getting on my
feet to debate this particular motion. I want
to follow the hon. member for Normanby in
some remarks which he made. He practically
admitted, in discussing more particularly the
settlement of land, that there had been a
depreciation in the value of the land. Now,
if T have followed his speech carefully and
closely—as I desired to do; I have no wish
whatever to misquote him—practically the
aim and object of the hon. member, through
the party which he is supporting, is to see
that land in all stages is reduced in value.
I think that is the point which he desired to
make to this House this afterncon. Now I
don’t know whether that is not going to be,
and is to-day from the point of view of the
Government, something which is not in the
best interests of the community. I am not
here to say it is a good thing to have any-
thing—whether it be land or anything else—
at an extreme value. I believe i is a bad
thing. But if the policy of the Government
is one which is having the effect of pulling
down, especially land values in connection
with settled areas, where men have embarked
upon certain undertakings in perfect good
faith, I say it is going to be disastrous. I
am perfectly right in saying that to-day, in
some districts of the State, financial institu-
tions—and financial institutions are abso-
lutely necessary, are they not, for the deve'op-
ment_of the State?—as a result of increased
taxation—whether it be Federal or State—and
as the result more particularly of the land
tax—which, by the way, in Queensland is the
heaviest in Australia—are advancing less
sums of money to the man who needs money
at the most difficult period.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION : It
1s the most advanced in the world.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: Ves, it is the most
advanced along those particular lines. Let
us look at some of the factors which are
responsible to-day for the difficulty in keep-
ing men on the land. I think
admitted that there is a very great deal of
truth in the statement that there is a dis-
position on the part of many men to leave
the country and get to the cities. I would
like to note here what is perfectly true, not
only in regard to Queensland, but also in

[Mr. Smith.
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regard to other States of the Commonwealth.
Is there not a tendency for the young and
rising generation to gravitate from the
country towards the cities?

Hon. W. N. Gumries: How long has that
been going on?

Hon. W. H. BARNES: That has been
going on very much more since the present
Government took office.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: No, no!

Hox. W. H. BARNES: What is the
reason ?
The SECRETARY FOR JPUBLIC INSTRUCTION

interjected.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: There is the hon.
Secretary for Public Instruction chirping
again. I am going to quote one of his state-
ments made a little while ago. I wish he
would keep quiet this afternoon, and let me
have an innings. One of the reasons for
young fellows coming from the country to
the city is because of the conditions in the
country, and the necessity of keeping their
noses to the grindstone through the interfer-
ence of the Government, which claims, but is
not, to be the friend of the farmer. It is
having the effect of driving young fellows to
the towns.

Mr. BrenvaN: Which interference?

Hon. W. H. BARNES: May I remind
the hon. member of their action some time
ago in connection with butter, end in nearly
everything they have touched. They have
said, on the one hand, that they are the
friends of the farmer, and, figuratively, on
the other hand they have taken them across
their knees and whipped them to their hearts’
content. There is a decline in agriculture,
not only as a result of the dairying industry
being interfered with, but because the sons
of farmers, many of them, have abandoned
their farms and are going into the city rather
than continue under the harassing conditions
which cbtain. Am I not right in saying that
there are all kinds of charms in the city
which a man does not get in the country,
such as picture shows and other things, which
make life very much brighter?

Mr. BEENNAN: It is not the result of the
Government’s policy. It is because the pic-
ture shows come to the city.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Then, the
member for Normanby said that the
ditions which the Government had to deal
with were abnormal; in other words, that
this Government, in connection with the
subject-matter of this resolution, had much
greater difficulties to deal with than any
previous Government by reason of the ab-
normal conditions, Then he said that the
previous Government were the most back-
ward Government, prior to the present
Government coming in, that had ever existed
in any State in Australia.

Mr. PeteErsoN: No; I said Queensland was
the most backward State.

Hon. W. H. BARNES : T stand corrected.
The hon. member said that Queensland was
the most backward State in Australie prior
to this Government coming into office. That
statement is an absolute fallacy, as I will
prove. In connection with development, was
Queensland the most backward State as far as
its railways were concerned? Are the present
Government responsible for the magnificent
network of railwavs which exist in Queens-
land to-day? Was it backward- from that

hon.
con-
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standpoint? I think the evidence clearly
shows that Queensland was by no means the
most backward State; indeed, in many
respects, it led the way. Meay I point out
something else? The Treasurer is not here
this afternoon to trot out the widows and
orphans; that is getting a bit stale.

Mr. CARTER: It is true, though.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: Is it not a fact
that even old age pensions were first of all
introduced into Queensland, not by a Lebour
Government, but by another Government?
Sa that when an hon. member says that
Queensland up to a certain period was the
most backward State, that hon. mem-
ber is making e very big mistake. Then, as
the hon. member for Warwick, by interjec-
tion, reminds me of the educational develop-
ment right away back in the time of the
late Sir Charles Lilley. Is his name not
famous for what he did with regard to free
education, and has not each succeeding Go-
vernment carried on that work? I am pre-
pared to admit that the present Government
are secking to carry on the work that was
done then, but no one dares to say that, as
far as Queensland is concerned, it was up to
that period the most backward State in Aus-
tralia. It has led the way. The late Govern-
ment has been blamed this efternoon by some
hon. members on the opposite side, and by
the hon. member for Normanby, in connec-
tion with their attitude towards the sugar
industry. I am going to deal with that a
little more fully later on, but I am glad the
Secretary for Public Instruction is in his
place. I am about to quote from ‘“ Hansard”
for 1913, page 198. The Secretary for Public
Instruction was then speaking, and amongst
other things he made these remarks, dealing
with the sugar industry—

“The hon. gentleman made a statement
to which I am entirely in opposition. He
said he hoped the Commonwealth Govern-
ment  would raise the tariff another
£1 10s. a ton. I sincerely hope that the
Commonwealth will not. I am entirely
opposed to any increase in the tariff so
far as sugar is concerned, or any other
commodity.”

The hon. gentleman will see that there was
a period, in 1913—a change may have come
over the scene now—in conncetion with the
industries of the State when he said that he
hoped there would no. be an increase given
to help that particular industry.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
At that time.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I am very glad to
hear the hon. gentleman say that. Appar-
ently, he has become a convert, and is look-
ing in_another direction in regard to the
industrial position.

The SrcRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Do you know that there is a war on?
(Laughter.)

Hox. W. H. BARNES: When I retire to
regt at night, and when I awake in the
morning, I have before my view a state-
ment which comes over the Chamber every
time from the Minister, “ Do you know that
there is a war on?” I am reminded that he
has just come out of a rather serious bom-
bardment. T am glad to see that he did not
get hurt. There was a war on by some of
the soldiers who were fighting most vigor-
ously, and T congratulate the hon, gentle-
man on his escape. (Laughter.) The hon.
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member for Normanby made a very strong
point in his speech when he brought before
the House the question of leasehold and free-
hold tenure. He spoke of a period of twenty
years, and I understood him to say that an
individual would probably be paying £60
under leasehold conditions, whereas under
freehold conditions he would be paying £200
per annum, approximately.

Mr. PereRsoN : That is what it would take
to get the freehold in twenty years.

Hon. W. . BARNES: The total saving,
if & man took up leasehold, getting the 5 per
cent. interest in the Savings Bank——

Mr. PereErsON: I meant an ordinery bank
at fixed deposit.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: I thought the hon.
member said the Savings Bank.

Mr. PrreRsON: I meant an ordinary bank
at fixed deposit.

Hoxy. W. H. BARNES: The hon. member
said that in that way he would have accumu-
lated £4,270 towards the purchase of some
frechold land. I have always understood
that, with the exception, perhaps, of some
hon. members on the other side who are
obtaining freehold properties as fast as
they can, the policy of the party opposite was
altogether opposed to the acquisition of free-
hold. Vet the hon. member said that, if a
man lived on a leasehold for twenty years.
he eould save £4,270, with which he could
purchase a freehold.

Mr., PerersoN: I did not say that.
is absolutely incorrect.

Hown. W. H. BARNES: That was the only
conclusion one could come to from the hon.
member’s argument. However, I accept his
statement. Life is too short to quarrel on the
floor of this House with any hon. member,
and if there is one thing I pride myself on
it is that, though I may hit very hard, there
is no personal sting in what I say.

Mr. PerErsoxN: Will you admit that, if a
man deposits the difference between what it
costs to get a freehold and the rent of a
perpetual leasehold, he will have that amount
of money accumulated in twenty years?

Hon. W. H.. BARNES: I am not disput-
ing the accuracy of the hon. member’s
calculation as to the amount that a man
would accumulate in twenty years under
the conditions stated by him; they may
be right, but I contend that the hon. mem-
ber was arguing altogether on false pre-
mises, because he omitted from his considera-
tion entirely the fact that there will be
a reappraisement of the rent during the
twenty years; and he also omitted to mention
that in the case of the frechold the man
would have his freehold at the end of the
twenty vears, whereas In the case of the
leasehold he would be unable to obtain the
deeds of his property. We all know that it
is the ambition of the Britisher to get some-
thing which is his dwn, and not a leasehold.
The leasehold system ‘is not a system which
is going to encourage men to settle on the
land.

Mr. CARTER:
a frechold?

Hon. W. H. BARNES: The hon. member
knows of the inducements that are being held
out to people to take up leaseholds in pre-
ference to freeholds, and he knows what the
result has been. Further, I see hon. members
on the other side who preach leasehold day
in and day out, but, when they have the

Hon. W. H. Barnes.]
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opportunity of getting hold of a property,
it is always a freehold and not a leasehold
that they want.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
That is nct so.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I think the hon.
gentleman himself is very much in the same
position as I am with my home at Coorparoo.
He is a wise man to desire a heme of his
own, and that home is a frechold and not a
leasehold.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
I could not get a perpetual lease at Coor-
parco. I must take what 1 can get.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: It is a good job
for the hon. gentleman that he cannot get a
leasehold at Coorparco. I now come to
another matter which the hon. member for
Normauby introduced. I do not know that
he meant to be in any way offcnsive, but he
tried to malke out that certain mcen engaged
in a certain line of business were dishonest.

Mr. Pererson: When did I say that in my
speech? I quoted the hon. member for Coo-
roora, the hcn. member for Stanley, and
other hon. members opposite. I did not
need to bring any evidence of my own when
your own side said such things.

How. W. H. BARNES: Anyone who knows
the hon. member for Cooroora knows that
he is very guarded in any statement that he
makes. It is quite possible that even that
hon, member might have been misled; but
let me say that I shall be delighted if the
hon. member for Normanby and other hon.
members opposite will accept the invitation
which I now make to them. It will be to
me a source of the greatest pleasure if they
will come along to my firm's business pre-
mises to-morrow morning—because that 1s a
good morning—between half-past 9 and 10
o’clock, and get some idea of how our par-
ticular busiress is conducted. I maintain
that it is conducted on just as honourable
lines as any other business in this city.

Mr. PrerersoN: You should direct those
remarks to your own supporters.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: They do not fit.
If the hon. member will accept my invitation,
he will find that those engaged in that busi-
ness are just as honest as any hon. member
of this House.

Mr. BRENNAN: Will you show the profits of
vour business for 1913 to 1915°?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The hon, member
would get the greatesi surprise of his life
if he saw what the balances in the produce
business wers during that period. They
were the smallest on record.

Mr., BrENNAN: The balances of your War-
wick business for the years 1913 to 19157

HonN. W. H. BARNES, Hon. members
were dealing with the produce business, and
saying that there is a ring. Now I say
emphatically—and there is no personal feel-
ing in the matter, because the cap dces not
fit-—that, so far as my own name cr the firm
with which I am asseciated is concerned, or so
far as the men cngaged in that class of busi-
ness are concerned. there is absolutely no
justification for such a etatement. Take my
own name, if you will. In whatever quarter
vou may seek for information, hon. members
will find that T have the reputation of being
ar honest man. (Hear, hear!) When the
inference is thrown across the floor of the
House that there is a ring in conneection
with our line of business, surely cne has the
right to say that there is no ring. Not
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a single attempt has Leen made to-day to
produce evidence of the existence of such
a ring.

Mr. Brexvan: Will you show your profits?

Iox. W.”H. BARNES: If the hon. mem-
ber raw the profits that are raade, it would
be a big surprise to him, and it would
entirely dispel the view that scoms to be
held on the other side with regard to the
whole aituaticn. I wish the State Produce
Ageney no harm. In any remark I may
make I am not dealing with any individual
connectis] with the §#ate Produce Agency.
Therc are some cxcellent men there, and, if
I stood here and traduced those excellent
men under the protsction of privilege, I
would ke doing a greet wrong. But I say
these men are proceeding along the same
lines in the conduet of their business as other
concorns enmaged in the same trade. There
is no difference whatever. Stuff is auctioned in
the same way ; stuff is bought in the same way.

Mr, CamrrtER: But their profits belong to
the people.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The hon. mesiber
whe interjects shiows that e is tallsing on a
subject that he knows nothisg whatever
about. I sincerely hope that the State Pro-
duce Agency, as woll as all other State
industrial enterprises, will not make a loss
upon its transactions at any period; bat,
whatever business it is, you cannot dissociate
the business from the expenses. I pass away
irom this subject by saying that, having been
in the produce business for many years and
Laving grown grey in it, I have never known
any attempt to form a ring. Competition
i+ Just as kecn in that as in any other busi-
ress. I have never known of any attempt
being made to try to *“ do” the farmer.

Hon. W. N. Gruues: You don’t agree
with the hon. member for Cooroora?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Not if he says
something that I know is not correct. I have
documents in my possession which prove
absolutely that there never has been a
ring in the business, and my experience
1z only typical of whet is happening to other
peeple engaged in the same business.

Mr. PrrErson: What about the statement
of the hon. member for Stanley?

Hox, W. H. BARNES: I think I have
dealt fully with that, and I want now to
make some reference to a statement made
here to-day that members of the Opposition
when they had the power did not assist the
sugar industry.

Hon. W. N.
farmers.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: May I remind the
Assistant Minister for Justice that it was
the present Opposition who, when in power,
appointed a commission which had to do
with finding out the most suitable localities
for the establishment of mills? Am I not
right in saying that, in addition to that. they
let contracts for the erection of mills at
Babinda and South Johnstone? In connec-
tion with those mills—I may not be quite
right as to the ewxact figures, I have not
access to the official records—I think I am
correct In saying that those two mills
cost, together, probably more than £600,000.
But the present Opposition did some-
thing more than that. They establizhed
in connection with those mills what you
might call an absolutely co-operative principle
—and I want to say on the floor of this

GILLEs :  Assist the sugar-
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House that I am an absolute believer in
co-operation—they made it possible for the
men who contributed cane—there is not a
member in this House who can gainsay the
statements I am making—from year to year
to establish a credit in those mills, so that
they would become their property at the
end of twenty years, or sooner, if they could
manage it. 1 ask whether that was not
truly a co-operative principle. (Hear,
hear!) And why hon. members say that
nothing was done to help the important
sugar industry I cannot understand. That
is an answer which no hon. member can
gainsay.

Hon. W. N, Gruies: You were opposed to
cane prices boards, you know.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: Let me deal with
one mill I know something about. I had it
frequently beforo me when I was Treasurer.
I refer to the Droserpine Mill. When the
Governmont went out of office the debit
balance, which had been very considerable,
had been reduced to about £50,000. We are
told that the cane prices boards have
worked wonders for the farmers. Yet, what
is the position to-day regarding Proserpine?
I am told by a farmer whom I met this
weck and who lived in the Proserpine dis-
trict and was interested in it, that the debit
has gone up from £40,000 to about £80,000
since we left office. If that is the method
by which hon. members opposite are going
to help the farmer, it is a very cruel method
indeed. I hold that the aim of every Govern-
ment should be to place these utilities,
sugar-mills, ete., in the hands of the farmers
who do the work and contribute the cane,
berause, after all, they arc the people who
finance the State. I am with the hon.
member who last resumed his scat in think-
ing that the primary producer is absolutely
essential to the very life of the State, and
one of the things we have to do to-day is to
see that we do not do anything which ix
going to shut out the primary producer, not
only from ocur counsels, but also from the
activities of the State, because it would be
exceedingly disastrous generallv. I do not
think I would have risen if it were not
that my own close position with certain
things had been brought up to-day. One of
the remarks made by an hon. member was
that they did not support our policy of
pulling down., (Hear, hear!) I know a
volicy—a policy enunciated by Mr. Demaine
—to which the Premier gave his blessing.
That policy was a policy of pulling down and
placing every man on one level.
]_GdOVERNMENT MEewuBERS : Nothing of the
cin

Hon. W, H. BARNES: It is not encour-
aging them to get up.

Hon. W. N. Gmums: It is the policy of
bringing up.

Hon, W. H. BARNES: There has been
and there is to-day a big difference between
the policy, so far as incdustvy is concerned,
of this side of the House and that of the
other side of the House, and that difference
is that we believe in connection with private
industries that every man should be encour-
aged to get up from the bottom right to the
top—that he should be encouraged and paid
for his hard work. On the other side, the
policy is apparently to bring other men down
to a level—(dissent)—and to discourage that
which will help him in the days to come.

Mr. Krrwan: We have got the product
of your policy in Europe to-day.
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Hox. W. H. BARNES: Evidently, some of
the shots I have made have got home on
hon, members opposite.

