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Adjournment.

[ASSEMBLY.] Questions.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

‘WEDNESDAY, 2 OCTOBER, 1818.

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

AUDITOR-GENERAL’S REPORT.

The SPEAKER announced that he had
received the Auditor-General’s report on the
public accounts for the year 1917-18.

Ordered to be printed.

QUESTIONS.
CorPER FOR MUNITIONS.

Mr. SIZER (Nundah), for Mr. Corser,
asked the Chief Secretary—

“ How many tons of copper have the
Government procured for the British
Committee of Munitions in terms of the
letter which he obtained from the com-
mittee during his last visit to England
in 1916, under which the committee
undertook to purchase up to 45,000 tons
of copper in a period ending with Sep-
tember of the present year?”

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

“The hon. member must surely be
aware that his friends in the Legislative
Council, by their refusal on {wo occa--
sions to pass the Chillagoe and Etheridge
Railways Bill, seriously hampered the
production of copper in this State in-
tended for the use of Great Britain and
her allies, This Bill is again under
consideration of the Legislative Council,
and it is hoped that the good sense of
that Chamber will permit of the Bill
passing during this session.”

STRIKE BALLOTS.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani) asked the Secre-
tary for Public Works—

“1. In connection with what strikes
were the results of ballots thereon com-
municated to the Industrial Registrar?

“ 2, On what dates in each case did the
Registrar receive these communications
regarding strike ballots?”

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. E. G. Theodore, Chillagoe) replied—
“1. The Registrar was notified of a
ballot having been taken by the coal-
miners at Redbank on 27th March, 1918,
the strike taking place on the same date.
2, The Registrar was notified of the
results of ballots taken in the following

callings :—

22nd April, 1918—Retail butbchers,
Brisbane.

3rd May, 1918—TEngineers, Bunda-
berg. :

17th May, 1918—8tovemoulders,
Maryborough.

10th June, 1918—Fellmongers, Bris-
bane.

2nd  August, 1918—Engine-drivers,
Metropolitan Water and Sewerage.
“ No strikes followed in these cases.””



Questions.

REPORT OF AGENT-GENERAL FOR 1917-18.

Mr. SIZER asked the Chief Secretary—
“ Upon what date was the report of
the Agent-General for the year 1917-18
received by the Chief Secretary’s De-
ment ?”’

The PREMIER replied—
‘“Report for 1817 received on 9th
August, after which sent to Government
Printer.”

Hown. J. M. HuxTer'S NORPHERX ToOUR.

Mr. SWAYNE asked the Premier—

“1. Has his attention been called to
the following paragraph which appeared
in the September number of the ‘ Aus-
tralian Journalist, the official organ of
the Australian Journalists’  Associa-
tion : —

Mr. H. T. Beasley, gencral secretary
of the Queensland branch of the Aus-
tralian Journalists’ Association, has
been accompanying Mr. Hunter, Hono-
rary Minister, on a tour of Northern
Queensland. Mr. Hunter is expected
shortly to proceed to England to take
up the position of Agent-General for
Quecnsland, and is seizing the oppor-
tunity of acquiring knowledge of the
State at first hand. It is quite on the
cards that Mr. Beasley will accompany
him as his private sccretary?

‘2. Is there any truth in all or any
of the statements contained in the para-
graph, and, if so, to what extent are
they true?”

The PREMIER replied—
“1. No.
“2. See answer to No, 1.

ToowooMBs HOSPITAL.

Mr, ROBERTS (Fast Toowoomha) asked
the Chief Secretary—

‘“Has a decision yet been arrived at
to my question of Thursday, 13th June—
viz., ‘In view of the published state-
ment that owing to the financial strain
the Toowoomba Hospital Committee will
be compelled to refuse admission to
patients outside the collecting area. will
he place before Cabinet the need for
a grant of at least £1,000 per annum,
as previously urged by deputation to
the Premier in 1917 and to which he
replied—* The matter - will be con-
sidered ?” 7’

The PREMIER replied—
““If the hon. member has anv further

representations to make, I shall give
them consideration.”

WESTERN MAIL 'TRAIN.
Mr. ROBERTS asked the Secretary for
Railways—
“1. Is he aware Western mail arrived

Brisbane vesterday morning one hour
late?

¢“2. Will he ascertain cause of its delay
at Grantham thirty-one minutes?”

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. A. Fihelly, Paddington) replied—
“1. Yes.
“2. Yes.”
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HARBOURS BILL.
INITIATION,

The TREASURER, 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 consoli-
date and amend the laws relating to the
regulation, management, and improve-
ment of harbours, and for other conse-
quential purposes,””

said : The motion itself is fairly explanatory.
It relates to the consolidation of the great
many Acts which are on the statute-book
regulating and controlling the harbours in
Queensland. This Bill lays down a new
policy with regard to the control of harbours,
and it will have the effect of abolishing
harbour hoards and placing the control of
the harbours under a commission. I think
it will find acceptance, when it is discussed,
with the other side of the House.

Mr. MACARTNEY : A commission appointed
by the Government?

The TREASURER : Yes.
Question put and passed.

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY AND

SEWERAGE ACTS AMENDMENT-
BILL.
COMMITTEE.

(Mr. Bertram, Maree, in the chair.)

On clause 1—¢ Short title and construction
of Aet”—

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

Hon. members would notice that he had
circulated a number of amendments in con-
nection with the Bill. He wished to indicate
to hon. members who were interested in this
Bill that these amendments were the result
of a conference which took place between
himself and the members of the Ipswich
Local Authority, who were necessarily keenly
interested in the fate of the Bill, and the
principles which it contained. They made
quite a number of suggestions, some of them,
he was sorry to say, quite impracticable,
but some that were not only practicable
but, no doubt, beneficial to the Bill, and
those amendments he had got in the list
which had been circulated. One related to
the title of the Bill. ‘

Hon. W. H. Barnes: You might tell us
what you left out.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC \VORKS :
That, he thought, would unduly and unwisely
delay the proceedings before the Committee.
He moved the omission of the clause, and
the insertion in lieu thereof of the following
amendment : —

“ In the title of the Mctropolitan Water
Supply and Sewerage Act of 1809 the
words~ ‘and its suburbs’ are repealed
and the words ‘and of the ocity of
Ipswich and their environs’ are inserted
in lieu thereof.

“ Tn the short title of the last-mentioned
Act and in the short title of the Metro-
politan Water Supply and Sewerage Act
Amendment Act of 1915 and in the col-
lective short title of the said last-men-
tioned Acts, after the word ¢ Metropoli-
tan’ the words ¢ and Ipswich’ are inserted.

Hon. E. Q. Theodore.]
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< This Act may be cited as the Metro-
politan and Ipswich Water Supply and
Sewerage Acts Amendment Act of 101§,
and shall be read as one with the Metro-
politan and Ipswich Water Supply and
Sewerage Acts, 1909 to 1915 (herein col-
lectively referred to as the principal
Act).”

The object was to bring in a reference to
Ipswich, because, after all, they must admit
that the metropolitan area could not be con-
sidered a fair description of an area which
included Ipswich as well as Brisbane, and
to that extent he was conceding the point
raised by the Ipswich water authority—that
their city should be mentioned in the title.

Mr. MACARTNEY (Zoowong): The
amendment of the clause seemed to raise the
question of the position of Ipswich, and it
would he particularly interesting to know
as to how far the objections made by the
Ipswich Municipality or the Ipswich Water
Boari weve sustained by a very large number
of residents and business people, and how
far the same had been accepted or refused.
1f they referred to the lengthy petition pre-
sented tc the House, the Ipswich people
appeared to be very serious about the matter
and still had objeetions to if. ¥Fron what
the bon, gentleman said one would gather
that 211 the recommendations of Ipswich had
been vers largely acted upon, but he still
had reason to believe that Ipswich was not
satisfied. Ile took it that that was so.
Amongst other things it appeared that the
liability of the Metropolitan Water Supply
and Sewerage Board was so murh greater
than the lability of the Ipswich authority,
per capits. -

. The Smcrerary roR PuBLic Works: That
is based on a fallacious argument on the
part of the Ipswich water authority.

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. member
might show how that was so, and he there-
fore suggested fthat he should give the
Committee an explanation.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The hon. member had touched upon the
chief point of objection raised by the majority
of the members of the Ipswich water
authority. Their chief objection—leaving out
altogether their objection to the proposed
franchise—was based upon a belief that the
adoption of the scheme would somehow or
other thrust upon the water consumers of
Ipswich a proportion of the burden which at
present fell upon the people of Brisbane,
ircurrad by the establishment of waterworks.
That was a fallacy. They had worked out
some kind of a comparison under which they
said that the loan indebtedness under the
Ipswick scheme represented sbout £3 per
head. The same calculation in connection
with Brisbane. they said, worked out at a
liability of about £8 per head. But the
figures were arrived at under a misapprehen-
sion. For one thing, the Ipswich pumping
pilant and reticulation plant was old and
out of date, and they had already got ap-
proval of the expenditure of a very large
sum of money for the purpose of establish-
ing a more up-to-date plant. When that was
“pne it would practically double the per
capita liability-——and that was an immedi-
ate obligation for Ipswich. Then, in calcu-
lating the indebtedness in regard to Bris-
bane, they had taken into account not only
the large expenditure incurred recently at
Cabbage-tree Creek dam, Holt’s Hill, and

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.
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Mount  Crosby, but also, apparently, the
expenditure on the sewerage scheme. It
stood to reason that any comparison of that
kind must result in an erromecus conclu-
sion, and he helieved that an exact com-
parison, not only of the work actually done,
but expenditure to which they were com-
mitted, worked out at twelve to eight in
favour of the metropolitan loan indebted-
ness at the present time.

But they need not take that into account.
Whatever the relative indebtedness at the
present time, it was hoped that the water
supply in both cities would be so developed
as to give the best supplies to the people
in both cities, and the obligation would be
so «distributed that they would pay a fair
thing for it. The Ipswich people need have
no fear that they would pay any more for
water than in the past. It was likely tha®
they would pay considerably less, and in
addition they would get a much better
supply of water, and certainly a supply of
purer water, because it would be direct
from the filtration works at Mount Crosby.
That would be an immense advantage to
the Ipswich people, and was not a matter
which should be calculated in mere pounds,
shillings, and pence. But he was_quite
convinced in any case that they would get
their water more cheaply than at present.

Another objection which he had considered
was that under the present relative systems
of rating in Brisbane, the Brisbane scheme
would operate harshly in respect of unoccu-
pied lands. That was so, and it would be
necessary, in his opinion, so soon as the
board was constituted and set about

new )
drawing up their by-laws, to take into
acccunt that there were large areas of

unoccupied town lands in Ipswich that were
vnimproved, and it would serve no good
purpose to unduly tax them through a water
rate. It was a futile method of trying to
foroe land into occupation by taxing 1if
£1 per year for water rates more than it
should otherwise pay. Consequently, the
new board would have to take thab into
account, and whatever rate was_fixed would
have to be fixed so as not to throw on the
unoccupied land too heavy a burden. There
could be no injustice to Ipswich in that re-
spect. Ipswich would be represented by two
representatives on the board, and the outside
metropolitan districts would .be represented
separately, and their interests would be iden-
tical with those of Ipswich. Iurther than
that, the by-laws had to_be approved by the
Governor in Couneil, so that if there were any
attempt to impose a harsh by-law the Govern-
ment would have to keep an eye on it, and
sce that no injustice was done.

Those were the two principal points of
objection. They had also an argament that
under the scheme the actual cost of con-
necting Mount Crosby and Ipswich }Vopld
be just as great as the cost of establishing
a separate pumping plant on the Brisbane
River. He did not think there was much in
the argument. The cost of connecting Mount
Crosby and Ipswich was £60,000 for a pipe
line alone, but the president of the board in
Brisbane informed him that it would cost
well over that for Ipswich to establish a
pumping plant to give the same sqpply.of
water as could be given by a pipe line
costing that £60,000, and at the same time lay
down a purification scheme. It would cost 2
very large sum of momney, and they would
not get a botter service. In addition to that,
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the separate Ipswich scheme would cost more
to maintain. From every point from which
they looked at it, the present scheme held
out great advantages for Ipswich, and also
for Brisbane. There was no reason why the
whole of the area proposed to be compre-
hended should not be included, and the board
constituted as they proposed to constitute it.

Mr. MACARTNEY: He was obliged to
the Minister for the explanation he had
given. It had simplified matters very much.
The petition presented by the Ipswich Coun-
-cil had been read, and members were familiar
with it, and would probably bhe able to
form an opinion as to whether the hon.
member had given a complete answer to the
material points raised. But he had received
a copy of a ratepayers’ circular, which he
presumed was sent to other hon. members,
setting out probably in shorter terms the
objections which the business people had,
-and he thought it would be well to call the
attention of the Committee to some of it.
They thoroughly endorsed the action which
the Ipswich water authority had taken, and
they did that, no doubt, because the petition
which had been lodged contained only one
signature—that of the corporation-—and they
feared it might be thought that it did not
represent the views of the ratepayers. In
their civcular they opposed the amalgamation
being forced on the ratepayers in these
words—

““We are opposed to an amalgamation
being forced upon the ratepayers which,
if accomplished, would, we feel certain,
increase the water rates, and would
empower the metropolitan board in
February next to take over, without any
compensation, the existing plant of the
council, and continue to use it to supply
the city with water, so that the sug-
gested improvement of receiving filtered
water does not seem' to have any likeli-
hood of early fruition.

“In our opinion, the business aspect
of the proposal lies in the statement that
the loan indebtednes of the council and
the metropolitan board is at the rate of
£8 per capita for the board, and only
£3 for the council.

“If the result of the amalgamation
was to lower our water rates, then con-
sideration might be given to the pro-
posal, but there appears to be no hope
of this, and we cannot conceive of a
partnership being offered or accepted
under such conditions without some ade-
quate compensation being made, or
equitable terms provided for.

. “This in itself, we think, is sufficient
justification for the attitude the council
has adopted in regard to the proposal.

“We are in entire accord with the
council’s statement that the citizens of
Ipswich strongly approve of the Mount
Edwards scheme for supplying water for
irrigation purposes; for the wants of
Ipswich and Brisbane, and also for the
intervening districts between those cities.
But we do mnot think, on that account,
that this is the time for the amalgamation
to take place, and the city council’s
waterworks taken over by the board,
seeing that the Treasurer stated when
introducing the Bill— There was no
desire or intention to enter immediately
upon some expensive undertaking of
that kind.

[2 OcTOBER.]
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“We entirely approve of the attitude
the council has taken up in regard to
the franchise, believing strongly in the
principle that only those who pay the
rates should have the right to say how
they shall be spent.

“ We therefore trust the council will
continue to oppose the Bill, and do its
utmost to conserve the interests of the
ratepayers in the direction indicated.”

That was signed by a very large number of
the business people of Ipswich and rate-
payers, and it seemed to him that unless
there were some very strong reasons which
could be urged by the Treasurer, there
might be some reason for dclaying the
passage of the Bill and endeavouring to
bring the parties intimately concerned to an
agrecment in the interval between the present
segeion and next session. That suggestion
was prompted by the statement of the Minis-
ter that the works would not be immediately
entered upon.

The SECRETARY FOR PrsLic WoRKS : Not the
Ipswich works, but the connection between
Mount Crosby and Ipswich will have to be
immediately undertaken.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Apparently it was
thought by the Ipswich authority that a
month or two did not make any difference,
and it might be possible to bring the two
parties to an agreement in the meantime.
It was hardly a fair thing to expect a
Chwmber like that to adjust differences
between the metropolitan board and the
Ipswich board.

The SecrETARY FOrR DPusrLic Works: It
seems that Parliament often has to settle
these matters.

Mr. MACARTNEY: Ves, but it should
cnly be done in the last resort, when it had
been shown that they had been unable to
come to an agreement. It seemed not an
unreasonable suggestion to make, but he
was prepared to leave the matter at that.

Mr. GLEDSON (Ipswich): He wished to
clear the air, so far as the objection from
Ipswich was concerned. He would like the
leader of the Opposition to realise that the
opposition did not come from the people of
Ipswich, or any considerable portion of the
people at all.  If the hon. member would
count the names to the circular which he
har received, and which other members had
received, he would see that there were eighty-
six. There were concerned in the water
supply of the district something like 22,000
people, and they had got eighty-six_to sign
the petition out of 22,000! He would like to
tell the leader of the Opposition also that
the objection was really the objection of the
city council, and he was going to show that
by a newspaper report of a meeting of the
city council, where the following occurred :—

¢ Alderman Hefferan: Is it a fact
that the city inspector has been taking a
petition round getting signatures against
the proposed new Metropolitan Water
and Sewerage Board?

“The Magor: Yes.

¢ Alderman Hefferan: Is he paid for
it? Has he not sufficient work without
doing that?

“The Mavor: He is taking it round
in conjunction with his other occupa-
tions.

“ Alderman Hefferan: It seems to me
that he has not got too much work when

Mr. @Qledson.]
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he can take it round in the course of
his official duties. I trust the matter
will be looked into.”

He wanted also to read from the ¢ Queens-

land Times’ of the next day.

[4 pm.] He did not think that hon.

members would say that the

“ Queensland Times” was by any means a

Labour paper. He thought it was one of

the strongest anti-Labour papers that they
had in Queensland. It said—

“Regarding our civic affairs, the
greatest step now being taken, or about
$0 be taken, is in respect to the water
supply. The scheme for the amalgama-
tion of the Ipswich area with the metro-
politan area has met with some opposi-
tion, but that, perhaps, is due more to
distrust of the party which is attempt-
ing to make the change than to disbe-
lief in the broad principle of the scheme.
Whatever comes out of the proposal,
Ipswich must get a better and greater
supply than it has now, and our mem-
bers in Parliament should not tolerate
any suggestion of further temporising.
Ipswich must certainly be included 1n
the Mount Fdwards scheme when it is
established; but the present need for in-
creasing the supply of water is-urgent,
and for that reason no time should be
lost in getting the city connected with
a greater source of supply, pending the
carrying into effect of the Mount Edwards
scheme. If this is not done without
delay under the proposed amalgamation,,
then the opponents of the scheme are
certainly justified in the action they have
taken to defeat it. Whatever is done,
every precaution should be taken to see
that the best interests of the ratepayers
of the city are safeguarded.”

)

If the leader of the Opposition would con-
sult any of the principal business people in
Ipswich, he would find they were in favour
of this scheme, and would say they must
have a supply. Taking the report of the
Ipswich Chamber of Commerce, they found
that they had a say in the matter. In this
report of the Ipswich Chamber of Commerce,
Mr. Dangerfield, one of the vice-presidents,
stated—

“ During the absence of the president,
he had been asked by the mayor if he
would consent to take round a petition
for signature dealing with the action of
the councit in regard to the proposed
amalgamation of the Brisbane and Ips-
wich water authorities. After consulting”
with the secretary and other members of
the chamber, he had informed ‘the mayor
that he could not do as desired.

““ The president expressed the view that
Mr. Dangerficld had done the correct
thing. The chamber, he thought, should
not have been asked to take a petition
round at all.”

He thought that would show the leader of
the Opposition that the amalgamation of these
two authorities, which was proposed under
that clause of the Bill, was the desire of the
people of Ipswich in order to obtain a better
water supply. They had a plant there which
was not able to supply their present con-
sumers. They could not get the pressure.
In fact, one gentleman coming down in the
train that morning—a member of the Cham-
ber of Commerce—said that while he was
drawing some water to have a bath the girl

[Mr. Gledson.
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could not get water to put in the kettle te
make his breakfast. That was the position
there. To do anything at all meant install-
ing a complete new plant at the Ipswick
works in order to supply that district with
water. It would be wise if the members of
that House and the other House were to visit
the Mount Crosby works and see what they
had there, and then visit Ipswich. They
would see that there was a complete pump-
ing plant at Mount Crosby which, without
any additional machinery, was capable of
supplying the whole of Ipswich and Brisbane
with water. There was no sense in any water
authority putting down a new pumping plant
which would be obsolete agam within one
or two years if they were prepared to go
into that amalgamation under the Mount
Edwards scheme. There was a certain num-
ber of aldermen constituting the water
authority now who were raising opposition,
and they were doing that for certain reasons.
Half the upkeep of the office now was being
paid out of water rates. If the water board
carried on the work, those rates would not
go into the council.  The Opposition would
do well to assist the Government in that
matter in the interest of the whole of the
people, instead of attempting to block it in
any way. If ther did not, the people of
Ipswich would be in a Lad way in the course
of a month.

