Queensland

Parliamentary Debates
[Hansard]

Legislative Assembly

TUESDAY, 25 SEPTEMBER 1900

Electronic reproduction of original hardcopy



964

Health Bill.

[ASSEMBLY.] Papers.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

TUESDAY, 25 SEPTEMBER, 1900.

The SpEAKER (Hon, Arthur Morgan, Warwick)
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

PAPERS.
The following papers, laid on the table, were
ordered to be printed :—

(1) Return to an Order, relative to working
of the first section of the Mareeba-
Chillagoe Railway, made by the House,
on motion of Mr. Givens, on the 21st
jnstant.

(2) Further correspondence respecting alter-
native routes for the proposed railway
to Mount Garnet,



Suspension of

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE.
REPORT oF WoRKS COMMISSION.

Mr. BROWNE (Croydon) asked the Premier,
without notice—IHas the hon. gentleman noticed
the charges made against his colleague, the
Secretary for Public Works, in the report of the
Royal Commission appointed to inguire into the
management of the Works Department, and the
criticisms of the local Press on those charges?
If he has, does he intend to take any action in
the matter, and, if so, when

The PREMIER (Hon. R. Philp, ZTownsville)
replied—TI have not had time to go through the
report of the Works Commission, and have only
read the head lines, I promise the House that
when the Estimates for the Works Department
come on for consideration I will give a day to
discuss the report of the commission,

Mr. Dawson : Not on the Estimates.

Mr. Hieas : You are too kind.

The PREMIER : That is all I have to say at
present.

ALLEGED ATXFRAY BETWEEN
KANAKAS,

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. F. G.
Foxton, Carnarvon): I desire to make a state-
ment in connection with a question asked by the
hon. member for Clermont on the 21st instant
with reference to an alleged affray between
kanakas at Ingham. I said then that I would
have further inquiries made, and I have done so,
with the result that the Commissioner of Police
has received from the sub-inspector there the
following  telegram :—‘“ Yours of yesterday.
Acting Sergeant Mackay wires ‘no affray
between kanakas at Ingham on 15th instant. ”

Mr. FisHER : Was there one on any other day ?
It might have been the 14th or 16th,

The HOME SECRETARY : That is the date
mentioned.

QUESTIONS,

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN AS DIRECTORS OF
COMPANIES.

Mr. DAWSON (Charters Towers), in the
absence of Mr. Lesina, asked the Premier—

1. Will he consider the advisability of introducing a
measure this session providing that no member of
Parliament shall be eligible to become a Minister of the
Crown who is a director of any public company or
finanecial corporation ?

2, If not, why not?

The PREMIER replied—
1. No.

2. Because such a measure is not considered neces-
sary.

PASTORAL LEASES IN SETTLED
DISTRICTS.

On the motion of Mr. PLUNKETT (Albert),
it was resolved—

That there be laid on the table of the House a return
showing—

1. All runs in the settled districts, the leases of which
have expired.

2. The runs that have been thrown open.

3. The runs which are still held by the late lessees.

4. The tenure under which they are held.

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS.

The TREASURER (Hon. R. Philp, Towns-
ville) moved—

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended
for this day as will admit of the immediate constitution
of the Committee of Ways and Means, and of the report-
ing and receiving of resolutions from the Committees
of _Supply and Ways and Means on the same day on
which they .shall have passed in those committees ; also
of the passing of an Appropriation Bill through all its
stages in one day.

The last Bill which was brought in provided for
£450,000 to be expended from the consolidated
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revenue fund, £50,000 from the trust funds,
and £250,000 from loan fund. Of these moneys,
up to yesterday, the 24th instant, we had spent
£373,000 out of £450,000, £126,000 out of
£250,000, and £13,000 out of £50,000. I amnow
asking for £350,000 out of the consolidated
revenue fund, which will enable the Treasurer
to go on paying expenses until the first or second
week of November. In asking for this I am
only carrying out the custom adopted by my
predecessors, and I cannot see how any possible
objection can be made against the vote being
granted. We are now on the Estimates, and I
trust that we shall get them sufficiently through
to more than cover what I may require next
time I ask for a temporary appropriation.

Mr. BROWNE (Croydon): 1 called ¢ Not
formal” to this motion, as I desired to enter my
protest against the suspending of the Standing
Orders. Members, not only of this party, but of
this House, are continually protesting against
this practice. It seems to me that the Standing
Orders, more especially in regard to revenue, are
about the only safeguards that this House has,
and I think that we should be very chary in
giving up those safeguards every time the Go-
vernment like to ask. Ou this occasion I think
it is particularly reprehensible. In spite of the
protests of this side of the House, the House was
called together at a very late period of the year,
a great deal later than it should have been con-
sidering the very large amount of very important
business we have to go on with. Immediately
after this House assembled, on 25th July, the
hon. gentleman in charge of the Treasury had
to come down and ask us to suspend the
Standing Orders in order to get through an Ap-
propriation Bill for £750,000—for two months’
Supply ahead. Since then nine weeks have
elapsed, and during that time the hon. gentle-
man, if he had liked—being in charge of the
business of this House—has had plenty of time to
pass sufficient of the Estimates to do without
asking for any favour from this House. Instead
of doing that the hon. gentleman comes down
and asks again for the Standing Orders to be
suspended, and appropriation to be granted to
pay expenses for one month in advance. And
the hon. gentleman has given a very good reason,
this afternoon, in the brief answer he gave to
myself, why it should not be given. In answer
to a question about the Public Works Commission
report, he says that he is going to give an oppor-
tunity for discussing it when the Estimates of
that department come before the House. I re-
mind the hon, gentleman and hon. members that
a very voluminous and lengthy report was pre-
sented to this XHouse last session, and a
distinct promise was made that the earliest
opportunity should be taken this session to dis-
cuss that report., I refer to the report of the
Royal Commission on the Police Force. I have
asked the question several times thissession when
that opportunity would be granted ; but it is very
evident that the only way in which we will get
to the discussion of that report will be when the
Home Secretary’s Estimates for the Police Force
are before the House, And then, again, I may
remind the hon. gentleman that there are four
or five other Royal Commissions whose reports
will be voluminous affairs, and if the same plan
is to be followed, we shall get no opportunity of
discussing them until the particular Estimates
come on. I ask the hon, gentleman how—know-
ing as he does the discussion that will be
entailed, and knowing that that will be the only
opportunity for discussing them—he can imagine
that in a month’s time he will be through enough
of the Bstimates to come down to this House and
obtain Supply without asking for it as a favour.
T ask that more especially, when he thinks of dis-
cussing the Estimates only on Fridays, when we
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know that the afternoon is taken up with
private members’ business, That will give us
only four half-days to discuss all these matters.
For these reasons, I say it is very unreasonable
that this course of proceedings should be taken,
and that this Flouse should be asked to suspend
the Standing Orders and vote Supply for one
month ahead. It is taking practically the whole
charge of the purse out of the control of the
Hcuse. We all know that after money has
been once voted in an Appropriation Bill, no
matter how hon, members feel inclined after-
wards to cavil at any item, we may be sure of
the reply, “It isno use talking aboust it now ;
you should have spoken before it was voted.”
Eor that reason I make my protest to-day, as I
intend to do all the time, against this very
objectionable pructice of continually suspending
the Standing Orders of this House, and asking
us to vote money without knowing how it is to
be expended, or whether it is required or not.

The CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. R.
Dickson, Bulimba): This is the old stock argu-
ment that hon. members opposite always use
against the Treasurer when he is asking this
Honse for Supply—to raise their voices against
what they call the iniquitous custom of suspend-
ing the Standing Orders in order to procure
money to carry on the public service of the
colony.

Mr. BrowNE: I could quote your own words
to that effect, tno. :

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
member says it is an objectionable system, bus
he does not. offer to suggest a remedy. Can the
hon. member suggest any system which will
give this House more control over the finances of
the colony than the present system? Does he
advocate a special session in July for financial
business—to grant an Appropriation Bill for the
whole of the ensning twelve months? He would
object to it at once, and unless that system is
adopted there is no other means by which the
Treasurer can obtain parliamentary sanction to
expenditure, without coming down from time to
time during the session until the final vote is
passed for the whole of the Istimates.

Mr. Dawson : How was it the late Sir Thomas
Mellwraith never had to ask for temporary
Supply ? ’

The CHIEF SECRETARY : We had tem-
porary Appropriation Bills in his time.

Mr. Dawson: Very few,

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Every Treasurer
will have to do it unless Parliament 1s prepared
to grant Supply for twelve months in advance.
Such a proposal would never be heard of in this
House, and, I for one, would be sorry to see any
Ministry with it in its power to dissolve Parlia-
ment at any time, having once got Supply, and
before necessary legislation was passed.

Mr. ¥1suER: It is not the power of dissolving
we are afraid of. It is the keeping you in power,

The CHIEFSECRETARY : If the hon. mem-
ber, or any other hon. member on the other side,
can suggest a better plan, I am sure the Treasurer
will gladly consider it, but T am quite certain
every hon. member has given his very best consi-
deration to the subject from time to time. It is
equally unpleasant to the Treasurer to have
to ask for these instalments in finance, and it
would be far more satisfactory for him if some
system could be devised under which one
application, and one only, should be made; but
I contend that the present system is the best
that can be adopted, and that this continuous
declamation on the part of hon. members oppo-
site should come to an end unless they are
prepared to suggest some mode of procedure
which would be better from their point of view,
and would be equally convenient to the Treasurer.
We are not singular in this mode of conducting
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financial operations, The Hstimates in the
sister colonies are not completed until the end of
cach session, and from time to time the Govern-
ments of those colonies have to get authority
from Parliament to meet the necessary require-
ments of the colony. I merely rose to point out
that I think we have had sufficient of these com-
plaints made from time to time, and, unless they
are accompanied by some suggestion whereby
some other system can be adopted than that
which has been invariably adopted in this
Parliament, and which, I think, safeguards the
interests of the country on the truest lines, by
preventing the Government from having too large
a control of the public finances, it is about time
that they stopped what I may respectfully term
idle declamation, and that we should be allowed
to proceed with public business, which is of much
greater moment than any objection to the passing
of a temporary Appropriation BillL.

Mr. GROOM (Drayton and T'oowoomba): The
present system of asking for temporary appro-
priations has arisen in this Parliament un-
doubtedly through the alteration in our finan-
cial arrangements. The hon. gentleman who
has just sat down knows well that our financial
year in times gone by terminated on 3lst
December, and that then the House had com-
plete control over its finances and over its Esti-
mates, and hon. members had a fair opportunity
of diseussing both past and prospective expendi-
ture. Mver since this system has been intro-
duced of having our financial year terminate ou
30th June, [ contend the Opposition have been
entirely deprived of their right to criticise both
the expenditure and the actions of the Govern-
ment. I do not believe anyone can give any
reason why the change was made in the close of
the financial year, except that it was a fad on
the part of the then Treasurer, Mr. William
Hemmant. e altered the system, and from
that time to this there has been a continuous
clamouring against it. The Chief Secretary
should also remember this—that when our finan-
cial year ended on 3lst December, Parliament
invariably met in the month of May.

Mr. BrownE : Hear, hear!

Mr. GROOM : And the result wasthat all our
work was over by the end of September or the
beginning of October. But since the alteration
was made, Parliament has never been called
together till July, after the close of the financial
year, and thus all this trouble about temporary
Supply Bills has arisen. The hon. gentleman
asks for a remedy. Well, the only remedy is to
call Parliament together as it was before, in the
month of May—two months earlier than we now
meet. We could then get through the business
of the session in cool weather, instead of having
to sit here in a temperature of 100 degrees. Such
a thing never occurred in the early days of the
colony. If we were called together earlier, a
great deal of this difficulty about temporary
Supply Bills would be got over.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The Treasurer only
had an appropriation up to the 31st of December.

Mr. GROOM: The hon. gentleman knows
the political and parliamentary history of the
colony as I do, and he knows that on one occa-
sion, when there were only thirty-two mewmbers
in the House, sixteen of them sent a memorial to
Lord Normanby, asking him to dismiss his
Ministers on account of the way in which they
had expended the public funds. The answer
that Lord Normanby gave them was that it was
the duty and prerogative of the members of the
Opposition to criticise in their places in Parlia-
ment the financial operations of the Govern-
ment, and, if they failed to do that, they could
not come and ask him to dismiss his Ministers.
That is exactly what an Opposition is for, and if
we were all on the one side there would scarcely
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be any need to call Parliament together at all,
and we might as well have an autocratic
Government. I contend that every opportunity
should be given to the members sitting on this
side of the Honse to .riticise in a fair and
honourable way the expenditure of the Govern-
ment, both prospective and past. Hven this
session we have seen a remarkable illustration of
what I think I never witnessed in the whole of
my parliamentary career before, and that is thas
the Auditor-General’s report was not laid on the
table of the House until ths morning after the
debate on the Finavecial Statement had closed.

The TREASURER : Who is to blame for that?

; Mtl Dawsox: The Government is to blame
or it.

Mr. GROOM: The Chief Secretary knows as
well as I do that if he had been sitting on this
side of the House, and the late Sir Thomas
MeIlwraith had introduced a practice of that
kind, he would have been one of the very first—
and rightly so—to get up and protest against it,
because how can you discuss a Financial State-
ment as it ought to be discussed in the absence
of the Auditor-General’s report? With regard
to temporary Supply Bills, the only way to
remedy it is for the Government to call Parlia-
ment together earlier in the year—say, in the
month of May—because if it is to remain the
practice to meet in July we must have tempo-
rary Supply Bills. We know that last session
the Iistimates were not finally disposed of till
Christmas Eve, and it is impossible for the
Government to conduct the affairs of the colony
if the Hstimates are not put through earlier than
that unless they get temporary Supply. The cure
for it—if there 1s a cure at all—is to summon
Parliament together earlier in the year, and so
give the Government an opportunity of bringing
in the Estimates earlier,

The HOME SECRETARY : The hon. mem-

ber referred to what used to occur

[4 p.m.]

in times past when the financial

year ended on the 31st December,
and pointed out that the House then usually met
in May, but he did not mention np to what date
the Appropriation Act covered the expenditure
prior to the meeting of Parliament early in
May.
Mr. GrooM: Wehad Supplementary Estimates
then as we have now.

The HOME SECRETARY : The Treasurer
at that time, if the House met in May, 1874, as
the hon. member says, had not had his appro-
priation up to a later date than the 31st Decem-
ber previous. Our present system is one which
is absolutely necessary if we are going to always
have the advantage that the previous financial
year and its results shall he known to Parlia-
ment prior to the discussion of the ¥inancial
Statement gives us. If Parliament is to meet,
and the Financial Statement is to be made, and
the Hstimates gone on with while the previous
year’s appropriations are still running, then we
shall lose all the advantage of having the results
of the previous year’s transactions before the
House when the Financial Statement is made
and the Estimates considered.

Mr. GrooM : That is exactly how it was in
1874, The Hstimates were generally voted at
the end of the yesr. -

The HOME SECRETARY : Does the hon,
member mean to say that when the House met
in 1873 it voted the ¥Estimates up to the end of
18747

Mr, GrooM : Decidedly so.

The HOME SECRETARY : A year ahead?

Mr. GrooM : Yes.

The HOME SECRETARY: Is that an
advantage? That certainly would not snit us at
the present day-—that we should at this moment
meet for the purpose of passing next year’s
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Estimates instead of this year’s Estimates—and
required appropriations exactly in the same
way. The thing is absurd on the face of it.
The hon. member must be perfectly well aware
that if we adopt the suggestion he has inferen-
tially thrown out—that we should vote the
Estimates one year ahead—then we lose all the
advantage we have at the present time of know-
ing the past transactions of the Treasury before
we break new ground in regard to the new
financial year. With regard to the Auditor-
General’s report, the hon. member knows very
well that the Government have nothing fo do
with controlling the date when the Auditor-
General shall present his report, and the hon.
member’s reference to that can only be inter-
preted asa plea for the further postponement of the
Financial Statement until the Auditor-General’s
report comes before the IHouse, and hon. mem-
bers have had sufficient time to considerit, That
is the only logical conclusion that can be drawn
from the statement that the Auditor-General’s
report was not in the hands of hon. members in
sufficient time to cnable them to discuss all the
details of the Financial Statement. The Auditor-
General’s report, I presume, was presented to
Parliament at the earliest possible date. He
alone is responsible for that, and if the hon.
gentleman’s contention is that the two—the
Financial Statement and the Auditor-General’s
report—come too closely together, then it is
distinctly an argument out of his own mouth for
the still further postponement of the Financial
Statement, and all the proceedings which follow
thereupon in the shape of Estimates.

Mr. Dawson : Unless we had a new Auditor-
General.

The HOMII SECRETARY : Idoubt whether
we would get a better one, or one whose report
would be on the table one day earlier; and I
think if hon. mewbers will compare the date on
which the Auditor-General’s report in this colony
is presented with the dates on which similar
reports are presented in the other colonies, they
will find that the comparison is very favourable
to this colony.

Mr., GrooM: No one said anything to the
contrary.

The HOME SECRETARY : The hon. mem-
ber used it as an argument why our procedings
were irregular and to be deprecated, and the
hon. member’s argument can only be used as an
argument for the still further postponement of
the finaneial business of this Parliament. When
a temporary Supply Bill is asked for, the question
is always raised as to whether the Government
has got sufficiently far with the Kstimates to
warrant a temporary appropriation. There seems
to be an idea that 1t is necessary that the Trea-
surer should have obtained votes in Committee
of Supply sufficient in amount to warrant the
temporary appropriation. That seems to me to
be an illegical contention, for this reason: that
these votes cover only certain departments;
and if there was anything in the contention
at all, it would mean that only expenditure
connected with those departments should be
paid from the temporary appropriation, but
everyone knows that the temporary Appro-
priation Act is for the purpose of covering
the whole expenditure of the colony, and
that of course cannot be covered fully until
the last item on the Estimates has been passed.
The two things appear to me to be totally un-
connected with one another, 'The real guestion
is whether Parlianment shall control the expendi-
ture as it is now asked to do in this respect—
whether the Government has the confidence of a
majority of this House, and is therefore war-
ranted in carrying on the business of the country
on the lines laid down m the Estimates already
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passed in the previous year. Of course an under-
taking is given, or always implied, that the
expenditure on salaries and other expenditure
of a similar character shall proceed merely on
the lines of the previous year’s Estimates until
the final Appropriation Bill is passed ; and it is
for the House to say whether it has sufficient con-
fidence in the Government to entrust it with the
expenditure on those lines pending the passing
of the final item in the Hstimates, and the con-
sequent general Appropriation Bill for the year.