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton): I wish to
have a few remarks on this matter before it
goes through.

The DEPUTY SPEAKXER: Does the hon.
me:mber propose to speak to the amend-
ment ?

#Mr, BEBBINGTON: Yes.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER : He will be in

order in doing that.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : I cannot understand
a member representing a farming district
where the land is all freehold and where
probabls 75 per cent, is subject to land tax
introducing such an amendment or opposing
a motion to reduce the land tax on lands
used for dairying and farming purposes.

Mr. Brexnan: Opposing the land tax?

Mr. BEBBINGTON : Certainly, he opposes
its reduction or it: being taken off. He
opposcs the motion, certainly. This motion
did not make any attempt to relieve specula-
tors in the city or large landowners——large
business men who stand in a very different
position from the farmers, becsuse the land
tax on city properties is passed on in the
course of business. But the man who tills
his land in the country has no chance of
passing his land tax on to somebody else.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : Nor anybody else.

Mr, BEBBINGTON : If the hon. member
had any knowledge of farming he would know
that usually the price of produce is fixed in
London on the world’s parity, and the farmer
has no chance of altering 1t If the hon.
member thought he would remember that,
when the State Produce Agency Bill was
coing through I brought in an amendment
that would allow farmers to form pools or

trusts, or whatever else you like to call them,

on the lines of the Cheese Manufacturers’
Association, which we have at present, and
which has increased the number of our fac-
tories from something like sixteen to ninety-
six. If we can get a principle that has in-
creased our dairy produce to such an extent,
that has put so much money into our factories
and has increased the earnings not only of
the farmers themselves, but also of the
workers who work those factories and build
them, if we can get a principle that has in-
creased the output of Queensland to such an
extent, then why not adopt it? I asked the
Minister for Agriculture then to accept that
amendment, so as to put the farmer on the
same footing as the dairyman to-day as to
his cheese factories, and he absolutely refused.
The Minister would have nothing but his
State Produce Agency. If the agency could
work for the same ends, if it could assist the
farmer the same as our co-operative methcds
have done, I would give it my blessing and
all the help I possibly could. There is abso-
lutely no chance whatever of the State Pro-
duce Agency doing anything of the sort.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
hon. member may not speak to the motion
again. He will have the right to reply, but
I must ask him to confine his present remarks
strictly to the amendment.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: The amendment is
“the policy of the Government.” The Pro-
duce Agency is part of the policy of the
Government,

Mr. KirRwaN: What is your policy?
Mr. Bebbington.]
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Mr. BEBBINGTON: I may tell the hon.
member that all my output goes through the
co-operative society. If that will satisfy him
it is satisfactory to me. The hon. member
for Mackay referred to the oversea markets.
I asked the hon, member a reasorable ques-
tion, and he evaded it in every way. I asked
him: “ Could he produce sugar in Queensland
to-day, at the present cost of production, and
send the surplus to any market in the
world 27’

Hon. W. N. Grries: We do not supply
sufficient for ourselves.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: If there was any
surplus to-day there are neither ships nor
markets for it.

Hon. W. N. GiLues: Are you aware that
we have never had a surplus in Australia?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: We produced a sur-
plus last year, and I know there is a lot of
sugar in Melbourne to-day that they would
be very glad to send away to make room
for the new crop, but there is no possible
chance of exporting it. The hon. member
for Mackay said——

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I
would point out that the hon. member for
Mackay, not having spoken to the motion,
had the right to speak both to the motion
and the amendment, but the hon. member
who is speaking must confine his remarks
strictly- to the amendment.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: That is the policy
of the Government. That seems rather a
difficult thing to follow, because it would
be very hard to define at present what the
Government’s policy is. Again, when we
find that the Government’s policy is proposed
and defined at a very far corner of Australia
to-day with closed doors, and when we see
that the members of that party, when they
left by the train, were given three cheers
for a revolution (Government laughter.)
Unfortunately for us, those are the facts as
reported in the Press to-day. When we
come to define these things, and when we
come to look on what has been done within
those closed doors and the policy is nof
allowed to be published-———o

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I
must ask the hon. member to resume his
seat if he continues on those lines. The
hon. member knows just as well as I do that
he is not in order in continuing on those
lines.

Mr. MacarrNEY: You must not touch the
caucus. Be careful!

Mr. CARTER: I rise to a point of order.
The leader of the Opposition made a reflec-
tion on the Chair. He said, “ You must not
interfere with the caucus.”

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! T
heard the hon. member make some reference
to the caucus, but I did not take it as a
reflection on the Chair.

OrprosiTioN MEexgERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I can assure you,
Mr. Speaker, that we bhave the very highest
opinion of you, and would not reflect on
you in the slightest. We appreciate your
service very highly. If I must confine my
comments to the Government’s policy, I will
deal with land tenure, and that was dealt
with by the hon. member for Normanby. He
is one of those reasonable men for whom I
have very high respect—quite different to
some other hon. members on that side of the
House. I only wish we could hold them
all in the samec esteem. In the matter of

[Mr. Bebbington.
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tenure, we say that the selector, whoever he
is, should have the choice himself. He
should be the man to say whether he will
have a leasehold or a freehold. The past
Government gave him the choice, and as
soon as ever we get there again we will
give him the choice again. A great deal
of land is being taken up under leasehold
tenure, because we have made it public that
on the first opportunity we get we are going
to give these men the right to turn their
leaseholds into frecholds if they wish if.
Only if they wish it. They talk about lease-
hold tenure! The leasehold tenure was on
the statute-book long before they came into
power.
Mr. BrexnaN: Then, why complain?

Mr. BEBBINGTON : The selector had the
right to take either. You people who live
in the city, who know nothing whateves
about land—you could not make a living off
the land if you tried—you want to dictate
terms to the man who goes on the land.

The DEPUTY SPREAKER: Order!
hon. member must address the Chair.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Under the leasehold
tenure these men are compelled to spend
350 or £60 an acre and still the land
belongs to the Government. We are told
that they prefer a perpetual lease, but
anyone who knows anything about the
matter knows perfectly well that there is no
such thing as a perpetual lease. The lease
which is offered to these men as a perpetual
lease is merely a lease for fourteen years or
until the first reappraisement. I admit the
selector has the right to a perpetual leass if
he will pay the rent imposed by the present
Government.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
No, by the Land Court.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: The Land Court is.
the Governmoent. At the end of fourteen
years—Ilike we have men now crying out
for a land tax—we will have the caucus or
a set of people crying out for increased rents
so as to relieve themselves of taxation. Then
reappraisements will come along, and such
a rent will be put on these leascholds that
the whole of the value will be taken away
and men, after paying the rent, will have
nothing left for themselves at the end of
the year Already we know that a Govern-
ment memher is locking for a job on the
Land Court. We know they are doing all
they can to remove every man out of his
job so that they can get in. We know that
very well

The:

At 7 o’clock p.m. the House, in accordance
with Sesstonal Order, proceeded with Govern-
ment business.

LAND ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.
INITIATION.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. J. H. Coyne, Warrego), in moving—
“ That the House will, at its next
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee
of the Whole to consider of the desir-
ableness of introducing a Bill to amend
the Land Act of 1910, the Discharged
Soldiers’ Settlement Act of 1917, and the
Closer Settlement Act Amendment Act

of 1917 in certain particulars,”

said: I desire to inform hon, members
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that the object of this Bill 15, in the main,
to make better provision for discharged sol-
diers, and in addition to make a provision
that does not now exist for giving priority
to men on active service. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. MACARTNEY: In respect to all forms
of tenure?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
In respect to all forms of land settlement,
except grazing selections, and pastoral hold-
ings, in the first place we propose to give
priority to discharged soldiers; they will get
the first priority. After that, the men who
are on active service will get priority, and we
will obviate the delay that now takes place.
In the event of discharged soldiers, or men
on active service, making application to the
department for blocks of land of a certain
portion that is to be thrown open, we will
obviate the delay, which now amounts to not
less than twenty-eight days, by having to
withdraw the land from the original form
in which it was thrown open, and set apart
a portion of it to be balloted for by dis-
charged soldiers. (Hear, hear!) We also
propose to amend it in the direction of auto-
matically extending the licensed term for
men who are on active service, equal to the
time that they are so engaged on active
service. (Hear, hear!) We also propose
giving selectors of agricultural farms, the
leases of a number of which will expire on
the 30th of this month, two alternatives.
We realise that a number of them will find
it difficult to pay one-half the purchase
money in the remaining twelve months, and
we propose to give them the right of con-
version to a perpetual lease selection, or an
extension of ten years in which to pay the
balance of the money in ten equal instal-
ments without interest. (Hear, hear!) We
also propose to amend the law so as to give
trustees of any society, association, unioms,
religious or charitable bodies, or a joint stock
company, an opportunity of obtaining a per-
petual lease, whether town, suburban, or
country, which they are debarred from doing
as the law stands at the present time.

Mr. MAcARTNEY : Has this any reference to
Jacob’s ladder?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
No, it has no reference to Jacob’s ladder.
As a matter of fact, I propose to make it
retrospective for a certain time in ovder
that a certain church may get the advantage
of it. It has no connection whatever with
Jacob’s ladder. That is merely an exchange,
I understand. This will be a great benefit
to a number of institutions, and a number
of them are very desirous of taking advantage
of it, but are debarred from doing so at
the present time. We also propose to set
apart for discharged soldiers land purchased
under the Closer Settlement Act. (Hear,
hear!} So that every opportunity is going
to be given to discharged soldiers and men
on active service. There are two other small
amendments, which are merely for the pur-
pose of bringing the law into conformity with
preferential pastoral leases and with grazing
farms as they are at the present time. That
practically comprises the subject of the Bill.

Mr. MACARTNEY (7oowong): So far as
the Bill is designed to simplify matters for
discharged soldiers or men at the front, I
think the hon. gentleman is to be congratu-
lated. Of course, in the absence of the details
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one cannot just say that the proposal will
be absolutely satisfactory.

The SecreTary POR PuBLIC LaNDS: The
hon. member will find that they all fit in
with what I have just said.

Mr. MACARTNEY : There have been dif-
ficulties placed in the way of zoldiers making
application for land—difficulties which, 1
think, need not have been created—and it
will be a matter of gratification if this Bill
is found to remove those particular difficul-
ties. It will be best, perhaps, not to discuss
the matter at the present stage, but I would
like the hon. gentleman, when the Com-
mittee stage comes along, to give the House
just a little bit fuller information as to the
details.

Mr. GRAYSON (Cunningham) : From what
has been said by the Minister for Lands on
this particular Bill, it seems to me it will be
a measure that will receive support from
both sides of the House. (Hear, hear!) I
congratulate the Minister for Lands on
making provision for returned soldiers. At
the same time I think that provision should
be made for those soldiers who are now
serving at the front.

The Secrerary ror PusLic Lanps: I pro-
pose to do that here.

Mr. GRAYSON: I am very pleased to
hear that. I know that there were some
blocks of land thrown open in the Warwick
district, and only those who had returned
could make application for them, There
are many soldiers from the Warwick dis-
trict who are serving at the front, who, I
know, would have been only too pleased to
have made application through their trustees
in Queensland.

The SecreErary FOR PuUBLIC LANDS: Don’t
you know that that was not the fault of the
Lands Department? It was the fault of the
law.

Mr., GRAYSON : I understand that. I am
not finding fault with the Minister or the
department. At the same time, I think
provision should be made in this Bill so that
parents and trustees of those who are now
sorving at the front can make application for
blocks of land that are thrown open.
would like to further congratulate the
Minister on the setting apart of certain areas
on repurchased estates. I have one estate
in my mind—that is the Cecil Plains Estate.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. GRAYSON: I think that a certain
portion of that estate should be reserved for
returned soldiers, as it is eminently suitable
for settlement.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I can-
not allow the hon. member to proceed on
those lines at this stage.

Mr. GRAYSON: Judging from the
remarks of the Minister, I think the Bill will
not receive any serious opposition from this
side of the House.

Mr. SIZER: I wish to congratulate the
Minister also on introducing this measure 1
made the remark in the course of a speech
before I took my seat in the House, at a
meeting at which the Minister for Agricul-
ture was present, that I was prepared to sup-
port the Government in any measures brought
forward which would assist the returned
soldiers, and, from what the Minister has
said, I believe we shall be able to assist
them. It has been a long-standing grievance
that men at the front have not been able to

Mr. Sizer.]
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make application through trustees, and the
delay which has been mentioned has been a
source of inconvenience to men on their
return. I am very pleased to hear that the
Minister proposed to rectify that matter,
and also that he is setting aside lands for
closer settlement. I wou%d like to bring
under the notice of the Minister the ques-
tion of allowing those portions of land which
he proposed to throw open to returned
scldiers to be taken up on freehold tenure.
I hope that the Government are going to
give some consideration to these returned
men.

The Srcrerary FOR PuBLic Laxps: They
are; that is the rcason they are giving them
perpetual lease.

Mr. SIZER: I have no objection to per-
petual lease being in the Bill, but I think
that the soldiers should not be debarred from
taking the land up as frechold, if they so
desire, and I trust that the Minister will
give the men the option of doing so,

Mr. GUNN: I gather from the Minister’s
remarks that he is going to give preference
to returned soldiers as far as agricultural
lands and perpetual leases are concerned. I
would like to know whether any preference
is to be given to them with reference to
grazing farms? I rccognise that the most
prosperous industry we have at the present
time is the grazing industry. I notice that
when the soldiers come back they get prefer-
ence and assistance to go on to fruit farms,
and in other classes of settlement. But
there are numbers of men who come from
the western districts who know nothing about
farming, while they know everything about
grazing. While they are away these lands
are being cut up, and the people who hold
powers of attorney from them have no right,
prior to anyone else, to put in an application
for them. I hope the Minister will seriously
consider the advisability of giving preference
to returned soldiers and also soldiers at the
front. They have been good enough to fight
for this grazing land in the West, and I
think thoy ought to have preferenca over
the men who stop at home,

OpposiTioN MewseRs: Hear, hear!

Mr, BEBBINGTON: I would like to ask
the Minister a question with refercnce to
the lands at Stanthorpe which are set apart
for returned soldiers. There are rumours
that the improvements are to be charged on
the price of the land as it is thrown open.
T believe the owner of the land gave the
improvemsnts in on condition that the land
was selectad by soldiers. I hope the rumour
is not correct; I do not think it is.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I call
the attention of the hon. member to the fact
that his vemarks arc not relevant to the
question before the House.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : 1 sincerely trust that
the Minister will give tho soldiers the choice
of taking up frechold, if they desire. The
men have the right to get the land as their
own. I also hope this will apply to sailors.
1 do not think there should be any difference
made between soldiers and sailors.

Hon. J. M. Hu~TeR : This applics to sailors
as well as soldiers.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: We want to make
sure, that is all.

Mr, VOWLES (Dalby): 1 am very pleased
that the Government intend to remove
some of the disabilities which exist under

[Mr. Sizer.
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our Land Act as far as settlement is con-
cerned. But I had hoped that the amend-
ment would fulfil the promise which was
made by the Minister's predecessor, just
previous to the last election, to certain
Jimbour selectors in connection with their
lands—more particularly in regard to the
revaluation of their lands. As far as I can
understand. nothing is going to be done in
that respeet. The Minister told those men
that, if the Government came back to power,
they would receive every consideration, and
that legislation would be introduced. 1 sup-
pose that the returned soldiers will have the
chance of taking up land which is going to
be vacated by settlers on Jimbour, but that
land will "be valucless to them wunless the
alteration of the capital value i# considered.

Hon. J. M. Huxter: What are you allud-
ing to?

Mr, VOWLES : A promise which you made
to a deputation that when you got back to
power you would reconsider the Jimbour
question and the revaluation of the land.
The Minister made that statement, but'I am
sorry, as far as those people are concerned,
that he is not going to put it into cffect.

Mr. CORSER : I think the House is unani-
mous in its opinion that it is desirable to
introduce a Bill to amend the Soldiers’
Settlement Act, and we sincerely hope that
in amending it the Government will give
some consideration to the conditions with
regard to residence, and make them more
lcnient than they are to an ordinary settler.
while safeguarding it to the degree that a
hond fide returned man must own the land.
1f the Minister will include an amendment
in that direction in the Bill. he will afford a
great deal of relief as far as soldier settle-
ment is concerned. As far as the Jimbour
Jand is concerned, the hon. member for
Dalbr has stated that the settlers there
received a promise from the late Minister
for Lands that something was to be done
for them. The condition of those people
at the present time, like those on some of the
other repurchased estates, is anything but
sutisfactory to the State. It is fo be hoped
that a revaluation will he made, and that
the present deplorable state of affairs will
be brought to an end. The scttlers are really
being forced to leave the Statec and go to
other countries.

Mr. CarTER: Nonsense !

Mr. CORSER : I might say that there arc
men who have come here from New Zealand
and taken upon themselves obligations which
they cannot carry out, and they are leaving
the land and the improvements behind them.
If the newt man who comes along is a
returned soldier, he will be compelled to pay
for those improvements, perhaps, 100 per
cont. more than their value, and he may not
be aware of the great difficulties that beset
the previous settler. If the Minister will
take into consideration the difficulties of
past settlers, it will probably save returned
soldiers from falling into the same trap.