Mr. MACARTNEY : The Committee was
indebted to the hon. gentleman for the infor-
mation he had given. As far as that side
of the House was concerned, there was no
particular desire to oppose anything upon
which the parties concerned were agreed.
There might be matters of principle later om
in the Bill, upon which they might have
something to say. It appeared that a large
section of the Ipswich people was in favour
of the scheme, although he took it that the
endorsement did not go to the whole of ‘the
details of the Bill

Mr. GreDsoN: It may not.

Mr. MACARTNEY: They wanted light
on the matter. In the case of two bodies
like that, they might be informed of the
extent to which they had agreed and the
points upon which they had failed to come
to an agreement. They then would have an
opportunity of approaching the Bill in a
reasonable way. The information which the
hon. gentleman had given was of assistance
in that particular direction. He, of course,
recognised that if the position was such that
the alterations must be made at once and
the expenditure must be incurred at once,
that altered the position and did away with
the ground which one could. urge for the
purpose of delay.

The SEcrRETARY FOr PUBLIc Works: There
is no doubt that the improvement of the
Ipswich water supply is an urgent matter.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Was the hon. gentle-
man able to tell them whether, up to any
particular point, the Ipswich water autho-
rity and the Metropolitan Water Supply and
Sewerage Board had been able to come to
an agreement?

The SecreTARY FOR PUusLic WORKS: Not se
far as any joint control of this kind is con-
cerned.

Mr. MACARTNEY : It was on that aspect
of the thing he thought it was a pity the
House had not got information. He was pre-
pared to leave 1t go at that.
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Hon. W. H. BARNES: He would like to
ask the Minister whether there was any
linking up of this in any direction with
lighting, as far as the Ipswich people were
goncerned? Were they taking exception to
any innovation as the result of that Bill in
connection with any arrangements they
themselves had made?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
No, he did not think so. When somne state-
ments were made at the deputation, thece
was some misunderstanding with regard to
clause 16, wherein they conferred upon the
new authority the power to establish a hydro-
electric scheme for the purpose of generating
electricity. 'They wondered whether power
was_being given to go ahead and establish
in Ipswich or somewhere else in the area
clectrical schemes not connected with water
supply, and compete with established com-
panies or other concerns. There was no in-
tention of that. This was to give the new
authority powsr to utilise the hydraulic
power which might be conserved at Mount
Edwards, for the purpose of generating
electricity and supplying it to users any-
where in their area. Of course, clause 16
was subject to the existing Act controlling
the manufacture or supply of electricity. The
board would have to get an Order in Coun-
cil and comply with all the conditions laid
down in the Act. He could relieve the hon.
gentleman’s mind on the point that there
was no intention of giving them power to
compete with private companies or anyone
else in Ipswich or elsewhere.

Amendment agreed to.

On clause 2—*° Electoral franchise” —

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
He had an amendment in clause 2 which
affected the division of the area into dis-
tricts. He had better explain that the
scheme of the Bill, as originally framed, was
to give proportional representation in the
metropolitan area and to Ipswich, and it
worked out in the proportion of six to two.
The Ipswich water authority raised the ob-
jection that although they got what might
be considered fair proportional representa-
tion, nevertheless their representatives would
always be outvoted by the six representatives
of Brisbane. They suggested that the area
should be further divided, in order that if
there 'were any clash of interests between the
city of Brisbane and Ipswich, they might
be able to rely upon the support of the repre-
sentatives of outside districts. This was to
meet that. It seemed to be a fair and work-
able scheme. He was sorry to say he now
noticed he had been going a little ahead and
getting on to the wrong amendment. He
hoped the Committee would take this ex-
planation as the explanation on the amend-
ment when it came along. He moved that,
in the definition of ‘board,”” after the word
“metropelitan’ the words “‘and Ipswich”
be inserted. It was a consequential amend-
ment.

Amendment agreed to.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
moved that, in the definition of ¢ district,”
after the word ‘ metropolitan,” the words
“and Ipswich” be inserted.

Amendment agreed to.

Mr. MACARTNEY: Clause 2 was the
first clause of the Bill which, he took it,
dealt with the item of the franchise. It
proposed to substitute the electoral franchise

[2 OcToBER.]
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for that at present in use by the Metro-
politan Water Supply and Sewerage Board,
which was based on something in the nature
of occupation. That was a matber that
could not altogether be agreed to. It was
a franchise which was unsuitable to the
undertaking, it was unsuitable to the in-
terests that were involved, and it was one
which should not be pressed by the Govern-
ment, realising the advantages of the present
franchise. ‘'There might be certain minor
grounds of objection to it, but apart from:
that tho franchise was a reasonable one—
very much more reasonable than that con-
templated in the present measure.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic WORKs: It is
very costly to compile.

Mr. MACARTNEY: He did not think
that was sufficient excuse. They were being
asked to go too far in extending the fran-
chise in connection with what, after ell, was
purely a-local government matber to the
same extent as the perliamentary franchise.
If they agreed to that they might as well
agree straight away that the parliamentary
franchise should be applied to local govern-
ment. 'That would be a misfortune and &
mistake. He, for one, was not prepared to
lend assent to the proposal.

The SEcRETARY FOR PuBLIC WoRKS: Do you
agree that the present franchise of the Water
and Sewerage Board should be extended to
ordinary local government?

Mr. MACARTNEY: He did not say so.
The argument was there, certainly, but he
was not prepared to assent to the statement
that it was a reasonable franchise for local
government. He could not for the life of
him see what right a person had to vote in
local government matters or on, a matter of
that sort who had no local interest or no
local knowledge.

The SECRETARY FOR PyusLic WORKS: He
would be a consumer of water, would not he?

Mr. MACARTNEY: He might be one
who drank water; he might be one who did
not believe in 6 o’clock closing. Neverthe-
less, unless he had some knowledge of the
areas involved in those elections, unless he
had some knowledge of the position and cir-
cumstances, and unless he had some responsi-
bility, he could not see what claim he had
to a vote in the matter.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic WoRKs: He is
a resident.

Mr. MACARTNEY: That was the only
qualification that he had got.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic WORES: He has
a sufficient qualification to vote for mem-
bers of this House.

Mr. MACARTNEY: The water board
did not touch on the general polities of the
country and on the general ccnditions under
which pecple lived, but were limited tor
raising money in the area for the purnose of
providing conveniences within the area. _He
thought that before a person should be given
a vote he should be a responsible person
residing in the area, or a ratepayer. The
hon. gentleman said it would cost more if
the parliamentary roll were not adonted. If
might be a little more expenswe,_although
he did not know that it would be if it were
properly organised and managed. He did
not think the parliamentary franchise should
be used for the purpose of extending to
persons a voice in matters that they were
not interested in at all. They were interested
in the consumption of water, and perhsps

Mr. Macartney.]
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it might be said that they were intercsted
to that extent. The residents of the district
and the ratepayers were just as interested
as these persons were, and as they had to
pay the price it could be safely left in their
hands, so that the others who were not rate-
payers would not be deprived of any material
voice in the matter at all. He trusted that
the Minister would be satisfied to let the
franchise stand.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
pointed out that it would be a saving to use
the ordinary. electoral rolls for the purpose
of electing members to the board. The rolls
had to be compiled for ordinary electoral
purposes, and copies of these Ttolls could
be obtained at any time from the elcctoral
registrar for the districts delineated in the
schedule. The only extra expense would be
the printing of the extra names to go on
the rolls just before an election. The rolls
had to be set up by the Government Printer
from time to time for the Rlectoral Depart-
ment, and hon. members could see the saving
it would be to have those rolls ready for any
elections in connection with the board. At
the present time the compiling of the rolls
for the Metropolitan Water Board cost
£3,000 for every election, which took place
every two years. It would presumably cost
£5,000 when the Ipswich district was in-
cluded, if they adopted the same franchise.
If the parliamentary rolls were accepted, then
that amount of money would be saved.
There was nothing wrong in allowing the
adult franchise in connection with the election
to the board, because everyone was directly
interested in the supply of pure water in
the area comprised in the Bill.

Hon. W. H. Barxes: It does something
more than that.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
It might take in a few others, such as the
settlers on the outskirts of the district,
who might not come within the influence
of the reticulation scheme, but, generally
speaking, all the persons who had a vote
were directly interested in the water supply
of the area in which they lived. It was
true that the disability, if it could be
called a disability, existed where people only
lived temporarily in a district, but that
applied to the parliamentary franchise as
well e thought that the ordinary elec-
toral roll should be used for constituting the
water beard, seeing that the same people
were entrusted with votes for the State Par-
liament and also for the National Puarlia-
ment. They were directly interested in the
control of the water supply schemes within
their district, and to that oxtent thev were
entitled to have a vote. It would have the
effect of purifying the rolls, Notwithstand-
ing the good intentions of the Government
of the day which in 1910 laid down the prin-
ciples that now prevailed in regard to the
constitution of the present Metropoiitan
‘Water Supply Board. the scheme was not
a wise one, as experience had shown that
it led to the evil of plural voting, or rather
the evil of duplicate enrolment, in regard
to the holders of certain pieces of land. At
the present time a great number of persons
were enrolled on the water board rolls for
-one piece of land, and that was a departure
from a well-recognised democratic principle.
A householder should be given a vote, and
no more than one vote, but at the present
time it was possible for a person to have as
many as tweniy votes.

Yl r. Macartney.
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Hon. W. H. Barnes: That is not correct.
Mr. Sizer: You can easily alter it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
They could alter it in a manner that would
safeguard the =situation by adopting the
parliamentars electoral roll. They knew
persons living in England were on the pre-
sent roll for the Water and Sewerage Board.

Mr. Krrwan: Members of the British
peerage.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
No one could uphold a system that per-
mitted that sort of thing.

Mr., VowLes: Why should he not be on
the roll if he pays rates?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

Why should not the absentee taxpayer be
enrolled on the Queensland parliamentary
roll if he paid taxes? If the hon. gentleman
could answer that question he could answer
his own question. If they wanted demo-
cratic control of the authority that was
going to be responsible for the water supply
then they should adopt the parliamentary
franchise, It was not the desire of the Go-
vernment to give any particular party more
representation than another. Nothing was
further from their thoughts. Hon. mem-
bers opposite assumed that the Labour party
would win every seat if the parliamentary
franchise were adopted. That was a tribute
to the good sense of the residents in the
area.

At half-past 4 o’clock p.m.,

Mr. Forey took the chair as Temporary
Chairman.

Hox. W. H. BARNES (Bulimba): The
Minister stated that if the parliamentary
rolls were used for constituting the water
board they would cost less than the present
system. He did not know that they would.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic WORKs: Oh,
ves; they will cost very much less.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: He would be able
to show that was not the case. The rolls had
to be printed, and they knew the method that
had to be followed in the direction of purg-
ing the rolls for the different districts con-
cerned, such as adding the necessary names
of people who came to the district between
the interval of the last preparation of the
roll and the day of voting. The Minister
admitted that that would have to be done,
and that would cost a certain amount for
preparation. It would have to be done if
they wanted to make it an absolutely per-
fect roll. He admitted there was a good
deal of expense attached to the preparation
of rolls at present, but it had one meris,
and that was that it gave votes to those
entitled to them. The provision introduced
by the Minister was absolutely unfair, as it
would give votes to those not entitled to them.
It would give votes to people who really
had no righi to them from the standpoint
of residence.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Don't
they drink water?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: If they were good
pecple like the Minister they would drink
water. They knew that people would
get on the roll and leave the district, and
when an election came round they would
be whipped up for their votes when they had
no interest in the district at all. If he (Mr.
Barnes) were a candidate for the water
board election and he saw these names on
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the roll what was to prevent him from
whipping up the people to vote for him?
The proposal was to give votes to people
who were really not entitled to them. The
Minister said it was a democratic proposal,
but it was pothing of the kind. The Min-
ister asked why Tom Jones and John Brown
who were tenants in a district should not
be allowed to have a vote, seeing that they
paid the rates through their rent, but if
they were not residents in the district they
were not entitled to a vote. He believed
that there was a duplication of votes in the
way the Minister mentioned. The hon. mem-
ber for Fortitude Valley would be able
to tell them more particularly that the water
board were very careful not to allow any
individual to have his name down as a
voter for more than one particular piece
of land. In other words no one was entitled
to two votes in connection with an election
to the water board, so the Minister was
wrong in the statement he made that after-
noon about people having more than one
vote. The Minister said it was a demo-
cratic principle to allow all these people
to have votes, but it was not a fair thing
to place the control of the board in the
hands of any section of the community,
especially when they did not pay for the cost
of the works, and were not contributors in
that direction. It was a different thing
altogether voting for Parliament and voting
for the water board. The Parliament affected
the whole State, but the water board
merely affected the local area. The pro-
posal which the Minister made was an abso-
lutely unfair proposal. It was unjust, and
in some directions was going to defeat the
very object the Minister had in view.

Mr. MOORE (dubigny) protested against
any extension of the franchise in this Bill
or in any other local authority Bill. (Hear,
hear!) When the Minister talked about the
question of expense he was merely side-
tracking the subject. It was the policy of
the Government to introduce the franchise
proposed in the Bill, and it was the policy
of the Government as framed by an organ-
ised section of the people.

Mr. Kmrwax: The Farmers
Sydney frame their own policy.

Mr. MOORE: It was not a fair thing
that an organised section of the people should
frame the policy for the Government in
connection with local authority matters, and
when they did such a thing they were com-
mitting a flagrant injustice.

The SEcRETARY FOR PusLic LANDS:
about the Farmers’” Union?

Mr. MOORE : The Farmers” Union did not
commit a flagrant injustice to the community
like the Bill proposed to do. There were
men attending the Local Authorities’ Con-

ference of widely different politi-
[4.30 p.m.] cal opinions, yet, on this par-
. ticular question, they were almost
unanimous. Surely, representatives should
be elected in the public interests, and not in
a class interest, as was likely to be the case
if they adopted this wider franchise. It was
only right that the resolutions passed at that
conference should have some weight with the
Minister. He would like to quote from
“Mill” on “Representative Government.”’
On page 169, “ Mill” said—

“ Tt is also important that the Assembly
which votes the taxes, either general or
local, should be elected exclusively by
those who pay something towards the

Union in
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taxes imposed. Those who pay no taxes,
disposing by their votes of other people’s.
money, have every motive to be lavish
and Tmnone to economise, As far as
money matters are concerned, any power
of voting possessed by them is a violation
of the fundamental principle of free
government; a severance of the power of
control from the interest in its beneficial
exercise. It amounts to allowing them

_ to put their hands into other people’s
pockets for amy purpose which they
think fit to call a public one; which, in
some of the great towns in the United
States, is known to have produced a
scale of local taxation omerous beyond
example, and wholly borne by the
wealthier classes. That representation
should be coextensive with taxation, not
stopping short of it, but also mot going
beyond it, is in accordance with the
theory of British institutions.”

A little further on, in the same book, dealing
W'i‘tdh local government representation, he
said—

‘“ The proper constitution of local re-
presentative bodies does not present much
difficulty. 'The principles which apply to
it do not differ mn any respect from those
applicable to the national representa-
tion. The same obligation exists, as in
the case of the more important function,
for making the bodies elective; and the
same reasons operate as in that case,
but with still greater force for giving
them a widely democratic basis; the
danger being less, and the advantages, in
point of popular education and cultiva-
tion, in some respects even greater. As
the principal duty of the local bodies
consists of the imposition and expenditure
of local taxation, the electoral franchise
should vest in all who contribute to the
the local rates, to the exclusion of &if
who do not.”

He did not think anyonecould accuse
“ Mill”” of being a Tory. He laid down a
clear definition.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIc WORKS: You
would not accuse him of being a democrat
either. .

Mr. MOORE: He should think so. judging
from his writings. He thought “ Mill” had
laid down a fair and square proposition as
to the people who should pay the taxes.

The Secrerary FOrR Pusric Works: Do yow
know the year that was written in?

Mr. MOORE: It did not matter when 1t
was written, the conclusions he drew at_thas
time from what he saw going on worked out
to-day. He pointed out that the abolition
of piecework would come about under caucus.
Government, so that a man should not get
paid for what he did. That was the sort of
thing they saw going on. Under the Mar-
supial Bill the people who paid the rates
towards the destruction of marsupials were
the only people who were going to have
votes, The Government had recognised the
principle in one Bill, and why should they
repudiate it in another? The principle was
laid down under that Bill that the people
who paid the taxes should have the vobing
power, and that was what should be done
under a Bill like this. Everybody in Queens-
land benefited by the destruction of mar-
supials and dingoes.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Under
the present Act there is a lot of persong
who do not pay the rates who get a vote.

Mr. Moore. )
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Mr. MOORE: They were occupiers.

The SEcRETARY FOR PusLic WORkS: In
many cases they are not.

Mr. MOORE: They were nominated by the
people who were owners. Why should they
not vote, under those circumstances, instead
of the owner? Were they going to allow
the people to put their hands into some-
body else’s pockets? He would like to re-
mind the Minister what happened under the
Local Authorities Bill in 1915-16 as reported
in ‘‘ Hansard,” page 2602. The hon. mem-
ber for Dalby was speaking—

“Mr. Vowres: ‘ (Create your own
employment, create your wages, and
get your representatives on the board,
and do as you like’—that is what they
call socialism. That simply deals with
the first phase of the question, the defini-
tion of elector,’” in subclause 2 of the
Bill. I think that when we have got
those admissions from the hon. member
none of us need, in all conseience, go
any further, That is quite enough for
me. That is good enough for anybody.
That is the principle behind this busi-
ness—tax the other fellow, and get your
own wages. You are in charge.

“Hon. J. Huxham: Do
hysterical.

“Mr. Vowres: I never get hysterical.
I am simply taking the hon. member at
his own words.

“ Hon. J. Huxham:
them.

“Mr. VowLes: You cannot.

“ Hon. J. Huxham: I do not want to.”
When a responsible Minister said that those
were the sentiments he believed in, surely
it was unfair to extend the franchise in a
Bill such as this. He did not think it had

not get

I do not deny

even been contended that the ordinary elector -

outside had greater civic ability or greater
civic_conscience than the people who already
voted for the board. It was not a dufficult
thing to become an occupier and secure a
vote. Why should an ordinary elector be
able to vote for the election of a board when
he did not pay rates?

A GoveERNMENT MEMBER: Is he not a resi-
dent ?

Mr. MOORE: He might be a resident,
and if he became an occupier he could have
a vote, but if he was not an occupier he
should not have a vote. Directly they did
away with the present franchise, as was pro-
posed under this Bill, they would do away
with the public interest and get down to a
class interest. They would get the caucus
principle in electing various delegatas to
the board. They would have parliamentary
election tactics brought into operation at
munieipal elections.

Mr. F. A. Coorer: The National party
in New South Wales recommend the entry
into municipal matters,

Mr. MOORE: He (Mr. Moore) did not
vecommend it. If the franchise was ex-
tended in the way proposed under the Bill,
they would set up a class interest which
would be paramount to the.public interest.
He would like to -quote from ‘¢ Fawcett,”
who said—

“ It doubtless frequently occurs that,
as a matter of individual predilection,
they would prefer to put some worthy
and capable man, not a member of the

[Mr. Moore.

organisation, in a political position; but
it cannot be done because it would
¢ demoralise * (make less faithful) their
followers, for the self-same reason that a
commander-in-chief would not darc to
appoint a foreign officer, however great
his merits, in command of an important
division of the army.”

When they adopted caucus methods of go-
vernment they did not get the best men.

The SECRETsARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Do you
say that is the result of the party system?

Mr. MOORE: That was the result of the
party system as carried -out by caucus. The
old Italian toxicologists used to work on a
different principle. They were said to have
always arranged their-discoveries in a series
of three terms. They first of all found a
poison, then an antidote for the poison, and
then a drug which neutralised the antidote.
The same principles could be applied to
modern democracy. The antidote to the
fundamental infirmities of democracy was
representation, and now they had the drug
which neutralised that in the caucus. The
caucus was the one thing which was now
dominating everything.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
own caucus or our caucus?

Mr. MOORE : The hon. member’s caucus;
members on this side had not got one. The
caucus dominated everything. He remem-
bered reading a speech of Mr. Ryan’s, in
which he took up the attitude—

“We are not divided;
All one body we;
One in hope and doctrine,”

Your

and so on right through. The caucus would
not only dominate in politics, but in munici-
pal matters also. Then they would have the
position that a candidate would not be
selected by virtue of his capacity, but owing
to his political condition. That state of
affairs would not be good for the people of
Queensland. If it could be shown that the
people who at the present time have not a
vote could improve matters by having one
it would be different.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: You
must admit that the electors of Queensland
improved matters at the last election.