Mr, Jackson : Have the two things no bear-
ing on each other?

The HOME SECRETARY: I cannot see
that they have. It seems to me extremely
illogical to connect one with the other. Tor the
sake of argument we will say that the votes
which might have gone through would have been
the Chief Secretary, the Home Secretary, and
the Works Department. If the Estimates
had proceeded so far, will anybody contend that
the temporary appropriation is only to cover
the items included in those particular votes ?
Nobody will, ‘Where is the argument when you
come to consider the votes in connection with all
the other departments.

Mr, JacksoN: You might keep the Estimates
back till the end of the session, and then there
wonld be no opportunity to discuss them.

The HOME SECRETARY : The question is
whether the House has sufficient confidence in
the Government of the day to entrust them with
a temporary Supply on the lines of the Estimates
passed in the previous year. If the House had
not that confidence, it would refuse to grant the
Supply asked for, and the Government would
have to resign.

The ATTORNEY.GENERAL (Hon. A.
Rutledge, Maranoa): I should not have said a
word but for an interjection made by the hon.
member for Charters Towers.

Mr. McDoNaLD: The hon. gentleman has
spoken. {Opposition laughter.)

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I did not.

The SPEAKER : I understood the Attorney-
General to second the motion.

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear! and
aughter.

The SPEAKER : Order! Itis a point, how-
ever, as to whether an hon. member who seconds
a motion by merely lifting his hat, or bowing in
response to the call from the Chair as to whether
the motion is seconded or not, should, for that
reason, be debarred from speaking; and I think
the point is one that ought to be settled.

HonNoUrABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SPEAKER : Unless it is settled to the
contrary, I shall regard it as in accordance with
reason and fair play that a member should not
lose his right of speech. The strict letter of the
rule seems to indicate that a member who seconds
a motion by raising his hat or bowing has for-
feited his right to speak-—that he has lost
his opportunity—but I do not think it is in
accordance with the wish of the House that the
rule should be so rigidly enforced.

HoNouraBrLg MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SPEAKER : There should be a clear un-

derstanding on the subject. I would point out
that rulings have been given in the Commons in
both directions. Mr. Speaker Peel ruled, as late
as 1886, in these terms— .

It is a well-understood rule, that if any member
seconds a motion by simply raising his hat, he is not
precluded from subsequently taking a part in the
debate.

In 1892, Mr. Speaker Peel ruled that—

A member who takes off his hat in response to the
question put from the Chair, whether anyone seconds
the amendment, has lost his right of speaking.

Those two rulings appear to be at variance. My
own interpretation of the position—and I believe
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to be the sense of the House—is that a member
who seconds a motion by bowing or removing his
hat is not to be regarded as having forfeited his
right to speak. I propose to follow that courss
in future.

HonouraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I am sorry
that I conveyed the impression to the Speaker
that I seconded the motion of the Premier,
because I thought to myself that I would be on
my guard. I may have seconded it unconsciously,
and unconsciously moved my head, but not with
the idea of seconding the motion. I rose simply
for the purpose of saying a very few words in
reference to an interjection of my hon. friend,
the member for Charters Towers, who says that
coming down in this way for temporary Supply
was never done by Sir Thomas Mecllwraith.

Mr. Dawson: I did not say that. I said it
was not the usual thing,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I think it
was the usual thing in every year. I also wantto
say in reference to the argument that if the House
met in May there would be no need for this kind
of thing, that it is a curious circumstance that
the very first yesr Sir Thomas Mecllwraith held
office as Treasurer, the House had met on the
13th of May, and there was plenty of time
to do what hon. members contend now should
be done. He had just ejected the Douglas
Government, and there was plenty of time to
have passed the Iistimates through sufficiently
far to avoid the necessity for coming down with
a temporary Supply Bill, and yet I find that on
the 22nd July—considerably more than two
months after the House met—Sir Thomas
Mellwraith came down with a temporary Supply
Bill. I find, further, that on that occasion hon.
members on the other side of the House—the
members of the ejected Government—did not
take exception to the course followed. In
fact, Mr. Douglas, who was head of the late
Government thrown out by Sir Thomas MecIl-
wraith, said-—

It would be admitted that it was desirable that the

whole of the Estimates should be passed before the end
of the financial year, but the practice of Parliament had
been such that this was an impossibility. They might
deplore this circumstance, but they must recognise the
fact, and were bound to vote these sums as required.
They could not pass the Estimates before the end of the
financial year.
Mr. Douglas, the then leader of the Opposition,
was making his comments on the action of Sir
Thomas MecIlwraith in coming down so long
after the commencement of the session and
asking for temporary Supply. The same thing
happened in 1880 and in 1881, Sir Thomas
MelIlwraith came down more than once with
temporary Supply Bills, and there was no
strenuous opposition on the part of hon. mem-
bers who had had long experience to the granting
of Supply Bills. It was universally recognised,
as the hon. member for Toowoomba pointed out,
that an altered condition of things had been
brought about, and, under the circumstances,
there was no alternative but for the Assembly to
bow to the inevitable, and pass these Supply
Bills, The thing having been established by
long usage, it really is too late, I submit, for
hon, members to refuse the present Treasurer
Supply under conditions exactly similar to those
with which we are familiar in the past.

Mr. DAWSON : The hon. gentleman who
has just resumed his seat seems to me to take up
a most remarkable attitude considering that the
hon. member was a member of this House at the
time when members were very jealous of their
privileges, and were very careful, if they
happened to be in opposition, that the Govern-
ment should not take undue advantage of its
position, I may say that the hon. gentleman
was a very prominent member of the party who
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-always opposed actions similar to the one taken
on this occasion. In not a single instance did
the hon. gentleman, while in opposition, ever
agree to the Government coming down with a
temporary Supply Bill, and a motion to suspend
the Standing Orders, unless a certain amount
of work had been done on the Estimates.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I have just pointed
out an instance.

Mr. DAWSON : I shall be perfectly willing
to humbly apologise to the hon. gentleman if he
can point out a_single instance in which the
Opposition of which he was a member approved
of the suspension of the Standing Orders for
this purpose unless progress had been made with
the Histimates. As a matter of fact, when Sir
Thomas McIlwraith was Premier, and the hon.
gentleman was in opposition under his then
leader, Sir Samuel Griffith, the Opposition were
very jealous of the rights and privileges of mem-
bers—a great deal more so than they are at the
present time. We would do very well indeed, I
think, to follow in their footsteps in that
particular. Now, I wish it to be distinctly
understood, as far as members on this side are
concerned, that their objection to temporary
Supply Bills is not because we desire to deprive
Civil servants of their salaries, but we object to
the method adopted by the Government in
carrying on the business of the country. The
method adopted by the present Treasurer is cer-
tainly not one to be commended or encouraged,
and 1 think it is about time that a protest was
urged against it. If hon. members sitting on the
other side—old parliamentarians—do not raise
their voices in protest, then we must do so.
My parliamentary experience has been this: I
came into this House in 1893—one of the most
troublesome and stormy years we ever had in
Queensland—a period when members of Parlia-
ment had to keep their heads level, and when
there was a tremendous amount of work to be
done in order to pull the people of Queensland
out of very great difficulties. What was the
method of procedure adopted by the then
Premier, Sivr Thomas Mecllwraith, who was cer-
tainly not in very good odour with the Opposi-
tion? As soon as the Flouse met of course
certain panic Bills went through ; but a certain
day was set aside every week for the discussion
of the Estimates, and it was not necessary for
him to ask the indulgence of the House, or beg
for the charity of the House, in order to get a
temporary Supply Bill throungh. When money
was due to Civil servants he was able to come
down and ask for a temporary Supply Bill for
the amount already passed by Committee of
Supply. But since Sir Thomas MecIlwraith
has left this House a different system has
been adopted. Sir Hugh Nelson introduced
it firsh, and the present Treasurer has gone a step
further than Sir Hugh Nelson. He has post-
poned everything of a contentious nature. Every-
thing is done on strict party lines. The line of
demarcation between the opposite sides of the
House is strictly drawn, and everything of a
party nature is postponed. He defers going on
with the Estimates as long as possible, and when
the money is actually due and he is bound to pay
Civil servants, he comes down with a temporary
Supply Bill, and we are asked to vote money
when the Estimates have not passed this Assem-
bly. That is a very bad system and a very
dangerous one. The Home Secretary and the
Attorney-General have taken the leader of the
Independent Opposition to task about the Audi-
tor-Greneral ; but I think he has been misrepre-
sented by those hon. gentlemen. He stated that
1t was a very peculiar thing that of late years
hon. members had been compelled to debate
the Financial Statement without having one of
the most important documents—the Auditor-
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General’s report—in their hands. Both hon.
gentlemen said that it was not possible to
supply that report any earlier, and because of
that they say the hon. member for Drayton
and Toowoomba thought there should have been
a postponement of the discussion on the Finan-
cial Statement-—until hon. members had that
report in due time, and that there should be
later sittings of the House. I did not under-
stand the hon. member to say that at all. I
think the hon. member meant that the old
system we had here for many years—before even
I saw the green carpet of this Chamber—he
meant that the financial year should end on the
31st December, and that the House should meet
in May. That would give the Auditor-General,
and the officers under him, ample time to prepare
his report, and furnish hon. members with copies
of it, so that the Financial Statement could be
properly discussed. I see no reason why we
should not revert to the old system. It is a
monstrous thing that hon. members, who are the
guardians of the public interests, are only per-
mitted to see such an important report a few
hours before the Financial Statement is de-
livered. Hon. gentlemen talk about waste of
time, but I think the present Treasurer is the
most fortunate man in the world—far more for-
tunate than other statesmen sitting in this
House.

An HoNoURABLE MEMBER: Who were they?

Mr, DAWSON : Mr. T. Unmack, 8ir Samuel
Griffith, and Sir Thomas MecIlwraith, and the
bosom friend of the hon. gentleman, the late
Mr. John Macrossan. In those days hon. mem-
bers will find, if they make a diligent search into
Hansard, that the debate on the Financial
Statement very seldom took less than a fortnight,
while our party have allowed it to go through in
two days. In this connection, I may say that
it affords me acertain amount of amusement, tinc-
tured with a certain amount of surprise, that the
present Chief Secretary should defend the action
of the Treasurer on this occasion. When I first
came into the House, in 1893, the present Chief
Secretary was then sitting on the cross-benches,
and he was then known as a ‘candid friend of
the Government”; and if hon. members will
look up Hansard for 1893—I have not done so,
but speaking from recollection—I believe they
will find that this candid friend of the Govern-
ment objected to this method of granting tempo-
rary Supply, notwithstanding that nearly the
whole of the Hstimates had been put through
Committes. Now we find he is a member of the
pﬁ*esent Government, and he does not object to
this.

The CHigEr SECRETARY: You are not stating
the facts fairly.

Mr. DAWSON: As far as my recollection
oes, 1 think I am stating what is correct ; but

have not looked up Hansard on the matter.
There are quite a number of members here now
who were present at that particular time, and
can bear out what I state.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : My objection was
then raised to the Appropriation Bill passing
before all the legislation of the session was con-
cluded.

Mr., DAWSON : I remember the point was
raised by the then leader of the Opposition {Mr.
Charles Powers), by Mr. Glassey, and others ;
but the then candid friend of the Government
went even further than hon. members of the
Opposition. When the case was put so strongly
by many members, including the candid friend
of the Government, Sir Thomas Mcllwraith
gracefully caved-in ; and that is how the thing
was carried.

Mr, LEany: Sir Hugh Nelson was Treasurer,
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Mr. DAWSON : Yes, but we know who was

boss. I think the objection that

[4:30 p.m.] has been urged by the leader of the

Opposition 1s very well justified, and
I believe that if hon. members sitting on the
other side were awaketo the danger of a pro-
ceeding of this description they would cheerfully,
if not enthusiastically, support the contention
of the leader of this side of the House. The
day may come at any time, it may come
next week, when hon. members sitting on the
other side may find themselves in opposition,
and in view of that prospect they ought to
endeavour to look at this question from the
position of the Opposition. T have not sug-
gested that the Government are doing this
from dishonest or dishonourable motives, but I
say the practice is a dangerous one. The great
safeguard of the public, and the great strength
of the Opposition, is that the Opposition should
have a certain control of the purse strings. If
any Government--I do not care what Govern-
ment it may be, or how honest and upright their
motives might be—are given absolute control of
the public purse, that very control may lead to
practices which might fairly and honestly be
called corrupt, and which might be detrimental
to the welfare of the public of the colony.

The TrEASURER : The Opposition do not lose
control at all.

Mr. DAWSON : The hon. gentleman is
extending a pernicious practice which was intro-
duced by Sir Hugh Nelson, after Sir Thomas
Mellwraith was Treasurer. Sir Thomas Mell-
wraith, so far as my experience is concerned,
never did that kind of thing ; he always passed
a certain amount of his Estimates before he
asked for teinporary Supply.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: No. Tn 1880 he
did not pass a single line of his Hstimates when
he got a temporary Supply Bill through.

Mr. DAWSON : The session of 1880 was a
most extraordinary one.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Not at all.

Mce. DAWSON : Yes, it was; next to the
session of 1893 it was the most extraordinary
session we had. However, 1 think the practice
is a very bad one. The principal business of the
session 1s the Fistimates, and the proper practice
is that as far as possible the Estimates should be
passed before the Government come down with
an Appropriation Bill. There is one other objec-
tion, and it is a very serious one—it is mot alto-
gether an objection from a public point of view,
but from a party point of view, and so long as
we retain the system of party politics it is a very
serious objection—and that is that the Treasarer
gets Supply a month ahead. Immediately that
Supply is granted, on the very next question
that comes before this Chamber, he may be
defeated on a distinct Government measure, and
what happens? The Government resign, and
the Premier names somebody who should be sent
for by His Excellency. :

Mr. LEaHY : Not of necessity.

Mr, DAWSON : I do not say it is of neces-
sity, but I say it is the custom. The member
sent for undertakes to form a Ministry, but finds
he cannot do it. The old Ministry then hold on.
An election is necessary, and the question arises
who is going to conduct that election, the defeated
Ministry or the gentleman who was sent for by
His Excellency ? ~ That is determined by Supply.
The leader of the Opposition cannot ask His
Excellency for Supply, because it has already
been granted a month ahead, and the result is
that notwithstanding the fact that on a fair and
legitimate party issue he has defeated the
Government, he is unable to go to the country in
charge of the elections. To my mind that isa very
serious matter, and one that deserves the con-
sideration of every member in this Chamber,
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As a matter of simple fact my experience was
pretty well like that, When the present Chief
Secretary was Premier I had the distinguished
distinction of defeating the hon. gentleman, and
I bad the pleasure of being sent for by His
Excellency to form a Ministry, Things were
very much mixed at that time; there was a
possibility of various combinations, but the
greatest possibility was going to the country to
test the question at issue and allow the electors
to decide it. The great difficulty in the way of
that was the question of Supply. I could not
come to this House and ask for Supply for the
simple reason that the House in its foolishness
had already granted the hon. member for
Bulimba Supply for a month ahead.

Mr, CamMprBELL : And refused you a majority.

Mr. DAWSON : It was not a question of
refusing me a majority. Asa matter of fact, I
could not make any claim for Supply on His
Excellency the Lieutenant-Governor, Sir Samuel
Griffith, because the House had two or three
days previously granted Supply to the then
Governmentfor a month ahead. This is a matter
of very great concern, and it is certainly worthy
of the grave consideration of members on both
sides of the House. I have nothing further to.
say, except that T wish the hon. gentleman who
is responsible to this House for the placing of the
busincss on  the business-sheet distinetly to
understand that, so far as T am personally con-
cerned, I will object to give Supply unless the
paper is put in proper order, and the real busi-
ness of the country gets its due share of time for
discussion in this House.

Mr. HIGGS (Fortitude Valley) : 1 dare say it
wonld contribute to the harmony of this gather-
ing if the Opposition were to make no protest
against the proposal by the Premier, but I do
not regard that as the attitude that the Oppo-
sition should take up at all. I think it will be a
very sad day for the country when this House
becomes a kind of family party—a sort of mutual
adrnuiration society. I think that, although I
would not go so far as to say that we should
apply the old saying—‘“when rogues fall out
honest people come by their own,” to this
Assembly ; still, I will say, that when poli-
ticians fall out it is far better for the country.
Now, the very name and function of the Oppo-
sition implies that it should oppose the proposals
of the Government, and for that reason I
wish to offer my protest against it, and to take
this opportunity of ventilating one or two
grievances. Now members opposite indulged in
a good deal of hilarity and they were very
amused, when the Dawson Government was
spoken of, It seems to be treated as a huge
joke, but if certain members of this House—the ex
hon. member for Enoggera and the hon, member
for Drayton and Toowoomba—had only seen
their way to join this side of the House, I believe
that it would not have been very long before they
would have had a good following, because the
members on the opposite side, although they
would have the public believe that they are a
very united party, we on this side can see signs
that the policy of the Government is not meeting
with favour—

The SPEAXER : Order!