The SroreTary For Pusrrc Laxps: 1 can
assure the hon. member that I will not place
one returned soldier on the Jimbour repur-
chased lands at the present price,

Mr. CORSER: I am very glad to have
that assurance from the Minister. The Bill
should certainly make some improvement in
the existing Acts. and I hope it will have
the effect of making soldier settlement more
pleasant than it is at the present time:
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Hoxn. J. M. HUNTER (Maranoa): One or
two misstatements have been made by hon.
members opposite to which I wish to refer.
The first is a statement that the improve-
ments owned by the late lessee on lands at
Stanthorpe now being opened for soldier
settlement purposes are being charged to
returned soldiers. In the first place, the land
referred to is not at Stanthorpe at all, but
down at Texas, and the improvements are
going to the returned soldier who succeeds
at the ballot, free of any charge, having been
gifted by the late owner. The second state-
ment is with regard to a promise that I am
alleged to have made that something was
going to be done in connection with the
Jimbour selectors. When I was *Secretary
for Public Lands I was interviewed on the
subject, but I refused to do anything further
than promise to have the matter considered,
as it _was right on the cve of the election,
and it is well known that this party is not
prepared to buy votes at any price.

GOVERNMENT MnuBERS: Hear, hear! and
OrrosrTioN laughter.

Hox. J M. HUNTER: No promise was
made by me any more than that the matter
would be considered, and I am quite sure
that the present Minister will honour that
promisc.

Mr. Vowies: I will interview him.

Question put and passed.

LAND ACT AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2).
INITIATION.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS,

in moving—

“That the House will, at its next git-
ting, resolve itself into a Committee of
the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introducing & Bill to amend sec-
tions 43, 109, and Schedule II. of the
Liand Act of 1910 in certain particulars,
and for other consequential purposes,”

said: It is hardly necessary for me to refer
at this stage specifically to the contents of
this Bill beyond saying that it is an old
acquaintance. It was introduced twice by
my predecessor—on the last occasion towards
the end of last session—and it was not agreed
to by another place. It is desirable, in the
opinion of the Government, that it should be
reintroduced in order that certain persons
who, as the hon. member for (arnarvon
said a few minutes ago, are by far the most
prosperous class of settlers in Queensland to-
day-—that is, the grazing community should
give an oqultab‘e return for what they are
receiving from the Crown. It is a very
unfair thing that that clazs should have
speeial concessions granted to them, more
especially when we see what they are getting
now for their produce as compared with
prices in 1910 and in 1905, when these pro-
visions were inserted in our Land Act. Tt is
unfair that the community generally should
be deprived of their rights to the extent they
have been by these concessions; and the Go-
vernment are of opinion that this embargo
should be removed, and that these peop]n
should be placed on the same footing as any-
one else who goes before the Land Court,
and that that tribunal should be able to say
in all cases what is a fair and just rent to
be paid by these people to the Treasury.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Ave there any other pro-
visions in the Bill?
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
There is another provision. ‘When the hon.
member sees the Bill, he will admit that it
is absolutely fair and aboveboard.

Mr. MACARTNEY : The hon. gentleman
is to be congratulated on not 1n01ud1ng the
provisions of this measure in the Bill with
which we were dealing previously. It is just
as well that this measure should be discussed
on its merits separately, and should not be
made use of to interfere with the passage of
desirable legislation. That was the position
last year, when another hon. gentleman was
in charge of the Lands Department. I am
glad to see that the present Minister takes a
different view of things, and treats the House
reasonably. There woula not be much to
say at this stage, but that the Minister has
not limited himself altogether to an explana-
tion of the contents of the Bill, but has taken
advantage of the opportunity to dilate on the
reason for submitting the Bill to the House.
No doubt, from his own party point of view,
he is quite justified in doing so. It is just
as well that we should understand the nature
of this Bill, and why there should be any
objection to it, either on the part of another
place or on the part of other hon. members
on this side of the House. In the first
instance, when we consider that it is
the object of this Bill to take from those
classes what was given to them in 1905 by the
Labour party, one wonders why the present
Labour party should go back on the very
provision that they themselves extended to
the pastoral lessees and grazing farm
lessecs.  The hon. gentleman knows per-
fectly well that the underlying principle
in the granting of those conditions in
1905 was that the far western country, to
which the Act more particularly applied, was
more or less uscless, without the expenditure
of a very large sum of money on improve-
ments, and that, following upon the very
severe drought which operated from 1900 to
1904, it was necessary for the settlement of
the country to grant the lessees conditions
which would enable them to finance the
improvement: to which I have referred. It
is quite true that we are not to-day suffering
from the extreme drought conditions which
existed hetween 1902 and 1904; but we never
know when the conditions of this country
may be those of drought; and the time may
vet come when the nastoral lessaes and graz-
ing farmers of this State, however prosperous
they may be at the present time, may have
to revert to financial institutions to get the
money that is necessary to enable them to
carry on; and, unless there is some reason-
able provision included in our land legisla.
tion, 1t is very likely that the same difficulties

will erop up again. But that is

[7.30 p.m.] not altogether the objection to

the introduction of the Bill. The
objection lies more in the absolute breach of
contract—a statutory contract ax well as a
written contract—entered into between the
Giovernment of this country and the lessees
to whom we have been referring.

The SreCRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
No contract at all.

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. member
calls himself the Secretary for Public In-
struction, and he does not seem to know what
2 contract is

The SECRLTARY
Neither <o you.

rorR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :

Mr. Macartney.)
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Mr. MACARTNIEY: Upon my word, I
am astonished at the Minister—I am really
astonished at the Minister! Tt is generally
known that when a subject comes up for dis-
cussion the hon. member obscures it the
moment he touches it. He says there is no
contract.

The SECRETARY FOR Pusiic INSTRUCTION :
No; you read section 4 of the Crown Lands
Act.

Mr. MACARTNEY :
he has read the Act.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Yes; have you?

Mr. MACARTNEY: Of course, I have
read it. I am not in the habit of discussing
things I do not know something about. The
hon, member will find definitely set out
in that Act the contract which the Govern-
ment of the country gave to the Ilessees,
whether pastoralists or grazing farmers, and
the hon. member knows that the regulations
issued under that Act contain the very form
of lease, word for word, to which the pastoral
lessces and grazing farmers were entitled. He
knows that a leaze is issued in a formal way—
as a matter of fact, signed by the Governor of
the State—and it is set out that it iz neld
subject to all the provisions and conditions
of the Act. And those provisions and con-
ditions provide against increasing the rent
beyond a limit of 50 per cent upon that
which was payable in the preceding period.

The SecRETARY FOR PyuBLic INSTRUCTION:
It also provides for amendment.

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. member
knows that is not so. I had always regarded
the hon. member as an honest man, what-
over else he was, and if the hon. member
says that there is no contract

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
I say it again and again.

Mr. MACARTNEY: Then I begin to
wonder, assuming him to be an honest man,
what he is. I can only put it that way.
I do not like,to be offensive to the hon.
member. but it is a subject on which he has
some mild form of hallucination. We have
two ex-Ministers for Lands sitting alongside
the actual Minister for Lands, and I believe
that the present Minister is the most reason-
able man of the threce. (Hear, hear! and
laughter.) And if the Hon. the Minister for
Public Instruction will pay a little attention
to that department in which he is as a
small grain of sand on the seashore—
{laughter)—the business of the House will
progress more quickly. I do not propose to
say much more; but I do trust that hon.
members on the other side will see before we
finally deal with this matter that it is to
the credit of Queensland—it is in the interests
of Queensland—that the Government of the
country should adhere to the contracts they
make with the people of the country. I
trust that that spirit will prevail, and that
we will not see this measure pushed to its
utmost conclusion. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. CORSER: I am concerned about the
cxplanation of the Minister for Lands, be-
cause I find that he has omitted a matter of
very great importance which has been
promised to the farmers of Queensland by
the present Government. I was sincerely
hoping that the Government would bring
about an amendment in the Land Act of
1910 promised to the settlers right throughout

[Mr. Macartney.
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the State during the past elections, particu-
larly when the Premier of Queensland said,
“We shall watch your votes on the 16th, and
by your votes we shall know whether you
want these amendments or not.” The pro-
mise was given to the agricultural settlers
that section 99 was to be amended—that
agricultural farmers who are to-day called
upon to pay one-forticth of their rents for
the first twenty years, and compelled to pay
the bslance, being 50 per cent., of their rents
in the twenty-first year, should have some
relief,

. The Tresstrer: That is being dealt with
in the other Bill.

Mr. CORSER: The Minister has not in
any way made clear that he is going to
obtain that provision to meet the require-
ments of the settlers and fulfil the promise
that was made.

Hon. W. N. Giuures: You could not have
been in the Chamber. The Minister made it
very clear.

Mr. CORSER: He did not. The Minister
only made it clear that in very bad cases
where the «ottler had not been able to pay
his rent would any relief be given.

The Secrerary FoR PusLic LaxDs: Nothing
of the sort. I gave you two alternatives.

- Mr. CORSER: Will the Minister say that
m all caves of agriculiural farm tenure he
intends to cxtond this provision? Has the
Minister raid that?

Hon. W. N: GILLigs: Yes.

Mr. CORSER: Let the Minister respon-
sible for this Bill speak? Will the Minister
say that iu all cases of agricul'tural farm
tenure he has promised to extend it for
forty years?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member has already dealt with that on
another motion.

Mr. CORSER: This is a BIill in which
he could make those allerations, and he has
not promised to make them under the pro-
visions of the motion.

The Srcrerany ror ['UsLic Laxps: 1 have
promised ‘o cover the position in more
generous fachion than any previous Govern-
ment.

Mr. CORSER: That does not do. The
hon. member kasz clouded the issue, and that
1s that section 99 was to be amended to such
an eoxtent that the agricultural farmers of
the State were to be relieved of the payment
cf 50 per cent. in the twenty first year, as
is the case at the present time, and the pay-
merit would be extended over another twenty
vears. Then, again, other provisions were
promised.q In section 136 we have a refer-
erce to noxious weeds and the duties of
agricuitural and pcar selectors.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I
would point out to the hon. member that he
is not speaking to the motion.

Mr. CORSER: I am trying to proceed as
broadly as it is possible for me at this stage.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question
is that it is desirable to introduce a Bill to-
amend certain sections of the Land Act.

Mr. CORSER: Yes, in certain particulars,
and for other consequential purposes.

The SECREFARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
those sections.

Only



Land Act

Mr. CORSER: That is what I am com-
plaining about. I am complaining that the
Minister is not including sections 99 and 136

. The Srcrerary ror PuBLIc LaNDs: I am
introducing two Bills dealing with the Land
Act.

Mr. CORSER: I am complaining thas
when he propeses to amend sections 43 and
109 and Schedule 2 he should also fulfil his
promisc and the promise of the Government
and include sections 99 and 136. This is the
time when we should enter our protest; this
is the only time when we can protest against
tampering with the Land Act of 1910 for
certain political purposes, introducing a con-
tentious measure which the Minister knows
has been before us previously and on con-
scientious grounds must receive a certain
amount of opposition. The Minister refuses
to introduce those amendments which the
people of Queensland have been promised,
and so introduce easier conditions, making
possible the payment of dues as thev come
round.

At a quarter to 8 o’clock p.m.,

~ Mr. SwmitE took the chair as
Speaker.

Mr. VOWLES: This is the stage of the
measure at which the Opposition have the
opportunity of objecting to the desirable-
ness of the introduction of legislation.

The TREASURIR: What you want to do is
to enlarge the order of leave when we go
mto Committee on Tuesday.

Mr. VOWLES: Thenk you! This is the
opportunity we have of expressing our views
so that we may bring about an alteration by
the Minister himself. The object is to amend
certain sections of the Land Aect which deal
particularly with the reassessment of rents
and the form of lease and the schedule con-
tained in the Act. It is rather a good thing
that this contentious measure is being con-
sidered apart from other desirable legisla-
tion and that we are not in the position in
which we found ourselves last session when
we were forced into that position where we
had to oppose legislation—part of which we
sgreed with—because there was attached tc
ic repudiation clauses which we could not
consent to, and consequently the whole thing
had to go by the board. However, that is
not so now. We are simply dea,hng with
what was described in previous debates as
repudiation as far as lessees under the Land
Act are .concerned. I, for one, will not be
a party to repudiation, and I do not think
it is desirable that we should introduce
legislation the ecffect of which will be the
undoing of a contract which was entered into
between the Crown and its tenants. Although
the Minister took advantage of an admission
which was made by a member of tthe
Opposition to the cffect that the men doing
best in Queensland at the present time were
probably thoze engaged in grazing, that
probably is a result of present conditions,

Deputy

and you have to take into consideration a

series of years in that class of business. You
have to take into consideration the visitation
of droughts, and they are unfortunately
rather common in the Western districts, to
which this legislation will apply; and you
have to take into consideration that if you
arc going to ruise the conditions in regard
to the payment of rents as far as Crown
tenants are concerned
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The 3ECRETARY FOr PUBLIC LaNDS: We are
not going to raise them at all. We are going
to give the Land Court a free hand.

Mr. VOWLES: You are going to give the
Land Court a free hand to go above the
50 per cent, rise, which is now the maxi-
mum. It is going to be left an open matter,
notwithstanding the fact that when these
men selected the land the contract was that
if they took that land up and developed
the back portions of Queensland, and spent
their money on improvements, they were to
pay a smaller rental probably than the land
was worth, simply because they were going
to open up this country. The claim is made
that these men should suffer because they
are having a good time at present.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: No, that
the community should not suffer.

Mr. VOWLES: These men, who may be
doing well out of grazing, are the men who
are paying big income taxes at present, and
the community get the benefit in -another
direction. It is not a fair thing that we
should take big income taxes out of them
and then turn round and practically cancel
a solemn obligation that was entered into
between the Crown and its tenants. I do
not think it desirable that we should endorse
the principle of repudiation under any cir-
cumstances at all. I have heard the Minister
for Education strain the Land Act and say
that no contract was entered into. He said
in some peculiar way the Crown reserved
the right to vary the land laws.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Hear, hear!

Mr. VOWLES: We may vary the condi-
tions as far as pests are concerned and in
other directions, but where there is a definite
promise that the rental shall be a certain
sum of money, and, after a term of years,
that property is Hable to reappraisement,
and the reappraisement is definitely fixed at
a sum not exceeding 50 per cent, on the
previous term, if we attempt to,alter that
we are mterfermer with their basis of finance,
we_are mtelfermg with their private nghts
and we are repudiating a covenant.

The SECRETARY ¥OR DUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
You are giving yourself away now when
you say it is subject to alteration.

Mr. VOWLES: It is subject to alteration
in certain directions. If it is necessary that
land should be free from pests for the pro-
tection of the adjoining property, or for
the protection of Crown lands, we have
always said that was reasonable and that
it should be put on the tenant.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Alter the law.

Mr. VOWLES: There is a little trouble
going on in Hurope over the tearing up of
a scrap of paper, and here the hon. gentle-
man _ wants to tear up an_agreement with
people in Queensland, and signed by the
Government in the name of the King.

The TrREASURER: They might declare war
if you do it.

Mr. VOWLES: DProbably they would
declare war against the hon. gentleman.
Any honest man would declare war under
the circumstances. I do not consider that
legislation of this class is desirable, and it
is my intention to resist it and vote against
it at every opportunity.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: It is just as well to

Hon. H. F. Hardacre.]
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get this matter settled at the outset.
(Hear, hear.) It is quite clear that the

Opposition are either showing their utter
ignorance—as lawyers they ought to know
better—or they are using it for a politi-
cal purpose on which to base an utter
misrepresentation for the purpose of creating
an outery with the public, when there is no
justice in the outery, and no injustice in
what we propose to do. (Opposition
laughter.) I tried to make the matter
clear before—{renewed laughter)}—and have
shown indisputably that my contention is
correct. But because of the usual obtuseness
of hon. members opposite—(laughterf—who
are worse in seeing the logic of an argument
than a Scotchman in seeing a joke, it is
necessary to hammer it into them, despite
the facts of the case and the clear statement
of the law on the matter, and not only the
clear statement of our law on the matter,
but the absolute clearness and certainty of
the British law of eminent domain wupon
which all our laws are based. The law of
eminent domain, as the hon. member ought
to know, prevents any contract being made
so far as any land is concerned either with
regard to conditions or to the giving of it
away.

Mr. MACARTNEY: Are you referring to
eminent domain in the matter of confisca-
tion?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: It is absolutely impossible
under the British law to contract away
any part of the Empire, or any part of
the land of the Empire, or that you can
contract away any right without reserving
to the Crown the right to amend those con-
ditions when the Crown, in the interests of
the general community, thinks it necessary.
.tMvr. CorSER: What about the Trades Hall
site ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : I defy any member of the
Opposition to disprove my statemens.

Mr. MACARINEY : Where is your authority
for it? )

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: I have an authority on the
subject, and it is proof of what I say that
the Crown proceeds on that basis. I have
here the Land Act of 1910, which repecaled
all our Land Acts up to that date, and the
very first clause dealing with general pro-
visions says—

¢ Bubject to this Act, the Governor in
Council may, in the name of His
Majesty, grant—"’
Not make a contract. It is a grant, not a
contract. It is a holding, or a tenure, under
certain conditions, but not a contract at all.
It goes on—
‘““may grant In fee-simple, or demise
for a term of years, any Crown land
within Queensland.
“The grant or lease shall be made
subject ”

Mr. MACARTNEY : ‘“Grant or lease.” Do
you suggest that a lease is not a contract
when there are mutual obligations?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: Of course there are mutual
obligations outside of contracts, and every
obligation is not a contract. I defy the
hon. member, as a lawyer, to say that every
obligation 1s a contract.