Mr. MOORE: He did not think so, and
he did not think this was going to improve
matters in connection with the election of
the board. The Government sald they be-
lieved in day work, and that policy would
become the policy of the local board, irre-
spective of whether it was going to
cconomical or efficient. They knew that if
a member elected by the caucus went against
the policy of the Government he had to go
out, irrespective of whether it was going to
be for the public benefit or not. This might
possibly be for the benefit of one class, but
it was not going to be for the public benefit.

Mr. Kizwan: Don’t you remember your
predecessor being carpeted over the via
recta by the Farmers’ party?

Mr. MOORE: He remembered two mem-
bers on the hon. member’s side who were
carpeted, and ons was kicked out Lecause he
dared to speak according to his conscience.
He was strongly opposed to the extension
of the franchise in connection with local
authority boards. The peonle who had to
pay the rates should have the spending of
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their own money, and not the men who had
no interests, or only a passing interest, in
the locality. There had been no reason given
by the Treasurer except on the ground of
expense, and that was only put in at the
last moment. They knew that that was now
the real reason. The real reason was the
fact that it was brought up as the policy
of the Government. 1f they looked at the
Premier’s policy speech at Townsville they
would not see a single word about the exten-
sion of the franchise in connection with local
authorities. If the Government though: the
people wanted the franchise extended, was
there not an opportunity of submitting the
matter to the people under the Parliamen-
tary Bills Referendum Act? The Govern-
ment knew that it would have been blown
out if it had been submitted. It was no
use the Government saying they had a man-
date from the people to extend the franchise
because they got in at the last election.
Because the people approved of two or three
of the things put before them, it did not
say that they approved of themr all. That
could be seen from the fact that, at a con-
ference of the local authorities at which
there were 300 delegates elected by all the
ratepayers throughout Queensland, they were
unanimous on this question, and it was only
reasonable to suppose that they represented
the feelings of the people of the district
they lived in. The Government were trying
to force ‘this franchise in by -a side issue. It
was only reasonable that the general body of
ratepayers in Queensland should be con-
sidered. He could remember on one occa-
sion being kept in school end having to
translate a couple of lines from Horace—
namely—* Delirant reges Plecturitur Archin,”
meaning that when Governments play the
fool the people have to pay for it. That
was what would happen in this case. The
people would have to pay if they adouted
this wide franchise. Me thought it was a
mistake, and he strongly objected to it.

Mr. . A. COOPER (Bremer): He would
like to say a word or two on the franchise
proposedr under this Bill, and he thought it
would be well if the Opposition would ad-
vance some arguments for the attitude they
had assumed. The leader of the Opposi-
tion advanced as his main argument against
the franchise that it was unsuitable to the
undertaking—nothing further. There had
been nothing advanced to show that wider
franchise had been detrimental to the in-
terests and wellbeing of the people. He
should like to ask the hon. member for
Aubigny in which country he would prefer
to live—in a British Dominion with the
broad, liberal franchise that we had here;
in Germany, with its restricted franchise,
or in China, where there is no franchise at
all?” If the hon. member went into the his-
tory of the franchise; if he would just
examine it with his friend, Mr. Orchard, and
see where the franchise came from, an
what its result had been, he would find that
the broader and wider the franchise the
higher the intelligence of the people, and
the better Government the people had.
restricted franchise had never done any-
thing for any community; but a broad, ex-
tended franchise gave the people that trust
and confidence that should be reposed in
them, and had a wonderfully good effect
on the whole community. There had been
a cry years ago—and that same cry was used
not so very long ago—that there should be
no taxation without representation. And
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there were people who fought those battles
that they would not have taxation thrust
upon them unless there was representation.
To-day it was impossible for any section of
the community to escape taxation. From
the baby in the cot, to the gray-haired old
man tottering to the grave, all had to bear
their share of taxation. Owing to the
scientific business methods of to-day, taxation
—and particularly indirect taxation—was
very judiciously spread, and fell upon the
big business firms, the owners of properties
and houses; it was spread over the whole
of the community. If the payment of taxa-
tion was the only stumbling-block to this
franchise, then that stumbling-block was
immediately removed.

Mr. Vowres: What about existing leases?

Mr. F. A, COOPER: That was merely
—to uge a phrase that seemed to be pinned
up over the Opposition door—* Sidetrack-
ing.” He had never come across so much
sidetracking as was done on the Opposition
side. 'There was a great big signal over
that side, “ This way to the sidetracking.”
He was astonished at a member having the
legal knowledge possessed by the member
for Dalby venturing to put.up such a pro-
position as that. Government members
might be weak; they might not have the
necessary knowledge of all the intricacies of
the law, but they had sufficient intelligence

‘to know that a proposition such as that was

not going to hoodwink them.

Mr. Vowres: You are talking about
spreading taxation. I say you cannot do it
in certain cases, and you know you cannot.

Mr. F. A. COOPER: In ninefy-nine cases
ous of a hundred they could do nothing else
but spread the taxation. The very keen up-
to-date business methods demanded it, and it
was all—what you might call ** Fudge,” to
say that such a thing could not be dome,
or was not being done. He hoped the Op-
position would withdraw their objection to
the franchise in this case, and let them pus
up a proposal, and make an offer. There
was nothing like experience; it was the
greatest teacher the world had. ILet hon.
members take the franchise contained in
this Bill as a little experiment. Here was
a very vastly restricted area where they
might try the franchise in a local authority
matter for ten years, or for five years.
If it proved to be a failure, then all the
troubles of the hon. member for Aubigny,
as president of the Local Authorities’ Associa-
tion, were gone for ever. They would have
proved that it was a failure, and that he
was right; or that it was a_success, and
CGovernment members were right. If the
hon. member for Aubigny had any faith in
the words he used, he would be only too
pleased, to convince them by experiment that
they were wrong in those matters. Ton.
members on the Government side were quite
content to put the matter to the test. They
were quite content to let municipal franchise
stand or fall by that experiment—at any
rate, he was. They should have an experi-
ment of that kind to find out if the people
had any decency—if they had any belief in
themselves or not, THe could conceive of
nothing of more importance to the people
than the small local government of them-
selves. What was the best Government in
Australia at the present day? Unquestion-
ably, the State and Federal Government,
with its broad, wide franchise. What

Mr. F. A. Cooper.;
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Government to-day in Australia was sneered
at, and held up to ridicule, and laughed
at from one end of the country to the other?
Muniecipal goy ernment—the ‘“ old fossils,” the
‘“ greybeards ”’—all these expressions werc
heard. The average citizen—not the ex-
treme eitizen—laughed when one mentioned
an alderman. He might put on a bit of a
smile when a member of Parliament was
mentioned; but, when an alderman was
mentioned, he fairly went into fits, and
thought it was the finest joke put upon the
community for many years. Why? Because
of the restricted franchise, and the little
intercst that the people had in municipal
government, because they had no representa-
tion. he franchise must be widened, and
the whole of the people given an intorest
in the business. What greater interest could
the people have than an interest in pure
water? Pure water helped to keep away
disease, to keep the people healthy. The
mother was as much interested in pure water
as the father. "Upon her head and shoulders
fell the weight of sickness. She had the
anxiety of the illness of the little one. She
had to keep the house sanitary and clean,
and she could not do all that without a- good
pure water supply. He wanted to ask the
Committee if they thought that by giving
her a vote she was going to do anything
to prevent the children she loved having a
good, pure water supply? The hon. member
for Ipswich—or the leader of the Opposition
—speaking upon the first clause, referred to
a petition that was signed in Ipswich. He
(Mr. Cooper) believed every licensed
victualler in Ipswich signed it. What were
they scared of? Were they afraid that pure
water would reduce the beer consumption?
(Laughter.) Under the proposed scheme they
were going to get pure water; the people
wanted it, and the best thing they could do
was to see that the whole of the people con-
cerned had a voice in the election of the board
which could control that supply. He was
not afraid of extending the franchise, and
of giving it an experiment, and the Opp051-
“tion would be well advised to give it a trial,
Let them see if the people were so dead
to their own interests that they were going
to chop up that fine scheme like this, simply
because they had been given a vote. If

they trusted the people on the matter of
municipal government, they would  get a
better and wider government, bccause the

whole of the people would be watching it,
because they had an interest in putting the
people there who controlled it. Reference
to caucus methods had no weight with them;
it had no weight with the community. The
days had gone by ,when the word ‘‘ caucus”
scared anybody. Certainly. caucus put the
member for Aubigny in that House. The
members of the Farmers’ Union caucus put
out Mr. Luke, who was the member for
Aubigny, and selected the present member.
But all parties had their caucuses’; they
were a common thing to-day. If the Op-
position could produce any deceunt, honest
reasons why the franchise should not be
widened, members on the Goverument side
were prepared to listen to them; but, if they
were afraid to trust the people, let them
say so. If they could not trust the people
in the matter of municipal government, they
could not ‘trust them in the broad affairs
of the State; and the party that would not
give the people a vote in the maunicipal
affairs would take the vote from them in
the Federal and State affairs. If they would
not give them a voice in the municipal

fdr. F. A. Cooper.
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affans he would like them to be honest, and’
say, “ Not only do we deny the people a
voice in the municipal affairs, but we deny
them also a voice in the State and Federal
affairs.”” If they could not trust the people:
in the small matters, ther could not trust
them in the great matters. The Opposition:
would do well to ponder over those things,
and accept the franchise in that Bill as an.
experiment.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. member for
Bremer, instead of dealing with the Bilk
and the merits of the question before the
Chamber—namely, the question of representa-
tion that was to be considered under the
measure—had diverted to a very great ex-
tent. He had made an attack on the hon.
member for Aubigny. He had castigated
members of the Opposition who had already
spoken, and had given a little bit of a lec-
turette as usual on caucus methods. He
told them that the member for Aubigny
was elected as the result of a caucus, and
that he Qupplanted the Liberal member, Mr.
Luke. 'They knew that to be so. But if
caucuses were to be—and they knew they did
exist—perhaps the hon. gentleman might
tell them why members of the Government
caucus sat in solemn conclave on that Bill,
and did not attend the public celebrations
which were held that day on account of the:
peace proposals.

Mr. Kirwan : Our represenfative Who went
down there was insulted.

Mr., VOWLES: One man went down, and
all the others stayed away and atbended the
caucus., Caucus was evidently of more im-
portance than the peace propo@als and the
public meeting held that day. ¥e noticed
that the member for Brisbane, who should
have been there, seeing that the cele-
bration was held in his constituency, was
indignantly leaving the Chamber.

Mr. Kirwan: It is manners to wait until
I am asked.

Mr. VOWLES: He thought the general

public were asked to be there—the loyal
section of the public—they were there.

Mr. Kmwan: Our representative
went there was howled down.

Mr. VOWLES: Did you hear him howled
down?

Mr. Kirwan: I take the ¢ Observer’s’”
report that he was howled down.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: I ask
the hon. member to speak to the clause.

My, VOWLES: He was making reference
to caucus, to which reference had been made

who

by hon. members of the Government. There
was a representation in caucus, and they
were dealing with representation. However,

the hon. gentleman might explain himself on
some other occasion, not to him, but to the
electors of Brisbane.

Mr. KirwaN interjected.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. gentleman was
a very good general; they would leave it
at that. They might let that little incident
pass. He thought the hon. member for
Bremer must have been looking at the sub-
ject-matter through coloured glasses, or had
a wrong view, he did not know which.

Mr., F. A. Cooprr interjected.

Mr. VOWLES: He descended from pathos
to bathos. That was exactly the height of
his argument in every case. When he was
dealing with a matter of such vital importance
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to his constituency of Ipsvnch as this was, he
should leave that little funny business out
of it and come down to concrete facts and
business.

Mr. F.
I gave.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. member never
gave any facts at all. The only attempt the
hon. gentleman made to get on to local
matters was to say that the publicans of
Ipswich were interested in a certain petition,
and that they were interested in it because
they were in favour of pure water. Those
publicans probably paid more—or would,
under this scheme—than the hon. gentleman,

and they were represented on the

[5 pm.] petition, and their views were

cxpressed.  Surely the views
shoald be recognised of those people who
had to “carry the baby ! There should be
taxation, and representation for taxation.
There should be no representation without
taxation. Hon. gentlemen on the other side
.~ were accustomed to saying that every person
indircetly paid to“aldz taxation. Every
person who patronised a business, whether
i & wholesale direction or one such as they
were now dealing with, if he paid towards
it in any direction at all he should have
representation, according to the argument
of hon., gentlemen opposlte He did not
agree with that. He had always taken the
stand that if a man went into a shop—say,
for instance, a rag shop in Brisbane—if he
bought a pair of trousers, was not+he in the
same position as the man whe used water?
Why should not he. be represented, because
he was helping to pay the wages?

Mr. F. A. Coorer: He has a representa-

tion in the management.

Mr. VOWLES: In what direction?
Mr. F. A. CoorEr: In this direction: that

if the management is not to his liking he
does not deal there.

Mr. VOWLES: He would get it some-
where else in the same area, and he had a
representation there. It came back to the
same thing exactly. His contention was that,
m mattels like that, they should not be alte1-
ing their franchise from day to day. They
had a basis of franchise adopted already,
and they were now going to alter it, because
probably it suited to a certain degree the
Government of the day to create the parlia-
mentary franchise so far a¢ the Metropolitan
Water Supply and Sewerage Board was con-
cerned. If they wanted to look for the test,
they would get it in an interjection made by
the Minister when the hon. member for
Bulimba was speaking. He asked Mr.
Barnes if he would like to be a candidate,
and then said: “If you are a candidate we
will win.”

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKs: I did
30’5 ask him if he would like to be a candi-

ate.

Mr. VOWLES: No; but suggested that he
might be a candidate.

The SecrRETsRY FOR PuBLic Works: He
himself suggested that he might be.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon.
suggested it, and said: “We will win.”

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Worgs: Of
course, we would win.

Mr. VOWLES: Who were ‘“‘we”?
the Government?
Mr. Harriey : The progressive party.
1918—8 &

A. Cooprer: Answer the facts that

gentleman had

Was it
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Mr. VOWLES: It was the Government
who would win—the caucus party; the party
for whom this Bill and the franchise were
modelled, in order to try and create a board
for themselves that they would rule.

The SzcrETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Do you
think we will rule?

Mr. VOWLES : No, he did not think they
would. The public were beginning to waken
up and see the strength of the hon. gentle-
man and the party which supported him.
When he gave the show away like that and
said, ‘““If you are going to be a candidate,
then we will win” 1t was ‘“we as a political
party.”’

The SKorETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
great Labour movement.

Mr. VOWLES: If that was so, they had
the reasons why this franchise was being
altered. They had the reason why the whole
Bill was being remodelled; probably why
the districts were being remodelled. Was it
being done on an electoral basis so that
there would be a controlling power of votes?
He did not know what the votmfr power was.
There was a suggestion that thev were going
to carry the day by an dlteratlon in the

The

franchise, by making provision for the
popular vote.
The SecRETARY FOR PusLic WoRkS: There

is no ulterior motive.

Mr. VOWLES: If it were so, it would be
a nice change as far as this Government
were concerned. At any rate, he was not
very much concerned about the merits or de-
merits of this scheme. As a country member
it was one that did not interest him, other
than that he objected on principle to this
franchise which they were atte‘mp? ing to im-
port into every class of legislation they were
bringing forward. They had attempted to
bring it into the Local Government Act and
thev were trying to bring it in here. He
objectea to it. He moved as an amendment
that they delete the definitions of ¢ Elections
Act,”” ““elector,”” and * eloctoral district,”” on
pages 1 and 2.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxzley): 1t seemed
to be a thousand pities that a measure that
had been conceived with the idea of intro-
ducing greater economy and efficiency into
their water supply in Brisbane and Ipswich
should have been spoiled—he said spoiled
advisedly—by introducing this quesmou of
adult franchise into the control of the water
board. He did not hesitate to lend his sup-
port—for what it was worth—where measures
were, in his opinion, deserving of it; but
this was a matter where the Government
were making a grave mistake and creating
a grave injustice, in asking for adult fran-
chise in the control of those water boards.
If they studied the Greater Brisbane scheme
—which, no doubt, would be brought before
that Chamber at a later stage—they would
see that this water undertaking was to be
embodied in that scheme—it was to be
submerged. They could also notice, from
the vemarks of ‘hon. members opposite, that
this introduction of adult franchise into
this particular measure was merely the fore-
runner of the same step being taken with
regard to all local authority work. That was
clear and patent on the surface. The sug-
gestion of the hon, member for Bremer—that
this might be taken as a trial for five or ten
years—was a kind of sop which did not go

Mr. Elphinstone.]
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down. In the first place, if such an idea
was to be seriously considered it should
emanate from the lips of the Minister in
charge of the Bill. Secondly, they were so
imbued with the intentions of the Govern-
ment in that particular direction that they
‘were certain this was going to be forced for
all it was worth with all local authority con-
trol. The crux of the whole matter, as
previous speakers had said, was that there
should be no representation without taxation.
He could not, for the life of nim, see how
any argument could be advanced in connec-
tion with the matter of the sale and control
of the supply of water, other than that if a
man was going to have representation on
that board he should pay taxation to main-
tain that board.

The SeCRETARY FOR PTBLIC WoRKS: Would
you give no voles to ordinary residents for
parliamentary clections unless they paid
direct taxation?

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: The position there
was entirely different. The questions which
came within the scope of Parliament were
of a social and every other description.
They had to deal with all questions apper-
taining to the general requirement: of the
State, whereas "in the matter of the water
board they were dealing only with the supply
and control of water. To use the argument
for onc as applying to the other was, in his
opinion, sidetracking the whole thing alto-
gether.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRKS : The old
familiar argument..

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: It was not; it was
merely giving justice to the men who paid
for the maintenance of the water board and
paid rates for the supply of water—that ther
should be the persons to control that particu-
lar institution. The landowners and occu-
piers were  those who paid rates at the
present moment. It was proposed by this
measure to give to what might be called
nomads, lodgers, and irresponsibles generally
the control of this board.

The BrcrerARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
residents.

Mr. BLPHINSTONE: Tt simply meant
adopting the parliamentary franchise. They
knew that perfectly well = They knew how
simple it was to get on the parliamentary
voll. It seemed to him that it was a totally
unfair proposition.  The danger to Queens-
land lay in that particular nomad, the irre-
sponsible, who had no home and no respon-
sibility except that covered by his hat. The
man who was the best citizen in Queensland
and the one whom they wanted to encourage
was the man who had a roof over his head
and the rearing of a family as one of his
obligations. They had no objection to encour-
aging that man to have all the voting power
to swwhich h\"} was entitled; but they did ob-
ject to the irresponsible who wandered about
from one place to another, disturbed all
meetings, created uproar in all the districts
that he favoured with his company, enjoy-
ing the privilege of a vote in a matter of this
description.  There wuas one question that
had not been touched upon very seriously
in that mnatier, and that was that the per-
son who was a voter in connection with the
proposed amended franchise would also be
entitled to represent ratepayers upon the
board. He contended that one of the great
weaknesses of the control of the water boards

[Mr. Elphinstone.
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had been that they had mot had qualified
men  occupying seats on the board. In
making that statement he did not want to
single out any particular individual. When
the last election of water board members
was before the people, they went out of
their way to select men who were qualified
to occupy that position—men who had had
water board experience, men who had had
years of experience in the laying of mains
and in the supply of water generally. In
at least two of those members put on at the
last election they would find that the men
were thoroughly and absolutely qualified to
occupy the positions of directors and con-
trollers of the water board. In advancing
that argument he was still prepared to admit
that there was in the water board control, and
in a lot of their local government control,
a lot of old redtapism, which was a drag
upon the institution instead of an assistance
to it, and which should be wiped out. One
great danger in this broadening of the fran-
chise—and they had seen it sticking out a
mile—was that this Government seemed to
think one of its missions was to find billets
for those who had rendered services to it
in previous elections, or had rendered politi-
cal service in some other direction. Where
it was a matter of confining the voters to
Ipswich and Brisbane, they knew perfectly
well what the result would be. He would
go so far as to admit that if that franchise
was adopted there would be none other but
Labour supporters on that board.

The SEcrETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKs: Do you
say that? .

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: e said that em-
phatically, because all their power and all
their strength were concentrated in those
areas.

Mr. WiLsox: If your argument is correct
we would have a Labour member for Too-
wong, for Toombul, and for Nundah.