Mr., HIGGS: Now, very probably another
opportunity may be given to me to refer to that
matter, but I do not think that we should fall in
with the Premier’s views even though he
approaches us in such a humble way, and pro-
mises that if we grant this request he will not
allow it to occur again. He promises to get
through the Estimates, and give us a whole day
to discuss the Works Commission report. His
boundless generosity is almost appalling. He
will give us a day to discuss the Hstimates.
Well, at the rate that the HEstimates are going
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through the House, I think it will take some
weeks, whether the Premier likes it or not, to
pass the votes that are put before us. Now, I
understand this is not a proper stage at which to
bring up a little matter which is almost a ques-
tion of privilege. I was attacked in this Chamber,
which I always understood was sacred to the
privileges of members of this House. I was
handed a letter,

The SPEAKER : Order! -

Mr. HIGGS : Well, I will refer to it later on.
(Laughter,)

Mr. McDONALD (Flinders) : T object to the
suspending of the Standing Orders generally, on
different grounds to most of the hon. members
that have spoken this afternoon. I have always
made it a practice to object to the Standing
Orders being suspended, especially when I know
it is not for the convenience of this Chamber but
for that of the other Chamber. I object to the
convenience of this Chamber being subservient
to that of the other Chamber. Though I sup-
pose, under the present order of things, we must
regard them as on an equality, I certainly think
we have no right to bow down to suibt their
special convenience. I think, with other mem-
bers who have spoken, that if this House had
been called together in April or May, and we
had got on with the general business of the
country, when the financial year closed there
would have been ample opportunity of dealing
with the HEstimates. I also agree with the hon.
member for Croydon, Mr. Browne, the leader of
this party, when he says it is only fair that the
Government should have a certain amount of
their Fstimates passed before they come to ask
for temporary Supply, so that there may be some
guarantee that their financial scheme has been
accepted by the House. The hon. gentleman
now asks for a suspension of the Standing
Orders to enable him to get £300,000 or
£400,000 to carry him on for one month.
Surely, the hon. gentleman never expects that
the final Appropriation Bill, as ,well as the
Estimates, will be passed in a month’s time ?
If they are not, the hon. gentleman will come
down with another temporary Supply Bill, and
the same tall and the same objections will be
heard again. T do not blame the hon. gentleman,
the Treasurer, for this, for this is the way things
have gone on for the last seven or eight
years, I think that May is the earliest month
Parliament has been called tngether, and even
then it was adjourned for a month shortly after-
wards. That was in 1803, when there was the
financial crisis. I think it would be far better
in the interests of the country if the Government
called Parliament together in May, and for all
contentious legislation to be introduced at an
early stage, so that there would be ample time
for discussion. The Government, however, leave
it until they cannot possibly leave it any longer.
On this occasion they left it until late in July,
although they knew that a few days after Par-
liament met they would have to come down and
ask for temporary Supply. They would probably
have left it until August or September if they
had had the means of getting the necessary sup-
plies, but not having the necessary means, they
were compelled to come down in July, because
they could not get their supplies in any other
way. What I want especially to say, however,
is that here, at this late period, we have
rushed upon us more contentious measures than
has ever been introduced in this Assembly for
the past seven or eight years.

Mr. LEAHY : You make them conteutious.

Mr, McDONALD: No, it is not so. The
Flections Bill is not contentious so far as this
side is eoncerned, but it is so far as the other side
are concerncd, and a considerable time will be
taken up in the discussion of that measure. We
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have twenty different measures before us, and a
number of them are very old friends. Some of
them we have seen year after year brought
down to this House, and finally we have
seen them cast away, and come up again
when the succeeding session came along.
The Government must have known before they
summoned Parliament together that they had
this very contentious programme to lay before
us; and, further, they knew that they would
have a great deal of federal business to deal with
during this session, There can be no excuse in
connection with that, because the head of the
Government was asked at the close of last session
when he was going to summon Parliament
together, and he sald somewhere about June;
and members on this side got up and pointed out
to him that June was too late, as there would
be a large amount of federal business to be dealt
with. The hon. gentleman must also have
known that he was going to introduce the
various Bills which are now before us in
connection with private railways, which propose
to reverse the settled policy of railway construc-
tion; and he surely never had the slightest
idea that legislation such as that was not of a
contentions character. Under those circum-
stances, the hon. gentleman should have called
Parliament together earlier. I have always
held, and shall continue to hold solong as T have
the honour and privilege of having a seat in this
House, that it is our duty to oppose the suspen-
sion of the Standing Orders, The hon. gentle-
man knew last week that we would need money,
and he should have come down to the House in
the ordinary way and gone through the usual
formalities without asking for the suspension of
the Standing Orders. How do weknow that the
suspension of the Standing Orders will merely
apply to the passing of a Supply Bill. In the
past it has been pretty well confined to the
passing of Appropriation Bills,  but we know
that on one occasion in 1894 the Government
suspended the Standing Orders to enable them
to get through a very obnoxious Bill-—although
they did not succeed in passing that measure
on that particular day. Still we can see the
danger that is likely to crop up through the
suspension of the Standing Orders, as it may
not always be confined to Supply Bills, but
may be done in connection with other Bills.
How do we know where this thing is going to
end? That is one of my strongest reasons for
saying that we should be very guarded in agree-
ing to the suspension of the Standing Orders.
It is not a matter which is of concern only to
those on this side of the House., Ivery hon.
member is just as much affected by it as we are.
The Government may have a majority to-day,
and they may be able to use that majority in a
way which is beneficial to the country, or they
may be able to use it in a manner which is not
beneficial. I have heard the leader of the Go-
vernment repeatedly say, *‘ Well, we are not
always going to be on this bench.” Hon. mem-
bers who now sit on this side may be over there,
or, if not the present members sitting on this
side, some other hon. members may be over
there, and they may then turn round and guote
the precedent which has been set by this Go-
vernment, Then we shall see hon. members
who sit, opposite rise in their places on this side
of the House and protest against such a violation
of the Constitution. To show that this is not
altogether a fanciful picture, I may remind hon.
members of what took place in the House of
Commons with reference to the cloture rules.
They were introduced by a very Conserva-
tive Government. Did the Conservative Go-
vernment use them ? No. A Liberal Government
came in on top, and, in order to pass certain
business which the Conservative party desired to
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obstruct, they put in operation against them the
very rules that they themselves had passed. The
Chief Secretary also reminds me of another very
important matter that happened in connection
with an Appropriation Bill. At the time Sir
Hugh Nelson was Treasurer he desired to pass
an Appropriation Bill immediately after the
Estimates had been passed. If that had been
done, the House would have placed itself entirely
in the hands of the Government. Objection was
raised by the then hon. member for Maryborough,
Mr. Powers, by the hon. member for Toowoomba,
and by the present Chief Secretary, as well as by
a number of hon. members sitting on this side.
They pointed out what was likely o follow if such
a course was adopted, and the Chief Secretary
was so emphatic on that oceasion, and the House
ook it up so strongly, that Sir Hugh Nelsou gave
way and withdrew the Bill. I merely mention
this to show that it is not an objection that
comes purely from this side, and I also want to
show that it is not right, because hon. members
on this side object to a certain procedure for
hon. members on the other side to try and treat
the matter lightly, because the observance of all
these things Is necessary to the conduct of busi-
ness in this Chamber. I shall always raise my
voice in protest against the suspension of the
Standing Orders so long as I have the honour
of a seat in this House, because I feel that there
is a danger of something cropping up at some
future sime which may violate the Constitution.

Mr. STEWART (Rockhampton North): As
hon. members on this side may possibly be
accused of wasting time as usual in
[5 p.m.] making this protest against the
suspension of the Standing Orders,
I propose to show that on a previous occasion
several hon. gentlemen who held distinguished
positions in this Assembly and in the country
were most emphatic in protesting against the
method of conducting business which 1s pursued
by the present Government. For instance, we
have Sir Hugh Nelson, then Mr. Nelson, speak-
ing on the 27th July, 1893, upon a motion
exactly similar to the one we now have before
us, and this is what he said—

It amounts to this: whatever Archer, Macrossan, or
Norton did, and Mellwraith approved, cannot be wrong ;
and as long as the present Government find that a
thing was done by the previous Government they think
that is a perfect justification for doing the same;
though at the time I suppose—I have not had time to
look up the records—the present Treasurer condemned
most thoroughly what was then done. Another thing
is that the practice is becoming established; the
disease is getting chronic asit goes on from year to
year ; and 1t is a very serious matter, because succeed-
ing Governments will argue that they have a sort of
preseriptive right to this practice of demanding a vote
on account, without going through the forms and
securities which have been establishcd. It is amatter
for the whole House to consider whether we are not
giving up our rights by allowing this thing to go on
year after year, and I think some protest should be
entered against it. The calling of Parliament together
at this time of the yocar is very inconvenient, and
serionsly interferes with the interests of the country,

1 find that Parliament met that year on the 19th
July, or two days later than the opening on the
present occasion. Mr. Nelson emphatically
protested against Parliament being called to-
gether so late in the year; and I think it must
be evident to everyome that it is exceedingly
improper that Parliament should not be called
until a fortnight after the expiration of the
financial year. The disease appears to be
becoming more and more acute every year, and
the remedy is obvious. I think it must be
obvious to any hon. member, with the exception,
perhaps, of the membersofthe Government. Why
not call Parliament together earlier in the year?
‘Why leave it over to the middle of July? "Why
not summon us here in May? If that
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were done there would be no need to adopt
this method of procedure. Of course I am
aware that the hon., gentleman at the head of
the Government desires to be free from the
supervision of Parliament as long as possible.
Neither that hon. gentleman nor any of his pre-
decessors, so far as my experience goes, ever
summoned Parliament together until they
wanted money, until they could carry on no
longer, until the' Treasury, so far as they were
concerned, was empty. Then, when they found
that they were brought to a standstill they
summoned Parliament together. If by some
means or other they could get unlimited com-
mand of Supply, then Parliament would never
be called together, and members would have an
exceedingly happy time. They would probably
be drawing their salaries for doing nothing,
while the Kxecative would be running riot
with the affairs of the country. Now, it
appears to me that the chief objection
to this sort of thing lies in this: That the
governing power is drifting more and more into
the hands of the Executive ; that Parliament is
becoming a mere shadow, as it were, and that
the whole authority over the affairs of the
country is being concentrated iin the hands of a
few men. I know that so long as the Govern-
ment commands a majority this sort of thing
will continue ; but 1 maintain that it is an ex-
ceedingly unhealthy state of affairs. It is a
degradation of government by Parliament ; if is
weakening the control of the people of the
colony over their own affairs, and anything
which does that T contend must have an evil and
prejudicial effect. Not only was Mr. Nelson
emphatic in his protest against the suspension of
the Standing Orders, and against votes on
account, but also another hon. gentleman
who was held in high estimation, and whose
memory is green in the minds of a great
many of the citizens of Queensland, and
that is the late Hon. J. M. Macrossan. He also
protested against this sort of thing; Mr. More-
head also raised his voice against it, and, it
appears to me, with excellent reason. That
being the case, I think it is exceedingly desirable
that hon. members in opposition should protest
against this continuous suspending of the Stand-
ing Orders. Why should we not meet earlier
and get through the business in a decent time?
Then there would be no necessity for outraging
the Constitution in this manner.

Mr, REID (Enoggera): I would just like to
say a few words before this closes as a protest
against the proposed suspension of the Standing
Orders, This is the second time this session,
and the Chief Secretary was very emphatic in
asking members on this side of the House to
offer a suggestion that will remedy this state of
affairs, Onememberafter another has suggested
the same remedy ; and it seems to me that it is
the right and only possible remedy for the
Government to adopt, and that is to call Parlia-
ment together earlier, Then there would be no
necessity for suspending the Standing Orders in
order to carry a measure through all its stages in
one day. All the contentious business could be
laid before the House early in the year, and
the second readings could be carried—that is,
the principal measures the Government intend to
bring forward should belaid before the House early.
Before Supply comes on they would be fairly
well discussed, the second readings would be car-
ried, and the table would be clear for Supply.
Certainly an Appropriation Bill might be required
before we got Supply all through; but then we
must take this into consideration—that as soon
as the House meets, the first thing the present -
Government do is to ask for Supply, and they
are getting worse and worse every year, The

. contention of this side is that if Parliament was
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called together earlier more business would be
done, the Estimates would be half through by
this time, and the Government would have the
use of all the money passed on the Estimates. I
got up to enter my protest—as I shall do every time
a similar course to this is adopted—against calling
Parliament together at so late a period, I think
the Government ought to take this lesson to
heart, and when in future they have so many con-
tentious measures on the paper as at present, that
Parliament should be afforded a better and
earlier opportunity of discussing them. At pre-
sent we are taking Supply only on Friday even-
ings. Half a day per week is certainly not
sufficient. It is not fair either to the Govern-
ment themselves, to members, or to the country
that the Estimates should be janimed into Friday
evenings. The Premier has told the leader of
this party that when the Works Estimates come
on he will grant a special day for their discus-
sion; but if the present rule is followed, how can
we be expected to discuss that matter on a Friday
evening only? I suppose also we shall be allotted
one evening after 7 o’clock for discussing the
Police Estimates and the commission’s report.
I say that owing to the late period at
which Parliament is called together all the
Estimates are jammed into a few days, and
we are not able to discuss them properly.
I know the Civil servants are not to blame
for the misconduct of the Governmens, but if
it would teach the Government a lesson, I would
even consent to keeping the servants of the
country out of their pay for a month. I know it
would be an injustice:to them, but the ultimate
good to the country is beyond doubt. It is very
hard to keep men out of money that they have
earned ; and, therefore, Parliament is more or
less compelled to pass a temporary Supply Bill.
But if the Civil servants were kept out of their
money for a month there would be such an
outery by them, and by the business people with
whom they have dealings, that the Government
would be taught a good lesson, and the resulting
good to the country would be very great. I
enter my protest against the action of the
Government, and should like to record my vote
against it if there was an opportunity of doing
s0.

Question—Suspension of Standing Orders—
put and passed.

SUPPLY.
RresumprioN oF COMMITTER.

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

Mr. McDONALD : The hon. gentleman a
the head of the Government was asked a gquestion
this afternoon in connection with the Public
Works Commission. I think it is a very serious
matter, and the Government should not allow it
to remain over their heads for a solitary moment.
Immediately the report of the commission was
presented, the proper course to have adopted was
to have come down and asked Parliament to dis-
cuss the whole matter. Very serious charges
have been made in that report against the
Secretary for Works, and T think it would
be an injustice to the Ministry, to the
Under Secretary for Works, and to every officer
in that department, if this matter was not
immediately dealt with. The hon. gentleman
has told us that he is not going to deal with the
matter at once, but that 1t is to be allowed to
drift on until we come to deal with the Works
Department Estimates. Now, I would point
out that last year a Royal Commission, costing
something like £3,000, sat in connection with the
Police Department, and owing to the report
having been brought down rather late, we were
asked to waive our right to discuss it, although
the hon. gentleman in charge of the Hstimates

[26 SerremseR.]

Supply. 973

had postponed them for some considerable time
in order that they might be discussed after the
commission’s report came in. The result is that
twelve months have passed by, the matter has
become stale and dead, and the whole labours of
the commission are practically a dead letter. As
far aswe know, none of the recommendations have
beenadopted. This matterof the Works Commis-
sion report raises an even more serious question,
because it reflects upon a Minister of the Crown.
That is a reflection that no Premier ought to
allow to remain upon one of his Ministers for a
solitary moment. I think he ought to try and
have that reflection removed. I don’t say
whether it is right or wrong, because I have not
had time to go through all the evidence. The
whole of the members of the Commission signed
that report, and then there is a minority report.

The TREASURER : All the commissioners do not
agree t0 what you have stated at all.

Mr. Dawson : They give very poor reasons for
not agreeing.

Mr, MoDONALD : There is one report sent
in signed by the whole of the members of that
commission, and there is a minority addenda
signed by the chairman, by Mr. Petrie, and by
Mr. Plunkett. Very strong strictures are placed
on the hon, gentleman, and I think that, in
justice to the House and to the hon. member
himself, they should not be allowed to be passed
by lightly or without some explanation.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIc WoORKS: I can
easily clear myself of them all.

Mr, McDONALD: I am very glad to hear
the Minister say so, and he should take the very
first opportunity of so doing. I have merely
got up so that

The SEcRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS : You were
put up to it.

Mr. McDONALD : The hon. gentleman says

what is not true.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. McDONALD : Idefy the hon. gentleman
to prove it.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. McDONALD : I am not like the hon.
gentleman—I will never be a catspaw for anyone.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. McDONALD : When I brought forward
the Jack inquiry, I did it in the interests of the
colony. I have brought similar matters before
the notice of this House in the interests of the
country, and I will do so again. Let me tell the
hon. member that I am not the putty man that
he is. People cannot squeeze me into any shape
they like. I bring this matter before the House
because I think it is necessary to be discussed at
once, The hon. gentleman has made a dis-
claimer, and I am not going to accuse him. I
say that when the public Press of the colony—
the leading wpapers in this city—publish a
repors of this nature, that no such reflec-
tions should be allowed to rest on the head
of any member of this House for a soli-
tary moment—Ilet alone a Minister. I have
brought this matter forward in order to let the
Minister have an opportunity of defending him-
self, If the House allows these reflections to
rest on the head of an hon. member, every hon.
member is equally guilty. The report, as
published in the Pelegraph, says—

1. The Honourable John Murray, Minister for Works,
was examined at considerable length on matfers con-
nected with the department, and we must express our
regret at the attitude assumed by him during his
examination.

Then it goes on with *“3.”
typographical error.

Mr. Bripgus: Quote from the Courier; you
will find the report correct there,

I think thatisa
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Mr, McDONALD: Well, T will read from
the Courier—

1. The Honowrable John Murray, Minister for Works,
was examined at considerable length on matters con-
nected with the department, and we must express our
regret at the attitude assumed by him during his
exsmination. .

2. The Minister does not appear to have had a grip of
the operations of this important Department of Public
‘Works.

That is even more strong than the Telegraph’s
report, and I thank the hon. member for Nundah
for his suggestion. The report goes on—

We venture to express the opinion that the action of
the Minister in authorising the expenditure of £316 in
trying to prove one of his subordinate officers gunilty of
either incompetency or neglect of duty was both un-
necessary and unjustifiable.

Now that is a very serious charge——

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS : * Trying

to prove”! It was proved.

Mr, McDONALD : That is his business; not
mine. My business is to poin% out these serious
charges which are hanging over the head of the
hon. gentleman, and practically over the Govern-
ment.

The SeCRETARY FOR PuBric Lanps: The
Government is always wrong.