Mr. MACARTNEY: If I get you a definition
of a contract will you read 1t?

[Hon. H. F. Hardacre.
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: Of course I will read it. I
want the hon. member to tell me if every
obligation is a contract. He knows it is
not. He knows a contract is an obligation,
but every obligation is not a contract, and
here is one where it is @ grant under certain
conditions, which is not a contract.

Mr. Vowires: You have not proved any-
thing yet.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : The section says—

“The grant or lease shall be made
subject to such reservations or conditions
as are authorised or prescribed by this
Act or any other Act.”

That is not merely any other Act that was
in existence then; it is any other Act at any
time in existence, any Act that might be
brought into existence al a later time, And
the hon. member who has just sat down—
the hon. member for Dalby—gave the whole
case away when he admitted that, notwith-
standing the conditions laid down in the
lease, we had the right under the law
to override that lease and impose other con-
ditions as originally provided in the lease.
Now, if we can do it under those con-
ditions, we can do it with regard to any-
thing else. We can do it by law; we can
impose new conditions.

Mr. Vowrrs: You can do anything by law.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : We can, under the law under
which the lease was granted, later on by a
new Act impose other conditions without
breaking the conditions under which the
lease was granted.

Mr. VowLes : You can confiscate it by law,
can’t you?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : Now, let us argue the ques-
tion fairly and honestly. We do not want
to evade the facts of the case. The hon.
member admitted it would not be a breach
of contract to impose new conditions. He
says it is all right with regard to that.
Where can he draw the limit? If we can
alter the conditions without breaking the
original conditions under which the lease was
granted first, then I say he cannot show any
{imit.

Mr. G. P. Barnes: The conditions of the
contraet.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : Tt is not a contract. The
hon. member says that we can, without
violating the original conditions, impose new
conditions with regard to pests. If we can
do it with regard to pests, we can do it in~
other things. Hon. members who study the
history of Crown legislation in the past
ought to know that again and again we im-
posed new conditions under mnew legislation
without violating the conditions under which
the original lease was granted. First of all,
take the 1884 Crown Lands Act. There were
land boards at that time in existence. We
brought in the 1897—I think it was—Crown
Lands Act, and we cstablished a new tri-
bunal altogether, called a Land Court—an
entirely new Land Court—and gave them
powers for the granting, for determining
rents, resumption, and all the rest of it,
over old leases which were granted origin-
ally,, wholly determined by the land board.

Mr. VowLes: But in terms of the lease.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: We gave it in terms of the
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lease—yes, under the new Act. We varied
terms of lease under new law, and put them
under an entirely new tribunal to determine
the conditions. Now, besides that, we from
time to time altered the Fencing Act con-
ditions with regard to the leases granted
under the previous Act. In 1910 we imposed
very new and onerous conditions with regard
to prickly-pear. Although there were no
conditions for clearing of prickly-pear under
the old leases, under that new Act we im-
posed upon the holders very onerous con-
ditions with regard to clearing prickly-pear
on their holdings, in addition to the con-
ditions of the.original Act.

Mr. Vowres: That was in 1905,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: It was 1910. It doesn’t
matter when. I say we have from time to
time imposed new conditions. Whatever the
principle laid down, it is quite clear it is
carried out in this law; it is quite clear that
land is of such importance to the welfare of
the people—it is limited in quantity, and it
is absolutely vital to the life of the com-
munity, and it therefore is distinet from
any other kind of property In existence.
You can make more houses and more sheep
and more cattle, more warehouses, and more
}ms&ness people, but you cannot make more
and.

Mr. Fry: You can.
land of prickly-pear.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : You cannot make more land.
Land was never made: it is part of the
bounty of Nature given by the Creator, and,
therefore, it is entirely distinct from any
cther kind of property in existence. Be-
cause of the fundamental principle that is
laid down in the British law everywhere, that
you cannot contract away land upon which
the community must live, neither can you
contract the conditions of tenure away which
are necessary to the welfare of the com-
munity generally. Why, hon. members ought
to know that even what is called * freehold
—abeolutely the most unrestricted kind of
tenure—is not freehold at all. It is still a
holding, a tenure under the British Crown,
and the British Crown, under the rights of
eminent domain, have the right to take it
away at any moment in the interests of the
community.

You can clear the

Mr. MACARTNEY :

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : It is not confiscation at all.
It is a right which British law gives to the
Crown to take away from the individual that
tenure if it is not in the interests of the
community.

Mr. Vowres: There must be compensation.
Mr. S1zEr: Ther pay the full value of it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: Not necessarily at all.

That is confiscation.

Mr. MacsrTyey: What is your Public
Works Resumnption Act?
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-

STRUCTION : That is another Act. under
which we specially provide that, under cer-
tain conditions, we will take and give certain
compensation. In this Crown Lands Act I
have spoken of, it lays it down specifically
that by any new legislation we can impose
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new conditions on the old leases without
violating the original conditions under which
they were granted.

Mr. MacArRTNEY : Why do you specify inm
that Act that you may resume on compen-
sation?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : Proceeding under the powers
that the Crown Law Act has given, we are
introducing a new Bill to impose new con-
ditions. If those conditions were unfair,
hon. gentlemen might well oppose them on
the ground that they are a breach of the
original conditions; but there is no breach
of the original conditions; there are new
conditions which we contend we have power
to impose, and which are not unfair. Why
are they not unfair? They are not unfair
because the community has a right to get
its true rvental value from the land of this
country. Since the original leases were given
we know that, in consequence of the tre-
mendous increase in the price of cattle, of
sheep, of wool, of hides, and #sllow, the
profits of the tenants have gone up enor-
mously; that the land to-day is worth far
more to the tenant than it was when he got
it. ‘Therefore, we have a right to say to a
judicial tribunal, “You take the power to
assess fairly and accurately and with justice
the true rentals those tenants ought to pay
to the rest of the community for the benefit
the tenants get. We will give you that
power. It is not unjust to give you that
power; it is merely restoring to the com-
munity the rights they ought to have, in
the interest of the community.” We are
not ourselves imposing conditions, but are
leaving it to the judicial tribunal to do the
faiv thing. That is the only thing which
hon. members opposite could possibly object
to—that it might be unfair. It is not unfair,
because we curselves do not propose to assess
the amount; we place that in the hands of
a tribunal, which is protected, like the judges
are protected, against the power of any party,
Government, or House of Parliament. They
cannot be removed except by both Houses
of Parliament, and should do justice, gener-
ally speaking; certainly they do in inten-
tion, though, perhaps, sometimes they may
make a mistake like any judge. They are
sworn to do justice by the position they
occupy. I, thercfore, say that there is noth-
ing unfair in the matter. We are only exer-
cising powers granted to us by the Crown
Lands Act, and are not overriding any other
provisions. (Opposition interjections.{

Mr. GUNN: After the most extraordinary
speech I have just listened to, I am just
about as wise as I was when the Minister
started. I have never heard such camou-
flage in a speech since I have been in this
House, (Laughter.) It is camouflage from
beginning to end. (Renewed laughter.) To
say that repudiation is not repudiation, be-
cause the Government do it! Is the Govern-
ment’s word not to be a pattern for other
people? Suppcsing I let a house to the
Minister for Public Instruction.

The SecreTaArRY FoR Pusric Lawps: That is
a different thing.

Mr. GUNN: The contract was £1 per
weel; and everything flourished in the dis-
trict, and other houses alongside were being
let for £5 per week; and I went to him and
said, “ That contract of yours is not a con-
tract at all. You will have to give the
market value of that bit of land. It will

Mr. Gunn.]
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have to be £2 10s. per week for that, the
same as your neighbour.” Would he think
that was a just and right action for me to
take? It would be repudiation if I, as his
landlord, raised his rent when he had a
contract. I am one of the grazing farmers
who took up land under the pro-
[8 p.m.] visions of that Act. I took up
land at the time of the very
serious drought. I was one of the grazing
farmers whose conditions the Act was passed
to alleviate at the time. I had a few sheep,
and only got a mere pittance for their wool.
I had better conditions in my lease, and the
consequence was that I was able to take that
lease to my bankers and get financial assist-
ance to carry me over a very serious time,
otherwise I would have lost all 1T had. That
lease is now in the possession of my banker,
and I have an overdraft against it. The
lease distinctly specifies that the rent shall
not be increased at any one period more than
50 per cent.
The SECRFTARY TOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Except by Act of Parliament.

Mr. GUNN: There is no exception at all.

The SecreTARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
That is what it says.

Mr. GUNN: Let me give the meaning of
‘“contract” from the dictionary, which 1
have here—

¢ Contract.—A drawing together; a
coming together; to make an agreement;
an agreement or covenant; a bargain; a
compact, betrothment; stipulation; bond;
obligation; the writing which contains
stipulations or terms of a bargain.”

113

That contains * stipulations, or terms of a
bargain.” A lease is a contract. It is all
very well for the Secretary for Public In-
struction to go on and explain matters as he
generally does, and get the House worse
befogged than ever. (Laughter.) But a
man’s honour is the greatest thing that he
has, and the honour of the Government of
the country ought to be priceless. It ought
to be valued more than anything else, and if
this Government values their honour at the
breaking of a contract, I do not think much
of the honour of the Government which
allowed it. For me it is a deplorable thing
to see anyone getting up on the floor of this
House and advocating the breaking of a con-
tract because the Government may get a
little more revenue in. There are other ways
of getting revenue out of the people if they
are making money—by income tax, and all
sorts of ways. You can put a tax on the
cattle. But to repudiate a contract is above
all a despicable way of governing a country.

. Then, with reference to having it specified
In one Act, mixed up with a lot of other
copdltions, I congratulate the introducer of
this measure that he has got it concisely
expressed. We know what it is—it is repu-
diation from beginning to end—and it is one
or two clauses. We are simply going o vote
away our character if we vote for this Bill.
I am very glad that the Minister has thought
fit to leave out all other references to the
amendment of the old Act and to have this
standing alone. I will also read the defini-
tion of “lease’—

“ Lease.—A letting or demise of land,
tenements, or hereditaments to another
for life, for a term of years, or at will,
for a rent or compensation reserved:
also, the contract for such letting; any
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tenure by grant or permission; to demise;
to grant, as the temporary possessor of
lands, tenements, or bhereditaments to
another for a rent reserved.”

And so on. There is no doubt that a lecase
is a contract. I was just saying that I am
very glad that the Minister has seen fit to
bring in a Bill founded only on those two
clanses. My opporent at election time, and
the members of the Government generally,
went out in the country, and said, ** See what
the squatters are getting. Why should they
have all the increased advantage of this
cheap land when the grazing farmers are
having to pay so much?” That is another
way of camouflage, because there are twice
as many grazing farmers under the provi-
sions of the Act as there are pastoral lessees,
and yet they gammon that i1t only refers to
the big men. I had a case the other day of
a small farmer. He came to me and said,
‘I have got a bill for seven years’ back rent
under the provisions of the Act.”” His rent
was raised for seven years back, because the
Government was wanting to get this Bill
through so as to get rid of their contracts.
They got tired of waiting and put the seven
years’ rent into one. The Lands Department
were good enough to spread it over a term,
I am glad to say. I have nothing to say
against the administration of the ILands
Department under the present Minister. I
am quite convinced that if he had his wav,
and did what he thought was right. this Bill
would never be before the House; but
another Parliament sitting on the top of the
ridge in Turbot street initiated this measure,
and told their servants that they have to put
the rubber stamp on it, end that is what it
is here for.

Mr. MOORE: I also wish to enter a pro-
test against the introduction of this Bill,
which will be very detrimental to future
settlement in Queensland. The people took
up the land, under certain conditions, because
there had been heavy droughts. They have
been able to get financial assistance to tide
them over a bad time, and, naturally, if that
contract is going to be broken now, it will
be difficult for future settlers to get sufficient
money from the banks. What is the position
of the Government going to be when they
come to horrow money to develop Queens-
land? Will it not be brought up against
them that they broke a contract with the
peonle in their own State? Ts it likelv that
neople are going to lend their money to
Queensland when an aereement is broken in
that way? This is going to he a bad thing
for future settlement. We know that the
normal condition is drought in manv parts
of Queensland, and it will he imnessible for
the peonle to carry on unless thevy have some
safe form of tenure under which thev can
borrow monev to stock their pronerties and
imnrove them. If a Government renndiates
an agresment inet hecanse the season hapnens
to he favourahle at the time. it will hring
ahout a want of confidence in Oneensland.
Finanecial institutions are net likelv to lend
monev to peonle to develop the country under
corditions such ns that.

OprosiTioN MrEWBFRS : Heoar, hear!

Mr. SIZFR: I am very much surprised
that the Mirister should even suegest any-
thing in the way of repudiation. and T am
more surnrized that he even tries to re-
pudiate the lease under a contract. I am
quite sure that, if he were under the



Land Act Amendment Bill (No, 2).

«conditions suggested by the hon. member for
Carnarvon, he would soon make it clear that
in his mind his lease was a contract. The
whole principle of repudiation is wrong.
There is an old saying that “ Once bitten,
twice shy,” and if you once destroy the con-
fidence of a section of people in Queensland
they will be shy in the future. I do not
think that any slight pecuniary benefit we
might derive in the immediate present from
that course of action would compensate us
for the big loss later on. I would remind
hon. members opposite that this terrible war
that is now raging is all over the repudiation
of ““a scrap of paper.” I certainly protest
most strongly against any attempt to re-
pudiate any existing contract.

Mr. WARREN (Murrumba): I rise to pro-
tost  against the act of the Government.
1 consider this is an act of repudiation. At
present men are making a good thing out
of pastoral leases; I hope that they are, at
any rate. I am not in sympathy with the
squatter; my sympathy is always with the
small man. At the same time I know from
experience that many station-owners are very
heavily involved with the banks, and, if they
are getting clear of their responsibilities to
the commercial institutions, I am very
pleased both for them and for Queensland.
It is rather an advantage to Queensland than
otherwise. But this is a distinct act of re-
pudiation. If, in the individual, repudiation
is a crime, it is no less a crime in the State
Government, It is just as much a crime as
it was for the German Hun to invade Bel-
gium, and I rise to protest, not for the sake
of the pastoralist but for the honour of this
House.

* Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxzley): It seems to
me that this is really a business contract
which has been entered into with regard to
these leases some years back. Now, becausc
the conditions are favourable, the Govern-
ment propose to come in and cancel that
contract and impose a fresh burden. I
‘wonder what the position would be if the
conditicns now were worse than they were
when the leases were given and the grazier
should come to the Government and ask for
a reduction in his rent.
Mr. Wivsraniey: That is what he did.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I have no doubt
the Government would have pointed out to
the pastoral lessee that he was bound by a
centract under which he was obliged to pay
a certain rent. This is a matter of prin-
ciple; and the point I would like to em-
phasise to the Government is that the time
is coming when the financial obligations of
this State will have to be faced, and that
that is a very serious time, which hon. mem-
bers opposite do not seem to have sufficient
appreciation of. If we are going to create a
reputation for repudiation, for breaking
contracts, and for generally disregarding the
claims of honour, then I contend we are
going tc make our pcsition a very serious
one indeed. I just make these few remarks
because it seems to me high time that we
appreciated that honour 1s necessary where
financial matters are involved. (Hear, hear!)

_ Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): I would like to
join in the protest that hon. members on
this side have voiced in connection with this
proposed legislation. The Secretary for
Public Instruction said that the Crown had
certain rights in connection with all kinds
of contracts and all classes of agreements.
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No doubt they have; but is there not some
other way out of the difficulty which the
Government claim has arisen than by break-
ing a contract which has been entered into,
and which should be heonourably kept by the
Covernrent and by the State of Queensland?
As the hon member for Carnarvon pointed
out, if it is increased revenue that is wanted
—and I suppose that is what the Govern-
ment want—surely they can get that revenue
in some other way. As the hon. member for
Oxley has just stated, had the State passed
through a series of disastrous seasons, instead
of a series of good ones, would there have
been any talk of such legislation or of
Lreaking these contracts? 1 do hope, for
the honour of the Government and for the
honour of Qucensland, that this proposed
legislation will not be proceeded with by
the Government in its present form, but that
they will recognise that there is something
even more important than the raising of
money to carry on the government of
Queensland at the present time, and that is
the honour of this country and the honour
of the Government. (Hear, hear!)
Question put and passed.

VALUATION OF LAND BILL.
SeEcoND READING.