My, BLPHINSTONE: No. It was not
divided into areas. The vote was taken on
the whole district, and one could not be set
off against the other. Ile was quite satisfied
that 1f that became law the constitution of
that board would be Labour right through.
tIc had no doubt the Minister thought that
would bhe a great acquisition and an im-
provement of the control, but he did not. He
contended it would be a huge mistake. What
they wanted to secure on that board was
not men who were placed therc as a reward
for services rendered, but men who were
best fitted by their knowledge of water and
water supply, so that they could get thas
efficiency which the hon. member for Bremer
was quite in order in pointing out as
being the necessity. They had not had great
efficiency in times gone by. 'There were
many things to which one could take great
cxception in the control of the water board
at the present moment, and he was looking
for an improvement, sceing that the Bill
was being introduced in the interests of
efficiency and cconomy. The hon. member
for Bremer called attention to the necessity
for clean water and cfficient supply. He
pointed out how every father and mother
was looking for such a supply. He (Mr.
Elphinstone) joined him in that issue, and
he also joined him in the issue that just
as it was necessary for them to get water
so it was necessary to get electric light.
But where it was a matter of asking for
permission to introduce electric light into the
homes aft DBrisbane and Ipswich, it was
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turned down simply for the reason that if
had not received the approval probably of
the local workers’ political organisations.
It was all very well to say that it was in
the hands of people to introduce the system,
but they Lknew that that was out of the
range of possibilities at the present time.
Yet, where they had an institution prepared
to give them the bencfits of clectric light,
which was almost as necessary as water, the
proposal was turned down because it was
not so helpful in the matter of finding billets
for gentlemen who had rendered them
service in days gone by.

Mr, F. A. Coorer: There are no addi-
tional billets under this Bill.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): He thought that
the Minister and, the Government missed
a splendid opportunity when proposing an
alteration of the Water and Sewerage Board
by mot introducing something similar to
what the Minister suggested that afternoon
when he moved a resolution in conmection
with harbours and rivers, which, if carried

out, would have the effect of substituting
for the present boards a commissioner
appointed by the Government. Instead of

doing that, they had brought forward a pro-
posal which neither the Treasurer nor any
other member could dispute was simply
bringing into cxistence another political
machine. Had the Government brought for-
ward a measure providing for a commission
in conjunction with the present President of
the Water Board to carry out what was
essentially the work of experts, there would
have been very little ecriticism. He con-
tended that it was a matter in which there
should be no franchise at all. The work
was work for a commission which should be
appointed by the (Government. No matter
Low good an ordinary layman might be—
and in spite of all the talk about bumble-
dom and bumble-headed aldermen, and gray-
headed aldermen, and all that kind of thing,
still they were good men, and they had done
geod work in  Australia—nevertheless, he
contended that the whole work in connec-
tion with the Water and Sewerage Board
was work that should be carried out by
experts, and if the Government had moved
in that direction, they would have made a
move in the way of progress.

Hon. members on the other side made
light of the contention that the taxpayer
should have representation. But they knew
perfectly well that in all their organisations
they recognisc:dl the power of monew, and
if a member was not financial he could not
vote or have anything to do with the inward
werking of them. Vet they said that the

people who paid the ‘taxes counted for
nothing at all. You could brush them on
one side.

Mr. F. A. Coorrr: Nobody ever said any
such thing on this side.

Mr. TAYLOR : He certainly thought they
should count, and a franchise on the present
electoral roll would inflict a very great
injustice on the people who were responsible
for finding the cash., It was not a bit of
use to say that because a man washed his
face in somebody’s house or yard he had an
equal interest in the district with the person
who paid the rates. You might just as
well argue that the single man who had no
rusponsibilities was equally as good an asset
to the State as the man who had a wife and
tamily. If there were any privileges to be
given to any people in connection with the
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payment of taxes, surely they should be
extended to men who had wives and families,
and not the men who were here to-day and
gone to-morrow. Notwithstanding that in
quite a number of instences those men
probably did good work in their respective
walks of life, the fact remained that they
had not shouldered the same responsibilities
as the taxpayer, the occupier, the house-
holder, who was rearing a family and help-
ing the country on to the best of his ability.
Everybody in the Chamber knew the effect,
even under the present. franchize, in con-
nection with the water board. An election
was simply a struggle between the two
parties. Was that going to work for effi-
ciency and economy in a big departnient
such as the Water and Sewerage Board?
Hon. members knew perfectly well, if they

~would only speak the truth, that it did not

work for either efficiency or economy, and,
unfortunately, they did not get the results
they should get. The measure was put
before the House as a measure of economy
and efficiency—and he thought it was—but
he did not think for one moment that in
actual operation, if the proposed franchise
were carried, they would have either effi-
ciency or cconomy. It was a big adminis-
trative board. It was not a board that re-
quired him or anybody else to vote upon it
at all. In smaller matters, such as harbours
and rivers, they found the Minister propos-
ing to do away with the elestive boards.
On the other hand, in a big matter of the
water supply, a question wsas being sub-
mitted to the people which could only be
carried out by experts.

The TreaSURER: Do you say that the har-
bours are smaller than the Water and
Sewerage Board ?

Hov. W. H. BARNES (Buwlimbae): The
hon. member for Windsor was quite correct
in his contention. Take a Labour paper at
the time of the last Water and S:werage
Board election. Both in the * Worker” and
the *° Standard 7 they had their candidutes
esrmarked. " What happened on the other
side? A meeting was called in the city of
Brisbane, where candidates of absolute worth
were selected. That would be all very well
—uand he wanted tc say he was not refleciing
on gentlemen on cither side of the board—
if they got the men who were most suit
able.  But he ventured to say that very
often a person who was put up was not put
up by reason xo much of the fact that he was
suited for the position as because the party
to which he belonged had selected bhim.
And how was that brought about? Influence
was wused in that direction. not to get the
individual with ability, but the individual
who had a large number of supporters.

The Treasvrir: I sce you know something
about it.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: As a matter of
fact, there was a beating up in order to get
votes, They knew that that beating up was
done on the Labour =ide and on the other
cide, and the result was that very often
someone was put on the board who was abso-
Jutely unsuited to the work. Was it in the
interests of the commurity that that kind of
thing should be done, because, =fter all, as
the hon. member for Windsor had pointed
out, it was a business guite apart from any
other business? Tt required men of special
ability. ¥e could understand an’ engineer
being there. He could understand a strong
finoncial man being there. He could not

Hon. W. H. Barnes.
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understand a man being there because he
was a man of a particular brand, whether
he was a good Nationalist or a good Labour
man. It might be a man who was selected
at a ecaucus like that held that morning,
when they were so busy that they could not
attend even to the national rejoicing, where
even the hon. member for Brisbane found
himself so busy that he could not attend.
That was the kind of thing that happened
in connection with the machine that was
used for the selection of candidates, and he
agreed with the hon. member for Windsor
that it would be absolutely very much better
if such a matter were put in the hands of
some person or persons who thoroughly
understood their business. He did not know
whether a single commissioner would not be
almost better than a lot of men controllmg
it.

The SpcreTaRY rOR PUBLIC WORKS: You
had the opportunity of appointing a single
commissioner, and appointed a board.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: He thought it
was suggested by the Minister, when the
Bill was introduced, that there had been
requests from Ipswich that instead of the
whole area being grouped it should be
divided intc districts. Ile was inclined to
think that, when speaking on the second
rgadlnw, he himeelf had suggested it would
La better if the strength of voting power was
more w1d<,lv distributed. The proposal was
not going to work any more economically.
t was going to be unsatisfactory, and going
to create lenl" a rush to gect in political
supporters cn either side, not by reason of
their ability to administer the affairs of the
water board, but by reason of their particu-
lar brand. It was absolutely against the best
interests of the water board, and he hoped
the amendment would be carried, because
the condition of things that existed to-day
waz very much more satisfactory than the
proposals sought to be introduced by the
Minister.

WILSON (Fortitude Valley): He had
hstened very attentively to the arguments
adduced on the other side of the House, and,
like the hon. member for Bremer, he must
say thev had not advanced a solitary argu-
ment why the franchise should not be broad-
ened. If it were good enough to send mem-
bers both there and to the Federal Houses,
surely it was good eneugh to send people to
Jeplesent a definite area. Mostly the criti-
ciztm on the Government side of the House
had been with regard to their caucus
methods. He did not know whether it was
any information to hon. members or not,
but the party of members opposite were the
very first to introduce those mcthods at the
first water board election. He happened to
know that. All the local governing bodies
within a definite arca met to select candi-

dates, precisely as they did at the last
eleetion.
Hon. W. H. BarNEs: But local government

bodies are not such as we have described
thie afternocomn.

Mr. WILSON: They met, at all events,
for the express purpose of 0h0051ng candi-
datss to run for the Water and Sewerage
Board.

Hon. W. H. Barnes: By reason of their
ability. (Government laughter.)

Mr. WILSON: That appeared to him to
be the main argument adduced by members
opposite. . The hon. member for Oxley had

Hon. W. H. Bornes.
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spoken on the amendment. He (Mr. Wilson)
generally paid a good deal of attention to
what that hon. gentleman said, because he
was always inclined to be fair.
[5.30 p.m.] (Hear, hear!) The hon. member
for Oxley said it was a great
pity to spoil a good Bill of this descrip-
tion by interfering with the franchise. The
hon. gentleman went on further to say, in
connection with the ratepayers and property-
owners, that they were the only ones who
should have a vote. He would point out to
the hon. member for Oxley that he (Mr.
Elphinstone) was put on the water board
roll himself, although he was not a rate-
payer, but merely a representative of a
bowling green.
GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Ab,
Mr. WILSON: There were nine names
sent in in connection with a bowling green
in Brisbane, and those nine names included
the hon. member for Oxley (Mr. Elphinstone},
and Mr. Bolland, one of the present mem-
bers of the water board. He had nothing
to say against Mr. Bolland, as he was a
most estimable gentleman, but he was not a
ratepayer and his name was sent in as a
voter at the same time as the whole nine
names were sent in for the bowling green.
There were hundreds of names put on the
rol! as representatives of varicus companies
and firms.
lr. TreHINsTONE: That can be remedied.

My, WILSON: He only pointed out that
it was not democratic to put all these names
on the water board roll. It was not right to
put on all the names belouging to mush-
room clubs like the Ivy Tennis Club, and all
other clubs that existed for two or three
months only. It was never the intention of
the framer of the original Act that names
could be put on the roll like that. The hon.
member for Bulimba was one of the framers
of the Act, and he was certain that he never
intended that. If a house was in the name
of the wife as owner, and the husband lived
there, too, they could both get a vote, one as
occupier and the other as owner. There
were so many anomalies in connection with
the present voters’ roll that it was time it
was remedied, and the best way to remedy it
was to adopt the parliamentary roll. If
members opposite were not frightened to
trust the people, why did they not adopt the
adult franchise straight away? They knew
that the occupiers were directly or indirvectly
responsible for the rates, so why not give
them all a vote? Suppose the hon. membzr
for Bulimba owned ten houses and lived
with one of his tenants. He would not have
a vote himself, although he owned the ten
houses, while hix ten tenants would all have
votes.

Hon. W. H. PRarves: That shows how
democratic the Act is at the present time.

Mr. WILSON: The hon, micmber was a
member of a Government which framed that
Bill, and he allowed those anomalies to
exist. Where was the objection to a general
parliamentary franchise? There was no
doubt that it would save a good deal of
expense to adopt the parliamentary fran-
chise. It took a lot of trouble to collect the
information to compile a roll for the water
board. Every street had to be inspected
and they had to keen a check on people
moving {rom onc distriet to another. If they
adopted the adult franchise it would be
better, but that was against the principles of

ah!
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hon. members opposite. The arguments of
hon. members opposite were very weak,
indeed. One weak argument was raised by
one hon. member opposite on the second
reading when he said that the Bill was
introduced only for the purpose of putting
cut the four members who were rcturned to
the board at the last election.

Hon. W. H. Barnes: It may be true. all
the same.

Mr. WILSON: When they heard hon.
members opposite talk like that, it made
them wonder what would happen if they
got back on to the Treasury benches. It
looked as if they would alter the parlia-
mentary franchise to suit themselves. It
was sald that if the Bill went through with
an adult franchise the board would consist
of nothing but Labour members. What
about the seats held by the hon. member for
Toowong, Toombul, Nundah, and others?
Members opposite were elected for those con-
stituencie: on the broad franchise, so that
it would be impossible for Labour members
to gain every seat. In the interests of fair
play it would be better to adopt the par-
liamentary franchise, because it would give
all the inhabitants in a district the right to
vote.

Mr. FREE (South Brisbane) supported the
clause as it stood because of the abuse the
rolls of the Water and Sewerage Board were
submitted to. In a previous speech he
showed how duplicate voting took place in
connection with the Water and Sewerage
Board. He had since taken the trouble to
zo through the new roll, with some assist-
ance, and he found there were 3,031 voters
on the roll who had no right to be there.
According to the Act, the princizle of one
vote for each person was supposed to exist.
There were 2,590 names which were on twice.
That was 2590 names too many. There
were seventy-six numbers that were on three
times, or 152 too many. There were thirty-
two names on four times, or ninety-six too
many. There were seven rames on five
times, or twenty-eight too many. There were
three nmames on six times, or fifteen too
many; three names on s:iven times. or
eighteen too many; four names cn eight
times, or twenty-eight too many; two names
on nine times, or sixteen too many; one
name on ten times, or nine too many; two
names on sleven times, or twenty too many;
one name on twelve times, or eleven too
many; one name on fourteen times, or
thirtecn ts0 many; one name on fifteen
times, or fourteen too many; and cne name
on twenty-two times, or twenty-one too many.
That meant that there were 3.031 names on
the roll that had no right to be there.

Mr. BeeBineroN: Read it from “ Han-
sard.” It is the same speech as you
delivered before.

Mr. FREE: He would read from the roll
and show the names that were on the roll
that had no right to be there. There were
twelve names on for the Brisbane Industrial
Home. The names were Mary Abrahams,
M. E. Atkinson, Mary Dunbar, Flora
Goodey, Helen Hislop, A. M. E. Howling,
Isabel Justelius, Jane Kerr, Lizzie Kings-
bury, Mrs. Martin, H. M. Shorter, and Clara
‘Wareham. All those twelve ladies got their
names on the roll for that institution. Talk
about roll-stuffing! What sort of business
was that? The Labour party agreed with the
principle that if anyone paid 10s. a week
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rent they should be entitled to a vote, but
no one could argue that those ladies paid
10s. a week rent each in connection with the
Brisbane Industrial Home. Then there was
the Young Women’s Christian Association.
The members of that assdciation ‘would not
steal anything. They would not steal a vote,
they would not steal a privilege against any
poor person who had only got one vote, yet
they found thirteenn names down for that
association. The names were Kate Baynes,
A. Bennett, A. Carvosso, Mary Hiron,
Johnson, S. Martin, Mary B. Ord, Mary
Roberts, H. Robertson, J. Wilkie, Sara
Wilson, E. M. W. Wilson, and Mrs. Young.
Just fancy thirteen voters on the roll for the
Young Women’s Christian Association !
Then Gibbs, Bright, and Company had
eleven votes, the Queensland Art Society had
nine votes, the Brisbane Rowing Club four
votes, the Country Sawmills’ Association
eight votes, the Lady Musgrave Lodge five
votes, the Queensland Women’s Xlectoral
League eight votes, the Young Women’s
Electoral League three votes, the Queen
Alexandra Home seven votes, the Queensland
War Council seven votes. None of the mem-
bers on the War Council pald any rent.
Then the Brisbane Female Refuge had seven
votes and the National Political Council ten
votes,

Mr. MacarTNEY: How many votes for the
Trades Hall?

Mr. FREE: Every one who had a vote for
the Trades Hall paid over 10s. a week rent.

Mr. MacaRTNEY : How many votes alto-
gether for the Trades Hall?

Mr. FREE: There were twenty-two alto-
gether, but they occupied twenty rooms and
paid the rent and every one was a voter.
(Opposition laughter.)

Mr. Kmmwax: How many are on for the
“(ourier” Building or ‘‘ Telegraph’?

Mr. FREE: He had not got the figures
for those buildings. There were fifteen votes
for Hallenstein and Company, five votes for
Monteith Brothers, six votes for (ameron,
Cordelia street, six votes for the National
party, six votes for Simpson- Brothers, five
votes for the City Girls’ Club, five votes for
the Lutwyche School of Arts, five votes for
the New Farm Croquet Club, five votes for
the Ivy Tennis Club, and four votes for the
Nundah Cricket Club. Then he noticed T.
Bridges and three ladies of the same name,
making four votes for Mr. T. Bridges’s pro-
perty. They did not all pay rent for the one
premises. He also found something worse on
the roll, and that was that a number of
votes were on for the Brishane Dental Hospi-
tal rooms. There was no rent paid for that,
because it was given frec of charge by the
Government. Yet there were six mnames
placed on the roll.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Who are they?

Mr. FREE: There names were Parker,
Walker, and others. At any rate, he (Mr.
Free) was not one of the number. (Laugh-
ter.) They took good care to keep him off.

Mr. CorsErR: That is why you are growl-
ing.

Mr. FREE: He saw the name ‘Corser”
on the list in connection with the Young
Men’s Christian Association. (Loud laugh-
ter.) He would give the particulars. Corser,
E. B. C.—Oh, no, he begged pardon; it was
the Liberal Association. (Loud laughter.)
They knew that the intention of Parliament

Mr. Free.)
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was not that people should be stacked on
the roll like that. The intention was that
a bank or an association had a right to
nominate one of their number to represent
them and exercise a vote. That was in the
Act, but they found it had been abused in
that way and every one of the directors had
been placed on the roll. Mr. Blocksidge was
to blame for that. He believed the comipil-
ing of the roll was in that gentleman’s
hands. No hon. member could say that
there was anything wrong with adult fran-
chise. When they found that people abused
the roll in this way, the sooner they did away
with the present qualification and adopted
manhood suffrage the hetter.

At a quarter to 6 o’clock p.m.,
The CHAIRMAN resumed the chair.

Mr. MACARTNEY: He had listened to
the speeches of the hon. member for Forti-
tude Valley and the hon. member for South
Brisbane. As far as he could judge from
the interjections on the other side, both
parties were tarred with the same brush;
that was to say, that the franchise created
under the Metropolitan Water and Sewerage
Board had permitted the things which had
been done by bhoth parties.

The Secrerary ¥OR Pusnic WoORKS: Yes,
but the copportunity has only been exploited
by the Liberals. (Laughter.)

Mr. MACARTNEY : That was the state-
ment made by the Minister. The more
honest interjection was from the hon. mem-
ber for Brisbane. From the various names
which were read out by the hon. member for
South Brisbane they must come to the con-
clusion that a large number of them would
be likely to support the Labour party., The
hon. member for South Brisbane did not
mention the Trades Hall until -the query
was put.

Mr. Freg: No, because they paid rent for
their room, and they would be entitled to the
vote under the Act.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Taking it for granted
that both sides made use of the opportunity
which the Act permitted, that was no argu-
ment for altering the franchise. . He was not
quite sure that the substitution of the adult
franchise was going to prevent that sort of
thing altogether, because he had in his
mind the fact that a large number of people
voted st parliamentary elections who had
no right to do so.

The SrccrETARY FOR PusLic Womks: Not
under this Government. They did under the
previous Government.

Mr, MACARTNEY: Unfortunately, he
was led to believe that it was done more
particularly under the present Government.
He thought the historr of the last election
showed many instances of that. It was very
difficult to check the qualifications under the
parliamentary franchise, and they knew it
was very much abused. He was not sure
that there was not a good deal of impersona-
tion.

The SecrETARY TOR Pusnic Works: What-
ever impersonation takes place is reported to
each member.

Mr. MACARTNEY : If impersonation was
reported to the members, it was not likely
thet those who had been successful were
going to complain about it.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic WORKS: But it
is reported to every candidate.
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Mr. MACARTNEY : He had had a report
himself in* connection with his own electo-
rate showing that impersonation tock place
there. He did not think that people knew
the extent to which adult suffrage had been
actually abused. It was not the place here
to discuss what took place in the shearing or
sugar electorates, as they were not altogether
analogous to a district such as was mentioned
in this Bill, and he was not going to go to
outside conditions. The point urged by the
hon. member for Windsor showed that
the  franchise under the present circum-
stances was absolutely an unsuitable one.
During the last ten or fifteen years they
had had Harbour Board Bills introduced
containing franchises differing in extent,
and they found the Government to-day
notifying the introduction of a Bill which
was going to wipe those franchises out,
and put the harbours of the State under
the control of a commission, which was a
very wise thing to do, bcecause the election
of harbour boards on a popular -franchise
had led to waste of money. What the Go-
vernment did in the care of harbour boards,
as stressed by the hon. member for Windsor,
was cqually good in regard to a water sup-
ply board. The Government would be wise
in appointing a commission of three men—or
only one man, if it came to that—to regulate
this matter. He knew that the hon. member
for Bulimba was responsible for the fran-
chise which they were discussing. He (Mr.
Macartney) sat on the same side of the
House at the time, and he certainly was not
in favour of it. He was one of those who
realised that it was not a good one, and he
was prepared to say to-day that he did not
think the franchise had been a good one
for Brisbane. He did not want to be per-
sonal or to hurt anyone’s feelings, but he
said deliberately that the administration of
the present board had not been one of
economy. The report they received from the
expert who visited them from the South
the other day had demonstrated bevond doubt
that the business of the board had been
managed in an extravagant and reckless
fashion. The ordinary control that ought
to be exercised in connection with the expen-
diture of the money by the men who
controlled the Water and Sewerage Board
had not been exercised. and they knew
the reason why. A political use had been
made of the board. The elections had
been conducted on party principles. Their
friends opposite had taken advantage of the
opportunity.