Mr, McDONALD : It is no usé the hon.
gentleman coming along with these empty plati-
tudes. He should have sufficient knowledge to
know that when one Minister isseriously accused
that that effects the whole of the Government,
How was the last Liberal Government in England
wrecked ?

Mr, HARDACRE: Yes, and in New Zealand.

My, McDONALD: I am going to reserve my
judgment in the matter until I hear what the
hon. gentleman has to say in his defence, and I
hope that when he does get up to speak, he will
leave no shadow of doubt in the minds of hon.
members as to his position in this matter. The
report goes on—

4. We regret that the Minister for Works, when he

saw the nature and extent of the defective work at the
Stock Institute and Agricultural Buildings, did not
immediately take action in regard to Messrs. Brady,
Pye, and Murdoch, as well as to Inspector Jack, We
consider that blame attaches to all of these four officers,
and, in our opinion, the action of the Minister in sing-
ling out only this one officer for punishment has the
appearance of an act of persecution.
That is another very serious charge. I think
that if any Civil servant has been persecuted,
there is every reason why the matter should be
brought up at the earliest possible opportunity.
The report also goes on—

5. At the Minister’s request we tested the accuracy
of the reports of the evidenee taken at the Jack-
Robertson inguiry. We caused an examination and
comparison of the shorthand notes and the transcript
copy to be made, and the report furnished to us shows
that the official report of the evidenee in the main is
substautially correct.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Do you
blame me for that ?

My, McDONALD : No; I havetried to make
myself clear to the House. I don’t blame the
bon. gentleman at all. I have no desire to say
any more on this matter just now. The hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government has
stated that this matter can be discussed when
the Iistimates for the Works Department come
along. I certainly think, considering the grave

accusations made by the commission

[5°30 p.m.] acainst the Secretary for Public

‘Works, it should not be left hang-

ing over the head of the Minister or the Govern-

ment for a solitary day, and I hope the hon.

gentleman, and the Government also, will take

the first opportunity that presents itself to clear

the hon, gentleman of the charge made against
him by the Works Commission.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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The TREASURER : I should like to make a
few remarks on this matter, I was informed by
the Secretary for Public Works that he had
heard that the members of the Labour party
were going to discuss the whole of the Works
Commission report this afternoon. I do not
think it is fair for any member in the House to
bring on a debate on that subject until hon.
members have gone fully through the report.

Mr. Cowrey : We have not got it yet.

The TREASURER : The only report I have
seen is the report published in the newspapers.
The Secretary for Public Works is quite pre-
pared to defend himself, but I do not think the
hon. gentleman or the Government feel that the
Government have lost the confidence of this
House. When the report of the commission is
fully debated, the Government are quite satisfied
to take the opinion of the House as to whether
they are guilty or not guilty of the matters
alleged against them, but I do not think it is
wise at this stage of the proceedings to com-
mence a debate on the report, which very few
hon, members have read. I know I have not
read i%, and it will take a little time before we

" get the report.

Mr. DawsoN : It is not the report; it is the
position of the Minister we are discussing.

The TREASURER I do not think it is wise
to commence a debate on the report until hon.
members know all about it. There are members
on both sides of the House who take sides as to
the merits and demerits of this question, but it
will be far better for all hon. members to stay
their hands until they have read the report
carefully.

Mr, Fisuer: You said until the Estimates for
the department came on; that is not the right
time for such a discussion.

The TREASURER : Tam certainly not going
to take my instruetions from the hon. member
for Gympie as to what is the righttime or what
is the wrong time for the discussion. I say that
in justice to the Secretary for Public Works,
who asks for time, it is only fair that time
should be given. There isnot the slightest doubt
that when the proper time comes he will be able
to enter into full details, but it is not fair at the
present stage to spring a debate like this on the
House,

Mr. BROWNE : I may say at once that it is
not my intention to go into this debate at the
present time, or to discuss the merits or demerits
of the report of the Works Commission, because
we have not yet read it. The only thing I wish
to refer to now is the remark made by the hon.
gentleman at the head of the (Government to the
effect that the Secretary for Public Works had
informed him that he had heard that this party
had decided to go through with this matter to-
day. To that statement I give a most emphatic
denial. I suppose the hon. gentleman has been
influenced by a paragraph which appears in the
second edition of the Telegraph. I did not see it
until the hon. member for Fortitude Valley, Mr.
McDonnell, the whip of the party, showed it to
me. It is headed, ¢ Labour Party. Caucus
Meeting this Morning. Rumours of Stormy
Debate.”

Mr. Fisugr : 1t is a joke,

Mr. BROWNE : A thing of this kind is not a
joke. Whoever wrote that paragraph may have
thought it a jeke, but I, as leader of this party,
am not taking it as a joke. The paragraph reads
as follows :—

The members of the Labour party were in caucus
this morning. It was their weekly meeting, but it was
rumoured that something special was in the air. What
the precise object of their meeting was has been kept a
close secret. There were, however, rumours flying
about the lobbies that an attack was to be made on the
Works (Commission. There were nervous inquiries
afloat, but, except that the atmosphere was disturbed



Supply.

ne one could say what was in the wind. One member
of the Works Commission was in complete ignorance of
the grounds on which any attack could be made. A
licensing commissioner could not tell what was im-~
pending.

Mr. KgocH: I am sure that neither Jackson
nor I know anything about it,

Mr. BROWNE : The paragraph goes on to
say—

A Labour member said he had not attended the

weeting, and was unaware of what was in the wind.
Certain it is there is a storm brewing, but what form it
will take is not known.
I was in this House this morning from about
twenty minutes past 9 o'clock till five minutes
to 1, and certainly I did not see any sensational
meetings about the lobbies, or any disturbed
state of the atmosphere. Indeed, the whole of
the House seemed particularly quiet. With
regard to the cancus meeting, I may inform the
House that this party have a caucus meeting
every Tuesday morning, so that members of the
party may know exactly what is going to be
done. Very often when there is a lot of business
that caucus meeting takes up the whole of
Tuesday morning. Hon. members can therefore
imagine what a terrible stir there was this
morning when 1 tell them that the mesting
commenced about twenty minutes to 11 o’clock,
and dissolved about twenty minutes after 11.
There was no intention expressed there, and no
resolution come to, that an attack was to be
made on the report of the Works Commission.
So far as I personally am concerned, I am not at
all inclined to go into a lengthy debate on the
matter at the present time, Iarlier in the sit-
ting T asked the Premier what he intended to do
in the matter, because I do not think the oldest
member in this House—1 appeal to the Chief
Secretary and the hon. member for Drayton and
Toowoomba, Mr. Groom, on that point—can
show any case in which a Royal Commission in
this colony has pronounced a distinct censure on
a Minister, as the Works Commission have done.
The Premier, in reply to my question, stated
that the matter could te discussed in the ordi-
nary course on the Hstimates. I suppose that is
what induced my friend the hon. member for
Flinders to refer to the subject, because
we know that it is a mere farce talking about
discussing it on the Hstimates. We have a
lot of other things to go on with, and if we were
pushing on business and did not want to waste
time the probability is that this particular Esti-
mate might come on after midnight when there
are no reporters in the gallery, and the result
would be that there would be no discussion. I
distinctly deny that anything has been arranged
by the Labour party to obstruct business, but I
say that when a charge like that is hanging over
a member of the Ministry he ought to take the
earliest opportunity of defending himself, and
members of the Works Commission should have
an opportunity of proving the charges they have
made, if they can prove them. That is all T ask,
and I ask it in fairness to the members of the
Works Commission, and in fairness to the mem-
bers of the House.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. J. Murray, Normanby): I think hon.
members will agree with me that it would be
very unfair and very unwise to raise a discussion
on this subject at the present time. Hon. mem-
bers are not prepared to enter into a discussion
on it, as they have not yet seen or studied the
evidence or the report. For my own part, I can
assure hon. members that I do not think there is
a member in the House at the present moment
who is more anxious than I am to have a full
and free discussion on the merits and demerits of
the report.

HorouraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !
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The SECRETARY FORPUBLICWORXKS :
I am most anxious for an opportunity to defend
myself, I feel that I discharge my duty
according to my lights, and I think I shall be
able to prove that when the proper time comes.

HowouraBrLE MuMBERS: Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC WORKS:
I agree with the Premier that the proper time
will be when the Estimates for the Works
Department come up for discussion, It is said
that they may come on at a late hour in the
evening, but it can easily be arranged that they
shall come on when the House opens in the
afternoon, and I can assure hon. members that,
as far as I am concerned, I desire to shirk
nothing. I am anxious for an opportunity to put
my views before this House and belore the
country in connection with this matter.

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. FISHER (Gympie): 1 would just like to
say why I object to this matter coming on for
discussion with the Works Estimates, Hach
estimate, In my opinion, carries enough com-
plaints, without adding this special one, and I
submit that it is the duty of the Premier, in a
case of this sort, to provide the fullest possible
opportunity for the House to discuss it on a
specific motion. A body was appointed by the
Government to investigate into matters concern-
ing the characters of certain public officers, who
were under the charge of one of the Ministers,
and that commission were bound to find accord-
ing to the facts that were brought before them.
They have made certain declarations which,
more or less, involve the political character of a
member of the present Administration, and to
propose to relegate a question like that to one
night on the Estimates is incredible. The
Administration are not entitled to shelter one of
the Ministers in that fashion.

The SECRETARY ¥okR FPusLic WoRks : He
requires no sheltering.

Mr. FISHER : On that view I wish tosupport
the hon. gentleman. I say that the earliest
possible opportunity should be afforded to him,
as soon as he has prepared his defence, to make
that defence, and it 1s the duty of his chief to
give him the opportunity to do so.

The SECRETARY ¥oR PunLic Works: You
want to discuss it before we are ready.

Mr. FISHER : I have not discussed it with a
member of the House. I have not said a single
syllable about the merits of the question, but I
say a competent body appointed by the Govern-
ment have passed their decision on certain facts ;
their decision has alveady been published ; and
it is the duty of the Government to afford the
earliest possible opportunity to the hon. gentle-
man to defend himself against the charges made
against him by the commissioners.

The PrEMIER : The opportunity has not been
denied, has it?

Mr. FISHER : Yes.

The PrREMIER: I say it has not.

Mr. FISHER : I say the Hon. the Premier
has relegated the matter to a night on the
Estimates.

The PrEMIER: That is the proper time to
speak about it.

Mr. FISHER : Isay it is not a proper time,
and I am giving my reasons.

The PrEMIER : 1t is only a matter of opinion.

Mr. FISHER : I say it is a matter of opinion,
and surely, although I am only a member of the
Opposition, my opinion is as worthy of being put
on record as the opinion of the Hon. the Chief
Secretary, and in my opinion it is a matter
involving the character of the Administration,
and the character of an Administration is not a
question to be brought up and discussed on the
Istimates of a Minister. Why, it has been the
constant endeavour of this Administration to get
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the cloak of time thrown over their misdeeds ;
and surely this is an occasion when they have all
to gain by delaying the matter. They endeavour
to hold on to the seals of office as long as pos-
sible, and to do that may be quite right, from a
political point of view, but 1t is not a proper
thing for the Opposition to assist them in doing
those things.

Mr. STEPHENSON: Why not move a vote of
censure ?

Mr. FISHER:
opinion—

The PrumiER: Move a vote of want of
confidence.

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: We want some of
the facts first. We want to hear what you have
to say first,

Mr. FISHER : I simply contend that in my
opinion it is the duty of the head of the
Administration to bring this specifically on at
the very first opportunity, when the Minister for
Public Works is ready with his defence. I am
quite sure that permission will be readily given
to him to express any opinion. As for myself I
express no opinion on the merits of the question.
Tleave the matter entirely open, until I have
heard what is to be said upon it.

Mr. DAWSON (Charters Towers): If hon.
members will only listen they will hear the
elements thundering against the Minister for
Railways,

Mr, CowLEY : It is a great waste of time on
your side.

Mr. McDoxarp: Do you want to get that
billet on the Liand Beard ?

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr., DAWSON: I think it is a very un-
fortunate thing that the Hon. the Minister for
Railways, who was the first person involved in
this discussion, should have thought fit to retain
his seat while the Hon. the Premier gave him
alead. I think the hon. gentleman who was
involved should have immediately risen after
the statement made by the hon. member for
Flinders and defended his own conduct during
the progress of the inquiry.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC WORKS : His own
what?

Mr. DAWSON: His own conduct during the
progressof that inquiry ; and though he neglected
to take advantage of the opportunity afforded to
him when he did rise, he should have given the
members of this House the opportunity of under-
standing exactly what was defence against the
charges made by the Royal Commission that was
appointed by the Government, in which the hon.
gentleman is so distinguished a member,

Mr. Grvens: And chosen chiefly from his own
side of the House.

Mr. DAWSON : And chiefly from his own
side of the House. I might say in regard to
this, it is not a matter of party politics at all,
Tt is not a matter of personsal friendship, or any-
thing of that description. It is a matter
between a responsible Minister of the Crown and
a Royal Commission that have taken evidence
and brought up a public document as a record to
this House, for the benefit of members and those
whom members represent ; and when the hon.
Minister for Works, who was the member most
concerned, is charged with—I will not say of
grave crimes—but he has been charged with mal-
administration of very grave character, and I
think that when the hon. geutleman is called
upon to defend himself he should furnish this
House with some evidence to show that he was
not guilty of the charge made against him by
.the Royal Commissicn appointed by his own
party.

The SecrRETARY FOR PUBLIc WoRKS: Will you
call upon me ?

I say it is not in my
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Mr. DAWSON: The hon. gentleman knows
that I cannot call upon him. He has already
spoken, and I am following the hon. gentleman. I
am very much surprised indeed that the hon.
gentleman did not make aneffort to protect himself
in some way or other, to show whether the Royal
Commission were justified or not in the very
severe strictures they have passed on the adminis-
tration of the Works Department.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICc Works: I will
defend myself ; you need not trouble yourself
about that.

Mr. DAWSON : If the administration of the
hon. gentleman has been all that is desirable,
then these strictures of the commission are
unjust. If it has not been, then the strictures of
the commission are just, and the position
remains this: that the hon. gentleman should be
turned out of office, or his colleagues, if they
desire to retain him in office, should share his
responsibility and resign their position as the
Government of this colony. The Hon. the Chief
Secretary and the Premier have stated that if
the members on this side of the House, or if any
other hon, members of the Chamber, desire
to move a vote of censure—if they dissent from
any action taken by the hon. the Minister for
‘Works, Mr. Murray — they should do so.
I deny that absolutely. It all depends. The
Premier has already spoken, but he did not inti-
mate to the House in the slightest degree that he
supported the action taken by the Secretary for
Works, He did not say that he would hold
himself and his Ministry responsible for, or that
he would endorse, the action of the hon. gentle-
man.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIc WORKS : He told
you he had not seen the evidence or read the
report.

Mr. DAWSON : The hon. gentleman was not
silly enough to say that he had not seen the
evidence. If thereis an hon. member who has
not seen the evidence, then he is not fit to be a
member of this Chamber. As a matter of fact,
we are in this unfortunate position that the
bulk of the evidence was taken in Brisbane, and
the two daily papers furnished the essential
points of the evidence from day to day ; and the
man who has not seen the evidence, and who has
not followed the whole controversy between the
co mmission and the Secretary for Works, is
not alive to his public duty, and consequently
is not fit to occupy a seat as a public man in this
Chamber.

Mr. LEAHY: I have not followed it all, for

one.

Mr. DAWSON : Then the hon. member had
better resign for the Bulloo and go into private
life for the benefit of the public.

Mr., LeaHY : I never read the whole of the
evidence taken by a Royal Commission yet.

Mr. DAWSON : I never said that anyone
should read the whole of the evidence. I said
that the essential points were published in the
daily Press of Brisbane, and that any man had
only to read the daily papers to exactly under-
stand what the position was.

Mr. Leany: Why, the first paper that was
read on the subject was wrong. .

Mr. DAWSON : T venture to say that, when
the Government Printer furnishes us with the
whole of the evidence, not a single hon. member
will read the whole of the evidence.

Mr. LEanY : That is exactly what I say.

My, DAWSONe: If hon. members desired to
follow the progress of the Royal Commission,
they had only to read the daily Press, because
they have a system, being experienced and
practical, of culling out the essential points, and
publishing those, and leaving the rest to be
relegated to the wastepaper basket,
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The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic WORKS: They
publish those portions of the evidence that suits
themselves, and omit the rest.

Mr. Higes: Do you accuse the Press of
partisanship ?

Mr. REiD : That is exactly what they do.

Mr. DAWSON : Referring again to the point
I started with—hon., members on the other side
seem to think that if we desire to do anything
we should move a vote of censure on the Secre-
tary for Works,

Mr. KrocH: No; a vote of want of confidence.

Mr. DAWSON : Well, I have got this to say
—that there has been a Royal Commission

- appointed, that they have sat for a long time, they
have examined all available witnesses on both
sides of the question, they have very carefully
sifted the whole of the evidence, and they have
submitted a report to this House ; and in that
report they have passed a vote of censure on the
Secretary for Works.

Mr. KeogH : No; I do not think so. :

Mr., DAWSON: I say so distinetly, The
clause of that report which has been read this
afternoon by the hon. member for Flinders is
distinctly a vote of censure on the Secretary for
Works ;3 and I say that ib is not necessary
for members on this side of the House, who are
opposed to the hon. gentleman vn the general
principles of party politics, to move a vote of
censure. What we claim is that the Royal
Commission which was appointed by the Govern-
ment, of which the hon. gentleman is so dis-
tinguished a member, has already moved and
published a vote of censure. .

The SECRETARY rOR PusLic Lanps: You are
prepared to endorse it.

Mr. DAWSON : If the Government disagree
with the Royal Commission it is their duty to
call for a vote of this House to see whether the
majority of the members of this House support
the view of the Government or the view of the
commission.

MenMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear!

Mr. KrocH: Well, put it to the test by a

vote.

Mr. DAWSON : If the Government disagree
with the Royal Commission about the vote of
censure, and put it to the vote, I feel so strongly
about it that I am prepared to back the view of
the Royal Comnission.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIc Works: Jven
before you hear me in my defence.

Mr. DAWSON: The hon. gentleman says,
“ before you hear me in my defence.”