The TREASURER: The Valuation of
Land Bill is also a Bill which is not a
stranger to the Assembly, having been twice
passed here, and generally, I think, approved
so far as this Chamber 1s concerned. Un-
fortunately, together with other useful mea-
sures, it met an undeserved fate in another
place. At present there is no uniformity
cither in Queensland or throuzhout the Com-
menwealth with regard to the system of land
valuation. The Bill secks to establish a
system with regard to freehold land which
will lay down uniformity of principle in
arriving at the value of land, and making
the valuations available to all the rating
and taxing authorities who have to use such
valuations. At present there is very much
overlapping in arriving at the valuation of
land in this State and in all the other States.
At present the obligation is upon some
authority or other to make a valuation of the
unimproved value of land for Commonwealth
land tax purposes and Commonwealth estate
duty purposes. The obligation is upon the
State to make valuations of land for land tax
purposes and Commonwealth estate duty
purposes. The obligation is upon the State
to make valuations of land for land tax
purposes, for succession and probate duty
purposes, for stamp purposes, for the pur-
poses of the Real Property Act, for the pur-
pose of resumption in certain cases, and also
for the purpose of the Public Curator in
certain cases: and the Commissioner of the
Government Savings Bank also makes valua-
tions. Those valuations are at present made
by different authorities, pursuing different
systems, and using different principles, and
consequently there is much chaos in regard
to the matter.

Hon. W. H. Barnes: This Bill does not
say that all Government officers must use
these valuations.

The TREASURER : I shall deal with thab
later. It is optional with the Commissioner
of the Savings Bank whether he shall use
these valuations, but I have no doubt that,
when the value of the system is thoroughly
established, he will make use of them, be-
caunse it would be utterly ridiculous for him

Hon. E. G. Theodore.]
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to have a staff of valuers going over the
ground that has already been gone over in
connection with the administration of the
Act. Once the values are established and
found to be reliable, it is natural to expect
that all authorities will use them. At any
rate, they will be compulsory upon all rating
and taxing authorities within the State, and
they may be used by the Public Curator or
the Commissioner of the Government Savings

ank.

Hon. W. H. Barxes: It is not compulsory
for the Commissioner of the Government
Savings Bank to use them.

The TREASURER : I have already said
that these valuations must be used by the
Government for taxing purposes, for probate
and succession duty purposes, for stamp pur-
poses, for the purposes of the Real Property
Act—in fact, by all rating and taxing authori-
ties. It is very necessary to have a correct
basis to arrive at the valuation of land in
order that the greatest use may be made of
the valuations when they are established.
It is hoped that both the Commonwealth
and the State, and all other public authori-
ties, will use the valuations ae established
under this scheme. We are proceeding upon
a principle established now in the Common-
wealth Land Tax Act, and ratified in the
conference of taxation commissioners held
in Melbourne in the early part of last year,
which went thoroughly into this question.
We are following the definitions laid down
there with regard to the unimproved value
of land, the improved value of land, and the
value of improvements. I may point out to
hon. members that these are really the
essence of the BRill so far as the basis of
valuation is concerned. Once these definitions
are accepted by the Commonwealth and the
State, both those authorities can make use
of the valuations arrived at in accordance
with the denfinitions, and those are found
not only to be practicable but the wisest
definitions of their kind, and are now and
have been recognised for some yvears in
regard to the Commonwealth Land Tax Act.
The “improved value of land”’ is defined as—

“ The capital sum which the fee-simple
of the land, with all improvements there-
on, might be expected to realise if offered
for sale on such reasonable terms and
conditions as a boni fide seller would
require.”’

Since this Bill was drafted I have had
several consultations with the Parliamentary
Draftsman and the Commissioner of Taxa-
tion in this State, and we find it necessary
to omit from the definition just read one or
two words which do not make any difference,
according to the draftsman, in the principle
of that definition as compared with the Com-
monwealth definition, but in order that it
cannot be possibly considered as having a
different meaning we are going to adopt
word for word the Commonwealth definition
with regard to the capital value of land.
The ‘“unimproved value of land ’’ is defined
ag—

“The capital sum which the fec-simple
of the land might be expected to realise
if offered for sale on such recasonable
terms and conditions as a bona fide
seller would require, assuming that the
improvements (if any) thereon or apper-
taining thereto and made or acquired
by the owner or his predecessor in title
had not been made.”

Mr. MacarRTNEY : That includes the amend-
ment made last year?

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.
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The TREASURER: Yes, and makes it
conform exactly to the definition in the
Commonwealth Act and the definition agreed
to by the six States in conference to which
I have referred. The definition of “value
of improvements” is also on the exact lines
of the Commonwealth definition and the prin-
ciple agreed to by the taxation commissioners.
It reads—

“The added value which the improve-
ments give to the land at the date of
valuation irrespective of the cost of the
improvements :

“Provided that the added value shall
in no case exceed the amount that should
reasonably be involved in bringing the
unimproved value of the land to its
improved value as at the date of valua-
tion.”

In regard to all these definitions, legal
decisions have been given In connection
with the valuation of land for Common-
wealth purposes, and, consequently, the law
in regard to those matters is now estab-
lished, and it is convenient for us, I think,
to follow those definitions. They serve our
purpose entirely and seem to be satisfactory
in every way.

The Bill requires that a valuation roll shall
be compiled.” It will be the duty of the
State Government to appoint a valuer-
general, who shall proceed to compile the
roll.  The valuation roll will comprise all
lands, other than Crown lands, within the
State and such Crown lands as it is thought
desirable to include for any purpose, and
shall also include all interests of lessees and
otherwise in connection with the land em-
braced in the roll for valuation purposes.
The owners of all land in the State will be
expected to furnish returns setting forth
sufficient information enabling the roll to
be compiled., The roll itself will contain
certain particulars, such as the name and
address of the owner and his occupation, the
location and description of the land, the
nature of the improvements on the land, the
unimproved value of the land, the improved
value of the land, and other information it
is thought desirable from time to time to
have,

Now, the right is given tc the owner,
considering that he has a great interest in
the matter, to object to the valuation. He
lodges an objection and pays a small fee.
The valuer-general may review a valuation
on receiving the objection, but if he does nof
review the valuation the matter must be
referred to the valuation court. I must say
at this stage that not only the owner has
the right to object to the valuation, but also
any rating or taxing authorities, because
both parties are concerned in having a correct
valuation, and if they feel aggrieved they
may object. The matter may ultimately go
to the valuation court, which consists of a
District Court judge, who hears the matter
and gives a decision.

Mr. VOWLES:
him?

The TREASURER: There is no appeal
from that court. The grounds upon which
an objection may be lodged are set out in
the Bill. The only grounds on which objec-
tion may be taken are—

“(a) That the values assigned are too
high or too low;

“(b) That the interests held by various
persons in the land have not been cor-
rectly apportioned ;

There is no appeal from
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“{c) That the apportionment of the
valuations is not correct;

“(d) That lands which should be in-
cluded in one valuation have been valued
separately ;

“(e) That lands which should 'be
valued separately have been included in
one valuation;

“(f) That the person named in the
notice is not the owner, occupier, or
lessee of the land.”

Mr. MacarTNEY: There could not well be
any other.

The TREASURER : I think we have pretty
well covered the whole range of the objec-
tions, and I mention that to show how
thoroughly the matter has been gone into
and on what a fair basis the Bill has been
drafted.

Mr. Vowres: One clause does not do that.
Did you not take it all from the New South
Wales Act?

The TREASURER : No. In this measure,
as In most other measures submitted in this
and in past sessions by this Government, we
have benefited by past experience gained in
other countries as well as this State, and
adopted the best provisions we could find on
the statute-books of any country, and, there-
fore, our legislation is calculated to be most
up to date, the most practicable. the most
wigsely thought out, and probably the most
successful in the future.

Mr. MacaRTNEY: Including all the un-
reasonable amendments you refuse?

The TREASURER : All reasonable amend.
ments will receive consideration, but, unfor-
tunately for us, they are not too many. It
is important that hon. members will under-
stand the desirability of having a thoroughly
correct and full veluation roll. It must be
used by all local authorities, the Metropoli-
tan Water Supply and Sewerage Board, the
Registrar of Titles and his deputies, the
Stamp Commissioners, and the Commissioner
of Taxes. In addition to that, other authori-
ties which may be proclaimed by Order in
Council from time to time was authorities
compelled to use these valuations. It is
optional, as already remarked, for the Com-
missioner of the Savings Bank to use them,
and I think the necessity for the exception
in that case can be easily understood. It is
a question in most of these cases I have
referred to of assessing the value of land for
rating or taxing purposes, but the Commis-
sioner of the Savings Bank uses the valua-
tions for a totally different purpose—for the
purpose of advancing money upon that land,
and consequently, in that case, there comes
into the matter the consideration of the
safety of the security.

Hon. W. H. BARNES : What about any other
public office or department?

The TREASURER : They may be brought
in by proclamation. I say that the Commis-
sioner of the Savings Bank requires the
valuations for a totally different purpose
from the purposes for which a rating or tax-
ing authority would use them. His valua-
tions must necessarily be more correct, and
he must necessarily have more confidence in
them than a taxing comm’ssioner need have
in his, for instance, because the safety of his
investment depends upon the valuation of
the land which is to be used as security.
Therefore it will be unwise for us to compel
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him to use the valuation until such time as
we have demonstrated that the valuations
are thoroughly reliable.

Hon. W. H. Barnes: In other words,
where you are receiving money you want a
high valuation, and where you are lending
money you want @ low valuation.

The TREASURER: No. As a matter of
fact, the paramount necessity in this case for
excluding the Commissioner is that the valua-
tion placed upon the land may be too high,
and the margin of his security therefore may
be at the vanishing point. Of course, ample
provision is given to any man to object to
his valuation, but it will be obviously unwise
at the outset to compel the Commissioner to
accept the valuations.

Mr. Macartxey: What is the meaning of
paragraph (a) of subclause (4) of clause 30, on
page 127

The TREASURER: That relates to the
valuation for resumption purposes. The
clause reads—

“ Nothing in this section shall—

(a) Affect the amount of compensa-
tion which under the clause in force
relating to the leasing of Crown land
is or may be payable on the resump-
tion of such lease or part thereof.””

We are not going to lay down an arbitrary
valuation and thus affect the amount of com-
pensation which may be paid under the laws
in force. To pursue it a little further—

‘ Nothing in this section shall—

(b) Prevent a court—

(i) From excluding from such value
or amount any added value accrued
to the land from the construction or
proposed construction of any public
works.”

We are not by this Bill going to abrogate
every other Act that is on the statute-book
relating to valuations for the purpose of
compensation that might be pavable for land
resumed for the purposes of a certain Act.

Mr. Macartney : However it hits other

people, it is not going to hit the Crown.

The TREASURER: This is simply pro-
tecting the landowners. Take the case of
Jland to be resumed under the Sugar Works
Act. We do not want to arbitrarily lay down

a valuation here which will
[8.30 p.m.] establish the amount of compen-
sation that might be payable,
regardless of the fact that the matter is
arranged specifically under the Sugar Works
Act, and I have no doubt in regard to the
Public Works Land Resumption Act the same
p}rinciple will apply. It is therefore provided
that—
“ Nothing in this section shall—
(0) Prevent a court—
(ii.) From having regard to any
damage caused by severance; or
(iii.) From having regard to the
enhancement in value of other land
by the construction or proposed con-
struction of any public work.”

Those several provisions are very necessary
in the interests of the Crown on the one
hand and in the interests of the landowner
on the other hand. I point out these
matters to show that due regard is given to
all persons interested in regard to the matter
that is made the subject of this Bill. The
Bill has not been hastily devised or con-
structed regardless of all possible conse-
quence. Every possible consequence has been
taken into consideration. The obligation is

Hon. E. G. Theodore.]
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on the valuer-general of making a valua-
tion once every threec years, and furnishing
the valuation to the local authority. He
may maké valuations more frequently.
Indeed, he is compelled to make valuations
more frequently, .if demanded to do so by
the authority in question, The authority
will be asked to pay for the valuation. The
department, I take it, will be almost self-
supporting. I do not expect that it will be
a revenue-earning department, but it will
be almost self-supporting, as there are so
many uses to which valuations may be put.
b_IIiI?Dn. W. H. Barxgs: It will lead to more
illets.

The TREASURER : There will be fewer
billets. The hon. member made that inter-
jection at the initiatory stage, when he said
the main purpose of the Bill was to create
more billets. He seems to me to overlook
the fact that at the present time the obliga-
tion is on the Government, under an Act on
the statute-book, of having a valuation of
land made for land tax purposes, and that
valuation is now taking place. There is a
certain number of valuators out in the
country now valuating estates for land fax
purposes. In addition to that, valuations
have frequently to be made for the purpose
of stamp duty. for the purpose of succession
and probate duty, for the purposes of the
Real Property Act, and for local authority
purposes. Practically every piece of free-
hold land in the State is valued for local
authority purposes. We are going to do
away with all that duplication and over-
lapping. We are going to economise by
concentrating the work under one depart-
ment. The local authorities, of course, must
accept the valuations. They have certain
remedies, but once the valuation is arrived
at they must accept it. That is very neces-
sary in order that we should have unifor-
mity. I have already remarked that the
valuations are going on now. These are
rendered necessary by the Land Tax Act,
which will be saved under this svstem. There
will be no duvplication when this system is
established. At the present time we have
five valuers going round the country valuing
land and hearing objections against values
placed on land by the Commissioner of
Taxes. These valuers have been out for a
year, and have made over 5,000 valuations.
The valuations already made will form a
basis of the valuation roll under this Bill,
if it becomes law. If it can be arranged—
and no doubt it will be arranged—we shall
take the valuations already made on behalf
of the Commonwealth Governmeut for the
purposes of this valuation roll. Those valua-
tions have been made on the principles em-
bodied in this Bill, and there is no reason
why thev should not be accepted. They
have valued all the frechold land in Queens-
land, and a good deal of the leasehold land
of an unimproved value of £3.000 and over,
and there is no reason why we should not
accent those valuations, and confine ourselves
in future to all land of a less value than
£3.000 or £5000—wherever it is decided as
the starting point. An arrangement will
probably be made that the valuations of the
State will be used bv the Commonwealth,
and the Commonwealth valuations will be
used for State purposes. As a matter of fact.
the Commonwealth valuations are now used
for Stafe purposes. The Commissioner
accepts the Commonwealth valuations in all
cases for the purposes of taxation. This Bill
will, therefore, lead to a good deal of
economy in this matter. Cerbainly it will

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.
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lead to the appointment of a valuer-general,
a man thoroughly competent to get together
and organise a competent staff of land
valuers, but the salary of his staff will be
saved many times over by having one valuer,
seeing that there is a multiplicity of autho-
rities who make use of valuations, and we
shall have then complete order in regard to
land valuation, where nothing but chaos
exists at the present time. In order to show
the necessity of having uniform valuation,
perhaps I might mention this case: There is
a local authority in Queensland at fthe pre-
sent time who are so haphazard in their
method of valuing, although the obligation
is on them to truly and accurately value all
unimproved land in their area, that they
have simply placed a uniform value on all
land within the local authority area and
given all the land there one value. In one
case I know of the local authority has
asvessed all land in one of its areas at a
value of £6 an acre.

Mr. BessixgrToN: They must be waybacks.

The TREASURER : They are located not
very far from Brisbane. Some of this land
is immensely rich, and some of it is inacces-
sible. Some of it is absolutely uscless, and
yet all the land within that area is valued
at £6 an acre. It is not only absurd, buf
unfair.

Mr, Vowres: Why don’t they appeal?

The TREASURER: I do not know why
they do not appeal. That is the fact. The
unfortunate man who is the owner of the
inaccessible land in that area for poor land
is paying as much rate per acre as the man
who occupies land most conveniently situated
and the highest-priced land in the area.

Mr. MAcARTNEY : Is that Maroochy?
The TREASURER: It is within that

area.
Mr. VowiEs: Why should you not have
an appeal to a magistrate?

The TREASURER : Why should we have?
The valuation court in this case is an
exceedingly immportant tribunal, upon whose
decision may depend what compensation is
payable, say, in the case of resumption; or
upon whose decision may depend very im-
portant matters. There is no reason why we
should not get the mosi competent tribunal
for that purposc, and I do not think a court
of a lesser status than a District Court or an
official of a less standing than a District
Court judge should constitute that court.

- Mr. Vowies: Local knowledge is a very
important consideration

The TREASURER: You cannot expect
to have a valuation court consisting of men
who themselves are expert in land valuation.
If we resorted to police magistrates in that
case it is obvious that we would get a dis-
parity in valuation.

Mr. Vowiis: Won’t you get that with
judges?

The TREASURER : No, because there are
fewer judges, and a Distriet Court judge who
constitutes the valuation court may hear the
whole of the appeals. He may be allocated
to that particuiar work if therc are a num-
ber of appeals to be heard. In New Zealand
the practice which we are adopting here is
the practice which is in operation. The county
court judge constitutes the valuation court,
and T understand that the system, Which has
been In operation for some years, gives com-
plete satisfaction there. This principle is in
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operation also in New South Walces, though
the valuation roll has not been cowmpleted.
The Act was only pasied early last year. The
valuer-general has been appointed; he is a
very competent man, I belicve, and he is
now getting his staff together. They expect
to derive much benefit from the Act, and
the Jocal authorities there are looking for-
ward to the use of these valuations with a
good deal of expectation. I have no doubt
that the local authorities in Qucensland,
when they thoroughly understand the pur-
port of this measure—the time, money, and
trouble it will save--will also welcome the
valuation. It is certainly going to save

them much difficulty and expense. What
do we find existing now in regard to
certain local authority distriets? The local

authorities, in certain cases, are afraid to
revise their valuations, because they mighs
incur the displeasure of ratepayers, and
may be thrown out of office. That fact
existz, and I think it exists in the know-
ledge of certain members sitting on the
Opposition side.