My, WiLsoxn: The majority of vour sup-
porters were on tiie board when that money
was spent which you are talking about.

Mr. MACARTNEY : He was not going to
differ in details; he was speaking generally.
He thought the remarks that he had to make
applied more particularly to the last two or
three years, He was not going back into
the earlier history of the board.

Mr., WirsoN: What has happened during
the last two or three years has been the
fault of the two contractors who caused the
hoard to spend an enormous amount of money
in law cases.

Mr. MACARTNEY: He failed to sec in
anvthing which had taken place that their
friends on the water board had taken
hold of the position and endeavoured to
economically manage the expenditure of the
people’s money. The huge indebtedness
which was gathering up indicated that
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financial trouble would arise in time to come.
He was sorry it was so.
est their public utilites ought to be managed
in the same way as any other undertakmg
on business principles, and not for the sake
of spending money for the benefit of any
particular class of persons. There had been
too much consideration of that sort. There
was too much polities in the whole affair,
and too little business. It had been said
that the men who stood in the so-called
Liberal intcrests had followed the tactics
of the Labour party in holding plebiscites.
He admitted that was so, and he condemned
the political side of the business altogether.
They kunew what the practice of the other
side” was. They had a ticket, and it did
not matter a dump what the characteristics
or quallications of these men were, they
were going to receive the wholehoarted
support of the voters behind the Labour
movement. That position had to be met
by something like the same practice, but
the selection of candidates on the Liberal
side was carried out on a different prin-
ciple. They were sclected as far as possible
from the point of view of their special
qualification, and the best men were sclected.
There was that difference between the two
cases. He trusted that the Committee, in
its good sense, would accept the amendment.
He would rather see the Treasurer take
his courage in both hands and do what he
was doing with regard to the harbours
place the Water and Sewerage Board under
a commission, and not under the control of
the general body of clectors. The business
of the board would then be very much
better done, and there would be a saving
of morey to the districts involved

My. BELL (Fassifern): He desired to sup-
port the amendment. He rose more parti-
cularly to ask the Treasurer what the posi-
tion of cortain areas in Fassifern would be
under this board. What franchise would
bhe declared in that irrigation area. Part
of TFassifern would be affected under this
hoard—he referred to the Mount Edwards
scheme. This was originallv introduced
from the Fassifern district with the idea
of having an irrigation arca. He had the
pleasure of introducing a deputation to the
Minister on the question. If the water was
to be used from that mountainous area
for domestic use, then the irrigation area
in Fassifern would be cut out in years
to come ss the supply increased and a call
was made on this arca for domestic pur-
roses. He asked the Minister if he could
ot plece in the Bill a provision declaring
the portion which was affected, and have
a waler board appointed.

The SecrErTarY FOR PuBLic WoRrks: In the
amendments I circulated I provided for the
formation of a trust under the Rights in
Water and Water Conservation Act.

Mr. BELL:
franchise on
clected,

He would like to know the
which the board would be

The SECRETARY For PusLic Womrks: The
Aect provided for the creation of a trust, and
members were appointed by the Governor
in Council from the administrative persons.

Mr. BELL: It would only be a fair thing
that the people in the area affected should
have wpxesentatlon on that board. They
would have to raise the money to pay for the
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scheme, and those who paid the piper should
call the tune. If the hoard was appointed
by the Governor in Council, the members
might not altogether know the requirements
of the district. In an irrigation area it would
not be possible to sell water to the farmers
by measure, and their interests would possi-
bly clash with the board appointed for the
metmpohtan area, which would be primarily
concerned in the water required for domestic
purposes. In an irrigation area the board
would have a supply of water for that pur-
pose onl¥. This was a matter of very great
mnpoertance to a portion of the Fassifern
district.

Mr. PETRIK (Toombul): He favoured the
amendment moved by the hon. member for

Dalby. They were all agresd on the main
principles of “the Bill. It was
{7 p.m.] necessary for Drisbane and

Ipswich to have ax good a water
supply as it was possible to give them; also,
that not only Brisbane and suburbs, but he
hoped other towns, would get a good sewer-
«wge scheme. A lot had been said with regard
to the franchise. That he considered was
one of the most vital points in the Bill
Personally, he had always been against either
a board nominated by the Government or an
clective  board. Unfortunately, as had
already been pointed out that afterncon, the
Government hc was supporting had intro-
duced that measure.

The SECRETARY FOR 1’UBLIC WORKS:
you whipped up?

Mr. PETRIE: No; he had not been
whipped up. The department was a very
important one¢ to the citizens of Brisbane
and also of Ipswich, and other parts that
it might be later on applied to. It was very
necessary that that department should be
under Government control. They had had
examples that afternoon, given by.the Trea-
surer in introducing a measure that was
going to wipe out all the harbour boards
and bring them under Goveinment control.
He thought that was a very proper thing,
and he was very glad to know that the
Treasurer was taking that action. He would
like to see the matters placed under one or
two heads and put outside of political in-
fluence—just under the Government—and the
water and sewerage supply of Ipswich and
Brisbane carried out in that way

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must confine himself to the amendméni.
Mr. PETRIE: He did nusi think cvery
ctector, whether he or she wus a ratepayer
or not, was entitled to havz a vote, and
also to a position on the board. He thought
that was a very wrong principle. It had
already been pointed out that. if the old
doctrine was correct that there should be no
taxation without representation, then con-
versely there should be no representation .
without taxation. The hon. member for
Dalby had referred to a man purchasing a
pair of trouscrs from a draper, who might
just as well claim to have a say in .the
management of that establishment, and the
hon. member for the Bremer mteuected that
he had, because he could go clsewhere; but
he would point out that if a man or woman
could get an article cheaper in another shop,
it would be purchased at that shop; so he
did not think the arguments that had been
adduced by the hon. member for the Bremer
stood for much. He had no reflection to
cast on any members of the board. He

Mr. Petrie.]

Were



2744

belicved, as the bsard was now constituted,
there was a very fair representation. But
Le did say that it was impossible to get
away from the fact that there was political
influence on both sides. As far as the rolls
were concerned, he did not believe in the
roll that was used af the last election or
even in the clection before. The hon. mem-
ber for South Brisbane had said they were
stuffed, but under adult suffrage, as proposed
now by the Bill before them, there was just
as much danger—even more so—of corruption
being used. They had had experience of it
in the last election. They knew in country
places that there had been many names on
the roll which had no business to be there.
People who had charge of elections had all
sorts of wayvs of getting support.

Mr. Corrins: Tell us something aboul it.
Let us have the whole truth about it.

Mr. PETRIE: If the hon. member wanted
to know, the truth was that people who
had left the district for a considerable time,
and who had gone vprobably 1o other Srates
or elsewhere, still had their names on the
roll when they had no business to be there.

Mr. Coruixs: Did they vote?

Mr. PETRIE: And there was no means
under the present electoral machinery for
removing those names. Yes; he believed
that in many cases they had voted, more
particularly for hon. members on the other
side of the House. Why did the Govern-
ment have polling-booths in the other States?
The Government said it was for the benefit
of the soldiers, but they knew the polling-
beoths were there particularly for other
people’s benefit—people who were not con-
titled to a vote. Many of the elestors who
were entitled to have a say could not get
near the booth to vote.

Mr. Grepson: You recommend it to be
done away with next time?

IM):. PETRIE: No. He reccmmended that
those who paid their water rates should
have a vote and no one else. He did not
believe in double voting. He believed in
a fair and square go, and he believed if
a man paid a water rate he was en-
hthd te say whom he would have repre-
senting him on the board. TUnder the adult
suffrage scheine they would get persons who
had no interest whatever, who paid no rates,
not only having a vote but being able to
get-on to the board and spending ratspayvers’
money simply as they pleased. He hened
wizor counsels would prevail, and that the
Treasurer would either wipe out the board
altogether and substitute in its place the
commissicn referred to already by the hon.
member for Windsor

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Order!

Mr. PETRIE: Reference had been made
te the cexperience of political interference
as far as the Water and Sewerage Board
was concerned, with regard to the construc-
tion work that had been going on. He knew
the hon. member for Fortitude Valley had
referred to the trouble that had occurred
with the contractors. He quit? agreed with
the hon. member that they had caused a lot
of trouble and extra expense, and the board
had done their best towards remedying that.
They had had to pay a lot of legal expenses,
which amounted to a lot of money. But it
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would be worse if the franchise were ex-
tended. That was only the thin edge of the
wedge, because, in all the measures the
Government were bringing in, that extended
franchise was going to be put in. It had
been forecasted in the greater Brisbane
scheme, and it would appear in any other
Bill to be introduced for electing represen-
tatives to the various authorities. He hoped
the geod sense of the Committee would pre-
vail, and that the Minister would accept the
amendment moved by the hon. member for
Dalby. He thought it was only a fair thing.
It was a very unjust thing to extend the
franchise in the way indicated in the Bill
The Committee had already been told of
the action of the local authorities against the
cxtension of the franchise so far as adult
suffrage was concerned, and the Treasurer
should take it into consideration and give
it some weight in deciding a imnatter of that
sort. He hoped the Treasurer would see his
way clear to accept the amendment and
substitute something else, either in the way
of appointing a commission of an expert or
experts, or getting it under the control of
what might be called the water supply de-
partment. He did not wish to let the clause
pass in which an amendment had been moved
before cntering his protest against the fran-
chise as proposed in the Bill.

Mr. GLEDSON : He hoped the Opposition
would not press their amendment. He thought
most people would agree that the Bill,
which provided for a broad franchise, would
be a step in the right direction. If the
Opposition pressed their amendment, and if
it happened by any means to be accepted, it
would be a retrograde step. The member
for Dalby had moved an amendment to take
out the provision for electoral franchise and
substitute for it the present franchise govern-
ing the Metropolitan Water and Sewerage
Board, but that would be going backward
altogether. Members of the Opposition ad-
mitted that the roll was not good. The same
argument had been put up in the House
when the attempt was made to introduce the
adult franchise for electoral purposes for
that House. The same argument had been
used as now—that men who were irrespon-
sibles and did not pay taxation would have
a votc. He thought that argument had been
exploded long ago, and that, in an enlight-
ened community such as this, the argument
should not be used that any worker of the
age of twenty-one years in this community
did not pary taxes, Kveryone paid taxes.. If
he did not go direct to the municipal council
and pay his rates, so far as the local autho-
rity rates were concerned, he had to pay
indirectly, because he had to pay either in
rent or as a boarder. Take the number of
cascs that would be boarders, and compare
that with the number who would be occu-
piers; it would be very small. If they took
the arguments of the Opposition and cut out
those people. not direct owners of land or
occupiers, there would be very few cut out,
and then they would have fo find a new
roli altogether. Taking the new areas com-
prised within the district, he found they went
right out from Fassifern down to the coast,
and all were fairly treated. It was provided
that the clause would take in all of those
people, and they saw the difficulty there
would be in compiling a roll of only those
who would pay water rates. He did not
think anyone looking at it broadly would
say that the Bill was not for the benefit of
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practically the whole of Southern Queens-
la‘nd. They should allow it to be passed.
They found that where the restricted fran-
chise was in operation, damage was being
done to the health of the community. It
was in operation in their local authorities,
and in yesterday’s “ Courier” hon. members
would find certain medical recommendations
with regard to South Brisbane which were
astounding.

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

Mr. GLEDSON: That showed that there
should be a broader franchise, and that
everyone was concerned in the matter. The
medical report dealt with the Kingfisher
Creck and other places that bred disease.
They were dealing with the supply of pure
water to the pcople for the purpose of
cleanliness: and health, and keeping out
dlsea'se, and yet hon. members wanted a
restricted franchise to protect a few persons
and compel everyone in the community to
live under conditions made for them by the
water board. The Government said, he
thought rightly, that the people who lived
under thosc conditions should have a say
as to hqw the board should be constituted,
so that it would be able to look after the
interests of the people as well as the in-
terests of those who were directly paying
rates. They must remember that a man,
even if he were not an owner or an occupier,
required water, as the hon. the leader of
the Opposition said, to wash himself with,
and that everyone required water for house-
hold purposcs, for making tea, and other
things, and if they used the water they should
have a say in the appointment of the
board. The Opposition had even cbjected
to the appointment of a board at all; they
said that the Government should appoint
a body of experts. That might be all right,
but in the next breath they said that the
people who were paying the taxes should
have representation on the board. The Go-
vernment were not altering the svstem.
Whether it was a good or i bad oﬁe.el}rlle
supposed time would tell. At any rate,
the board had been working in the interests
of the district, and they should ask the
Opposition to withdraw the amendment and
allow the Bill to go as it stood, for it would
he a step in the right direction and make
for the benefit, not only of the metropolitan
area, but also of Ipswich.

Question That the words proposed to be
omitted (M r. TVowles's amendment in clause

2) stand part of the clause—put; and the
Jommittee divided :—
Axes, 32,
Mr. Ar.afield Air. Lenrnon
" go‘-lins .. Lloyd
.. Cooper, F. A, ,. McLachlan
, Cooper, W. . Mull?a',n
,. Coyne ., O’>ullivan
,» Dunstau ., Payne
,, Finelly ,» Riordan
.. Foley . Ryan, D.
' Fljee . Ryan, T. J.
Gll-’i_ay .« Stopford
,. Gillies .» Theodore
. Gledson . Thompson
,» Hardacre 5, Weir
,, Hartley .0 Wellingten
,» Huxham ,, Wilson
. Kirwan ,, Winstanley

Tellers. Mr. Frec and Mr. Hartley.
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Noes, i6.
Mr. Appel Mr. Detrie
., Barnes. G.P. ,, Roberts
., Barmes, W. H. ., Sizer
.. Bayley ,» Somerset
.» Bebbington . Swayne
,, Grayson ., Taylor
,» Hodge ,, Vowles
., Macartney ., Warren

Tellers: Mr. Sizer and Mr. Warren.
Resoived in the affirmative.
Clause 2, as amended, put and passed.
The SEORETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS

moved the insertion of the following new
clause, to follow clause 2:—

“In section six of the principal Act,
after the word ‘ Metropolitan ’ where it
twice occurs, the words ¢ and Ipswich’
are inserted.”

It was a consequential amendment.
Amendment agreed to.
Clause 3—° 4 mendment of section 77—

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
moved the omission of lines 22 to 33, page 2,
with a wview to inserting—

« Brisbane division of the district—
Brisbane, Fortitude Valley, Ithaca,
Merthyr, and Paddington.

“ South Brisbane division of the dis-
trict—Bulimba (Wynnum and Bulimba
clectoral divisions only, and exclusive of
the islands of Moreton Bay), Buranda,

Kurilpa, Logan (Coorparoo electoral
division only), Marce, and South Bris;
bane.

 Suburban Brisbane division of the
district—Rnoggera, Nundah, Toombul,
Toowong, and Windsor.”

This was to carry out the idea of further
dividing the district in order to make four
more or less well-balanced divisions. In
order that members might see how the
scheme would work out in the matter of
proportional representation, he had had the
present cnrolment compiled of the various
divisions. In what was known as the Bris-
Tane division there would be about 33,000
olectors—that was, that number was at pre-
sent cnrolled in those eclectorates. In_the
South Brisbane division there would be about
39.000. In the Suburban Brisbane division
there would be about 43,000, and in the
Ipswich division there would be about 23,000.
That showed that the representation was
not disproportionate. It =0 happened that
the electorates could be grouped as to serve
identity of intcrest as far as possible, and,
at the samoe time, maintain a -fairly well-
balanced district. Of course, the numbers
might fluctuate from time to time, but so
long as they fluctuated only within a few
thousands, no injury was done to anybody.
1f they fluctuated beyond that limit, it might
be necessars to alter the divisions by includ-
ing in one part excised from another, or
make another alteration, e thought it
was a very good thing that the districh
could be allocated on the lines he had sug-
gested in the amendment.

Mr. MACARTNEY : The amendment was
a complete alteration of the scheme em-
braced in the Bill as originally tabled. The
hon. member had given them' an explanation
which. after all, did not take them very far.
He had told them that there wus some
identity of interest amongst the various
electorates in the divisions. As to what that

Mr. Macartney.]
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identity of inferest was, the Treasurer was
silent.  He was one of those who, rightly or
wrongly, thought that the political aspect
of the matter appealed to hon. members, and

that the new eclection was one of
[7.30 p.m.] the features which recommended

the Bill to a section of the
House. The hon. member might shake his
head as much as he liked, but the fact
remained. They had an election in the

early part of the year for the local board,
and the question was settled rather opposite
to the interests of the party on the other
side. Tt was nof unnatura] that that feeling
should exist, and that the proposition for a
new board should arise, with the hope that,
at any rate, a change in political opinions
might attach to the new board.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic WoRks: We
never gave 1t sny consideration.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Did the hon. gentle-
- man say that matters of that sort never got
any consideration from his party?

The SECRETARY TOR PusLic WoRKs: I can
certainly say that that matter never got any
consideration,

Mr. MACARTNEY : Did the hon. gentle-
man claim that politics did not count in
that matter?  Why, every At of the
Administration, and every Bill which the
Government introduced, is coloured in that
way when there is an opportunity to do it.

The SecreTARY FOR PuBLIC WoORES: This
anlendment was suggested by the Ipswich
authorities themselves.

Mr. MACARTNEY : He was talking about
the Bill itself. Every proposition put before
the House was coloured, and it would be a
wonder if the party opposite became so virtu-
ously unconscious of ~what was happening
that they did not notice the political sig-
nificance. The claunse which had been esub-
stituted for the original clause only accentu-
ated the position, because there was a cold-
blooded calculation going on as ‘o what
the result of the election would be. He did
not aceept the Minister’s point of view at
all. He “would like to know what the Minis-
ter meant by identity of interests.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The Ipswich people had asked for the amend-
ment.  The water authority at Ipswich
pointed out that according to the division
made in the original Bill six representatives
were allotted” to Brisbane and two to Ips-
wich, and it was pointed out that it was
likely to be unfair to Ipswich, because the
interests of Ipswich as a separate city would
clash with the interests of Brisbane, and the
two representatives from Ipswich would be
outvoted every time. The Ipswich authority
suggested that the ontside Brishane districts
shculd have separate representation, and
then the Ipswich representatives might be
#ble to rely on their support. on the grounds
that their interests would be identical on
questions submitted to the board. That was
the sole reason that inspired the Govern-
ment in making the change. The question
ot’}‘politios did not enter into the matter one
whit,

Mr. MACARTNEY : There might be some-
thing in the suggestion that the outside
Brisbane districts might have some identity
of interest with Ipswich, but when the hon.
gentleman was speaking he referred to the
different groups as grouped together. So
far as he (Mr. Macartney) could realise, the

{Mr. Macartney.

Metropolitan Water Supply [ASSEMBLY.]

and Sewerage, Htc., Bill.

division of districts, as shown in the amend-
ment, could result in only one thing. Assum-
ing the political colour wf the districts
remained, there would be a majority of the
Labour party on the water board. The
hon. gentleman disclaimed that that affected
the matter in the slightest degree, but he
(Mr. Masartney) wouid point out what was
likely to happen, and it would make the hon.
goentleman’s protestation appear a weak one.
If theoy looked at the component parts of
the Ipswich division of the district, ther
would find that it included Bremer, which at
present was Labour. Ipswich was also Labour,
while it alto included Rosewood., which was
Labour, as against Fassifern (Ipswich elec-
tcral division only) and Oxley, which were
not Labour. That meant three electorates
to one and a-half, so to speak, in favour
of Labour, and they could take it that the
two representatives clected to the water
board would be Labour. He could quite
urderstand why the hon. members for Ips-
wich and Bremer were so heartily in sup-
port of the Bill. It would perhaps give a
new foundation for the possibility of their
return from time to time in future.