The SECRETARY FoR PuBLic Works : Exactly.

Mr. DAWSBON: The hon. gentleman has
already had one opportunity this afterncon of
defending himself ; but, apparently, he was not
“game” enough todo it, because heknew that there
were members of that commission here who were
prepared to reply to him, if he was ‘“‘game?”
enough to defend himself,

Mr., McDoraLn : He knew it this morning.

Mr. DAWSON : As a matter of fact, I have
no need to hear the hon. gentleman in defence,
as I made it my particular business to be present
when the hon. gentleman was on the stool of
repentance, and under cross-examination before
the Royal Commission. I was one of the
audience, taking very careful notes. I heard
the whole of the hon. gentleman’s evidence.

Mr. LEaHY : You did not hear the telephone ?

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC Wonks : You did
not hear the half of it ?

Mr, DAWSON : No, I did not hear the tele-
phone. I candidly admit that, but the chair-
man of the commission knows that I was in the
room day after day while the hon. gentleman
was testifying.

Mr, KEogH: Why didn’t you come and hear
the liquor commission ?

19003 »
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Mr. DAWSON : T will tell the hon. member
why I did not come and hear the liquor commis-
sion. I only went in there once, and it struck
me as being a barmaids’ commission, and, being
a respectable married man, I did not care about
going there again. There is another matter that
I wish to direct attention to. It has been sug-
gested here—and apparently it is the opinion of
the Premier—that the discussion on the report of
the Works Commission should take place on the
Works Department Hstimates, Well, I have a
very strong objection indeed to the matter being
discussed on the Works Hstimates. It is not
only the administration of the Secretary for
\Volrks that will be dealt with, and severely dealt
with,

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic WoRrKks: Youhave
not said ¢ fairly deals with.”

Mr. DAWSON : That is what T mean. If it
is fairly dealt with, it must be severely dealt
with.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC WORKS: Then T
have nothing to be afraid of.

Mr. DAWSON: The hon. gentleman is
getting distinetly white. There is not only the
bou. gentleman’s administration to be dealt
with, but there is another very grave question—
the treatment that has been meted out to various
officers in the department whe have rendered
good service to the State, ’

My, ANNEAR : Hear, hear!

Mr, DAWSON : There are pages and pages of
evidence to show that.

The SecrETARY FOR PrBLIC WORKS: Hear,
hear! The disgraceful treatment that has been
meted out to some of them. I shall be able to
prove it.

Mr. DAWSON : I thank the hon. gentleman
for the interjection ; the absolutely disgraceful
treatment that has been meted out by the
superiors to certain officers of the Works Depart-
ment,

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC WORKS: You are
saying this before you have heard me.

Mr. DAWSON: I am in the position of

having heard the hon. gentleman
[7 p.m.] give his testimnony before the Royal
Commission.

The Secrerary ror PusBric Works: You
were not there half the time.

Mr. DAWSON : I was there from the time
the Commission opened until it rose, and I even
attended when the hon. gentleman was called
upon to give testimony, and he point blank
refused, because the cross-examination was too
severe.

The SECRETARY FOR FYUBLIC WORKS: A
deliberate falsehood !

Mr, DAWSON : That is entirely out of order.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC WORKS: I never
refused to attend.

Mr. DAWSON : The hon. member for Bulloo
interjected something about the telephone
episode. 'What is the telephone episode ? When
the hon. gentleman was called upon he point
blank refused to come. He was not going to be
put on the stool of repentance to be browbeaten
by the Works Commission.

The SECRETARY FoR PuBLIc WoRks : No such
thing ever occurred to my knowledge.

Mr. DAWSON : Here is the hon. member for
Bulloo now. Does the hon. gentleman mean to
say that in my presence, simply as an onlooker
in the committee-room down below, he did not
distinctly tell the members of the commission
that he was not going to come any more to give
evidence, and that when he was further called
upon he refused ?

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC WORKS : I never
was called upon but I answered to the call,

Mr. Brmers: I think the hon, gentleman
came every time we called him,
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Mr. DAWSON : The hon. member thinks so ;
and he is a member of the commission.

Mr. Brinces : I am sure of it.

The SEcRETARY FOR PUBLIc WORKS: I am
certainly sure of it ; T ought to know.

Mr. DAWSON : The hon, gentleman objected
to being eross-examined at all.

Mr. RED : You don’t blame him, do you ?

Mr. DAWSON : I don’t blame him, so far as
he is personally concerned ; but I think it was
not a good thing for the effective working of the
commission. I suppose the more reticent he
could be about the working of the department
the better, perhaps, it would be for himself and
his Under Secretary, but it would certainly be
the worse for the working of his department and
for the public. I know, as a matter of fact,
having attended the sittings of the commission,
that the hon. gentleman decidedly did object to
giving evidence, and any testimony he did give
had to be dragged out of him. You would think
he went to the dentist with a wisdom tooth, to
be put under an operation.

The CuIEF SECRETARY : Are you opening &
discussion upon the report ?

Mr, DAWSON: I am not. I am discussing
the attitude of the hon. gentleman in charge of
the department.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLICc WORKS : Tt is very
unfair, at any rate.

Mr. DAWSON : T doa’t think it is unfair.
The statements have been made public ; they are
before the public now. And I may say there are
certain officers in the department under the
direct control of the hon. gentleman who are in
jeopardy now.

An HoNovrRaBLE MEMBER: Who may be
sacked at any moment,

Mr,. DAWSON : Yes. Idon’t wish to enter
into that phase of the question at all, be-
cause 1 think that would be more effectively
dealt with in a special discussion; but I want
hon. members to bear in mind that this Works
Commission is one of the most important we have
had for many years; and I believe the otficers in
that department have a lot to thank the com-
mission for; and the public have reason to be
grateful for the stand taken by the commission.
I certainly do object to some of the commissions
lately appointed, but I have no intention of
objecting to the Works Commission.

Mr. JACKsoN : Why are you so hard on other
commissions ?

Mr. DAWSON : I have an objection to the
barmaids’ commission which I will state later on,
A little while ago I was blaming the Minister
for Works for the unfair treatment he had
meted out in his administration of the depart-
ment to officers occupying responsible posisions
to whom he had an objection.

The SEcruTARY FOR Pusric Works : Upon my
word, that sort of thing should not be allowed.

Mr. DAWSON : It is shown by the report
presented by the Works Commission and by the
evidence furnished to miembers of this House,
and even by the Public Service report, that
certain officers to whomn the hon. gentleman had
an objection had been severely dealt with, and 1
think I am justified in makivg that statement
according to the evidence furnished to hon.
members of this Chamber.

The CHIEF SECRETARY:
reply to-night.

Mr. DAWSON: Why?

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The Minister must
have a certain time to consider the report and
the evidence.

g Mr. McDoNaLp : It was published last Satur-
ay.

The Cuigr SECRETARY : Have you had a par-
liamentary copy yet ?

You cannot get a
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Mr, McDonarpn: We don’t want it.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : You do want it, and
the public want it.

Mr. DAWSON : As far as I am personally
concerned it is not a matter of any personal
antagonism to the hon. gentleman ; it is not even
party hostility.

Hon. D. H. DarLryMPLE : Query.

Mr. DAWSON : It is not query,

Hon. D, H. Darrympre : 1t is from my point
of view.

Mr. DAWSON: I do not accept the hon.
gentleman’s judgment. He has got a vaporous
mind. T say it is not a matter of party hostility.
It is a matter of public policy; a matter of
whether the personal prejudices of a Minister

Hon. D, H. DaLrymrLE: Or a member of the
Opposition.

Mr. DAWSON: Shall empower him to
punish an officer whom he does not personally
like.- It is & matter concerning the protection of
the public service. It is oniy on those grounds
that I am pursning my present line of argument.

Hon. D. H. Dawryyrre: You are begging
the question.

Mr. DAWSON: I am not begging the
question. The Government of which the hon,
gentleman is a discarded member——

"The CHIEF SECRETARY : No.

Hon. D. H. DatrymPrLe: Not correct.

Mr. DAWSON : The member without port-
folio.

Hon. D. H. Darrympre: You are a member
without portfolio.

Mr. DAWSON : 1 am not, because we have
no portfolios on this side to distribute.

Hon. D. H. Datrympre: It is not your fault;
you wanted one,

Mr. DAWSON : The hon. gentleman wanted
one.

Hon. D. H. Darrynpre: I did not.

Mr, DAWSON: Well, the hon. gentleman
got what he did not waut. :

Hon. D. H. DaLryMpLE : Perfectly true.

Mr. DAWSON: And if he got what he
deserved, he would not be interrupting me here
to-night.

Hon. D. H. Daurympre: You provoke it.

Mr. DAWSON : I was pointing out that my
remarks are not actuated by personal hostility
towards the Secretary for Works, but the Govern-
ment of which he is a member appointed a Royal
Commission to inquire into the working of the
departinent over which he presides. The
Government it=elf had the appointment of that
commission, and I believe they made very good
appointments. Certainly a majority of the com-
mission were supporters of the hon. gentleman
who presides over that department. In my
opinion, notwithstanding their party proclivities
or their political opinions, they did honest and
conscientivus work, and they have revealed to
the House and to the country the absolute dis-
organisation of that particular department.
They have exposed a large number of grave and
very serious abuses that bave taken place in the
department, and which, as faras we know, are still
existing., I say, therefure, as far as the attitude
of the Royal Commission is concerned they have
done good and effective work, and that the people
of this col— »

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
I rise to a point of order. I think the hon.
gentleman is certainly out of order iun discus:ing
a question which is not before the House. Hon.
members have not yet been supplied with
copies of the commission’s report and evidence.
The hon. gentleman is discussing the question
from every standpoint knowing that it is im-
possille for me to reply., I think that is very
unfair, if it is not out of order. I am perfectly
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prepared to answer charges when they are
brought up against me in a proper way, and at a
proper time, )

Mr. Hices: The House will give you a
second speech if you want one.

The SPEAKKER: In reference to the point of
orderraised by thehon, gentleman, I think thehon.
member for Charters Towers is within his rights.
The matter is one of taste rather than of order.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLI¢ Worgs: Then
I shall leave the Chamber until he has done.

[The hon, gentleman thereupon left the Cham-

ber.]

Mr. DAWSON: That is also a matter of taste.

Mr. McDoNALD : Bad at that.

Mr. DAWSON : The ruling which you have
given I anticipated because it is understood on a
motion to go into Committee of Supply that
there is redress of grievances before Supply is
granted, and T am perfectly entitled to conduct
the line of argument that I am conducting. I
regret very much that the hon. gentleman should
take so much to heart the criticism that I have
thought fit in my judgment to indulge in, and
that it should induce him to leave the Chamber.
I may say that probably it would have been a
good thing for the hon. gentleman and his de-
partment if he had taken the same stand when
giving evidence before the Works Commission
instead of writhing nnder the cruss-examination
of thuse members of the commission who were
endeavouring to elucidate the truth for the
benetit of the general public. I will not go
further into the matter than tosay that I believe
the Works Commission has done good work for
the benefit of the public of Queensland, and I
admire them for the thorough manner in which
they have accomplished their labour.

Mr. BriDeks: Will we get a bonus ?

Mr. DAWSON: I do not wish the hon.
member for Nundah to interrupt me. I am
speaking of the merabers of the commission as a
whole, but if I began to differentiate between
the various members, the hon. gentleman might
not come out so well.

Mr., BrinGES : Drive in, drive in,

Mr. McDo~NaLp: There is plenty of room in
the upper story.

Mr. DAWSON : I admire the thoroughness
with which they carried out their work, together
with their fairness and courage, and I believe
the work they have done will be of great benefit,
not only to the general public, but will be a
protection to the officers of the department.

The CHIE¥ SECRETARY : There isthrough-
out all British communities a feeling and desire
to give fairplay as between accuser and accused,
and the hon. gentleman who has just addressed
us in his usual impassioned fashion I think will
regret, after consideration, that he has allowed
a spirit of partisanship to influence his calmer
judgment. [ think his action is the more to be
regretted when we consider the excellent example
set him by the leader of the Opposition, whom I
congratulate on the attitude he assumed in con-
nection with the consideration of this report. I
go with hon, members who have spoken to this
extent, that the report is a document which will
demand the very full consideration of the Govern-
ment, but considering that it contains no less than
13,999 questions and answers, and that only three
or four days have elapsed since the report
was presented, it is hardly fair to expect that
it can be discussed at such short notice.
The report has not yet been circulated amongst
wembers, although we all knew the Press have
received a copy and have published it, But
before hon. members should pass any judgment
in the matter they should refer to the whole of
the evidence in its continuity. Hon. members
require to refresh their memories by the evidence
when weighing the charges they have made
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against my hon. colleague, the Minister for Publie
Works. I am quite sure that that Minister
will be able to vindicate himself from the
charges made against him. The repors was not
a unanimous one. I also agree with the hon.
member who has just addressed us that this
report is‘unique in its character. I must say
that in all my experience as a member of Parlia-
ment [ have never seen such a report—a report
initiated in such a form, reflecting on the cha-
racter of a member of the Government. The
Government are fully aware of the nature of
these charges, or reflections, and [ thipk it is only
fair to them and to the Minister for Works that
reasonable time should be allowed in order to
deal with this report and the evidence, But I
regret to have to say that the matter has been
accentuated unwisely by the hon. member who
has just sat down. I think he is a too fair-
minded man to enter into the arena of debate on
this matter when the persons concerned have not
an opportunity of properly defending themselves.

Mr. BrowxE: Do you think this report can
fairly be discussed on the Bstimates?

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Thatis a matter
for the Premier and the leader of the Opposition
to decide. I am not advocating that it should
be discussed on the Hstimates, and if my hon.
friend the Premier will allow me I will say that
I think a special night should be-devoted to this
matter.

HoxovraBLe MueMBERS : Hear, hear !

The CHIEF SHCRETARY : The real matter
may be obscured in the discussion on the Works
Estimates, and the whole subject should be
thoroughly thrashed out. But I deprecate an
hon. member, who occupies the position of ex-
leader of the Opposition, and a gentleman whom
we always listen to with interest, standing up as
a violent accuser of the Minister for Works at
this time, and even proceeding so far as to say
that he is prepared to pronounce judgment on the
matter. That is most unfair to all concerned,
because he cannot have had time to read through
this voluminous evidence, which will more or less
influence hon. members in discussing the matter.
The hon. member has only read the newspaper
reports.

Mr. Dawson: Noj; I listened to the evidence
given in the committee-room before the com-
niission.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Well, that is
even worse, because, as he admits, there has
ofien been an hiabus in portions of the evidence
appearing in the Press.  Hon. members should
read the whole of the evidence, in its continuity,
in the revised form-—the whole revised evidence
and the repurt, which we must accept as the
cortect views of the witnesses. This report has
only been laid on the table five days, including
Sunday. Altogether theve are 14,000 questions.

An Howouvranre MeumBER: Could you not
read the evidence on Sunday ?

The CHIEF SHCRETARY : I read the
report on Sunday, but I could not wade through
14,000 questions and answers on Sunday. There
is no doubt that this is a very important report,
and i$ should be discussed in a fair and impartial
spirit, 1 agree with the Premier and the
leader of the Oppaosition that this is too early a
period to discuss the matter properly.

Mr. Dawson: The Premier wants the matter
brought upon the Works Iistimates.

The CHIEY SECRETARY : No, I don’t
think he pressed that ; but the hon. member who
has just sat down delivered judgment on the
Minister for Works, That is manifestly unfair,
becuuse none of us arc fully seized of the whole
of the circumstances of the case. I have not
risen to waste the time of the House, but to
deprecate hon. members entering into a discus-
sion on this matter at the present juncture,
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because I think that is manifestly unfair to my
colleague, the Minister for Works and Rail-
ways. I think he will be prepared, at the proper
time, to fully vindicate himself from the charges
which have been made against him. I do not
ask hon. members to express their opinions for
or against the hon. gensleman ; but, according
to all British fair play, the *hon, gentleman
should have a reasonable time in which to defend
himself.

Mr. DawsoxN: T heard the evidence of the hon.
gentleman given,

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The hon. mem-
ber admits that he only heard the evidence
partially, and yet he has prejudged the Minister
for Works.

Mr. HIGGS (Fortitude Valley): I do not
agree with the hon, gentleman who has just sat
down,

The Cuier SEORETARY: Of course not,

Mr. HIGGS : I say that the gentlemen who
comprised the Works Commission are not the
accusers of the Hon. the Minister for Works,
They occupied positions similar to those occupied
by the Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Real, Mr.
Justice Chubb, or any other judicial authorities
who have to try cases.

An HoNouraBLE MEMEBER : Nonsense !

Mr. HIGGS : It is not nonsense at all. Why
should the hon. member for Maryborough, Mr.
Annear, be charged with being an accuser of the
hon. gentleman? This commission was appointed
to taze evidence, weigh it, and give their deci-
sions ; not to be accusers of any persons. They
were not in the position of prosecutors or
accusers. If their decisions had been favourable
to the Goveroment, we would have heard
nothing of this kind. The Minister for Works
pleads on his knees for time.

The SECRETARY FOR PubLIc WORKS : Nothing
of the sort. You never made such a mistake in
your life, You don’t know me.

Mr. HIGGS : He says, “ Give me time.”

Mr. S10RY : You said the same when you were
elected.

Mr. HIGGS : I think the electors of Fortitude
Valley repose every confidence in me ; and I can
say that no ballot-papers were counted on
stations,

Mr. StorY: Are there any stations in the
Valley ?

Mr. HIGGS : We heard no complaints from
electors in the Valley about the way the ballot-
papers had been counted there, as they were in
the Balonne electorate.

Mr. STorY: You never heard anything wrong
about the Balonne election.

Mr. REm» : Bonna Vonna.

Mr, StorY: ¢ Bread or blood.”

Mr. HIGGS : T think the hon. member seems
to have thrived very well on ““bread and blood.”
He certainly looks far better now than when he
was engaged by Cobb and Co. in the early days.

Mr. StorY: He was never engaged by Cobb
and Co. in the early days. Verify your facts.
A nice friend of the working man !