Hon. W. H Barxes: Their needs are such
that they have to revalue.

The TREASURER: In some cases, even
where their needs are great and where there
are defaulters to the Treasury to the extent
of thousands of pounds, they won’t increase
their rates nor revise their valuations. The
position is very unsatisfactory. At any rate,
this Bill will help them out of some of their
troubles by furnishing them with accurate
valuation, which they must accept no matter
what local authority members are in office,
and their rating must be fixed accordingly.
I beg to move—That the Bill be now read a
second time. (Hear, hear!)

Hov. W. H. BARNES (Bulimba): The
Minister who has just resumed his seat has
done what he always does—he has very care-
fully and fully gone into the provisions of
the Bill. I want, first of all, to take this
cpportunity of expressing the appreciation
which I am sure the Opposition feel, that
the good sense of the Government has pre-
vailed in connection with some of those
most useful amendments that were suggested
last Parliament when this Bill was be.ore it.

The TREASURER: We are a very reasonable
Government.

Hox. W. . BARNES: It is pleasing to
see that the Government are making use of
the brains of the Opposition in that parti-
cular regard.

OrppostrioN MeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Hon. W. H. BARNES: I want especially
to congratulate the hon. member for Drayton
upon the fact that last year an amendment
which he suggested is included in this Bill.

The TREASURER: I think he suggested it
the year before last, and it was in the Bill
last year.

Hon. W. H. BARNES : It does not matter;
he has been successful in getting it into the
Bill. It makes provision that will prevent
people who are living near to the city and are
using land for certain purposes, which are
not building purposes, being rated at a
different rate than if they were using it for
buildings. I think the hon. member for
Drayton is to be very much congratulated
in that particular regard, and for the wisdom
and the foresight he showed in pressing upon
the Government that most necessary amend-
ment. I am glad the Treasurer has seen
his way clear to accept it and embody it in
the Bill. Now, I followed the Treasurer—
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and I am sure every member of the House
did so—very closely. 1 might say that prior
to coming to the House 1 took the oppor-
tunity of going into some of the speeches
that were made last year in connection with
this particular Bill, and I recognise that the
Bill is not exactly the same as it was last
year. Now, the question that arises to my
mind to ask first is what really were the
arguments which to-night, and which last
year, were used in connection with the intro-
duction of this Bill? I find that last year the
Minister for Public Instruction had a cu$ in,
and he used one argument which struck me
as¢ being, perhaps, not a very forcible argu-
ment. It i» only right that the Minister for
Public Instruction should always lead the
way in connection with this Parliament, and
direct the course which we should follow.
One of the arguments that he used was that
it was working well in New Zealand and in
New South Wales, I presume that during
some of those official trips that he has been
taking he very carefully went into it; and
we know how clearly he is able always to
get right to the very *“innards’ of the thing
and then explain it afterwards. The hon.
member was able to pass on information to
the Cabinet, and as the result of that here it
is embodied in this Bill. At any rate, that
is one of the arguments that was adduced,
and it is apparent right through the Bill
very largely. The Treasurer says, ‘ We
are always prepared to take that which is
good from somewhere else.” It is very
patent that, as a matter of fact, the bulk
of the Bill has been copied from our neigh-
bours, either in New South Wales or in
New Zealand. Then, I notice another state-
ment made was that it was desirable to get
on the tracks of the unscrupulous landowner.
I suspect that, boiled down, the real
object of this Bill—and I think the Treasurer
really gave it away in his speech—is to carry
out the policy which the Premier at one
juncture said he was out to carry out—
that was, to make certain people in the
community squeal.

THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
He never said that.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: The Treasurer to-
night has made it perfectly clear that really
the underlying principle of this Bill is the
desire to raise values as far as the land-
owners in the State are concerned, but not
to raise values when the Savings Bank or
any other public offices are out to lend money
upon valuations. It seems to me that what
may be a fair valuation for taxation pur-
poses, in other directions is not going to
be a fair valuation in the eyes of the Go-
vernment in other directions. Now, it would
strike me that that is absolutely unfair. If
the Bill is right, if the principles of the Bill
are good, then I ask with all reason: Should
they not apply equally to the Government
of the day as well as to other parties who
are amenable to the laws of the land?

TuE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
We must have fixed values.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: I am glad to see
that the Seccretary for Public Instruction is
a convert to my view, because he says we
must have a fixed valuation for all purposes.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
I did not say that. I said we must have fixed
values.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: I notice, too, a
principal argument used—and it seemed

Hon. W. H. Barnes.]
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almost contradictory—was that it had done
elsewhere such a great deal for the farmers
that it had reduccd values. On that point,
perhaps unconsciously, some of us this after-
noon had something to say in connection with
gnother matter which was before this House.
I know there is a feeling on the part of some
hon. members, at least on the other side—
probably it is the desire of the majority of
hon. members on the other side—that there
should be a reduction in some directions in
land values, They say—particularly in con-
nection with large estates—that they want to
burst them up; and that they have been suc-
cessful in doing that. That is one of the
arguments that was used. It is somewhat
contradictory in the face of what the Trea-
surer said to-night, because the undercurrent
of his specch was an indication that there
was to be a raising of land values for the
purpose practically of taxation. This Go-
vernment, which all the time has been squeez-
ing and Qquc(‘?ln g, is now seeking another
means by which they are going to attempt to
get more revenue out of the pockets of the
people I am afraid that by and by they
will “k11 the goose that laid the wolden
eggs. (Government lauchter) My ‘friend
the hon. member for Brishane might be
squeezed a little to no personal disadvantage;
I think he would stand it remarkably well.
(Renewed laughter.) The Minister laid
special emphasis on the fact that there was
going to be uniformity in regard to velua-
tion; that this Bill was going to do away
with all those difficulties and disabilities
under which we are labouring to-day. He
referred to some district not very far removed
from Brisbane, where anparently an easy
valuation had been aedopted by a certain
local authovity. I say that the methods of
valuation adopted by local authorities to-
day are in general exoe(\dmr:Iv s'vhifa('tmv
Their valuations are obtalned not by novmos
-~by men who are receiving £1,000 a vear in
their offices—but by men who knew every
ldphll of the various districts in which they
ive

The SecrRETARY For PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Very often the clerk of the local authority.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Why not, if the
clerk of the local authority is a competent
man? Surely the Minister does not suggest
that the clerk of the local authority is not a
competent man!

The SecrETARY ror PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Very often he is not.

Hoxn. W. H. BARNES: If he is not, I am
afraid he has been in the same school as the
Minister. As far as I can gather, the clerks
of local authorities are men who are trained
men.

The SECRETARY
Not always.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I say that the
majority are trained men—I would not say
evervone—who are quite capable of carrying
out the duties imposed on them. Then, they
are men, too, who understand local condi-
tions. Does anyone presume to say that the
man who is taken from outside and put into
a district understands that district and its
varying conditions as well as the men who
are inside? I do not think that anyone will
contend that. The knowledge which the
clerk possesses is a big asset in making
valuations.

Mr. McLacuraN : Will the Succession Office
take his valuation?

[Hon. W. H. Barnes.
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Hox. W. H. BARNES: I do not know. I
presume they make a valuation of their own.
In any case, the parties concerned who are
responsible have to pay for that valuation.
I am not aware that there has been any cry
for this amending legislation. Indeed, I
think I shall be able to show that there are
very grave reasons why we should not at this
particular juncture depart from the present
methods which are being adopted by local
authorities, and for reasons which are abso-
lutely  important from the State point of
view. Then, the method of the appeal to-
day is 1eally a very simple method, and one
which is exceedmglv satisfactory. = A court
of appeal is arranged, and is presided over
by a police magistrate. It is possible under
the law to make a request that police magis-
trates only should preside, and I think that
is a preferable method, and the result in
every local authority is that an officer of the
court sitting in that way knows the local
conditions, and is well able to sit on the
appeal. As far as I know, appeals are few
and far betwcen.

Mr. DBRENNAXN:
cent. of them.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: The hon. member
must not tell me that. If there are com-
promises made, they are probably 1 or 2
per cent. of the ratepayers; that would be
outside the usual compromises which are
made. If you can make compromises in
that way, is it not very much better than
adopting the method proposed in this Bill?
I hope my legal friends on this side and the
other will not take exception to my state-
ment; but it scoms to me that some of the
members of the Government have recently
been urging against having anything to do
with th who have to do with law, and yet
this Bill is practically encouraging people
to go in for htlgatlon

Mr. Kirwax: I thought you would have
had no money to spend in litigation, as this
Government 1s taking it all,

Hox. W H. BARNES: The grinding
system is going on to such an extent that
even the Government may have a difficulty
in paying parliamentary allowances. Then,
I want to ask another question: Whom is
the Bill going to affect most?

A GovernyeENT MeMBER: The lawyers.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Yes, no doubt, it
is going to help them very materially, It
is going to affect landowners. Therc is a
feeling sometimes expressed by hon. members
opposite that the men who are going to have
the burdens placed on them are only men
who are in receipt of large incomes or who
have large properties. As a matter of fat,
the taxation which has been introduced in
the past, and. no doubt, the taxation under
cover of this Bill, is going to get at the small
man as well as at the other fellow. It is a
delusion and a snare to think that this kind
of thing is going to miss the man who is in
a small way. The returns in regard to
income tax, and in other directions, would

possibly be a surprise even to the Sec1etaly
fm Public Instruction in regard to the
amount which is paid by small people.
Again, this Bill is going to have the effect,
as far as financial institutions are concerned,
of making them very chary about advancing
money to assist men to embark on enter-
prises in connection with the land. I hold
that the safety and prosperity of a com-
munity depend very largely indeed upon the
success of men who are engaged in primary

They

compromise 80 per
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industries, and we should not do anything
to block those men. After all, how often
have advances made to men who have been
struggling, though they have been a burden
in some directions, been their salvation. Any-
thing we do in the direction of blocking
enterprize i1s going to be a disaster to the
State. I say emphatically that this Bill,
perhaps unconsciously, is going to hurt the
small farmer. Then, we are going to still
further add to the land taxation of the State.
It is becoming a harvest of taxation which
the Government are taking. If anyone took
the trouble to see what the taxation was
before the Ryan Government took office, and
find out what the taxation is to-day, they
would find a great difference. The taxation
~ would have been very much greater even
to-day if it had not been for the action of
another place, which has said, ** We are not
going to allow further burdens to be placed
upon the people.” TIf it had not been for
the action of another place certain things
would have happened. We are in the position
in Queensland of having taxation increased
by 14s. 7d. per head, the next highest in any
other State of the Commonwealth being
South Australia, with 5. 3d. per head.

The SECRETARY FOR PuUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
That sort of talk is no argument. (Oppo-
sition laughter.)

Hoxn. W. H. BARNES: Perhaps the hon.
gentleman is dense. Somehow or aother,

am never capable of understanding his
arguments. I think I am not dense and that

2 is.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
It must be you. (Laughter.)

Hox. W. H. BARNES : Supposing I recip-
rocate, and say that probably it may be the
hon. gentleman, who has been too busy study-
ing since he got into the Education Depart-

ment, and has forgotten how to

[9 p.m.] express himself lucidly. Another

question I would like to ask is
‘whether it should not be the policy of the
Government to encourage development at this
particular juncture. Thev certainly should
not intreduce legislation that is going to be
a hindrance to development.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCIION :
That is what we all say.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I wish the hon.
gentleman would get the Cabinet to practise
that, instead of introducing legislation that
is going to be a barrier and a hindrance to
settlement.

Mr. McLacuran: How is this going to be
a barrier to development?

At a quarter past 9 o’clock p.m.,

The DepuTY SPEAKER resumed the chair.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: It is going to
impose upon the man on the land an addi-
tional burden in the direction of filling in
returns. Tt seems to me that the returns
required by the Federal and State Govern-
ments are increasing to such an extent that
people are getting heartily sick of it all. I
bave nothing to say against eight hours a
day; I believe in a reasonable day’s work,
and eight hours a day is reasonable; but
here wo are going to compel the man who
works from daylight to dark not only to
spend more time in preparing returns, but
in finding money to pay assessments when
those returns are sent in. This and other
pieces of legislation introduced by the Go-
vernment are all in the direction of making
it more difficult for the primary producer to
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make a living. Surely we should prevent
that kind of thing!

Mr. WHITFORD : It is the middleman who
sweats the producer.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: That is the old
gag. The biggest middleman in the com-
munity sitz on that side of the House. With
all deference to the legal profession, I would
ask if the Premier is not the biggest middle-
man in Quecnsland, judging by the fees he
receives.

The.DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
hon. member must confine himself to the Bill.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: These unruly
interjections sometimes draw one off the sub-
jeet. The greatest need of the world at the
present timoe is increased production. All
over the world there is a growing cry, ‘ En-
courage your people to produce more.”” Are
we not told that the needs of the world from
the grain standpoint are going to be even
more zcute in the immediate future than
they are at present? Is it not up to all of
us to rise to the occasion and endeavour to
make every provision by giving increased
facilities to the man on the land, and by
giving him every encouragement rather than
bring In legislation which is going to drive
men off the land? That is what is going to
happen if the Government persist in passing
legislation of this kind. The Treasurer took
exception to an interjection I made to the
effect that this was going to make more
billets. Is that an untrue statement? Does
the Bill not provide that there shall be a
valuer-general appointed at a salary of
£1,000 per annum? Does it not provide that
he is to hold that position for seven years?
Are we not going to make quite a number
of billets by this Bill? The whole trend of
the legislation of the present Government
apparently is to see how many departments
they can create. I may be wrong, but I
verily believe that the idea of creating so
many new departments is to make billets for
political friends. It looks as if the Govern
ment are proceeding on the principle of
“spoils to the victors.”

Mr. WHITFORD : You practised it for many
years. :

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The hon. member
knows that is not correct. There is no ques-
tion that this Bill will have the effeet of
creating billets. I go further, and say that
in connection with some appointments that
have been made within the Ilast twelve
months the wisest discrimination has not
always been shown. I am not making anv
reference to anv recent appointment: but, if
vou go carvefully through the appointments
that were made twelve months ago. it will be
found that my statement is justified.

The DEPUTY SPEAKITR : Order!

Hov. W, H. BARNES: T regard this Bill
as another means for making anpointments
of the same kind. At the present moment
people are bheing worried to death with the
returns thev have to make. There are returns
for everything. Tt seems fto me that before
very long we shall have to make a return
of when we go to sleep or when we rise
in the morning, when we have a cun of
coffee, and even when we take a dose of
physie, All these returns have to be made,
or else one renders himself Table to all
kinds of pains and nenaltics.  Another
feature in connection with a goed deal of
the legislation of the Government is that one

Hon. W. H. Barnes.]
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of its objects appears to be to pry into the
affairs of people. I am very sorry to say
that I believe sometimes returns that have
been made have not had that privacy which
they should have had. I take it that when
returns are sent in they should be of a con-
fidential nature, and not made use of by
other people and for other purposes. I do
not think anyone will argue that in Queens-
land, at any rate, very few returns have to
be made out so far as the various forms are
concorned in connection with industries, and
yet this Bill is going to add to them and
add to the labour which is bound to follow.
Another question arises: Is the new depart-
ment going to pay? I do not think it is.

Mr., WiLsox: If it is as successful as it is
in New Zealand, it wiil.

Hox., W. H. BARNES: I am very glad of
that interjection. It does not pay in New
Zealand. I notice from * Hansard,” from
which I have been reading the last debate,
that it cost £42,000 to collect £24,000. The
hon. member for the Valley is a business
man, and he knows that that kind of thing
does not pay.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Under what Act?

Hon. W. H. BARNES: A similar Act in
New Zealand.

The SpCRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
That is valuation for rating purposes, not
for State purposes.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: Here the hon,
member is sidetracking again. As a matter
of fact, a similar Act in its operation does
apply in New Zealand, because, after all, a
number of the clauses of this Bill are taken
from the New Zealand Act. Is the hon.
member saying that such is not the case
where it is the case? What is the difference
between New Zealand and Queensland ! The
difference is very great. New Zealand, com-
paratively speaking, is a compact place.
Queensland, with its immense seaboard and
its wide arcas, is not to be compared with it.
The point T want to make is that if in New
Zealand-—where a similar Act is in force—
ir does not pay, how on earth is it going to
pay in Queensland?

The SECRETARY FOr PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
It will pay indirectly.

Hon, W, H. BARNES: I suppose that is
the way we shall be told that some of the
State enterprises which are showing great
debit balances are going to pay; and I say
that if vou are going to go on in that way
for any considerable time you will be at the
end of your tether. I want to ask, too,
whether it would pay from the point of
view of settlement? Let me stress that point,
kecause, after all, the great point which we,
as legislators, have to consider is two do
evervthing to induce settlement. Will it pay
from the point of view of settlement? I do
not think it will. Then, I am quite certain
that it will give more work to local authori-
ties, I speak as a local authority man.
What has hecn the tendency of legislation of
late years? The tendency has been to add
burdens to local authorities and increase
their labour.

Mr. WiLsON: My experience has been that
they keep valuations down and raise rates.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Probably they
knew the hon. member had a lot of property,
and they quietly considered him. My experi-
ence is that they have done the just thing.