Mr. Grepsox: We have doubled our
majority each time.

Mr. MACARTNEY : It might enable the
Lon. gentleman to cease from troubling.
If they looked at the Brisbane divisions,
they would find that the Brisbane division
of the district included Brisbane, Fortitude
Valley, Ithaca, Merthyr, and Paddington.
That was most extraordinary indeed. There
was an identity of interest politically beyond
question, and ouly a certain amount of
contiguity. There were five Labour elec-
torates. '

The SEcReTARY FOR PuBLIC WORKS: They
are all contiguous. It shows how sensible
the people are in the heart of the city.

Mr. MACARTNEY : There would be two
TLiabour members from Tpswich and two
Labour men represeniing the Brisbane divi-
sion, so that half of the board was absolutely
fixed as Labour beyond any question what-
ever. If they looked at the South Brisbane
division of the district, they would see that
it included Bulimba, which, fortunately. was
National, and likely to remain so, but it
wae in the bad company of Buranda, Kuriipa,
Logan, Maree, and South Brisbane.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: What
has the hon. member for Kurilpa done?

Mr. MACARTNEY : It was five Labour
electorates as against one Liberal.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLic WORKS: What
about Kurilpa?

Mr. MACARTNEY : He begged the hon.
member for Kurilpa’s pardon. There were
four Labour eclectorates and two Liberal
electorates, with the chances very strongly in
favour of Labcur.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRkS: I don’t
know how you are going to cure it.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Yet the hon. gentle-
man said that politics had nothing whatever
to do with the framework of the Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Tell us
how we can distribute the districts so as te
secure a return of all Liberals.

Mr. MACARTNEY : He was not anxious
to do that.
Mr. GrepsonN: Read the next divisiom
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Mr. MACARTNEY : The remaining divi-
sion was the suburban Brisbane division of
the district, and included Enoggera, Nundah,
Toombul, Toowong, and Windsor.

The SECRETARY FOR PTUBLIc WORKS: It is
almost certain that three of those will be
Labour after the vext clection.

Mr. MACARTNEY : He was not there to
make any forecast, but he thought that even
his own arguments that night would be upset
after the next election. There were four
Nationalist electorates in that division and
only one Labour electorate, which showed
that there would be two Nationalists on the
board. Coming to the question of identity of
interests, he wanted to know why Toowong
had been worked intc a district which in-
cluded Toombul and Windsor instead of heing
included in the first division with Padding-
ton and Ithaca, which it adjcined. Toowong
geographically, and as far as population was
concerned, belonged to Tthaca and Padding-
ton, yet 1t was cut off from those electorates.
He had represented that area for years and
understood it thoroughly. The only way
they could connect Toowong with Windsor
was by going a long way round the hills,

The TREASTRER: It adjoins Enoggera.

Mr MACARTNEY: Speaking for him-
self, he could not see any advantage in the
change, and wunless he heard something
different in favour of it he was against it.

Mr. SIZER: The figures for the different
divisions werc rather significant. There were
35,000 votes for the Brishane division, 31,000
for South Brisbane, and 43,000 for the
suburban division. The suburban division
had 10,000 more than the Brisbane division.
There was something in the argument that
the boundaries should be altered to make
them better than they were at present.

Amendment (Mr. Theodore’s) agreed fo.
On clause 3, as amended—

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
PUBLIC WORKS, a consequential amend-
ment was made inscrting the following words
after line 42:—

“In the last paragraph of the said sec-
tion seven, after the word ¢ Mctropolitan’
the words ¢ and Ipswich’ are inserted.”

Clause 3, as amended, put and passed.

On clause 4—“ Blected members’—

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
moved the omission of all the words from
line 45 on page 2, to line 15 on page 4, with
a view of Inserting the following amend-
ment :—

“[10.] The electors of the district shall
elect eight clectors to be members of the
board. Each division of the district shall
return twe members of the board.

“For the purposes of the election of
members by the electors, the following
provisions shall apply:—

“(L.) Subject to this Act, any male
elector shall be qualified to be elected a
member of the board.

“(2.) Every elector who is enrolled on
the voters’ roll for a division of the dis-
trict shall be qualified to vote at any
election of a member or members for
such division.

and Sewerage, Etc., Bill. 2747

“(3.) Every elector shall be entitled to
give one vote only at an election.

“(4.) A fresh election of all members
of the board shall be held on such day in
the month of February, one thousand
nine hundred and nineteen, and at such
places within the district, as the Gover-
nor in Council shall appoint.

“ At such election two members for
each of the divisions of the district shall
be elected by the clectors of each such
division respectively.

““ At the conclusion of such clection all
the existing members of the board other
than the president shall go out of office.

*“(5.) Subject to this Act, all members
elected shall hold office for four years,
except in the case of the fresh clection
referréd to in the last preceding sub-
section hereof, in which case one of the
two members for each division of the
district then elected shall go out of office
at the end of two years; and the mem-
ber who shall so go out of office shall
be that member who received the least
namber of votes for his division at such
election. If two members elected for
the same «division have received the
same number of votes, then the question
which of them shall go out of office
shall be decided by lot.

“(6.) An election of members for each
such division shall be held in the year one
thousand nine hundred and twenty-one
and in every second year thereafter, on
such day in the month of February and
at such places within the district as the
Governor in Council shall from time to
time appoint.

“ At every such election one member
shall be elected for each division of the
district, and at the conclusion of every
such election one member for each divi-
sion shall go out of office; and, subject
to this Act, the member for each division
respectively who shall then go out of
office shall be the mémber for that
division who has been a member for four
vears.

“(7.) Every election of members shall
be held by and before such returning
officer as the Governor in Council shall
from time to time appoint.

*(8.) For the purposes of every elce-
tion, it shall be the duty of the Principal
Electoral Officer, under the Elections Act,
when and so often as he is required by
the returning officer so to do, to com-
pile a voters’ roll for each division of the
district, or one or more of such rolls, as
the case may require, and in doing so
he shall observe the following rules:—

The voters’ roll for the Brisbane divi-
sion and the suburban Brisbane division
of the district shall respectively consist
of the names of all electors enrolled on
the latest electoral rolls of the elcctoral
districts comprised within those divi-
sions respectively, as hercinbefore pro-
vided.

The voters’ roll for the South Bris-
bane division of the district shall con-
sist of the names of all electors en-
rolled on the latest electoral rolls of
the clectoral districts and electoral
divisions comprised within such South
Brisbane division as Thereinbefore

Hon. E. G. Theodore. |
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provided, excluding in the case of
Bulimba the islands of Moreton Bay.”

This was a consequential amendment rendered
necessary by the alteration of the districts.
Unless 1t was moved in this form it would
necessitate moving six different amendments.

Mr. MACARTNEY: He had pointed out
at a previous stage that the effect of this
Bill was to cancel the election which was
held last year at the large expense indicated
by the Treasurer.

The SECRETARY FOR Purnic Works: It does
not cancel the election; they continue in

office.

Mr. MACARTNEY : The results of that
election would cease to operate after
February.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PusLic WoRrks: Some

time next year.

Mr. MACARTNEY : All the money spent
ou the election in the early part of this year
would be thrown away except for the presens
vear, and the expense of a fresh election
would have to be incurred in February next.

. The SecreTsRY FOr PUrLIC WORKS: Surely
1t 18 no argument against the Bill to say
that it might shorten the term of the present
board !

Mr. MACARTNEY : The hon. gentleman
had talked about cost as one of the factors

in connection with the system they were

adopting under the Bill. "Why, then, have
the clections in February next?

The SecreTaRY ForR PupLic Works: The
cost of having an election is not e tithe .of
the cost of compiling the roll—that is the
chief cost.

Mr. MACARTNEY : One of the effects of
the Bill was practically to cancel the mem-
bership in February of men who were elected
in February last. He had not looked the
matter up, but it would make a difference of
twelve months.

Hon. W. H. BarNes: More than that.

Mr. MACARTNEY : The men who were
elected last February would ordinarily re-
main in office for four years, and they
would lose twelve months of thai period.
But the board which would be clected this
vear would have a four years’ period of
office.

The SrcreTaARY ror Punric Womxs: I
shows how impracticable it is to meet that
situation. We could not wait three vears
before we amended the Act.

Mr. MACARTNEY : If the Treasurer did
not want that violent change, there was an
easy way of meeting the caze. The nresent
board might be allowed to continue until the
first period of biennial election came round.

The SecreTarRy FOR PusLic Works: How

would vou provide for that?

Mr. MACARTNEY : By simply making
a verbal alteration that the election should
take place in February next for Ipswich.
If that was done, they would have two mem-
bers from Ipswich added to the present
board, and all the memhers of the board

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.

Metropolitan Water Supply [ASSEMBLY.]

and Sewerage, Etc., Bill.

would continue to hold office until the next
biennial election, when the provisions of the
Bili would come into operation. It was a
fair proposal to make, and as there was
nothing behind it, and no intention to alter
the votes of the people at the last election,
he tock it the hon. gentleman would accept
the amendment. He moved the omission of
the third line of subclause (4), page 3, and
the insertion in lien thereof of the words
“ an election for the Ipswich division of the
district.” No further alteration would be
necessary except the elimination of the two
last paragraphs of clause 4, and the substitu-
tion therefor of the following words:—

“ Members so clected shall, with the
existing members of the hoard, he and
continue to be members of the board till
the first triennial election to be held
in the year one thousand nine hundred
and twenty-one hereafter mentioned.”

The Labour members of the board would
continue a year longer.
The SecreTaARY FOR PusLic Works: All

Labour members have to retire twelve months
carlier under the Bill.

Mr. MACARTNEY: And all Liberal
members would have to retire three years
earlier,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
He thought the amendment would be un-
workable, and he did not think it was neces-
sary. The hon. member was only attempting
to protect the interests of those elected last
February. Surely the greater interests were
paramount, and regard should be paid to
them by Parliament vather than te the in-
terests of a few individuals who might have
been elected last February, some for terms
of four years; they would have still three
vears to run.

Mr. MacarRTNEY : And the other a year.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

And the other four would have four years
to run. The hon. member must see the
undemocratic way of continuing in office
men who were elected for a different purpose
altogether.

Mr. MacarTnEY: If you want to remove
the political stamp, this is the thing you
want to do.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
The hon. member seems obsessed with the
belief that the Labour party was going to
sweep the polls at every election; of Water
and Sewerage Board, at parllamentary elec-
tions, and everything else. The Labour party
were here practically for all time. He was
glad to hear that that was the opinion of
the other side, as it showed a very healthy
position of things politically. If the lon.
member had in his mind the view that it was
utterly impossible for the Conservatives to
win under a broad franchise, it showed how
honeless a position that party had got into.

Mr, MacarTNEY : That is not the argument.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

He did not krow what the argument was.
The hon. member took pains to show how,
under the districts as they had been dis-
tributed, the Labour party must win three
out of the four seats.

Mr. MACARTNEY : As the party stands to do.
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The hon. member assumed that the Labour
party would win under any circumstances in
the future; if he did not. there would be
no point in his argument. The hon. member
must think that next year the Labour party
would win three out of the four districts, or
six oub of the eight seats. He had no doubt
they would win all the seats they contested,
but that did not prevent him from realising
the political situation, which any public man
could do. Even in local authority electinns,
if the Labour party put up candidates it
was bound to win wherever the voice of the
people was heard. The hon. member seemed
to have a grievance because they had dis-
tributed the seats in this way, but he could
not suggest as to how they could be dis-
tributed on a fairer basis. The Govern-
ment had left the allocation of the districts
to him, but he had not been inspired by a

. desire to gain political advantage. A very
definite scheme had been followed in allocat-
ing the districts. The Brisbane division
was really a Brisbane division, and not a
South Brisbane division. The five eclec-
torates were contiguous, and all in the heart
of the city. The question as to what elec-
torate should be included in the Ipswich
division was suggested by the Ipswich people
themselves. If the hon. member thought
the Toowong district should go into the
Ipswich district, he had no objection to that.

Mr. MACARTNEY: You

know there
suggestion of that sort.

is no

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
Oxley had an identity of interest with Ips-
wich. To his mind, the arrangemeunt under
the Bill was a satisfactory allocation, apart
altogether from  political consideration.
Political considerations were altogether too
petty to consider in regard to this matter.
If Bulimba and other divisions should grow
faster than the others, it would tend to
balance the thing more. No one could say
that Ipswich was not growing. The hon.
member for Toowong suggested that they
sheuld allow the eight members to remain
on the board, and elect two new members
for three years, but that was absurd and
impracticable, and would be acting child-
ishly. They could no$ expect Ipswich to be
satisfied with a scheme of that kind., They
would have a greater grievance than ever
if they allowed eight Brisbane mernbers to
continue with two new members. That would
be unsatisfactors. The arrangement might
possibly affect the term of some of the
present members of the board, but they
would have to put up with it. As far as
he knew, the present members of the board
who had had the Bill under consideration
had not raised any objection from that
point of view. The metropolitan pboard
favoured the scheme.

Mr. MacartNey : The whole board?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
So far as he knew. He had never heard
any protest or had any communication from
them on the point. If they were broad-
minded men, concerned only with the larger
interests of the cities and districts they
represented, it was not likely thev would
raise their own personal consideration in a
way which might block the consummation
of the beneficial scheme affecting the whole
of the area.

[2 OcrosER.]
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Hox. W. H. BARNES: He questioned
whether the representatives—he was referring
to the water board of Ipswich—had had put
before them the suggestion which had been
muade by the hon. member for Toowong.
The suggestion was a very reasonable one.
The fact that there were at present eight
members on the Brisbane board, after all,
did not make a great deal of difference. If
it was going to become a question of voting,
it did not matter very much whether they
were eight against two or six against two.
He was not going to assume that the present
or any future occupants of seats on the
water board were going to combine them-
selves against Ipswich. He was not going
to make that suggestion, because he could
scarcely conceive of any number of intelli-
gent men doing that kind of thing. He took
it that when they got together
their object was to do the very
best possible for the various dis-
tricts, and to act in a commonsense way.
He assumed that that would be done. The
Trensurer has laid very great stress on the
question of expenditure. FHe would repeat
again that the expense in connection with
thie new methods would be as great as with
the old methods. But if the proposal made
hy the leader of the Opposition were carried
out, it would mean that, apart from the
election of the Ipswich representatives, there
would be no other expense at all. He
keped, therefore, that the Treasurer, after
hearing what had been said by the leader
af the Opposition, would see his way clear
to accept the suggestion which had been
made. It was a reasonable suggestion, and
he was quite sure members for Ipswich
and district would feel that it was a proper
duggestion. © He did wnot think for one
moment they would cavil at the suggestion
made by the leader of the Opposition, as
long as Ipswich and districts were included
in the proposition. Might he say to the
Treasurer that if he agreed to .t};at sng-
gestion it would remove the suspicion that
the Bill now under discussion was very
largely a political Bill, which had been
introduced for the purpose of puiting right,
in some directions, what was regarded as
the return of the wrong party at the last
water board clection. If the Treasurer
accepted the suggestion of the leader of the
Opposition, it would remove that idea from
the minds of the people, and he earnestly
suggested to the Treasurer that he should
look at it in that way.

[3 p.m.]

Mr. Brexxyax: That is  your construction
cnly.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: No one could
ever charge the hon. member for Toowoomba
with being blessed with what might be called
the ability to construct.

Mr. Brexxan: You
good deal in your time.

have constructed a

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The hon. membes
could not be charged with being construc-
tive, but rather with being destructive, except
it be in the matter of hospitals, but there
was a good deal of difference between hos-
pitals and water boards.

Mr. BRENNAN : What about the profits on
the oil tar?

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Order!
Hon. W. H. Barnes.]
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Mr. GLEDSON: He wished to say, in
reply to the hon. member for Bulimba, that
the representative for Ipswich, at any rate,
could see through a brick wall as far as
most people, and the people of Ipswich
could sec through what the Opposition pro-
posed. {Hear, hear!} They actually pro-
posed to abolish the Ipswich water authority,
and to allow the Brisbane water authority
to remain for three years longer. They
woeuld abolish Ipswich and say, “ You can
send two men down to join our Brisbane
board.”” But the Treasurer had made a
distinct promise not to abolish the Ipswich
authority; that the whole thing would go
together; that there would be one board to
control the whole of the water supply of the
Brisbane River. 'The Treasurcr had stated
the facts very clearly to the leader of the
Opposition, and also to the hon. mermber for
Bulimba, showing that the Ipswich people
weuld certainly not be satisfied with two
members coming down to Brishane and }oin-
ing the present board. It would be better
to have nothing at all than that.

The SEcRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRks: It
would be Brisbane swallowing Ipswich.

Mr. GLEDSON: Yes. Tt would be like
the Brisbane board swallowing Ipswich. He
hoped the Ipswich people would see what
the Opposition would give themr if they had
the opportunity of dealing with the matter.
Tie thought the amendment had been moved,
not with the purpose of improving the Bill,
but for the purpose of blocking the whole
thing. If it was to be blocked, it meant
that the people of Ipswich and district
would be. for a long time, deprived of a
water supply, and it was a matter of urgency
as far as they were concerned. They had
to get water, either through the amalga-
mated board or through their own water
authority. 1f they did not get it through
the amalgamated board, they must abso-
lutely get it clsewheve. The leader of the
Opposition, for the purpose of deferring the
amalgamation until 1921, was not speaking
in the interests of the people most deeply
concerned. He did not think the hon. mem-
ber had thought very well over it

Mr. S1zER: How many members are there
on the Ipswich board now? :

Mr. GLEDSON: There was no Ipswich
board. The Ipswich City Council was the

water authority.
Hon. W. H. BarnEs: And they have twelve
members.

Mr. GLEDSON : The aldermen of the city

council formed the water authority. This was

- a new matter. The Ipswich Water Autho-

rity was being abolished, the whole water

supply was to be placed under one board. The

Treasurer had explained the position clearly,
and thoy ought to go on with the Bill.

Mr, . A. COOPER: When the deputation
from the Ipswich City Council waited on the
Treasurer, he had made use of practically
the same arguments as had been adduced by
the hon. member for Bulimba. He pointed
out that if there were six representatives
from Brisbane and two from Ipswich, that
the six from Brisbane would be entirely
antagonistic to Ipswich, and that this would
be everlastingly detrimental to Ipswich.
While the representatives of the city couneil
did not think it would be, they said they
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would feel it was a deep-laid scheme to
swallow up Ipswich interests for the sake of
Brisbane, if the districts were so arranged
that there might be a suburbs area that
would have interests somewhat similar to
Ipswich.  Thereupon, the Treasurer had
promised to constitute « suburban area, an
Ipswich area, and a metropolitan area. If
the Brisbane board were allowed to remain
under the new Act, the proper thing to do
would be to amalgamate the two boards as
they stood. Then Ipswich would be able to
send down twelve aldermen to sit on the
board. (Laughter.) If the twelve aldermen
took their places on the board, they could
certainly see that Ipswich interests were con-
served as they desired them to be.

An OrposrrrioNn Mruper: That is what we
were going to suggest. (Laughter.)

Mr. F. A. COOPER: Why mnot give
Ipswich its present twelve members and Bris-
bane its »resent eight? e assured hon.
members that it was at the request of the
Ipswich City Council that the Treasurer had
consented to arrange the proposed division.
If there was anything in the political argu-
ment, why was the Opposition pressing this?
There were four men supposed to be iabour
men on that board at present. There were four
the Opposition claimed as Nationalists. The
leader of the Opposition had said that two
Labour men from Ipswich was “ a dead sure
thing.” so in 1921 there would be six Labour
and four Nationalists, and so the six could
play ducks and drakes with their property
so that they would not know it. Solid Labour
control would be absolutely certain for three
years, and vet the leader of the Opposition
was not a bit concerned about it. There
was nothing at the back of this proposal, or
the leader of the Opposition would not have
made that offer. = Ile would never have
fallen into the blunder of six to four against
him without any possibility of rectifying it
for three vears. He hoped that if any altera-
tion were made, it would be the continuation
of the cight Brisbane members and tivelve

Tpswich aldermen working tegether until
1921.

Amendment (3Mr. Macartney’s) put and
negatived.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

On clause 4—*° Amendment of section 10”—

Mr. MACARTNEY said they had already
taken a division on the franchise question,
and although that division had gone against
the Opposition, they were still of the same
opinion. It was, however, no use going over
the same ground again.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: He would like to
ask the Treasurer, in connection with clause
4. if he proposed to make voting compulsory?
The present Act was a compulsory Act as
far as State elections was concerned, and
seeing that the Treasurer was going to use
thre rolls for certain divisions, was he going
to apply the same provisions?