Mr. HIGGS : It is no disgrace to be a working
man, I repudiate any charge that I wish to cast
any reflection on working men.

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER :» Have you had any
experience as a working man?

Mr, HIGGS: Yes, ever since I was thirteen
years of age T have been working, I wasbrought

up to that, I have worked as much

[7°30 p.m.] as any hon. member in this House.
I never went out into the country and

took up land and started with a set of brands, or
anything of that kind. I am proud of having
worked all my lifetime, and I honestly believe
that it is a natural law that a man should work
right throughous his life. Tdo not for a moment
cast any reflection on any man who has to earn
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his bread by the sweat of his brow, but I
challenge the men who have been working men,
and then because they have been successful in
life pretend that they have not been working
men, and set themselves up as superior to
working men. The greatest enemies the working
man has are those men who have been working
men, and who have become well off, and then
affect to despise and spurn other working men.

Mr. Leany: What has that to do with the
‘Works Commission ?

Mr. HIGGS: I have been led off the track
by the interjections of the hon. member for
Balonne, but I shall get on to it again. The
Premier knows the value of time; he is a little
more astute than the Secretary for Public Works,
The Premier was careful to get up before his
colleague, and as an hon. member on this side
said, give him the lead. If the Premier had
allowed the Secretary for Public Works to rise
first the hon. gentleman would have defended
himself, and the Premier knows that such a
proceeding would have led to complications.
Therefore he wishes for time. The hon. gentle-
man asked for time in connection with the report
of the Police Commission, and time is what
he always asks for, knowing that the public are
very forgetful, not only of a good action but also of
a wrongful action. The Government have asked
for time on any occasion where there has been
criticism of Ministerial maladministration. It
has been said that this report of the Works
Commission with regard to the Ministerial head
of the department is not a unanimous one. That
is a misleading statement. The commission are
unanimous with regard to that portion of the
report, except as to paragraph 2, to whieh
Messrs. Cowlishaw and Bridges dxsagree Mr.
Cowlishaw objects only to paragraph 2. He
does not object to paragraph 3, which says—

We venture to express the opinion that the action of
the Minister in authorising the expenditure of £316 in
trying to prove one of his subordinate officers guilty of
incompeteney or neglect of duty was both unneccssary
and unjustifiable.

Mr. Cowlishaw, and even Mr, Bridges himself,
has signed that report.

Mr. Brivaes: Why even Mr. Bridges ?

Mr. HIGGS: Because Mr. Bridges has shown
himself to be a very strenuous supporter of the
Government, and one who to my knowledge has
never challenged them on any occasion.

Mr. BRIDGES : I support them as well as you
support your own side.

Mr. HIGGS : Then, the whole of the cormmis-
sion agree that the singling out of one officer by
the Minister for punishment has the appearance
of an act of persecution. That is a very grave
charge against the Minister—that he is a perse-
cutor, a tyrant, a sort of Nero without a back-
bone. Will anybody believe that the Minister
did not go through the evidence day by day con-
cerning his own particular case, and that of the
officials of his department? Does anyone for
one moment believe that the hon. gentleman did
not know what was going on at that commission ?
He was perfectly well aware of it. And are we,
after the commission has been sitting for some
weeks hearing evidence, going to say, because
those gentlemen have brnught up a report adverse
to the Government and to the Minister, that
their opinions are not of any value, and that
their decision ought not to be accepted ? Must
we wait until the public mind has become seared
to the report before we attempt to discuss
it? Must we wait until the business of the
House prevents, as it will undoubtedly prevent,
a full and free discussion of the matter? Last
session, when the Police Estimates came on, a
desire was expressed by hon. members on this
side to take up the report of the Puolice Commis-
sion, We were then told that there was no time
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to discuss it, and that members would have an
opportunity of considering the question this ses-
sion, Now we are nearly into the month of
October, and the Police Commission report has
not yet been brought up in the House, nor is it
likely to be brought forward, and the public have
become accustomed to the recommendations
which were made by the commission. That is
what the Premier wants in the present case, and
he therefore begs members to allow this matter to
go without discenssion,

Mr. Srory: We got accustomed to your re-
commendations at one time,

Mr, HIGGS : The hon. member no doubt
read some of the reports which appeared in the
Worker from time to time. Probably he read
with great interest the veport of the minutes of
the pastoralists who were successful in securing
the ear of the Minister in regard to certain pro-
posed legislation. That journal is still doing
good work. Because the organ has found it
necessary to disagree with men it does not follow
that T am going to round on the organ.

Hon. D. H. DatryvpLE: It is doing good

* work then,

. Mr. HIGGS: Perhaps it is. It always was
independent, and itis a good thing for the men
in the West, for many working men in the
Balonne eloetor“,yte, and for the public of Queens-
land, that itis independent. What is the good
of paying money to commissions if we are going
todisregard their verdict ?  Thousands of pounds
are spent on taking evidence in order for the
commissions to arrive at a decision, and when it
1s known that that decision reflects on the
Ministry, or & Minister, the House has a right to
hear from the Minister what he has to say with
reference to the charge of persecution, and
whether he proposes to continue to be a
persecutor and little petty tvrant.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC WoRKS: You
will hear all that in due time,

. Mr. HIGGS: The hon. member knows that
if he asks permission the Flouse will listen to him
for an hour, if he wishes to make an explanation.
A charge has been made by the hon. member for
Maryborough, Mr. Cowlishaw, M.L.C., Mr.
Petrie, and other members of the House. Why
has not the Minister replied? No, he will pus
it off until near Christmas time, when hon.
members want to go home, and are sick and
tired of all belonging to the H use, and will let
the matter slip through. Now, this is practically
a vote of censure on the Government., The strange
part of 1t is that if a vote of censure were
moved by the hon. the leader of this party
the Ministers wonld accept it and debate it, but
because it happens to come in auother form, from
members on their own_side of the House, they
wish to ignore it, and shove it out of sight, They
waub to postpone it, as they have postponed
everything, and later on when'we come to refer to
this matter we shall be told, as we were told in
connection with the Queensland National Bank
matter, “You are bringing that in again; you
are continually bringing that old matter up.
Why not let it rest 2 We know the hon, mem-
ber for Mackay will be one of the first to say,
“Why bring up this stale, dull, flat, and
unprofitable stuffi—why bring it up?” Now,
the commission’s report was good enough for
most people. I am sure the majority of the
public will agree that the members who com-
prised that commission are men who would not
take a mean advantage of their position as
judges and attack the Minister in an under-
hand way. .

The SECRETARY ¥or Pusric Womks: You
don’t know them.

Mr. HIGGS : Does the Minister for Works
mean to say that the hon. member for Mary-
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borough would be guilty of such a mean and
contemptible action? I am sure hon, mem-
bers, however they may dissgree with the
hon. member for Maryborough’s polities, will
admit that he is a fair-minded man.

Mr. BARTHOLOMEW : Who gives every man a
show.

Mr. HIGGS : However I may disagreewith the
hon. member for Maryborough politically, I do
not believe that he would go and stab a man in
that way, 1 believe he has done a fair thing,
and I believe he got every tittle of evidence that
would have been of advantage to hon. members,
and he did not allow himself to be drawn away
from the path of rectitude by the ebullitions of
temper of the hon. gentleman, or the discourtesy
and defiance of the hon. gentleman. Now, if
the Minister is willing to exist or remain two or
three months under this stigma which attaches
to him, if the Ministry will hang on to the
Treasury benches as long as they possibly
cap, I do not think it is right that we should
trust hon. gentlemen who are so anxious to
retain their seats. Why, if as is supposed, the
average politician has a hide like a rhinoceros,
I would like some definition of the hide of
hon, gentlemen oppusite, to use a vulgarism.
I will leave the matter, as the hon. gentleman
will not avail himself of the opportunity of
asking the permission of the House to make
another speech. I did not think that he would.
I think that he is anxious to shelter himself behind
the majority, who would probably vote against
an adverse motion, Ithink heisprobably willing
to shelter himself, and we must only wait until
the Ministerial followers grow sick and tired
of the weak Premier who leads them, and assist
us to turn him ouf. Now, there is a little
matter that I referred to in the earlier part
of the day. It iz a grisvance, One evening
when I was about to leavs this Chamber a
letter was thrust in my hand signed by F.T.
Brentnall and J. Archibald, two of the provi-
sional or ex-provisional directors of the North
Chillagoe Mines, Limited. I suppose it would
be taking up too delicate an attitude to eclaim
that no one should approach a member in that
way—threaten him on the floor of the House,
call him a sniper—a man who is guilty of
sniping behind his privileges ; but I do not
think that it is an attitude which should be
taken up by provisional directors of a com-
pany. They know the addresses of the hon.
members of this House, and they can send
letters through the post in the ordinary way.
I hope the leader of the Opposition and the
hon. member for Cairns do not feel too terrified
at the attacks of those gentlemen, and that
they will go on undeterred by such attempts
at intimidation. Now, in connection with this,
I wish to know whether the Government propose
to take action to prosecute the psrsons who were
cuilty of having garbled the report of the
Government Geologist — persons who, to my
mind, on the face of it, are gnilty of a criminal
offence. Exception has been taken by hon.
members o my criticisms of the people who
would garble such a report as knaves, cheats,
swindlers, rognes, and vagabonds. But I will
ask hon. members what epithet would justly
describe a man who would take a report of a
Government Geologist and mutilate it for the
purpose~—as admitted by the hon. member for
Mackay—of deceiving and beguiling the public?

Hon. D. H. DatryynprrE: The persons who
altered it need mnot necessarily be directors.
They may be quite innocent.

Mr. HIGGS: Who said directors? I said the
persons who mutilated and garbled a report—-—

Hon. D, H. DatryMpPLE : You said syndicators
generally.
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Myr. HIGGS : The hon. gentleman knows very
well that T did not say syndicators generally, I
made an exception of the men who were legiti-
mately working the mining industry. There
are men engaged in the wining industry as
honourable as any men in this House—men
whose word can  be taken, and true men
who would not be guilty of any dishonourable
action. But there are other men who would be
guilty of any iniquity. Because we chose to
criticise adversely the conduct of persons who
endeavour to deceive and beguile the public, are
we to be branded with making an impeachment
against the whole of the persoms engaged in the
mining industry ? I say it is gross misrepresenta-
tion to assert that. T did notfor a moment make
th‘a,t;'cha_rge. Ihave friends who are engaged in the
mining industy, wen whom I am preud to know,
buf, there are other men—parasites in the mining
industry - who T never waut to know. The
business of mining promoting is a perfectly
legitimate one. It is just as legitimate as grow-
ing corn, making boots, or being a member of
Parliament.

Hon, D. H. Datrvmrie: That is a new
doctrine for you, at any rate,

Mr. HIGGS : The hon. gentleman admits that
frequently when I am speaking he goes to sleep,
and does not hear what Tam saying, and, because
he survenders himself to the arms of Morpheus,
he says I am advancing a new doctrine. If
objection is taken to my language—if I do not
glve expression to my sentiments in a sufficiently
delicate manner

Myr. Story : In a delieate manner ! Ha, ha!

Mr, HIGGS : The delicate susceptibilities of
the hon, member for Balonne seem to be aroused.
I suppose the hon. member is so accustomed to
hearing expressions of opinion given in the
language of the man “out back ” that he is
tickled at what I say.

Mr. Story: The man “out back” would be
ashamed to imitate you.

Mr. HIGGS : I would like to hesr the language
of the man ‘““out back” on the issuing of this
garbled prospectus. 1 am sure the hon, member
for Flinders could give us a very goud idea of
what would be the language used by the man
who camps on the banks of the billabong when
he reads all about it. I am sure, if the hon.
member for Balonne is disturbed by my delicate
references, he would just ahout hecome paralysed
if he heard the man ‘‘out back” on the point.
When I was interrupted by the hilarity of the
hon. member for Balonne, I was about to say
that, if exception is taken to the terms in which
I express myself, I will call to my aid the Rev.
Dr. Talmage—one of the greatest preachers that
ever lived. Dr. Talinage, in speaking of the
Stock Exchange, says—

But while there is a legitimate field for the Lroker
and operator, there are transactions undertaken every
day in our cities that can only be characterised as
superh outrage and villainy ; and there ave members ot
Christian chureiies who have bheen guilty of specula-
tions that in the last day will blanch their check and
thunder them down to everlasting companionship with
tlh.e 1Iowest gamblers that ever pitched pennies for a
Grink.

The hon. mamber for Mackay said the other
night

Hon, D. H. Datryyrie: You must not quote
from a previous debate.

Mr. HIGGS : T do not want to quote from a
previons debate. Surely I can refer to the hon,
gentleman’s remarks.

Hon. D. H. DALrRYMPLE : Not in a previous
debate.

Mr. HIGGS : Hesaid : ““ Assuming that there
is something improper that has been done—and
T confess that it appears that something im-
proper has been done in connection with this
prospectus”——
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Hon. D. H. Darrympri: I have not the

slightest doubt abous that.

Mr., HIGGS: The hon. gentleman said, in
effect : *“ It is a matter for the Attorney-General
and the Department of Justice, who will take
action if the law allows.” The hon. gentleman
will not deny that. Now I want to know, before
we give the Ministry what they want, whether
the Government has taken any action to discover
the man who mutilated that report ? Indeed, I
will go furtber, and ask : Has the Premier not
read a letter from gentlemen connected with that
proposed company offering the Government
Geologist, provided. he was friendly, an interest
in the North Chillagoe Mining Company for
nothing, and adding that it would be £2,000 or
£3,000 in his pocket? The Ministry must
have information to put them on the track of
these offenders again~t everything that is fair,
and why has action not been taken? If hon.
members are willing to rest supine under the
stigma attaching to the Secretary for Works,
here is another matter which should be taken
up at once by them, not only for the benefit of
themselves, but for the credit of the colony.
Has the Attorney-General taken the matter vp?
Has the Department of Justice taken it up.
Are we in Brisbane like the people spoken of by
the Rev. Dr, Talmage ? The doctor, in that very
eloquent little book, which I commend to the
hon. member for Mackay—*‘ Abominations of
Modern Society”—says—

If a man find on his farm something as Jarge as the
head of a pin, that, in a strong sunlight, sparkles a
little. a gold company is formed; books are opened;
working eapital declared ; a sclect nuunber go in on the
“gvonnd floor ;” and the estates of widows and orphans
are swept into vortex. Very little diseredit is con-
nected with any such transaction if it is only on a large
scale. We cannot bear smnall and insignificant dis-
honesties, but take off our hutls and bow almost to the
ground in the presence of the man who has made
100,000 dollars by one swindle. A woman was arrested
in the streets of one of our cities for selling molasses
eandy on Sunday. She was tried, condemned. and
imprisoned. Coming out of prison, she went into the
same business and sold molasses candy on Sunday.
Again she was arrested, condemned, and imprisoned.
On coming out—showing the total depravity of a
woman’s heart—she again went into the same business,
and sold molasses eandy on Sunday. Whereupon the
police, the mayor. and the public sentiment of the ecity
rose up and declared that, though the heavens fell, no
woman should be allowed to sell molasses candy on
Sunday. Yetthe law puts its hand behind its back, and
walks up and down in the presence a thousand abomin-
ations and dares not whisper.

There are scores of men to-day on the streets, whose
costly family wardrobes, whose rosewood Ifurniture,
whose splendid turn-outs, whose stately mansions, are
nade out of the distresses of sewing-women, whose
money they gathered up in a stock swindle. There is
human sweat in the golden tankards. There is human
blood in the erimson plush. There are the bonesof nnre-
quited toil in the pearly keys of the piano. There is
the eurse of an incensed God hovering over all their
magnificence. Some night the man will not be able to
rest. Ile will vise up in bewilderment and look about
him, erying, “Who is there?”’ Those whom he has
wronged will thrust their skinny arms under the
tapestry, and touch his brow, and feel for his heart, and
blow their sepulehral breath into his face, erying,
¢ Come to judgment ! i

Tirst, an attracted eireular, regardless of expense.’
It must have all the eolours and hues of earth, and sea,
and heaven. Letthe letters flame with all the beauty of
gold, and jasper, and amethyst. It must state the date
of incorporation, and the fact that *all subscribers
shall get the benefit of the original undertaking.
While it does not make so much pretension as some
other companies, it must be distinctly announced that
this is a safe and permanent investment.”

Then the circular must have good names attached to
it. Ilow to get them? The president and directors
must be prominent men. If celebrated for piety, all
the better, The estimable man approached says: **1
kunow nothing about this company.” * Well,” says the
committec waiting upon him, ** we will give you 500
dollars’ worth of shares.” Immediately the estimable
man begins to “know about it and accepts the
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position of president. Three or four directors are

obtained in the same way. Now the thing is easy.

After this you can get anybody, Ordinary Christians

and sinners feel it a joy to be in such celebrated

society.

Now, Sir, are we in Brisbane people of that
character ? I want to know is the

[8 p.m.] Premier too weak to take action in

this matter., What are the influ-
ences at the back of the Government that they
have taken no action in the matter, so far as the
public know ?

Mr. Jackson: They are waiting to be spurred
on.
. Mr. HIGGS: I am afraid it will take a
great deal fio spur them on. I think that hon.
genglemen opposite have brought down a number
of schemes which they hope to get through, and
they say to themselves, ‘*Well, after us the
deluge.” And all we can say to stiv them up
to do their duty will be like so much water on
a duck’s back. But if the Ministry remain
silent, there is no reason why the members of
the Opposition should remain silent; and 1
feel sure that the historian of the future will
say, whatever people may now say about
the party on this side wasting time—he will
certainly give the party on this side credit for
having criticised in a forcible and aceurate
way the acts of omission and the acts of commis-
sion on the part of hon. memhers opposite. To
return for a moment to the letters. The leader
of this party is busy enough, goodness knows,
and it is too much to expect him to look into allthe
correspondence of Mr. Brentnall and Mr, Archi-
bald, the two ex-provisional directors of the
North Chillagoe mines. Mr. Brentnall has in a
very long letter obseured the question. The
question i, “ Who garbled thereport?’ That is
the question we have been asking ; and we want
to know why Mr. Brentnall and Mr. Archibald,
who set themselves up as authorities, came to
ask the public to take shares in this company
without first satisfying themselves that the
prospectus contained a true and accurate account
nf_the Government Geologist’s report on those
mines,

Mr, Dawson - They might have been deceived,

Mr. HIGGS : We grant that ; but, as the hon.
member for Leichhardt interjects, had they a
right to be deceived? Why did Mr. Archibald
and Mr. Brentnall permit their names to appear
in a prospectus issued in all the eolours of the
rainbow without first satisfying themselves that
the report was the report of the Government
Geologist? If they did not first satisfy them-
selves, then they were guilty of wrongdoing—
culpable negligence—and if they did go and see
the report, then what words should be applied to
their conduct in allowing their names to appear
as provisional directors?