[Hon. W. H. Barnes.
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‘However, T am very glad to hear that the

hon. member for Fortitude Valley is an
advocate of raising the valuations, but I
think that if T know anything of North Bris-
bane they have raised the valuations pretty
well lately.

Mr. WiLsov: They get it out of suburban
property-owners by an increased rate—the
small man iz geing to be hit up.

Ho~n. W. H BARNES: The hon. member
for Fortitude Valley has evidently failed to-
look at some of the city valuations for this
year.

Mr. Wison: I will give you some.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I will give you
scme, too. The Bill will only give more
work to local authorities, and the tendency
right through has been to add burdens to
men whe are doing voluntary work in a
most excellent way. I am sure no member
on the other side will doubt the statcment
that local authorities are doing their work
in an excellent way.

But there is another point I wish specially
to bring before the House. Is this the time:
when there should be placed on the people
additior.al burdens? 1 do not know how
other memkers fecl on this subject, but 1
venture to say that Queensland in particular
is making one of the greatest mistakes it is.
possibla for any State to malke in attempting
te place greater burdens on the community.
I say that advisedly, because I believe that
it is one of the mistakes Queensland is.
making at the present juncture.

Mr. WHITFORD: You believe
stagnation policy ?

Hon. W. H. BARNES: No; the party I
belong to were always those who believed in
doing the best for the State generally, and
did 1t. But evidently the hon. member who
interjects fails to see or read the signs of
the times. What are the signs of the times?
The Federal Treasurer said the other day
that, of necessity, we must again increase
our taxation. Why? Because it was neces-
sary for war purposes, and there is not a.
man, I hope, in this House who does not think
it is the duty of every loyal citizen—even if
it means the selling of his coat—to do what
he can to assist in winning the war. Butb
I do ask whether it is a right thing for the
State Government, who have been warned
to do nothing at this juncture which is going
to add to the burden of the people, to do
anything in the direction of creating a
department that is not wurgent. ,The
Treasurer mentioned that there was a desire
for uniformity. The only other State that
has done anything in this way in New South
Wales. At this juncture would it not be
well at any rate to wait until the Common-
wealth made some move and there was uni-
formity in that particular direction?

THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
The Commonwealth have asked for it.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: We have that on
the word of the Minister for Public Instruc-
tion. There is another point to be considered
at this juncture. Every pound taken from
the community means, not only less for men
to give to help to win the war, but also a
pound less for some person to spend. I
notice that one or two members, who are evi-
dently not seized with the gravity of the
situation, are smiling. The fact remains that
we are up against 1t from a taxation point.
of view. We have got to carry extra burdens,

in the old
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and those extra burdens should not be ‘added '

to by legislation of this particular kind, no
matter how nccessary it may be under
orainary conditions, The people affected will
be the workers. (Government laughter.)
Hon. members opposite smile, but if you
reduce income of course you must affect
the worker, and I eay that 1t will have that
effect. I would like to say, before I sit
down, that this is one of those Bills which
could very well be put on one side just now,
- no matter how necessary it may be under
ordinary circumstances. I shall take the
opportunity in Committee of trying to im-
prove this Bill, but I do think the Govern-
ment would be acting wisely—bearing in
mind the conditions of the world generally
and the cond'tions of the Commonwealth,
and the fact that the Government themselves
will need money to carry on their own enter-
prises—they will not be able to continue
taking trust funds—if they did not bring in
any measure which means increased expendi-
ture at fhis particular period.

Mr. MOORE: The Treasurer, in introduc-
ing this Bill, reminded me of—
“The young man with the cape
Who always wore trousers of crepe,
When asked, ‘Can’t they tear?’
Iie replied, ‘Here and there,’
But aren’t they a beautiful shape.”

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : The
(Laughter.)

Mr. MOORE: That young man was pre-
pared to sacrifice utility, economy, and even
decency for appearances, and, as far as I can
see, with this Bill the Treasurer is prepared
to sacrifice economy, suitability, utility, and
even decency for the sake of uniformity—
(laughter)—a uniformity which depends on
five other States coming into line, and a
uniformity which depends on the Common-
wealth accepting the valuations, and we have
no guarantee that this is going to happen.
I do not think this Bill 1s going to help
local authorities at all. It does not go into
the question of perpetual leascholds and
other forms of Crown tenure, and these in
many parts of the State are what we have
to value mostly, and this is one of the most
dificult problems facing valuers to-day. At
the last conference of local authoritics, held
last year, there was a recommendation to
the executive of the local authorities to en-
deavour to find a better system of valuation
of Crown leaseholds than there is at the
present time.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Bill provides the improvement.
system is a rule of thumb.

Mr. MOORE : This Bill only provides for
the valuing of freeholds. The Treasurer
stated that it was only going to be used for
freeholds, except in special cases where the
valuer-gencral was asked to value lease-
hold for a particular purpose. In my opinion,
the valuations for local authority purposes
should be totally ditferent to the valuations
for taxation purposes. Take Crown lessees:
for every local authority rate he gets a
direct benefit, but for the taxation he has
only a emall indirect benefit. I wish here to
quote what Sir Samuel Griffith said in 1902,
when he brought in an_amendment of the
Local Authorities Act. He said—

“With regard to grazing farms and
land held for pastoral purposes, it is
proposed that the capital value shall be
taken to be twenty times the annual rent
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payable under the lease. I da not think
anyone can say that it is too much. - It
may be objected to as being too small.
It will be, apparently. placing an unduly
#mall value upon our pastoral lands;
but, after all, it is only fixed for the
purpose of local taxation. At any rate,
we shall get more from it than is obtained
under the present system. which takes
the annual rent to be equal to the annual
value.”

When that system was brought in it wae
only initiated for the purpose of local taxa-
tion, and had nothing to do with succession
duties, stamp duties, or land tax. It was
recognised that the local authorities could
get their requiremente by putting on a rate
to suit, but later on we come to the same
difficulty again In 1906 there was a local
government commissicn appointed by this:
House to go into the same question, but they
did not come to any final decision. I would
like to quote the following sections of the
repert of the commission dealing with the
basis of valuat’on. They say—
“18. The basis of the valuation of land
for the purposc cf rating received our
careful attention.

“19. It was shown by members, and
also by evidence, that the present basis—
which is fixed by a pericdical valuation
of freeholds, subject to revision by the
appeal court, and of leaseholds, by
statute, at twenty times the annual rent—
is often inequitable and unjust.”

At the present time we have also got per-
petual leases, which has complicated matters
still further. They are valued at twenty
times the annual rental, and the position
brought about in these cases is sometimes
absurd, We have perpetual leaseholds .in
some parts paving abeut ten times as much
rates as the freehold alongside. In other
cases you have the perpetual leasehold pay-
ing about one-tenth of what the frechold
alongside is paying, and this Bill is not
going to make anv provision for the valuing
of those lands. The report goes on to say—

‘“ Sometimes country lands of a similar
quality, used for the same purpose, and
even adjoining cach other, are necessarily
valued for rating purposes on capital
valuations ranging from 10d. per acre to
As. 4d. per acre in the case of pastoral
leases and grazing farms. up to 10s. per
acre in the case of freeholds and agri-
cultural farms, and up to 26s. per acre
in the case of unconditional selections.
Thus, in some cases the amount of local
rates per acre levied upon one piece of
land actually exceeds the Crcwn rent per
acre of another p'ece of land of the same
intrinsic value in the same area.

€“20. Various propositicns for correct-
ing this inequality were made. One pro-
posal was to adopt the method of valu-
ing all land for rating purposes at its
fair capital value without regard to
tenure, but having regard to the use to
which the land is put, its situation, and
all other circumstances. Another pro-
posal was somewhat similar: but allowed
for a reduction of one-third or one-
fourth of sach value in the case of land
held under lease, in recognition of the
inferior tenure. A further proposal was
to estimate the capital. value of land
held under pastoral lease or license at
twenty times the annual rent; of grazing

Mr. Moore.]
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farms and crazing homesteads at fifteen
times the annual rent; and of agricul-
tural farms at ten times the annual rent.
Again, certain members expressed  the
opinion that the present basis of estimat-
ing the capital value of land held under
pastoral lease or license is inequitable by
reason of its heing fixed at too low a
multiple cf the annual rent.

“21. Although several members sup-
vorted each ol the foregoing proposals,
we could not by a majority agree to the
adoption of any of them. Some mem-
bers, deoming their knowledge insufficient
‘o warrant them in exerting any influence
on the subjoct, refrained from vobing,
while cthers voted for a re-enactment of
the oxisting law rather than risk an
alteration the effect of which was, in
their opinion, doubtful. We are not,
thercfore, in a position to recommend
any cnange in the present mode of valu-
x{)gt land held under the Crown Lands
Acts,”

Then, there were three other members who
added riders. My, George Phillips said—

““22. In my opinion, the present statu-
tory method of fixing the rateable value
of pastoral leaseholds of different tenures
at twenty times the annual rent paid to
the Crown in each case i: essentially in-
equitable in its incidence, inasmuch as
the rents vary from one-tenth of a penny
per acre per annum in the case of cer-
tain pastoral lands held under occupation
license to 6d. per acre per annum in the
case of other pastoral lands thrown open
to selection in comparatively small areas
as agricultural farms, but which in many,
perhaps in the majority of, instances are
ot at all suitable for cultivation, and I
regret that the commission has not been
able fo rocommend such a modification
of the present arbitrary system of valu-
ing pastoral leaseholds as would have
the effect of bringing the different classes
of pastoral leascholds more into line for
rating purposes, and 1 think that the
recommendation of the subcommittee
appointed to consider this question was
worthy of more consideration than it
received.”

That committee was absolutely unable to
come to any decision. Each of the men who
gave in a minority report suggested a dif-
ferent principle, and they were not able to
come to a decision, with the result that the
same principle was adopted as before. It is
recognised to be ineguitable, and there is no
method under this Bill by whichd.it is going
to be improved. If the Treasurer adopted
some system by which local guthorities were
going to be relieved of the duty of valuing
leaseholds, and perpetual leaseholds, and
occupation licenses, it certainly would relieve
them of a great deal of responsibility and a
great deal of difficulty. I do not think they
have much difficulty or much trouble in
valuing freeholds. As a matter of fact, most
of the valuers that go round go to the local
authority office and get the information
there; and I know that the Land Tax Offica,
in nine cages out of ten, in the district where
I live, take the local authority valuation as a
basis. When the valuer was up the other day
valuing in certain distriets on the Downs, his
dictura was that, instead of being under-
valued, mest of the lands he could see under
present conditions were over-valued. Under
-this Bill we are going to have uniformity.

{Mr. Moore.
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"It states expressly in the Bill that notice is

to be taken of sales, and when a piece of
land is sold it is to be notified to the Com-
missioner, and a fresh valuation made. That
is one of the greatest difficulties local autho-
rities have at the present time—the want of
uniformity. The people do not mind paying
the rate for the special benefit they get out
of it; but the man who has his land in one
place objects to paying more rates than the
one alongside him. If you are going to have
notice taken of sales on the occasion of every
sale, you are not going to have uniformity
at ail, but further trouble than we have now.
I think that this Bill is not going to prove
the benefit that the K Treasurer anticipates
The local authority certainly does not want
it, and I am quite certain the landowner
does not want it. I do not think the
increased revenue that is going to come out
of revaluing the land By a commissioner is
going to come anywhere near his expecta-
tions.

I notice in the Bill that there is practically
a provision for political appointments. They
are going to appoint men to value all the
land; and then the next part says that in
special cases the valuer-general can employ
an expert. So it looks as if the ordinary
valuer will be anybody who is picked up. 1
do not see where economy is going to come in
when you are going to have valuers sent up
to value small portions of land.

Mr. WHITFORD: You know what local
authorities are.

Mr. MOORE: I have an idea what local
authorities are.

Mr. WaITrorD: I know of ome instance
where one man ran the whole thing; he was
the council *“ on his own.”

Mr. MOORE: It might be a very good
thing, in some instances, if one man did run
the whole thing. I have kniown local autho-
rities where it would be a very good job.
Now, as we know, there is only a very small
proportion of the land in Queensland that is
frechold. What is going to be the advantage
to a local authority to have a valuer sent up
from here by the valuer-general to value a
small portion of their land? The leasehold
is not going to be valued. They still will
have to keep their valuer, or do it by the
clerk.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Straighten them up, and make them do a
fair thing.

Mr. MOORE : It is not straightening them
up at all. If you have an equitable way in
regard to leaseholds and perpetual leases,
there would be some sense in it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INBTRUCTION :
That is in the Local Authorities Act.

Mr. MOORE: If you are going to value
land in Queensland to-day, it should be in a
valuation Bill, not in the Local Authority
Act. Everybody is at sixes and sevens with
regard to perpetual leases and leaseholds.
The present system, everybody will admit, is
most inequitable. Some pay far more than
they ought, and some far less than they
ought. The system of valuation of local
authority work should be on an entirely dif-
ferent basis to that of succession and stamp
duties. Under this system you will be get-
ting two values for much of the land. If we
are going to have a valuation of land Bill,
it should cover the value of all these lands
on a basis which is fair and equitable. I1f
the Treasurer is unable fo do that—until he
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is in a position for giving us a basis for
valuing those lands—it should be left alone.
At the present time there is nothing but
dissatisfaction.

The SucRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Read clause 6; it provides for the valuation
also of Crown lands.

Mr. MOORI : That is for special purposes,
as the Minister stated. The Treasarer him-
self, when he was introducing the Bill this
time, and last time, said it was for freehold
tand. I cannot sce where the economy is
zoing to come in. As for giving as an argu-
mont that a local authority valued all its
land at the same price, I cannct see that
there is anything in that. The people who
are ribed have the chance of appeal if they
want to.

Mr. WHITFO2D: What hope have they got
in their appeals?

Mr. MOORE: They have every hope in
the world. They have to go hefore a police
megishrate. Surely he is competent to hear
evidenee ! IHow many appeals do you see
where the valuation 1s upheld? They are
nearly always reduced. The man shows what
the land #v valued at, and, if he can, he
shows it is too highly valued. and his appeal
i» granted. I have seen them reduced 50 per
\,’,‘nt.

The SuCcRyiRY
That is all
valuation.

- Mr. MOORE: Sursly a police magistrate
18 competent to weigh ovidence! When you
go into a court on an appeal in respect of
your land, yvou bring evidence to show that
it should be reduced. The council appears
and tries to show that the valuation is all
right.  Does the Minister for Education
mean to say that the police magistrate is so
stupid that he cannot give an equitable

FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
the trouble—an inequitable

value in cases like that?

icrIen.,

Mr MOORIX: I think, if the police magis-
wrate 1s not competent to weigh evidence in a
valuation case, he is not competent to weigh
svidence in any other case, because it is put
vefore him on both sides, There need not
be a lawyer in the case at all. The men
@un appear shemselves and bring their
evidence. T have appeared thousands of
times in the court, and I cannot say I have
seen a case of a police magistrate giving
inequitoble decisions. He bases his valua-
tion on the evidence put before him.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Fie does not get the evidence.

Mr, MOORL: Surely when a man is ap-
pealing he will bring the evidence that is
most suitable te his case, and put it before
the judee! And the local authority will
endeavour to uphold their valuation. Is it
=oing io he any different under a District
Uourt judge? Is he to direct the putting in
of any evidence he would not get otherwise?
Is the judge geing to have wider powers and
say what ovidence <hall be brought? This is
one of the things in the Bill that I strongly
object to, because it is going to make it very
hard for the small farmer to get an appeal.
It is going to cost too much. The Treasurer
himself last year stated he wanted to dis-
courage appeals.

Hon. W. N. GILnies: What makes you
think the valuation wili be too high?

[27 Joxz.]
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Mr. MOORE: T am quite sure this Bill is
not for the purpose of lowering it. When a
new valuabion is made under present con-
ditions, there iz always a large crop of
appeals: and I think that under this Bill—
with different values on a new basis of valua-
tion—there is going to be a large crop of
appeals.  Undeubtedly, it should be made
as simple as possible for a man who has his
land valued to go to a court and get a
hearing of his case. Under this Bill it is not
going to be made easy; it is going to be
made an expensive matter. I think it is a
wrong principle in the Bill, because I think
a man who has a small holding should be
cntitled to every consideration. He should
have the court held as handy to his property
as he possikly can, instead of having to go.
in many cases, long distances, as he will
under this Bill. Tt should be made as easy
as possible for him to get justice. Surely
it ix not that the Crown wants to put a valua-
tion on which will biuff the man! Under
present conditions land fluctuates very much
in value. " You see properties which were
worth £4 or £5 an acre a few years ago
being sold now for £2 an acre.

Mr. FoLEy: Where?

Mr. MOORE: I could take you to some
on the Downs, near my own place. One pro-
perty there was offered at £6 bs. 8d. an
acre four ycears ago, and last week it was
sold for £2 2s 8d. an acre.

Hon. W. N. GitLies: What is the correct
valuation?