The TREASURER: No, voting is not to
be compulsory. The ordinary Elections Act
did not apply to those elections, onlv the
volls were to be made use of. The machinery
for controlling elections was provided in the
Rill and the principal Act.

Clause 4, as amended, put and passed.
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Clauses put and

5 to 9, both inclusive,
passed,

On clause 10— Power as to water-courses,
ete’—

Mr. MACARTNEY asked whether it was
wander that clause that Mount Edwards was
supposed to be capable of being taken in?

The PECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS-
No. The Bill had no particular reference
to the scheme, nor was the area included
in the district, but the whole of the catch-
ment arch of the Brisbane River was under
the control of the board for certain pur-
poses, for erecting works or preventing or
prohibiting contamination of the water. He
mentioned on the second reading the possi-
bility of conserving watber at Mount Edwards,
and the Bill permitted the carrying out of
the schemne. It was not necessary to men-
tion the Mount Edwards scheme in it, but
they gave power under the Bill to deal
with Mount Edwards when the water was
conserved there, or any water in any other
areas controlled by the board. The hon.
member would find certain extended refer-
ences in clauses 156 and 16 to powers which
might be utilised by the board when the
Mount Bdwards scheme or other such schemes
were developed.

Clause put and passed.

On clause 11— Works by Tramway Com-
pany —

Mr. MACARTNEY: The clause was ob-
viously an amendment of the Tramways Act.
On the sccond reading he pointed out that
it suggested a position that arose with refer-
ence to Stanley street, South Brisbane. He
failed to see the necessity for the alteration
of the Act. They discussed the principles
of the Tramways Acts under different mea-
sures, and that was really a left-handed
fashion of altering the foundation of the
arrangement upon which the tramways con-
cession rested.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic WORKS: You
are not raising the queitxon of vested in-
terests again under this?

Mr. MACARTNEY : It was just as well
to point out that the Tramways Acts pro-
vided for certain rights and duties of the
Tramways Company, and provision was
made for the scttlement of disputes which
might arise between the company and other
constructing authorities. In the present case
a most unwarranted attack, as he read the
facts, was made by the water board on the
Tramwa&s Company. A claim was made
whatever the position of the pipes was,
and whether or not they were affected by
the tramways system or not, that the com-
pany were cﬂled upon to construct an
entirely new service from one end of Stanley
street to the other at their own expense.

The TrEsSTRER: The company held that
they bad no responsibility whatever in con-
no(’tlon with any possibility of damage to
the pipes.

Mr. MACARTNEY : There was on the
company a responsibility if any alteratmn
they made affected the water service, and
if any dispute arose beiween the company
and the other constructing authority, it was
to be settled by the municipality of the
area in which the dispute arose. The claim
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was absurd, because, as a matter of fact,
the alteration which the company proposed
—the substitution of a single iine for a
double line—did not affect the pipe service
of the water board at all. In the second
place, the removal of the double line of
tramway, instead of adding to the board’s
difficulties, simplified the means of access,
and he was sorry to say he felt more 111d1g-
nation over it, because Stanley street for
a  very considerable period caused incon-
venience to the travelling public, owing to
the dilatoriness of the Government in
realising the neccessary requirements and the
stupid claim of the board.

The SeCRETARY FOR PusLic WORKS: Owing
to the avariciousness of the company.

Mr. MACARTNEY: The position kept
that street practically in a condition of
censtruction for nearly two years to - the
great hindrance of the travelling public other
than the tramways. As a matter of fact,
there were many members on both sides
of the House who realised what had been
going on there for the last two years, and
the inconvenience that it caused. In the
first place, the Government of the day, ap-
parently unable to provide such conditions
as were nceessary for what they considered
to be public interests, adopted just the
same attitude as they were taking at the
present time in regard to electric light.
The Government said that they were not
gomﬂ to give away all the 11ghts of the
people to the so- called concession  mongers,
but, at the same time, it failed to impose or
suggest protective provisions and so perpetu-
ated the public inconvenience. Owing to the
absolute stupidity of the water board—to
his mind—the condition of things of which he
was complaining was continued for a con-
siderable period of time. The position in due
course came before the municipal council,
and was settled by them without much trouble
in a common-sense way—in the only way in
which anybody with any common sense could
think it could ke settled at all.

AIr. WiLson: I doubt thab.
Mr. MACARTNEY: The clause was a

kind of vindictive provision to take away
jurisdiction from the local authority.

Mr. WILSON :
board’s interest.

Mr. MACARTNEY: To protect the
beard’s so-called interests so that they might
have a new service from one end of Stanley
strect to the other, whether entitled to it
or not, and the power to give them that was
to be transferred to the Minister, a nasty
reflection on the council that did its duty
in the circumstances, a little piece of that
vindictivencss that pleaqod a certain class
who were ready to support any claim on the
Tramways Company. If their laws were to
ba tlnkered to meet the needs of the posi-
tion in that way, he did not know where
the end was going to be. At any rate. he
did not suppose anything that was said
on that side was going to alter it, but it
was some satisfaction to point it out.

Mr. WILSON: The leader of the Oppo-
sition tried to throw a good deal of blame
on the water board, but when he had fin-
ished he thought he would have shown that
they were not to blame altogether. There
was a little bit of obstruction in Stanley

Mr. Wilson.]

Not at all—to protect the
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street, from the Dry Dock to Victoria Place,
caused by the company’s making a single
tramline of it and placing it over the board’s
main. There was a good deal of objection
to it at the time, and the board had the
right to object; but, unfortunately, the com-
pany was carrying out work at that time
for the South Brisbane Council. HHe did
not know the amount of the contract, but it
ran into some hundreds of pounds, for lower-
ing the grade of Stanley street. When an
objection was raised like that, did hon, mem-
bers think it was a fair thing that the local
authority should sit in judgment on its own
street? All the amendment was doing was
to give the Minister full power to decide the
question.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Are you talking about the
whole width of the street?

Mr. WILSON: He was talking about the
work that was being done. The hon. mem-
ber said that the amendment was being
irserted for political purposes. He (Mr.
Wilson) said that it was to protect the board’s
interest. A good deal of trouble was going
on at the time, and the board thought fit
to send a letter explaining to the Press and
the public the facts of the case. He would
read it—

“To the Editor, ¢Brizbane Courier.’

“ Sir,—In your issue of 22nd ultimo
there is a long letter by the managing
dirvector of the Brisbane Tramways Com-
pany, Limited, in which he states: ¢ Fur-
ther delay was caused by the attitude of
the Board of Waterworks,” and in another
letter in your issuc of the 30th idem he
states: ‘Then on top of all this came the
attitude of the water board—a Govern-
ment instrumentality—which delayed for
months, and is still delaying, the com-
pletion of the work.” Statements are re-
ported in your columns as having been
made at recent meetings of the South
Brisbane City Council also attributing to
the board delay in the completion of
Stanley street. In these circumstances,
Sir, the Metropolitan Water Supply and
Sewerage Board desires to state that
there has not been any unnecessary delay
on its part in the matter, as a reference
to the board’s records will prove. On
the contrary. the delay rests upon the
company and the council, the former in
objecting to pay the cost of the necessary
work of adjusting on a safe and equit-
able basis the water supply to suit the
proposal of the company to place the
single tram track in the centre of the
roadway immediately over and above the
board’s main, and the latter in not sup-
plying, as requested, information as to
intended alteration of levels, and in
neglecting or refusing to furnish a state-
ment of the permanent levels of the road-
way. Delay was also made by the com-
pany in furnishing sufficient information
and complete plans. In the case of both
the company and the council. the board
was simply asserting its rights as pro-
vided by its own Act of Parliament.
Grey street has one palr of tram rails in
the centre of the roadway, as Stanley
street is intended to have, but it has not
any main in the centre of the road, but
one main on each side of the road. The
necessary and proper alterations were
there carried .out to suit the company,
and the consequent expense was defrayed

[Mr. Wilson.
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by the company without cavil. However,
in the case of Stanley street, the com-
pany refused to pay the cost of the necces-
sary alterations, and forced the board to
protect its property and rights. The
matter was referred to the South Bris-
bane City Council as provided by the
Tramways Act, no appeal from its de-
cision being allowed. It is an anomalous
position in which to put the council—to
be judge in a dispute about its own
street—and the position was accentuated
at the hearing when evidence was given
to the effect that the company was con-
tractor for the council in making the
part of that street for which the council
1s responsible conform to the level of the
central portion of the street as left and
to be completed by the Tramways Com-
pany.

“ Though the decision was against the
board, that did not lessen the duty of
the board to defend its property from
injury and its rights from encroachment,
nor did it justify the company and the
council in charging the board with delay
for which the company and the council
were responsible. The company, acting
on the decision of the council, has gone
ahead with its work regardless of the
safety of the board’s main and fittings.
There is not the requisite depth of 2 feet
of covering in some places to protect the
board’s main, while in others the main
is several feet below that depth: In one
place the work done by the company
left one of the board’s fittings exposed
75 inches above the level of the tram
rails. The inevitable injury to the main
from deficient or excessive covering,
added to electrolysis, will necessitate-
extra repairs, increased expense, and
frequent interference with traffic from
time to time, while in cases of the main
being used for fire fighting, the tram
traffic—on the single line—will be abso-
lutely stopped by reason of the fire
hydrants being hetween the two tram rails.
In the recent fire at the State sawmills
the traffic was so blocked for two hours.
As the company has placed its single pair
of rails over the main, despite the pro-
tests of the board, and the work is being
completed, it does mot seem logical to
charge the board with delay.

“ Tven now the council has not furn-
ished necessary information as to levels,
though applications have been made for
it. If the council intends to permanently
alter the level of Stanley street, the board
is entitled to at least seven days’ notice,
in writing. No such notice has been given
to the board by the council. The records
in connection with the matters between
the company, the council, and the board
are so extensive that your space forbids
a sufficient recapitulation, but the papers
are open for inspection, and will prove
the accuracy of the above statements,
which are made in justice to the board
and upon its authority, also in the in-
terests of its ratepayers. In the circum-
stances, therefore, will you please insert
this letter in your correspondence
columns ?

“T am, Sir, etc.,
“(8gd.) E. J. T. MANCHESTER,
¢ President.
¢ Brisbane, 4th December, 1917.”
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He thought it was necessary to read that
letter in justification of the board for the

slanderous attacks made upon it
[8.30 p.m.] for delaying its work. Ie was

sorry that the leader of f%the
Opposition took up the same attitude. He
thought they were justified in having some
provision inserted in the new Bill to pro-
tect the board. No reasonable argument
had been advanced against the amendment.
At the present time the Tramways Com-
pany scemed to be able to do what they
liked. They hung up the streets at their
own sweet will. The board had had a good
deal of bother with the Tramways Company
because the manager, Mr. Badger, was a
hard man to deal with. Mr. Badger had
an autocratic style in dealing with local
aunthorities who went to him asking for ex-
tensions. and told then to wait until he
opened his bag and that sort of thing. He
was anything but a good man to deal with
if he got his back up. When the dispute
was on in South Brisbane, Mr. Badger was
away, but was on his way back again, and
the acting manager, Mr. Stephens, offered
to pay the board £1,000 without prejudice.
Then Mr. Badger came back and the
matter went to court, with the result that
it was decided that the South Brisbane
Council were the sole arbiters of their own
streets, The Minister was wise in protect-
ing the interests of the board.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
The hon. member for Fortitude Valley had
placed the matter before the Committee very
clearly. No maiter what might be the
rights or the wrongs of the matter in Stan-
ley street, the Committee were justified in
including the clause in the Bill. Surely,
if there was any reference of a dispute to
any party it should be to the council which
was an interested party. The matter should
be referred to the responsible Minister, and
not to the local council, who would, no
doubt, be prejudiced one way or the other.

Mr. MooRe: So would the Minister.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
They knew that the Tramways Company in
its own interests acted in agreement with
the South Brisbane Council against the
water board. The Tramways Company were
asked to shift their tram rails in such a way
as to leave the mains alone, but, as a matter
of fact, the tram rails rested on the main,
and, even now, the main was inaccessible
to the board.

Mr. MAcsRTNEY: You are entirely wrong.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
He was assured by the present board that
the only way to get access to the main was
by cutting the sleepers and blocking the
traffic. If ik became necessary to put in a
new pipe, they would have to cut the sleepers
for the whole length of the pipe. Such a
situation should never have hbeen brought
about, If the Tramways Company were re-
sponsible, they should pay compensation to
the water board, which would be put to the
expense of laying pipes on both sides of the
street. The leader of the Opposition seemed
to think that the claim was an exorbitant
one. The pipe was not a new one, but it
was a serviceable pipe, and would not have
to be renewed for a number of years if it
were not disturbed. In one case, the tram-
way #leepers rested upon the main, and that
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might have a bad effect upon it. It might
have the effect of a miner getting elec-
trolysis through coming in close proximity
with the tram rails, and that would certainly
shorten the life of the miner. Such matters
as that should not be referred to an inter-
csted party such as the South Brisbane
Municipality. That was an unfair position,
and that was why the alteration was pro-
posed. He was sure the Opposition would
see that the amendment was highly justi-
fiable, because it provided a fairer way of
deciding these matters which might arise
between the water board and the Tramways
Company.

My, MACARTNEY : It was raid that the
South Brisbane Council should not act in
a matter in which it was interested. That
was quite true. He thought, in carrying
out work like that, there might be a mutual
understanding between the constructing
authority, the Tramways Company, and
the council for the purpose of altering the
grade of the road. It appeared to him that
in the matter referred to there was a cer-
tain amount of trouble before the water
board came into it at all, owing to the
action of the Government in granting the
authority and then withholding the autho-
rity.

The SrcrErary rorR PuBnic Works: We
withheld it in order to safeguard the rights
of the people.

. Mr. MACARTNEY: If the hon. gentle-
man provided that a matter in which the
municipality was interested should not be
referred to the municipality for judgment,
then he could understand 15, ~ That would
be a reasonable thing to do, because it
might be regarded as likely to affect the
council’s judgments. DBut that was not the
case ,with the clause before the Committee.
The clause propozed to take away from the
South Brisbane Council and every other
local authority within the tramway area the
powers already invested in them, quite
irrespective of whether a matter arose in
which thev were interested or not. That was
his objection to the clause. Because the
hon. member for Fortitude Valley was a
member of the water board, that was the
reason why the clause was introduced. That
was why the Government took such an ex-
treme step against all local authorities where
the tramway applied. It was just because
one board in the metropolitan area made
2 complaint. That secemed to be carrying
the thing just a little bit too far. It was
suggested by the Minister that a single line
was likely to do more damage to the water
board than a double line of rails. He (Mr.
Macartney) was not an cxpert, but, unless
an oxpert showed him how that happened,
he failed to understand how a single line
in a street could prevent access to the pipe
in a greater degrce than the existence of
a double line.

The SecRETARY TFOR PusnLic WORKS: A
double line has rails on both sides of the
pipe.

Mr. MACARTNEY: There was only a
limited distance between the double rails,
and there were sleepers under both sets of
rails. In all probability, the sleepers
abutted on one another. With a single
rail it ought to be easier to get access to
the pipe than with a double set of lines.

Mr. Macariney.]
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That point was immaterial compared with
the proposal to take from the municipality
the general powers invested in them by law.
A special tribunal had been created by the
clause to meet cases of dispute as they arose.
That was the objection to it. He noticed that
an appeal was to be made to the Minister in
such manner, in such form, and under such
conditions as the board directed by by-laws.
It was an easy thing for the board to make
by-laws which would make it not worth
while for anybody to appeal from anything.
The water board werc just as capable of
making an unfair claim as anybody else.
They may not make it just because it was
unfair, but they may make it because they
felt it was their duty to the public to make
the biggest claim they could possibly make,
and the party which was subject to that
claim had got to go before some tribunal
to get the question tried. If the water
board were able to say that the claim could
only be made in a certain way, it would
be difficult to defend it, and it might be
necessary for a tramways company to put
their hands in their pockets to be allowed
to go on with their work, cven in an unfair
case. That was what it came to. The hon.
member for Fortitude Valley showed what
was possible when he stated that the com-
pany offered £1,000 to put an end to it
rather than have the matter delayed.

The SeCRETARY FOR PurrLic Works: The
by-laws have to he approved by the Gove-
nor in Council.

Mr. MACARTNEY: The Governor in
Council would not give a second thought to
them. The by-laws could easily be fixed up
to put the Dboard in the most favoured
position. The clause showed the facility
with which the Government were prepared
to bring in an amendment to please the
gentleman who instructed them from behind.

At twenty minutes to 9 o’clock p.m.,

Mr. PorLock relieved the Chairman in the
chair.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The leader of the
Opposition had pointed out what might be
the effect of this alteration. They all recog-
nised that, when there was a dispute, one
of the parties concerned should not be the
arbitrator in the dizpute, as, no matter how
desirous anyone might be of coing the right
thing according to their own conscience,
it might open the door to a charge that they
had not done the right thing becauss of
being intcrested-—that their svectacles might
be coloured in some way. The leader of the
Opposition was quite right in the suggestion
he made. Instead of the sweeping proposi-
tion in the clause, provision should have
been made for preventing the local authority
sitting in judgment upon a matter in which
there was a dispute in which they ithem-
selves were concerned. It seemed to him
that this clause would not get over the
difficulty. Did it not seem to be in kecping
with the policy of the Government towards
local authorities? It seemed to him that
the Government were very largely out of
sympathy with local authorities.

The SEcrETARY TOR Pustic Works: Noj;
this was proposed by the water authoricy.
Hox. W. . BARNES: He was speaking
of local authorities which had to do with
LMr. Macuriney.

]

more general local authority work. The
Government here was taking the first oppor-
tunity of removing a matter in dispute from
the control of the local authorities con-
cerned, and handing it over to some other
authority to decide. What was going fo be
the position of any vparty, especially a fram-
way company, which might have to appeal
for justice to the Government? It was a
foregone conclusion as to what the judgment
would be. They had had evidence in this
session already that the Government were
out to ““ down’’ the Tramways Company.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Would
the hon. gentleman mind me interrupting
him? This amendment is suggested in
accordance with the view of the Water and
Sewerage Board, and cach member of the
board—and they are all Liberals on the
board—has desired the acceptance of the
amendment.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: He must accept
the statement of the Minister. Had they
not abundant evidence that the Government
were out at every turn to try and ¢ down’ the
tramway company? In connection with this
proposal, the Treasurer had taken exception
—and probably rightly so—+to any interested
party sitting in judgment; but here theyr
were going to transfer the authority to sit
in judgment from one interested party,
who had an interest in one particular, to a
Government which, apparently, were out,
under all circumstances, to ‘“‘down’ the
Tramways Company. The Bill was going to
take certain powers from a local authority
and hand them over to a Government who
were prejudiced every time against the
Tramways Company.

Mr. MOORE  protested against this
filching of power by the Minister. The
Ministry were always tryving to filch puwer
from local bodies and put it into the hands
of a Minister. He did not believe in giving
such power to the Ministers.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Are not the
local authorities likely to be biassed?

Mr. MOORE: The proper people to settle
disputes were the local authoritice, and it
was nonsense for the Minister to say that
the local authorities were likely to be
biassed. The party most likely to be biassed
was the Government. In connection with the
Tramways Company, no matter what the evi-
dence was, the decision on the part of the
Government would be against the company.
Tt had been the same in connection with the
Colonial Sugar Refining Company. He did
r.ot believe that the members of the water
board were going to be so biassed that they
would not give justics. It was more likely
that the Minister, who was obsessed with
regard to a certain compauy, Wwas more
likely to be biamed than a Jocal authority
sitting in ccuncil.

Mr. Cowrins: Do vou know how biassed
local authorities are?

Mr. MOORE : The only time he had found
local authorities tn be biassed was when
the members were elected on a definite
pledge to the caucus party, and ther could
not get away from that pledge. az they
would be kicked out if they did. The local
authorities did their work without pay.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I see you
have a local authorities journal.
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Mr. MOORE: We have huad that for the
last three years.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAXN: I must
ask the hon. member to deal wwith the clause.

Mr. MOORE: He was led awas by the
interjection of the Minister. The jocal
authorities strongly objected to the Minister
taking away the power which they should
have and exercise.

Hox. W. H. BARNKES asked the Minis-
ter: With regard to the voters’ roll, what
method was to be adopted to bring the roll
up to date for each eclectorate?

 The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKs: There
is no mention of that in clause 11.

Clause put and passed.
Clauze 12 put azd passed.