Mr. CAMPBELL : Don’t yon accept their denial ?

Mr. HIGGS: I am not called upon at the
present stage of this inquiry to answer that
question, though I gnite appreciate the hon.
gentleman’s courtesy to this side, which contrasts
strongly with the attitude of some hon. memhers
opposite in regard to members on this side.
That is the point for Mr, Archibald and Mr.
Brentnall to explain how they came to allow
their names to be published throughont this
colony as directors of this company, and how did
Mr. Brentnall—

Mr. BELL (Dalby) : I rise to a point of order,
I regret very much, on personal grounds, having
to do so, but whenever there is an apparent
breach of the Standing Orders committed T must
allude to it. The hon. member is discussing the
conduct of members in another place.

MuyBERS of the Opposition : No, no !

Mr, BELL: I am addressing the Speaker. If
you will turn to page 263 of * May,” the chapter
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dealing with matters to which reference may be
made by members on going into Commitiee of
Supply, you will find on looking at the bottom of
the page that although the liberty of discussion
on going into Committee of Supply is exceed-
ingly wide, yet there are limitations. There are
certain matters which can only be dealt with by
specific substantive motions, and amongst the
list I find the conduct of the Sovereign, the
heirs to the Throne, the Viceroy of India, the
Lord Lientenant of Ireland, the Speaker, the
Chairman of Ways and Means, and members of
either House of Parlinment. I rose to ask
whether the remarks of the hon. member at the
time I interrupted him, and for some time
previously, were not a distinct breach of that
precedent laid down by * May.”

The SPEAKER : I understand the general
tenorof the hon, gentleman’s pointisas to whether
the hon. member for Fortitude Valley is in
order in the remarks he has been making. He
urges that the hon. member has alluded to mem-
bers of the other House of Parliament. I have
not understood the hon. member to do that yet.

M=rMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear !

The SPEAKER : And therefore T have not
felt called upon to intervene upon that ground.
I on a recent occasion pointed out the rule to
which the hon. member for Dalby has referred.
The rule, as stated in “May,” in reference to
this subject, is as follows ;:—

Ahusive language, and imputations of falsehood,
uttered by members of the House of Commons against
metnhers of the IHouse of Lords have heen met by the
immediate intervention of the Chair to compel tbe
withdrawal of the offensive words, or, in default, by the
punishment of suspension.

Mr. BeLL: Might I ask for the page?

The SPEAKER : The hon. member will find
that passage on page 318 of the tenth edition of
“May.” have not gathered from the remarks
of the hon. member for Fortitude Valley that he
has transgressed the rule up to the present stage.
The hon. member has been referring to certain
persons whose names appear as directors on the
prospectus of a proposed company, not to mem-
bers of Parliament as such; and T have not
felt it my duty to intervene. With regard to
the references to ‘‘May” given by the hon.
member for Dalby (pages 263 and 264), I would
point out that the rulein regard to these matters
in the House of Commons is much more rigid
than the rule in force here. Thus far the hon.
member has not exceeded the limits which our
Standing Orders give him in respect to debating
“grievances” on the motion that the Speaker
leave the chair, and the House resolve itself
into Committee of Supply, or Ways and Means.

Mr. HIGGS: I was very careful in my
remarks to make no reflection upon members of
another Chamber, because everyone can recog-
nise that the rule in relation to that matter is a
very wise one, and, if broken, may lead to a very
undesirable state of things. 1 was referring to
Mr, ¥. T. Brentnall and Mr. J. Archibald as
provisional directors of the North Chillagee Com-
pany, No Liability, and the action of those
gentlemen prior to the 14th September, 1900, when
they wrote a letter to the Courier, and said that,
the report having been published in a garbled
manner, they had no alternative than to withdraw
from the company. But on the 19th of Septem-
ber they appear to have been satisfied in their
own minds that some error had been made, and so
they waited upon the Under Secretary for Mines
to explain all about it. According to the Courter,
during this interview they explained to the
Under Secretary for Mines that Mr. Dunstan’s
report appeared in a Sydney paper, and that
there were certain errors and omissions uncor-
rected. I submit that members of this House
are not likely to be intimidated by the action of
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Mr, Brentnall or Mr, Archibald, Mr. Brentnall,
I know, is a very eloquent writer. In fact, he
is very voluble indeed in the use of epithets—
more voluble, the hon. member for Mackay
would say, than some members on this side.

Hon, D. H. Datrymprig: Oh, dear, no! He
could not compete with you at all.

Mr. HIGGS : Parliament should not be silent
on this matter. I will conclude my remarks by
a quotation from Mr. Talmage, who asks—

Where is the Cliureh of God that she allows in her

membership such gigantic abominations? Were the
thirty pieces of silver that Judas reccived denonneed
as unfit, and showld the Church of God have nothing
to say about this price of blood? Is sin to be
excused because it is as high as Ileaven, as deep as
hell?  The man who allows his name to be uged as
president or director in connection with an enterprise
that he knows is to result in the sale of 20,000 shares of
an uudeveloped nothing—God will tear off the cloak of
his hypoerisy, and in the last day show him to the
universe—a brazen-faced gambler. 1lis house will be
aceursed. God’s anathemas will flash in the chandeh er,
and rattle in the swift hoofs of his silver-bitted grays;
and the day of fire will see him willing to leap into a
burning oil-well to hide himself from the face of the
Lamb, The hundred thousand dollars gotten in un-
righteousness wili not be cnough to build g barricade
against the advance of the divine judgment.
Now, the Rev, Dr. Talmage asks why shounld the
Church be silent? T ask why should Parliament
be silent 2 Why should Parliament refuse to
discuss this question and refase to discuss the
failure of the Minister to take action to protect
widows and orphans whose trust money is often
invested in these mines.

Hon. D. H. DatrymurLE : No trust money is
ever invested in mines., You know that.

Mr. HIGGS: The hon. gentleman knows that
trust funds are often invested in this way.

Hon. D. H. Darrympre: Nothing of the
sort. Never heard such a thing.

Mr. HIGGS: Of course the hon. gentleman
cannot know everything. He cannot possibly
know from whenge come all the moneys invested
in the colony. When banks or companies or
corporations of any kind are discussed by this
House, has it not constantly been asserted that
the trust funds of widows and orphans were
invested in these institutions? Now, who
would refuse—on the face of that gilded, highly
coloured prospectus, with ihe nsmes of such
prominent men connected with that com-
pany—who would hesitate to invest the funds of
orphans and widows under the circumstances?
Many people, tmany trustess, would not
hesitate. Mr. Brentnall and Mr. Archibald
and others connected with this company were
willing to allow this company to take no action,
but if the Government do their duty they will
take some steps to deal with the persons who are
responsible for this garbled report in a proper
manner, so thal in the foture widows and
orphang may be protected, and that trustees may
have some confidence in future prospectuses
which are likely to be issued in this colony, I
think some punishment should be meted out to
the guilty parties in this instance, for guilty
parties there are. I don’t pretend to say who
they are ; but even the hon. member for Mackay
bas admitted that this prospectus might beguile
and deceive the public.

Hon. D. H. DavryMrre: I said it was done
by someone.

Mr. HIGGS : Then let us find out who this
someone is—these persons who are attempting to
cheat, deceive, and rob the public—because all
the time they may be robbing widows and
orphans. I will not pursue this course any
longer; but I do hope and trust, if hon, mem-
bers opposite are notsatisfied with the rough-and-
ready way in which we have characterised this
garbled report, that they will, at all events, pay
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some atbention to the eloquent and forcible state-
ments which I have quoted from the writings of
the Rev. Dr. Talmage. .

Mr., FITZGERALD (Mitehell): During the
last five minutes we have heard a lot about men
named Brentnall and Archibald, and 1say bother
the two of them. The leader of the Opposition
has written letters to the Press in answer to these
two gentlemen, and I wish the hon. member for
Tortitude Valley, Mr. Higgs, had answered
them in the Press also, instead of wasting our
time here with his long rigmarole speech. The
hon. member seems to think this is the time_for
stonewalling; but it is not. A very serious
question has been brought before the House, and
the hon. member for Fortitude Valley has evi-
dently treated it in a jocular manner, Now, I
want to come back to that question, and I hope
hon. members will allow me to say a few words
on it.

HoxourasrLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr., FITZGERALD : The old British idea of
“redress of grievances before Supply ” has_been
adopted in this case. Grievances and complaints
have been made against the Minister for Works.
As the only member of the Ministry representing
the Central districts, I - respect that hon,
gentleman very much ; and as a Central member
I object to the slurs and sneers that have been
levelled against him, unless they are proved.
The Chief Secretary suggested that we should
wait and discuss this matter when the Works
Estimates came on. .

The Cnier SucreTARY: Noj; I said the
Premier and the leader of the Opposition should
agree to a day for discussing the report.

Mr. FITZGERALD : I understood that, yet
the Premier sat there and said nothing. I would
like to know if a certain day is to be set aside
for the discussion of this report, and if so, when ?
If there is going to be no answer, we are thrown
back on what the Premier said—that we will
have to wait until the Hstimates come along. I
remember something of the same sort occurring
last session, when the Police Commission report
came on—which dezlt with the Gatton tragedy,
grievances against the puliceand by the police, and
other matters—I remember the Home Secretary
appealing to hon. mersbers on this side to let
everything stand over till this session. He said
that oue of the first matters to be discussed this
session would [be the Police Commission report.
Now we have not had a single chance of dis-
cussing that report, no chance of expressing our
views on the matter, and I therefore look upon
the Premier’s suggestion with a great deal of
suspicion, especially when we know that hon.
gentlemen on the Treasury benches have
the full control of the business of the country.
Good gracious me, year after year when the
Estimates come on I have many grievances
to bring up but rather than waste the time
of the House I keep my mouth closed. I
go out and have a smoke and a chat with mem-
bers rather than protract discussion. I am talk-
ing in all earnestness, and I am perfectly certain
that if all grievances were fully discussed on the
Estimates alone we would be here till Christmas.
Hon. gentlemen on the front Treasury bench
say: wait till the Hstimates come on, then we
can tackle the reports of che Police, the Works,
the Railways, and the Mining Commissions.
‘Well, I say, God helpus! if we have to wait until
the Hstimates come on to discuss all these matters.
If the Premier or the Chief Secretary will say

now that they are going to =ppoint

[830 p.m.] a special day for the discussion of
the report of the Works Commis-

sion, I will sit down at once, but if not T am not
going to sit down. T have been returned as a
member of a party which is at the present time
in a minority, but I have always said on public
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platforms and elsewhere that if I am beaten I
obey the majority rule. As a matter of fact the
first rule the Labour party teaches is the rule of
the majority. Many a time I have been in a
minority in our caucuses and I have obeyed the
majority. I am always willing to respect a
gentleman who sits on the Ministerial bench,
because I recognise that, as a member of the
Ministry, he belong to the party who are in the
majority in this House. T would like to see the
members on that bench shifted and be there my-
self, but still I recognise that they belong to the
party which at present carries the majority of
votes in Queensland. We have seen in the
Telegraph a résumé of the report of the Works
Commission, and from that summary it appears
that the commission make a direct charge against
one of the members of the Ministry, and that
member the only Minister who represents the
Central district. Before we go any further we
should have some information from the hon.
gentleman in reply to that charge, Of course it
is only a majority report, Mr. Cowlishaw and
Mr. Bridges disagreeing with certain statements
therein. There are some charges with reference
to an officer of the department named Jack.

Hon. D. H. Darrymrrk: The house that
Jack built.

Mr, FITZGERALD : T am talking seriously,
but the hon. member for Mackay will not be
serious.

Hon. . H. DatryupLe : This debate is simply
of that character—the character of the house
that Jack built.

Mr. FITZGERALD : First of all, a man
named Jack makes, or is supposed to have made,
some mistakes. The Public Service Board hold
an inquiry into the matter, and, after they have
sent in their report, a Royal Commission is
appointed, and they report directly against the
findings of the Public Service Board, [ want to
know what on earth we are doing. Something is
wrong.  Ilither the Minister or the Public
Service Board is wrong, or the hon. member for
Maryborough and all the members of the Works
Commission are wrong. Very likely the whole
lot of them are wrong. At the same time,
before we go any further—before we grant
Supply — I think it is only right that we
should have a little information on the sub-
ject. Judging from what I have seen of the
proceedings of the commission in the newspapers
I have come to the conclusion that it was
not Mr. Jack’s conduct that was under considera-
tion by the commission, nor was it really the
department that was considered. It was the
Secretary for Public Works who was placed on
his trial by the commission. Although the com-
mission were not appointed for that purpose, but
rather to inquire into the organisation and
administration of the Works Departinent, they
had the Minister on his trial the whole time.
So far as I have been ahle to read the evidence,
I have the utmost sympathy with the hon.
geant'eman ; for I must say thas, so far as the hon.
member for Maryborough and the hon. member
for Toombul are concerned, their questions from
the very start indicated bias against the Minister.
They wanted to prove a certain thing against
the Minister. I really think myself that the
whole thing was a farce. Of course that is what
we on thisside say with reference to commissions.

Mr, REID : They are “ con=olation stakes.”

Mr, FITZGERALD : Yes ; they are ‘“ consola-
tionstakes.” Onthiscommission the Government,
unfortunately, appointed two members:

Mr. REID: Who would not be consoled.

Mr. FITZGERALD : Who would not be con-
soled. At the same time, I must say that in
reading the evidence from an impartial point of
view 1t struck me that almost every question that
was asked was what lawyers would call “a
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leading question.” I really do not think the
Secretary for Public Works was properly treated
by the commission. The commission were ap-
pointed in the first instance, not to discuss the
merits or demeritsof a Minister of the Crown, but to
inquireintothe working of the Works Department.
A great many of the suggestions made by the
commission will no doubt meet with favour in
the House, but they were not appointed to
criticise the Minister. The hon. gentleman was
a member of the Government when the com-
mission was appointed, and either the commissicn
is wrong, or the hon, gentleman is not worthy of
his position. He has either to leave that posi-
tion, or justify himself. My sympathies go with
him to this extent : that I do not believe he had
the ordinary fair play that a man on his frial
gets in a court of justice. In the first place the
Minister was not expected to be placed on his
trial, and I quite agree with the hon. gentleman
when he says he wants time to answer the
charges made against him by the commis-
sion.  When the Minister gave evidence before
the commission I believe there was a bit of
naughty talk ; some few unpleasant interjections
made between the parties there; and let me
say at once that there was some bias shown.
You could see at once, reading the reports in the

" newspapers, that there was some bias somewhere,

and the whole thing wound up afterwards with a
report against the Minister. I looked upon the
whole thing as a pure farce. I object to hon.
members getting up and trying to draw the
Minister for Works at the present time, before
he is prepared to meet the charge made against
him. I am glad the hon. member for Mary-
horough and the hon. member for Toombul are
here, because I think they were the members of
that commission who were really biased in
the matter, and really wanted witnesses, when
they were asked questions, to answer them in a
certain way. Reading the evidence in the papers
showed me that they did not give the Minister
for Public Works the fair play that he would
have received in any court of law or justice. Of
course they will be able to answer that. I have
simply read the newspapers, and as a young
Australian and a member belonging fo the
minority I hope that some good may come from
the minority.

Hon. D. H. Dainyurre: You were over here
a short while ago, and perhaps may be again.

Mr., FITZGERALD: T hope I shall, and
when I see the hon. member for Mackay in
opposition—from the shades of which he will
never emerge—I hope he will be guided by the
same rule as I shall be, when I am returned,
with others, to that front Ministerial bench ;
and whenever any aspersion is thrown upon
any member of the Ministry on that bench, he
will see that they are given fair play. I hope
that hon. gentleman will be the first man to get
up and stick out and argue for the purity of
politics and for the protection of Ministers or
officers by the majority., That is the reason I
have spoken against the constant haggling and
worrying of Ministers. I think the commission
has been honest, but I think we ought to know
more about it before we go further. I think
it is only right, under the circumstances, for
a member on this side of the House to get
up and ask, what on earth is the matter? Is
the Hon. the Minister for Works guilty or not
guilty ? The commission appointed by the pre-
sent Ministry have decided that he is guilty, and
I will just give one instance of what they
recommend. One of the recommendations is
that Mr. Jack be refunded his legal expenses,
because he was led into those expenses through
the action of the Government, or rather through
the action of the Minister for Works.
Well, the Minister for Works seems to have
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engaged—not the Crown Solicitor, and I am very
glad he did not, because he would have had a
bigger hornet’s nest around his ears if he had-—
but he engaged a private solicitor, which is bad,
but not so bad as the other way. Now, as
against that, Mr. Jack comes aleng and engages
a solicitor, too; and the Royal Commission
recommend that he should be refunded the ex-
penses so incurred.  Now that of itself is a vote
of censnre on the Minister. Right through the
whole piece the Minister was wrong; he was
wrong here, and he was wrong there. In the
examination of witnesses you can see that the
majority of the commission thought that the
Minister was wrong. I am very glad that this
question should have been brought up before we
get into Supply ; and T was very glad indeed to
hear hon. members opposite complimenting my
hon. leader upon his having brought it up.
He brought it up without any feeling on one side
or another, and I trust that hon. members will
understand that I have spoken on the matter the
same way. As long as I am a member of this
House and belong to the minority, before I shall
he content to see officers and persons represent-
ing the majority of this House maligned or
traduced, as this commission traduces the
Minister for Works, T want to hear the other
side. I want to hear what the Minister has to
say ; and I hope the hon. member for Mackay
will do the same thing for this side.