Mr. MOORE: That is the question. Who
is to decide it? The Bill says that the
valuer-general is to give a revaluation when
sales take place. Where is the uniformity
going to come in? The present system is
more uniform than the system under this
Bill will be, as it will only affect a small
section of the land. If the whole of the land
was going to be wvalued it would be much
better. A double staff will have to be kept
up. For that reason, I am not going fto
support the Bill. I do not see that the local
authorities are going to get any advantage
out of it. The difficulty in connection with
local authorities is not touched in this Bill.
The Government should have endeavoured to
find some uniform system of valuation, espe-
cially in regard to perpetual leases. Under
the policy of the Government more perpetual
leases are going to be taken up, and yet
there is no system by which they can be
proverly valued. There should be some
uniform systemr for valuine—I do not say
for stamp and succession duty purposes—but
for local authority work, where people
who live on perpetual leases are practically
in the same position as the frecholder.
At the present time we value those leases
at twentv times the annual rent, and it
is a perfect absurdity in many cases. In
some of the coastal towns the absurd_ity
is a laughirg stock You see peonle paying
hich prices for perpetual lease blocks, about
ten times the rate that the freeholder along-
side of them has paid. The Bill gives the
valuer-general! the discretion. but the Trea-
surer, in introducing the Bill, said that it
was only going to be used in certain cases
for resumpiion purposes, or in certain cases
in which we require to valne. ard where is
the henefit going to come in? Great stress
was laid vnon the fact that we are going to
have uniform values, but I think we are not
going to have uniform values at all. The

Mr. Moore.]
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uniformity which we have partially at the
present time is going to be destroyed. When
g fresh valuation has to be made every time
a sale takes place, what uniformity can there
be, as lands fluctuate in value all the time.
I know the difficulties valuers are having in
the country at present, as they do not know
what basis to value on. In one case I know
of they based their valuation on the selling
value, but the Commissioner said that was
absurd. 1 kunow a case where a block of land
was sold for £330, with the house. The
valuer valued the house at £400., and the
unimnroved value of the land at £150. The
Commissioner of Taxes asked what the land
was volned at by the council, and found it
was £25 an acre for 640 acres. He said,
“Put the valuation up to that.”” The valuer
apnointed bv the Government fixed his value,
but the Commissioner of Taxes took no notice
of it. and arbitrarily put his own value on
the pronertv, Tt N going to be more unre-
liable if this Bill is passed

Myr. WHITFORD: Tt is impossible to be

worse than it is at the present time. -

Mr. MOORT.: I think it is going to be
worse under this Bill.

Mr. WHITFORD: Do you
uniformity now?

Mr. MOORE: We have considerable
uniformity in a number of shires. I know
that lately, when the valuer is sent up by the
_taxing officer, sometimes his valuation is
under that of the council. The Treasurer
is going to get a surprise when he finds
out the true value of land in Queensland at
the present time.

Mr. VOWLES: The Treasurer in introduc-
ing this measure told us that the object of
it was o bring about uniformity of valua-
tion. That is all very well in 1ts way. I
have had a good deal of experience in connec-
{ion with local authority metters, both as a
member of a council and as a solicitor act-
ing for shires. I have a little inside know-
ledge of the working of valuation in country
districts, more particularly where there are

varying classes of tenure. 1 am in sympathy
with the hon. member for Aubigny in his
remarks as regards the troubles of shires,
particularly with regard to their valuations
in determining an equitable valuation under
existing conditions. This measure will not
permit of that at all. It does not go down
to the basis of valuation contained in the
Local Author‘ties Act. There are lopsided
valuations. Consrder the basis of valuation
of perpetual lcases and other classes of
tenure. One of the greatest troubles we have
is the valuation of prickly-pear lands which
are valued by the Crown at nil. You can
imagine that it is a difficult thing to value
those lands. For many years it was a well-
known n-ovision that a minimum value had
to be pnlaced upon them. A man has to con-
tend with pests in the form of prickly-pear,
and he is bound by the conditions of pur-
chase to continue nradmafmg that nest until
such time as he gets rid of it, with the conse-
quence that it is enhancing the value of his
Tand and the taxahls valne all the time. The
original hasicz set down for that land might
be rieht at the time. hut it will afterwards
be most ineanitehle. hecanse he gets the 1and
at @ rominal valne for the nmrnose of clear-
ing it and whon the conditions are per-
formed. afto= five ar ten vears the land mavy
be equal ta the hest of frenhald land of the
same qu='itv in the same neighbourhood, but
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he continues on under the old basis of &
minimum of 5s. In cases like that. the land
will be ‘exempted from the provisions of this
Bill. It is land that may or may not he
vaiued by the valuer-general, according to
the wishes of the department. We always
understood that the object of this Bill was
more particulaily in connection with freehold
property, because that is the only property
that has to go into the official valuation.
So far as that is concerned, there have been
numerous appeal courts, and the appeals
have been determined on some reasonable
basis. Every year a revaluation is made—
every third year under the Local Authorities
Act, and, if there have been any cases of
over-valuation, they ecan be reduced by the
Appeal Court. The local authorities, having
gone to all the expense of determining those
valuations, paying valuators whose valua-
tions have given satisfaction to the persons
who are interested and have to pay the rates,
what is the necessity for all this? In my
district nobody can say that the veluations
have been too low. The complaint has
always been that they are far too high.
It must be remembered that not onlv is it
2 question of rates, but death duties and
other taxes are involved, and the valuations.
if not too high. are mnearly alwavs up to
the full value of the land. Tt is the money
of the ratepavers that has to pay for the
valuations, and yet they are to be asked to
have a'l the land revalued and reclassified.
again at their expense. Then the question
arises as to the competency of the valuers
who will be apnointed, Of course the
valuer-general, who is simply gomg to be
an organiser, will sit in his office in Bris-
bane and direct proceedings. His subor-
dinates are the men who are to do the good
or the harm. as the case may be. resulting
from the valuations, and I ask who are the
men who are going to be appointed to do
this work? If the appointments are going
to be made on the same lines as the appoint-
ments made by this Government in other
departments, they will not be men who are
appointed on account of their skill as
valuers, They will be appointed for other
purposes altogether.

Mr. HarTiey: That is what your Govern-
ment did.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. member, for
instance, might be competent to value the
land in his own district, but would he be
competent to value lands in other locnlities?
The valuers should be men who have a
knowledge of local values. You cannot
expeet men with only citv experience to go
and value country lands a]l over Queensland.
I have seen cases in various departments,
more especially in the Succession Depart»
ment, where men have heen sent into the
country to guestion valuations made bv local
valuators. Some of the valuntions made by
these men, who are sunposed to be skilled
valuators, have been absolutelv absurd. I
have a case now under coneideration in the
Succession Department where a freehold
property was valued at £2 ner acre unim-
proved. The denartmental valuer valued it
at £3 10s. per acre. When certain things
were pointed out to the denartment they
realised the absurditv of their valuntion,
and cut it down to £2 7s. 6d. ner acre in’
one jump. If that is the class of individual
whao is ;rom,q to be given the power to make
these va'uations in the frtnre. then it must
be ohvious that the whele object of this
legislation i, mot so much to ascertain
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whether valuations are correct in any dis-
trict, as to squeeze as much money as pos-
sible out of landowners in the way of taxa-
tion. Then as to the method to be adopted.
(lause 6 provides that—

“The valuer-general shall cause to be
made a valuation of the unimproved and
improved value of all lands other than
lands of the Crown, and of such lands
oflthe”Crown as he thinks proper to so
value.

‘When that is done by the subordinates in
the department, notice is to be given to the
owner, and provision is made for a court
of appeal. At present the method of appeal
1s a very easy one. Appeals are heard by
a police magistrate, The system has existed
for a great number of years, and everyone is
familiar with the procedure. They know
that the cost of the appeals is very small,
and there is very little need for them to be
represented by a member of the legal pro-
fessicn. An appellant can go in person and
submit his evidence, which consists in most
cases of recent land sales in the locality in
which the property is situated. That is all
that is wanted, because that estab’ishes the
value of the land. Now you are going to
supersede the jurisdiction of the police
magistrate and take appeals to a district
court. That court is presided over by a
judge, with all the formalities which attach
to a court of the kind. It will be a court
which will sit, not in the interests of the
individual, but in the interests of the depart-
ment. The department will be represented
by counsel, I presume, instructed bv Crown
‘Law_Officers. People who wish to appeal will
not be in the same happy circumstances as
at present. They wi'l not have the same
feeling of security as they would in appear-
ing before their own police magistrates.
Thev will have to appear before strangers.
and be subjected to the cross-examination of
highly-skilled lawyers, coming probably from
the metropolis. They will feel that thev
must go to the expense of employing legal
talent to meet the talent on the other side,
and in many cases they will decide that the
game is not worth the candle on account
of the expense. and will let the valuatiern go
and pay the higher taxation. It would be
much simpler to adhere to the present prac-
tice of hearing apneals before police magis-
trates. I know from exnerience that the
result of this svstem will be to increase
valuations.  That would naturallv increase
tremendously the number of appellants. Well,
what time will our district court jndges
have to inquire into individual cases? What
time are those cases going to take. and how
long will it be before vou can get an appeal
before the conrt? T have at present in my
office a number of appeals which I cannot
get determined by the Government—anpeals
under the Land Act, appeals under the In-
come Tax Act. You cannot get anv satis-
faction. You give notice of objection and
ask them to consider that as an apneal, or
you starf at the beginning and

{10 p.m.] appeal, and say vou do not

" want to put in an objection, but

vou want the appeal right away. In one
case I know the Commissioner has arbitrarily
called upon a man to pay £160 in income
tax. a man who never paid more than £20
in his life. That man had to pay that £160,
and then he H&s to fight to see whether he
is only liable to pay £20. e cannot get
his money back, in order to enable him to
fight it, and he cannot get his appeal
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determined. That is the spirit of the
department—once they get hold of your money
you cannot get it out.

When the appeal is determined, and the
value is arrived at, you get a certificate,
which will hold good for all transactions with
Government departments, except when you
want to borrow money. So long as you are
doing the paying your valuations are high,
and they will accept vour taxation readily—
the Stamp Office, the Succession Duties Office,
the Real Property Office, =0 far as their
assurance fund is concerred—but if vou want
to go along to their financial institutions—
the Government Savings Bank or the Public
Curator—the officers commanding those depart-
ments have the right to say they will not
accept that value, and they can have a
revaluation made, And the remarkable thing
abeut it is that, notwithstanding that you
hold the certificate of their skilled valuer,
if they ask for a revaluation you have to
pay for i, whether the value is increased or
decreased. That appears to me to be unjust,
because 2 man who holds that certificate has
already paid for it, becnuve his taxes pay
pertion of the salary of the valuer who
arrived at the valuation. Here is another
point. If you get a transfer you pay ad
valorem duty. If the amount realised for
the land is over the value of the certificate
vou pay ad valorem duty on the excess; but
if the amount happens to be less vou have
got to pay on the value on the certificate.
If that is not absurd and lopsided, I cannot
imagine anything which is.

The Minister. in dealing with the Bill,
spoke about appeals to the Dstrict Court.

* He said that, in his opinion, it was undesir-

able that the system of appeals to police
magistrates should be centirued.  Now,

ask you: What general knowledge would a
judge have of the various localities? You
just put a District Court judge, or any other
man of the same capacity, in any country
digtrict and ask him to value the Iland.
Take, for instance: Ask him to value the
Jimbour lands according to the evidence
placed before him. What will you have?
You will have what I have brought down
to this House or to the Government on many
occasions. You will have the practical side
of the question—the settler will say what he
paid, what he spent on it in seven years in
labour. improvements, ploughing, and seed-
ing, and in the purchase of stock. He will tell
you how much mdney he has taken out of if,
and how much it took to keep his family,
and how much in every instance he is behind.
On the other hand, you will have the Crown
bringing up experts from Brisbane, and tell-
ing you what the possibilities of the land
are, what it ought to produce, and what
the corresponding value ought to be. You
cannot get evidence of sales—it is a movel
tenure. perpetual lease—and under those
circumstances I ask how anybody is going
to determine what the value of that land is,
unless you are going to crcate under the Bill
a new basis for valuing all these classes of
land other than frechold. Has there been
a sale of Jimbour land? If there has, it
has been at tremendous loss. When the
Government considered the value of those
lands quite recently they decided that, as a
perpetual lease, they would alter it under
the Closer Settlement Act to what it is under
ordinary conditions. I think that for the
suburban lands the basis is 3 per cent., and
for the town lands 5 per cent. What did

Mr. Vowles.]
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they do in this case, the case of land
which they knew was overvalued. Instead af
sticking to & per cent., as it should be for
suburban lands, they added another 10 per
cent. on the capital, and then asked the
selector to pay by way of rent an amount
equal to the interest on the money borrowed
for the purpose of buying that property.
That is the basis which I can imagine has
been suggested by some person who would be
selected to fill the position of valuer-general.
That would be his idea of a reasonable value
of that land. HHow does it work out in
practice? Many of the holdings are being
surrendered. The men cannot pay the rent.
The men are paying up to 7s. an acre for
pastoral land, the price that would be paid
for the highest class of agricultural lands in
an area where the rainfall was good.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Nobody is paying Ts. to the Crown.

Mr. VOWLES: They are asked to pay it.
I think that the hon. member, as aiMainister,
ought to know and appreciate what happens
under the scheme that was passed last session.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCIION :
Do you mean under the perpetual lease
system ?

Mr. VOWLES: Yes. That land has never
preduced anything more than a shilling an
acre, and I ask you how any person who has
no knowledge of local conditions is going to
make a valuation of such land unless he
takes into consideration local knowledge as
well as the evidence placed before him. I
think that this Bill, if brought into opera-
tion, will simply be the means of creating
billets.
to value even portion of the freehold land
in the State with a limited staff.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic INSTRUCTION :
A great deal of them are done already.

Mr. VOWLES: By whom?

The SECRETARY FOR PubLic INSTRUCTION :
By the Federal or the State department.

Mr. VOWLES: Are you going to accepb
their valuations?

Mr. MuoLLan: Yes.
Mr. VOWLES: The State is loafing on

them now, so far as some of their valua-
tions are concerned. Under the State Land
Tax Act how many valuers have been ap-
pointed, and how many properties have been
valued during the year and a-half that they
have been at work? You hear constant
complaints from a.l directions. People are
waiting for valuations to be made. Their
valuations disagree with the valuations of
the department, and they have to wait for
these valuers to come along, with the result
that they are in a nosition of insecurity
because they do not know what amount of
tax they will eventually have to pay. In
some cases there are a few years of these
payments in arrear. They have paid the
first one under protest, and they have refused
to pay any more until such time as the
matter is determined. The Crown is stand-
ing out of its money and the taxpayer will
eventually have to pay 10 per cent. on the
tax when the amount is determined. The
whole trouble is that they are hanging back
waiting ‘or that depariment to be sufficiently
manned with a swtable staff so that these
eases can be brought to a conclusion. In-
stead of bringing about uniformity, it strikes

[ r. Vowles.
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me we are going to bring about chaos. We
have heard cases quoted, and the funny
thing about it, it seems to me, is that the
exception iz always taken hold of by the
department to prove the rule. The Treasurer
tells us of a case where there is a uniform
value of £6 an acre throughout one shire. If
some of the land is worth less than £6 an
acre and some of it is worth up ta £60 an
acre, then they must be a peculiar lot of
ratepayers if they stand back and allow that
condition of affairs. They surely must know
that they have the right of appeal. If that
exists in one shire it certainly does not exist
in any town or chire I have a knowledge of.

The TREASURER: Most shire council values
are too low.

Mr. VOWLES: It is a very hard thing
to-day to know what is the value of land,
particularly land in the country. In country
towns and in good country districts there
has been an undoubted depreciation of any-
thing from 33 per cent. to 50 per ceni. in
land values during the last four years. I
admit the war has got something to do with
it, but one of the causes is that there has
been such an increase in taxation. You have
only to reason as the hon. member for Dray-
ton reasons—that you must capitalise the tax.
You must take the value for sale yourself.
and if a man has to pay £100 in taxes that
represents £2,000 at 5 per cent, and if
£100 more has to be taken out of the land
than three years ago the purchaser takes that
into consideration and knocks off £2,000.
Our friend: say the land is not less produc-
tive, but the fact remains that the selling
value has decreased and will be decreased,
and I have that on the authority of no less
a person than the ex-Minister for Lands, Mr
Hunter, who stated in my district that the
object of their legislation was to kill the
value of freehold land  If the values of land
are decrcasing at this rate, what is the good
of saying lands are under-valued? The hon.
member for Toowcomba must know that in
his district there has been a very big falling-
off in values. I know in valuations that
have been placed before Government depart-
ments by me during the last couple of years
it has heen admitted as a fact, by the Succes-
sion Department particularly, that there has
been a 256 per cent. to 33 per cent. decrease
in values during the last couple of years and
they have accepted those values.

Mr. DBrenvan: What has brought that
about? The drought.

Myr. VOWLES: Has there been a drought
during the last two years?

Mr. BrENNaN: What about Jimbour?

Mr. VOWILES: We have already done
with Jimbour, and Jimbour contains no free-
hold land. That is one of the problems that
the unfortunate valuer will have to face.
As it is getting late, I will stop, as I will
probably have an opportunity of dealing
with many matters I am rcferring to now
when the Committee stage 1s reached.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I beg to move the
adjournment of the debate.
Question put and passed.

The resumption of the debate was made an
Order of the Day for Tuesday hext.

The House adjourned at fifteen minutes
past 10 o’clock p.m.