On  clause 13—" dwendment of section

3¢y damage to works by electricity’”—

Hon. W. H. BARNES: He wished to
draw attention, by way of protest, to the way
in which the board under this clause had the
power to make by-laws, which would have to
be approved of by the Minister in the same
way, and then, if there was o difficulty after-
wards, the Minister had to decide. It
seemed to him that this was placing, first of
all, in the hands of the board, and then in
the hands of the Minister, a very dangerous
power, and he protested against legislation
of this kind being introduced. It was not
fair nor in the interests of all parties. There
was no chance whatever of doing a fair
thing under such conditions. The Minister
himself would probably be prejudiced by
reason of his desire to help the board.

« Mr. MOORE: He could not understand
the reason for the amendment made by this
clause, which related purely to a question
of damage. Section 37 of the principal Aect
stated—

“If upow an examination it is found
that sny work of the board has become
injured or defective by reason of the
escape thereto or influence thereon of
electricity from any electric tramway or
any electric line or electric works, all
expenses of opening up and reinstating
the ground, and of examining, remov-
ing, reinstating, or replacing any such
work of the board may be recovered
by the board from the owner or nerson
controlling such tramway line or works.”

It did not say that the dispute had to be
settled by the council. It was a question in
a case like this of evidence as to who created
the damage, and whether damages could be
awarded for the injury. He did not think
the Minister had a right to make himself a
judge and jury in a case which should be
«ecided in court Tt was left under the Act
to be decided by the ordinary rules of court.
He strongly protested against the clause.

The SrcrETARY rOor PUBLICc WORKS: It is
perfectly safe, because there will he no un-
fair decision. I can assure you that nothing
unjust will be done.

Mr. MOORE: He would not be prepared
to go to a Minister, who was biassed, on a
question like this. If there was a question
of damage on a tramway through no fault of
the company, he would far prefer to go to
a court. This principle contained in the
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clause was not in thepld Act, and it was a
power which the Minister had no right to
take.

Hon., W. H. BARNES: He hoped the
Minister would have something to say on this
matter. The powsr taken by the Minister
under the clause might become a great
burden to him. First of all, he was an
interested party by reason of his close con-
nection with the board

The SrcreTaRY FOR PUBLIC WoORLsS: That
would not make him an intevested pariy.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: His spectacles
would be coloured as far as his judgment
was concerned. The power was g dangerous
one, and the Minister ought to give some
reason why the proposal was made.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
He had not risen to speak Lefore, because
exactly the same point was involved as in
the clause they had heen discussing with
regard to the power of settling a dispute
when it arose between the Water and Sewer-
age Board and the Tramways Company. In
this case it was a guestion of damage to the
pipes of the board by electricity escaping
from the tramway line. He thought there
was no necessity under the circumstances to
be afraid.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 14 put and passed.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
moved the following new clause io follow
clause 14:—

““ After section forty-two of the princi-
pal Act the following section is in-
serted :—

“l424.] (1.) Upon application by any
water supply board constituted under
the Rights in Water and Water Conser-
vation and Utilization Acts, 1910 to 1815,
and Laving jurisdiction in a water supply
area constituted under those Acts through
which any stream or pipe of the Metro-
politan and Ipswich Water Supply and
Sewerage Board passes or in which any
of its waterworks have heen constructed,
that board may supply water to such
water supply board hy measure and on
such terms and conditions as may be
agreed on between them.

“(2.) For the purposes of the last-
mentioned Acts, any such stream, pipe,
or waterworks as aforesaid shall be
deemed to he a source of water supply.”

This was to carry out the suggestion made
at the deputation introduced by_the hon.
member for Fassifern from Harrisville. I
was pointed out that it was
[9 p.m.] possible, shortly after the con-
stitution of that board, and when
the Mount Edwards scheme was launched,
that people resident in the Fassifern Valley
might desire to uge water for irrigation pur-
poses, simply taking it in bulk from the
metropolitan board. This provision provided
that this could be dong bv simply paving the
metropolitan board for the water supplied.
Hon. W. H. BurNES:
water

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
Not for its own water. Water from the
Mount Edwards scheme.

Mr. RoBERTS: From its own district?

Hon. E. G. Theodore.]

Pay for its own
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The metropolitan board would be responsible
for conserving the water, building the weir,
and the pipe line. It would supply the
water in bulk. As far as he could see, this
would solely affect water supply for irriga-
tion purposes.

New clause put and passed.

Clause 15 put and passed.

On clause
power’—

Mr. MACARTNEY : He understood there
was a strong objection on the part of the
local authorities to the introduction of this
clause. He hsd received a letter from the
president of the Local Authorities’ Associa-
tion informing him that he had sent to the
Treasurer a letter of which he had received
a copy. That letter stated—

16— Electricity and motire

“2nd QOctober, 1918.

“ Sir,—I have the honour, by direction,
to respectfully draw your attention to
certain clauses of the Metropolitan
Water Supply and Sewerage Acts Amend-
ment Bill now before the House

““ The Bill proposes to create an autho-
rity having equal powers to local autho-
rities in the management and control
of a public utility, which should come
strictly within the functions and duties
of local authorities solely.

“ Any interference with the rights of
local authorities or overlapping which
might be detrimental to the rights of
ratepayers are objectionable to my
association.

I am, therefore, directed to respect-
fully protest against clause 16 of the
proposed Bill, and trust that you will
give favourable consideration to the
wishes of the association.”

He took it that the effect of the clause was
to enable the water authority to manufacture
and use electricity—not only to manufacture
and use it—but to supply 1t in any portion
of the area, and he assumed, in the event of
the Ipsw ich local authority deciding to estab-
lish electrical works, that they would find
a possibility of the “water board competing
with them in the supply of power and electric
light. That might not be a reasonable
thing, hut still the power was there, and it
was not unnatural that the local authorities
should object to that general power. Now
electric light and power were provided
for by a special Act containing many
provisions, which mnot only set out the
conditions under which those undertakings
could be started and carried on, but
which also set out the necessary safeguards
for the public. If the order were granted
to the waterworks board under the authority
of that Act. unaccompanied by the safe-
guards that the law provided. it seemed to
him it was an authority that did not extend
the safeguards and precautions provided in
the Flectric Light and Power Act, as far as
he had been able to find out. Therefore, on
both grounds——

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIc WORKS: They
have to get an Order in Council before they
can supply electrieity.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Under this Bill?

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLICc WORKS: Yes.

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.
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and Sewerage, Etc., Bill.

Mr. MACARTNEY : He did not take it
so. If they had to get an order under the
Electric Light and Power Act, and it was at
the discretion of the Minister to grant that
order, then the position was essentially
different.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PuUBLIC WORKS: That is
the position.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Then they could take
it that this clause merely gave power after
a1 Order in Council had been obtained.

The SrcRETARY TOR PUBLIc WORKS : Exactly.

Mr. MACARTNEY: He did not know
whether that would meet the objections of
the local authorities.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC WORKS: Yes: he
was sure that they had misunderstood the
position.

Hon. W. H. BARNES:
not.

Mr. MACARTNEY : If that was the mean-
ing of the words, the effect would be that
all the provisions to which he had referred
would apply when the Order in Council was
granted. and those provisions would not be
izdependent.

The SrcrETiRY TFOR PusLic WORKs: It
would be subject to whatever restrictions
are placed in the Order in Council.

3r. MACARTXNEY : He would like to ask
the Minister if he thought, in view of the
position, that a construction order would
be granted for Ipswich, or, say, for Bris-
bane?

The SecreraARY FOR PunBLic. WORKS: Not
unless it was required for the purpose of
utilising or establishing a hydro-electric
scheme.

Mr. MACARTNEY : He was talking about
that part of the order which would bring
it into competition with any scheme of the
local authority, or any perton or authority
already authorised to supply electricity or
power. That seemed to be the position
they had to consider.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:-
It was a difficult question to answer offhand
—whether a Government would consider the
granting of an Order in Council which might
possibly bring into competition the opcra-
tions of this board with the operations of
some other local authority which might be
supplying within the area for which they had
the Order in Council. It was not likely
that the Government would grant an Order
in Council which would have the effect of
enabling one authority to compete injuri-
ously with another engaged in the same
business—not that the granting of any Order
in Council at present offered to the owners
of it any monopolistic rights whatever. That
was the position. He could not answer now
what might happen in ten years time—if the
metropolitan board applied for an Order in
Council to supply in any part of their dis-
trict, supposing they intended to establish
2 thro electric scheme in connection with
the Mount Rdwards scheme. However, it
was not likelv that permission would he
granted to go into injurious competition, say,
with Ipswich, or any local authority which
had expended money in establishing these
works, The hon. member could be assured
that the clause az at present drafted would
prevent the Water and Sewerage Board from

I am sure they have
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entering into the manufacture and supply
of electricity unless they got an Order in
Council. The words ‘ subject to any general
Act in force for the time being regulating
sunfh matters or any of themn ’’ made it diffi-
cult.

Mr. TAYLOR: Were they to understand
from the Treasurer’s reply that in the city
of Ipswich, if the water authority wished,
it might establish an electric light system
or any other electric system in the district
without any reference to the local authority?
For instance, in Ipswich at the present time
there was no electric light supplied to the
town. Were they to understand from what
the Treasurer had said just now that the
Bill would give the water authority power
to go into the city of Ipswich and establish
electrical works and supply electric light
and power without reference to the Jlocal
authority ?

The SrcrETsARY FOR PuBLIc WORES: No,
they would not have that power.

Hox. W. H. BARNES . Was this Bill
going to enable the carrying out of the
lighting works?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
unless they generate power cheaply.

Not

Hox. W. H. BARNES : The fact remained
that quite a number of districts at the pre-
sent moment were held up by reason of the
Treasurer’s refusal.

The SecrETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKs: Well,
the hold-up commenced under vour own
Administration while vou were Minister for
Works.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: That is only
a half-truth. In many cases the conditions
had altered very materially, The other nighs
the Minister had said there was no shortage
of lighting power, such as kerosene.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoORKS: No.

Hox. W. H. BARNES : The fact remained
that a number of districts adjacent to Bris-
bane were going to be placed in a most
awkward position unless they could get
authority -to provide light. That was a
matter of very great concern to a large
number of the suburbs of Brisbane. There
were people outside of Brisbane where it
would be possible to have electric light, and
where Order: in Council have been turned
down, who were having to use candles to
do their reading. 'They were obliged occa-
sionally with a pint of kerosene. That was
a correct picture of what was happening
to-day. Was this Bill going further to tie
up the ability of the local authorities to
carry out their lighting works? The Trea-
surer had said they themselves would get
authority to borrow, but the Treasurer knew
that the local authorities could say, ** Thank
you for nothing.” It was quite an impossi-
bility,and in addition it was most espensive.
There would not be any very great objection
to it if it were in the ncar future, but it
was in the long distant future, and in the
meantime they could hold up all proposals
for lighting. He was afraid that the
Minister was not fully seized with the posi-
tion around' the suburbs of Brisbane, and
he wanted to ask him to give consideration
to the request which he had so abruptly
turned down.
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Mr. MOORE: He understood that Ipswich
was getting electric light, and he supposed
that that was dene under an Order in Coun-
cil.  But it appeared that the Water and
Sewerage Beard would come into competi-
tion very possibly with them. Other Orders
in Council had been refused to the same com-
pany to supply light {o different areas
through which fheir lines already ran.

The SecreTaARY FOr PuBLIc WoRKS: There
are two authorities supplying power within
one area in Brisbane.

Mr. MOORE : He was not suggesting that
they were not, but the Minister said o little
while ago that if a local authority was
already supplying light the board would not
come 1nto competition with them.

The SecrrTARY FOR Punric WoBks: No. I
said it was difficult to answer that now.
The Government would have 1o consider it
at the time.

Mr. MOORE : It might be rather awkward
if a company had established lighting in
places like Ipswich at o great deal of ex-
pense if the board could come in afterwards.

The SzcreTarY FoR PusLic Works: They
know that they had taken all risks of com-
petition,

Mr. MOORE: Then the Minister would
not do it with a local authority but with an
ordinary company that had an Order in
Council? That was going to make it very
much harder for those shire counecils who
wanted to get Orders in Council—on which
he believed the Minister would have to give
way, because there was certainly such 2
trouble over lighting. Companies were not
goling to establish vlants if they were going
to have the water board coming in  and
competing with them. It was a very diffi-
cult question.  They knew the difficulties
with which people were putting up. and in
some cases Orders in Council had heen given,
but if they were going to give an Order in
Council to a local authority and then another
Order in Council to the water beard to com-
pete with them it was not likely that the
people were going to get light at all. He
did not suppose that the board themselves
would establish lighting for a considerable
time. They knew that in many of the
suburbs around Brisbane lighting was an
immediate necessity. He did not think it
was necessary to point that out after the
deputation which went to the Treasurer
the other day. It was all very well to say
that they had done without it fifty years.
Perhaps fifty vears ago or twenty or ten
years ago they were ahle to get kerosene.

The Secrerary ror PUBLIc Works: They
had to put up with a lot of things—with the
Liberal party.

Mr. MOORE: 'The Labour Government,
now that they were in, should study the
interests of the people. He did not think
that the Treasurer realised what difficulties
the electric light would solve.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: I think
vou are g pessimist.

Mr. MOORE: No. He knew the condi-
tions under which the people were living,
and when the Treasurer made a_statement
that they had done without such lighting

Mr. Moore.]
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for fifty years, and consequently should do
without it now——

The SECRETARY For PusLic Worgs: I did
not say that.

" Mr. MOORE: That was one of the reasons
or the excuses which the Minister gave to the
deputation.

The SecRETARY FOR PubLic WORKs: When
vou were protesting about the awful condi-
tions I reminded you that they had lived
under @ Liberal Government for fifty years
without it. T

Mr. MOORE: They got light under a
Liberal Government.

The SLCcRETARY FoR PusLic WoORKs: And
when they got light they returned a Labour
Government. (Laughter.)

Mr. MOORE: And had been in darkness
ever gince, and apparentiy they were going to
remain in darkness, because the Minister
would not let them have any light. He
thought that if ther got Orders in Council it
was only reasonable that they should not
have competition from the water hoard.
It might be a joke to shirves that had already
got light to see others sitting in darkness.

Mr. F. A. CoorER: Why are you afraid of
competition ?

M. MOORE " He was not afraid of com-
petition if they could bring it in so thab
those people would establish plants, but if
they saw that they were going to have com-
petition forced upen them they would not
establish them. Tt was all very well for
Ipswich to sit back and say that other places
should not have it. He wanted to sce people
who were hungering for light get it in the
most economical way. The Minister had taken
up an untenable position, and now he felt
that as Treasurer he did not like to go back
on his word. If the difficulties were going
fo continue, some other means would have to
be found by which the people would be able
to get light. He could understand how the
Minister had taken his stand regarding the
countty, because they knew that people in
the country very often had to do without
things, but when they got into the city they
generally found that the Minister was pre-
pared to give in. He should make it as
easy as possible to get i, and he did not
think that the principle in the Bill was going
to make it any easier. It looked as though
the people were going to be without light
far too long, and the Government should
realise the needs of the public and not the
needs of the past.

Clause put and passed.

Clal{lSeS 18 to 24, both inclusive, put and
passed,

Qn clause 25— Amendment of Schedule

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
moved the omission, in lines 18 and 19, on
page 13, of the words “for Ipswich] division
of the Metropolitan,”” with a view to insert-
ing— :

‘““ Brisbane [or South Brisbane or
suburban Briskane or Ipswich] division

of the Metropolitan and Ipswich.”
Amendment agreed to.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS

moved the insertion, after line 22, page 13,
of the following words:— )

“In the form in paragraph iv. of sub-

[8r. Moore.
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and Sewerage, Hic., Bill.

section four, after the word ‘ Metropoli-
tan’ the words *and Ipswich’ are in-
serted.”’

Amendment agreed to.

Hox, W. H. BARNES: The clause made
provision for the new method of election,
and he wanted to ask the Minister whether
the rolls were going to be up to date. They
all knew that it was absoiutely necessary
to have clean rolls.  What method was
going to be adopted of making them up to
date—of removing names that had no right
to be on and putting on names' that ought
tc be on?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The hon. member would notice, on page 4,
clause 4, that the subject was dealt with as
follows : —

“Tor the purposes of cvery electlon,
it shall be the duty of the Principal
Elcctoral Officer, under the Elections Act,
when and so often as he is required by
the returning officer so to do, tc com-
pile a voters’ roll for the Brisbane divi-
sion of the district and a voters’ roll for
the Ipswich division of the distriet,”

and so on. The returning offices had to
compile the rolls from the rolls compiled for
the State electoral purposes. As the elections
would take place in February, it was thought
that the annual roll would be used. It
would be up to date, it would be u purged
roll really—the roll compiled for the year -
immediately preceding the election. He
thought that wouid be cmivently satiefac-

tory. It would be the latest State electoral
roll.

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. member
had made a statement that there was diffi-

culty in getting names off the parliamentary
roll in cases where the electors had lefr the

district but could not be truth-
[9.30 p.m.] fully said to have left the Htate.

That was onc of the reasouns
why it was impossible to clean the rolls. It
was important that the clections should be
held on clean rolls. He would like to know
if the hon. geptleman had given any con-

. sideration to the technicalities said to exist

ir: the Iilectoral Act, and if they were dikely
to be overcome so that the rolls could be
purificd.

The SECRETARY FOR PrsLic WORKS: That
is more fancy than real. If the elector does
not reside in Brisbane, he cannot record his
vote.

Mr. MACARTNEY: Unfortunately, the
dead voted sometimes and rhe living voted
for others.

The Sremrrary ror Pustic WoORrKs: That
might be the experience of the Liberal
Party.

Mr. MACARTNEY: It was the expreri-
ence of the hon. gentleman’ party.

The SrereTarY FOR Pusnic Works: [t is
& strange thing that not one complaint has
been made this session of any alleged mal-
practices by any member on this side.

Mr, ZIACARTNEY: There were forty-
cight members on the Goverrment side, and
they knew that any information as to im-
perscnation was ounly supplied to the men
who were returned.

_ The SeceeraRY FOR PUBLIC WORES: Noj; it
is supplied to cach candidate.
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Mr. MACARTNEY : He had only been a
defeated candidate once, and he was not
kere at the time. He did not agree that
there were no complaints. Hz knew that in
shearing districts and in sugar districts
a large number of names on the roll could
be polled from Sydney or other places,
whether they were polled by the right man
or not.

The SEcrETARY FOor PUBLIC WORES: You
should not make suggestions unless there is
some ground for complaint.

Mr. MACARTNEY : The cendition of the
electoral rolls should be such that anything
of that sort should be reduced to a mini-
mum. They knew the condition of the rolls
at the last election. They lrew that there
were thcusands: of .names on the roll that
had no right to be there; and although
the Governmant had been in coffice for three
vears they had done nothing to clean the
rolls. As loeng as the rolls were in that
condition impersonation was likely to take
place. 'They asked for a reasonably pure
roll, and that matter ought to be attended
to. It only required instruction from the
department to remove the trouble that
cxisted. At the present time a man had to
make a declaration that an elector had not
only left his electorate. bus had left the
State, and they could not get men to
make the declaration. He was only asking
what was fair, and he hoped that it would
be attended to. The objection raisei by
the hon. member for Bulimba about the
preparation of the roll should also receive
consideration.

Mr. ROBERTS (East Toowoomba): He
was surprised to hear the Minister say that
there were no complaints about the state of
the rolls in March last, because he had
occasion to complain about the rolls in his
electorate.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoORKS: There
was no complaint made in this House.

Mr. ROBERTS: Yes, complaints were
made on a previous debate. There were hun-
dreds of names of electors on the roll that
shculd not be there, and 400 of those voted.
So far as those people were concerned, they
had lost their interest in that electorate. He
thought that if the person in charge of the
roll was satisfied that an elector had left the
electorate, then he should not allow the vote.

Hox. W. H. BARNES pointed out that if
an elector left Bulimba and went to Enog-
gera, which was within reasonable distance
of the city, although outside his own area,
he should not be allowed to vote, and his
name should be struck off.

The SEcRETARY FOr PUBLIC Works: If he
is enrolled for a new district, he is automati-
cally struck off his old electorate.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: But even if he
were not enrolled for the new electorate, and
he wans known to have left his old electorate,
he should not be allowed to vote at this
election.

Clause 25, as amended, and clauses 26 and
27, were passed with consequential amend-
ments.

The House resumed. The TEMPORARY
CHATRMAN reported the Bill with amendments.

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

The House adjourned at forty-five minutes
after 9 o’clock p.m.
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