Mr. BELL (Dalby) : 1 think if the hon. mem-
ber were to give a little more evidence in this
Chamber of that respect for majority rule which
he so ardently professes on behalf of himself and
his collengues the efficiency of this Assembly as a
legislative machine would be very much improved.
It is rather remarkable to hear the hon. member—
who after all is not guite so young a member
as he is disposed to make out — with the
senjority of his official standing as an ex-
Attorney-General, utter the reverential allusion
to majority rule which he has made, and then
contrast it with the actual conduct in this
Chamber of the hon. member and his colleagues.
It forms the most notorious ease of inconsistency
which T can at thismoments think of. Now, I say
this with regard to the hon, member that I think
it is the only adverse commment I am disposed to
make upon hisspeech, because, if he will allow me
to say it, Ithink that in tone and fairness, it was
one that did him credit, and certainly was the
more agreeable inasmuch that it was distinctly a
surprise coming from the quarter that it did.

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Oh, oh!

Mr. BELL : Before I come particnlarly to the
subject of this commission I wounld like to refer
to the speech of the junior member for Fortitude
Valley. Now, the tactics of the hon. gentleman
and his party ave, of course, no husiness of mine,
other than as a matter for casual criticism or
allusion ; but T cannot help saying this in regard
to the hon. member’s tactics in the speech he
made—that it was about as bad an example of
party tactics as T have ever seen in this Chamber.
The hon. member’s party had got on to a remark-
ably good line so far as the vulnerability of the
Government was concerned, as they probably
knew very well—as some of us on this side know
very well s and yet the hon. member, not content
with following up the verv good trail that his
party were upon, must needs go off uron a side-
track, and resuscitate a matter that—so far as
any interest in this House and in the country is
concerned—is as dead as mutton.

. MEuBERS of the Opposition : Don’t you believe

it,

Mr. BELL: The hon. member’s party feel
that, I believe, as well as T do, and they recog-
nise that the hon, member for Mitchell was
perfectly right in his criticism, from his own
party point of view, when he complained of the
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speech of the junior member for Fortitude
Valley. The tactics of the hon. member and
his party are no concern of mine, but I dosay
in regard to the speech of the junior member for
Fortitude Valley—although when I took the
particular . point, it did not meet with your
approval, Mr, Speaker, and of course I respect-
fully bow to your pronouncement on that matter
—but I cannot help saying, asa general principle,
that mmdoubtedly we play our part as a Parlia-
ment very much more efficiently, and we are
undoubte:ily more in acerrd with the spirit
of Parliament, and with the mother of Par-
liaments—the House of Commons—when, if
we have any criticisms to make of a definite
and damaging nature, or when we have got
any deep susplecions to state, even if they
do nob attain to the dignity of accusations—I
say we are acting much more in accord with the
spirit of the House of Commons—we are acting,
in fact, on the direct directions of the House of
Commons—if wehavethepluck to formulate those
accusations or those suspicions in the shape of a
definite motion. And, undoubtedly, if we have
not the pluck, if we are not prepared to go to
that extent, then it is much fairer and much
better to abstain from any allusions at all ; and,
although I have still got your ruling in my
mind, Sir, I cannot help saying that it will be
difficult for anyone to have heard the allusions
that were made to two members of another
place tonight and the other afternocon, and
come to any other conclusion than that, if they
were not accusations, at all events they were
statements and allusions of such a kind that
they raised suspicions of the deepest dye in one’s
mind.

Mr, MaxwzLt : They were founded on fact.

Mr, BBELL: If they were founded on fact,
why does not the hon. member for Burke come
forward and put his facts into the shape of a
definite motion and let us consider it.

Mr. Xrrr: You may get that yet.

Mr. BELL: Then let us wait till hon mem-
bers on the other side have prepared their case.
Surely that would be the correct procedure. Are
they merely going on snspicion now and making
these speeches in this House in order to create
damage in the country against the Governinent
and against those two gentlemen? I am not
prepared to say they are doing that—I do not
wish to think they are doing it—but if they
have got some card up their sleeve which they
are geing to play at the proper moment in
regard to this matter, I venture to say it wounld
be more in accord with parliamentary tradi-
tion if they waited until that psychological
moment arrived, and when their case was per-
fectly matured. But to make allusions that
are not veiled, and to make statements that
are almost definite, is a practice that I, at all
events, humbly think 1is to be deprecated.
Going back to the matter which has heen the
chief topic for discussion te-night, I cannot help
saying that if T were Secretary for Works, and
a Royal Commission had made the references to
me that bave heen made, I understand, by the
Works Royal Commission, which has just pre-
sented its report—although I think T am correct
in saying that that report has not yet been cir-
culated, at all events I have not seen it—if those
accusations had been made against me, T assert
that T should leave no stone unturned to induce
my leader to name the earliest possible date for
a discussion on the matter.

MzrMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear!

Mr. BELL: T do not know, of course, what
goes on in the Cabinet ; but, so far as T can see,
the Secretary for Works is prepared to meet
those charges, and is most anxious to meet them.
T did not hear the whole of the speech of the
Premier, but, so far as 1 could learn, he is not
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disposed to name a day. T can only hope that he
will reconsider that determination, and name a
day at a fairly early date.

MueyBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. BELL : It will be an absolute farce if we
appoint commissions that are dignified by the
name of ‘‘ Royal”—that are appointed under the
commission of His Excellency the Governor to
carry out certain investigations if, when those
investigations are carried out and the report of
the commission is presented to Parliament and
to His Excellency, and a definite charge is made
against a Minister of the Crown—1I say it will be
an absolute farce if the members of the House,
on either side, are going to sit down and wait
until the Istimates or some equally remote
period such as that arrives, in order to discuss
the matter. There can be no doubt whatever
that, whenever a charge is made by a body such
as that against a Minister of the Crown, it is the
duty of the Government to name as early a date
as possible, to give the House an opportunity
of discussing it. I say ‘““as early a date as
possible ; for it should not be a date too early,
because there is a duty for hon. members to per-
form before we proceed to sit in judgment upon
a Royal Commission. We have got to take care
that those of us who are going to speak
or those of us who are going to pronounce by
our votes a decision upon the matter, master the
evidence that has been given before the Royal
Comunission,

MumBERS of the Oppnsition : Hear, hear!

Mr. BELL : Theard it stated before tea by
the ex-leader of the Oppeosition, and ex-Premier—
I use that expression advisedly—that there was
sufficient evidence already before the Honse and
in the possession of hon, members—that through
the medium of the newspaper reports we have
got all we needed to go upon in the matter. I
find it difficult to believe than an hon. gentleman
wlo has been in office—who has led a party—
should ever in seriousness make a statement such
as that,

The CHIRF SkECRETARY : Hear, hear!

Mr. BELL: Are we to come down—I speak
most respectfully of the Press—are we to come
down to this House and say we are going to
frame legislation—that we are going to sit in
judgment upon a Minister of the Crown—merely
upon a report which, after all, is a mere rechauffe
of some of the evidence that has been given
before the commission, and which, after all—like
everything that appears in the newspapers—is
published with the chief end in view of interest-
ing the public. The titbits, so to speak, are
picked out of what has been said, and they ave
reproduced in order to make the columns of the

- newspaper as interesting as possible.

Mr. Jacksox: Seventy-five per cent. of the
evidence taken by any commission is omitted.

Mr. BELL: 1 should say that 50 per cent.

at all events was omitted, and it

[9p.m.] was omitted imperatively in obedi-

ence to considerations of space. As
a rule newspapers can nnly get in a great part
cf the evidence which is sensational or which
approximates sufficiently to the sensational to
tickle the jaded palate of the public. So when
we are asked by an ex-leader of the party oppo-
site to form our judgment on what we have seen
in the newspapers, it is the most extraordinary
invitation I have heard for some time even from
the senior member for Charters Towers. Iam
absolutely without bias in this matter. I say
that the rank and file on both sides shonld gointo
the evidence thoroughly, and we should remem-
her in regard to that commission that it is not
the same as a court of law, as an absolutely
judicial hody ; that it is composed of men taken
either from one side of the House or the other, or
fromboth sides, and that, rightlyor wrongly, there
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attaches to that commission what inevitably
attaches to all commissions appointed from inside
Parliament—the taint of party feeling, if not
party feeling it may be personal feeling—and we
have to make sure whether those statements
which have been made, that tbe dominating
impulse of that commission was not so much
impartiality as mere chagrin, or whether after
all the commission was as unbiased a body as
could have heen chosen from within the four
walls of this Chamber. Upon that subject Thave
no opinion myself one way or the other. T
prefer to believe—as T do believe—that that
evidence was honestly collected and honestly
elicited with a desire to get at the truth, and
I shall, so far as I can, apply myself to the
salient parts of that evidence as it affects the
Minister for Works, and T respectfully say
it is as much the duty of every other hon.
member to do that as it is mine. Though it
is not of much use on a subject of this kind
urging that its consideration should be free
from party feeling, I hope we shall, at all
events, recognise that it is not a light thing
to make a charge of this kind against a Cabinet
Minister, and we should try to dissociate our-
selves as much as we can from party feeling in
this investigation. I will conclude with the
remark T made at the beginning—namely, that
undoubtedly this investigation ought to take
place; and, speaking as a supporter of the
Government, Isay unhesitatingly that a mistake
was mwade in not fixing a date for the considera-
tion of the matter at the earliest opportunity,

Mr. ANNEAR (Maryborough): I am very
much pleased indeed at the speech delivered by
the hon. member for Dalby, aud, as the chairman
of that commission, on behalf of the commission,
I say that all we ask is that hon. members will
read the evidence, and after reading the evidence
will form their own judgment. As regards the
reports that appeared in the Press, I think T can
safely say that not only the Press of the
metropolis, but the Press in the North wherever
we went, reported fully 90 per cent. of the
evidence taken before this commission, and it
appeared in the papers, and has been read by the
public.  The hon. member for Kennedy seemed,
I think, somewhat disappointed that as much
attention or as much publicity was not given by
the Press to the evidence given before the
Licensing Commission as to the evidence given
before the Works Commission.

Mr. Jacgson: They are giving us as good
reports as they gave you in Brisbane.

Mr. ANNEAR: I don’t think so. I don’t
think those hon. gentlemen are giving the public
the solid matter in which they are interested the
same as we did, (Laughter.) I would like to
say a few words as regards the speech delivered
by the hon. member for Mitchell. I think that
hon. member blew hot and cold in the remarks
he made. He condemned not only the Minister
for Works, but the whole of the Government,
and in two or three minutes he began to praise
them. The hon. member referred to the com-
mission, and he pointedly referred to myself,
and said it was evident to him that the Minister
for Works was on his trial, and that the mem-
bers of the commission were biased against him.
T want to know what was our duty. Was it not
the duty of the commission, after calling the
Under Secretary and the head of the professional
branch, to call the Minister when he was available
to give evidence before the commission? Ithink
that was our duty, and the hon. gentleman came
and gave evidence. And as regards the remark
of the hon., member for Mitchell about me being
biased against the hon. gentleman, if the hon,
gentleman will epeak the truth he must say this
—+that I handled him like a child. (Loud and
continued laughter.) I had as chairman of that
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commission to keep my temper, and had I not
kept my temper, and spoken kindly, nicely-—I
ask hon, gentlemen to read the evidence to bear
out the statement I am now making—had I not
handled the hon. gentleman gently he would
have run away on several occasions. With all
respect I say that I have no political or personal
feeling of any kind against the hon, gentleman,
nor have T ever exhibited it ; and I challenge
the hon. gentleman—I challenge any man in this
country—to say that there was ever any bias, not
only on my part, but on the part of the other
commissioners who sat on that commission
and received what they could get from the
hon. gentleman in the shape of evidence.
Now, I should not have taken part in this dis-
cussion had it not been for a remark made by
the Secretary for Works when the hon. member
for Flinders was speaking. When the hon. mem-
ber was on his feet the Minister kept insinuating,
and amongst other things he said, “ You were
put up to it.” What did the hon. gentleman
mean? Anyone who knows the hon. member
for Flinders knows quite well that he does not
want prompting by anyone when he considers he
has a duty to perform. The hon. member is
quite capable of taking care of himself. It has
been said again and again that the witnesses were
prompted and led by some of the members of the
commission. I hurl that statement back with
scorn and contempt to those who make it.

Hon. D. H. DatrymMPLE: Oh!

Mr. ANNEAR: I do wishthe hon. gentleman
wonld keep his temper. 1 will say nothing to
ruffle the hon. gentleman. I do not know what
position he occupies in the Ministry, but I do
know that he interjected to-night that the
cominission were prosecutors, and I ask the
hon. gentleman to point out in what manner
we persecuted or prosecuted anyone who gave
evidence before us. I agree with the remarks
made by the hon. members for Dalby and
Mitchell. The report and evidence were only
laid on the table on Friday last, and they
are not yet in members’ hands. Before we dis-
cuss the question hon. members should wait
until they have the report in their haunds
and have read the whole of it together with the
evidence. It was the desire of every one of the
commissioners, and they have carried out their
intentions thoroughly, not to colour the report,
and I say, when compared with the evidencs, it
will be found a mild report.,

Mr., SToRrY : Where is the original report—the
draft ?

Mr. ANNEAR : I do not know to what the
hon. member for Balonne alludes. There is only
one report, so far as I know, and I claim that
according to the evidence we have not over-
stated the case in any degree whatever.,

Mr. Dawson: You have been plucky enough,
anyhow,

Mr. ANNEAR : T can speak for every one of
my brother commissioners. We had a very im-
portant duty to perform, and we claim that we
have performed it fearlessly, respectfully, and to
the best of our ability in the interests of the
public of thiscolony. I was very pleased with
the speech made by the Chief Secretary. The
hon, gentleman said there should be fair play.
That is all T want. I want fair play for the
Minister, and the commission have recommended
that fair play be given to one man against
whom, when tihe report comes up for discussion,
I will show there was a combination—a most
unworthy combination—to down him in the
publie service, and in the eyes of the public.

Mr. BRIDGES : Question, question !

Mr. JacksoN: Why did you not put that in
your report ?
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Mr. ANNEAR : Wehave put it in the report.
I ask hon. members to read the report in con-
junction with the evidence. We had a duty to
perform, and our characters and conduct as
regards this commission have to be upheld before
our constituents just as much as that of any
Minister of the Crown. I do think that a most
reasonable request has been made, and that the
Premier should fix a night two or three weeks
hence on which this report may be discussed.

Mr. DawsoN: Not on the Estimates ?

Mr. ANNEAR: No; that would be impos-
sible, in my opinion. It would be impossible to
do justice to is when discussing the Hstimates.
T think the people of the country expect that the
report will be discussed in all its bearings. I
trust now that we will get on with the business
and pass the Appropriation Bill, but before
doing so we are entitled to a statement from the
Premier that he will give a night on which
members may discuss this important question.

Mr. JACKSON (Kennedy) : I think it quite
legitimate on the part of members on this
side to draw attention to the very remarkable
report issned by the Works Commission. Ido
not think this is the proper time to discuss it,
but I think itis justifiable to draw the attention
of the Premier to the matter, and I ask what
action he intends to take in connection with it.
The hon. gentleman who has just sat down has
said that the Press hag given very full reports of
the evidence taken by his commission. Although
I have had no opportunity of knowing what
evidence was taken, yet, judging from my
experience on the Licensing Commission, I am
quite sure that if the Works Commission sat,
say, from 10 until 1 the evidence they would
take would fill at least three columns of a news-
paper instead of one. Let us consider what
the newspaper reporls of the proceedings
in this House are. Would any hon. mem-
ber like to be judged by the report of his
speeches which appears in the daily Press.
I contend that the reports in the Press of the
evidence taken on these commissions are some-
thing similar to the Press reports of the speeches
of hon. members in this Chamber. Whilst T do
not intend to say anything on the evidence taken
by the Warks Commission, I would like to say
that the Premier of this colony is placed in a
very awkward position. When he has to deal
with a report of this sort, he should have a week
or a fortnight in which to consider this report.
I think a fortnight would probably be sufficient.
If the hon. gentleman takes no action in that
time, I take it he will be flaunting the verdict of
this Royal Commission. On the other hand, if
the hon. gentleman thinks the verdict of that
Royal Commission is a true one, it is his duty to
ask his colleague, the Minister for Works, to
send in his resignation.

Mr. McDoNALD:
refuses?

Mr. JACKSON: I am not such a great
authority on constitutional practice as the hon.
member for Flinders, as to express any opinion
as to what the Premier should do in that event,
but I have been told that it is possible for the
Prewier to gazette a Minister out of office.

Mer. JENKINSON : It has been done before.

Mr. JACKSON: I have heard that that is
possible. T take it that if the Premier takes no
action in a reasonable time, that he is prepared
to stand by his colleague, the Minister for Public
Works. It would, then, I think, be the duty of
hon. members on this side of the House to move
a vote of want of confidence in the Minister,
which means a vote of want of confidence in the
Government.

Mr. GrooM : Not necessarily.

Suppose the Minister
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Mr. JACKSON : I understand that is the
case. It has been suggested that the Govern-
ment should appoint ovne day for the special
consideration of this report. But I ask what
would be the question submitted to the House,
and how would it be submitted ? In what way
would hon. members discuss the report ? I would
like to know how hon. members could express
their opinions as to whether the findings of the
commission are correct according to the evi-
dence? We must have some concrete question
snbmitted to the Iouse, I think the proper
course would be for some hon. member of the
Opposition to move a vote of want of confidence
in the Government,

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: No, no!
hear !

Mr., JACKSON : That is, if the Premier does
not take any action in the meansime. If the
Premier had time to fully consider the matter,
and if he asked the Minister for Works to resign,
that would settle the whole matter. Therefore,
I think it is premature to discues the matter
now. A great deal of time has been occupied
unnecessarily to-day in discussing this report
and the evidence taken by this commission. I
think the Premier should make some definite
statement, for the hon. gentleman’s mere sug-
gestion-—that the matter can be discussed on the
Works Estimates—is not satisfactory to hon.
members on his own side, and if that is so, it is
certainly not satisfactory to hon. members on
this side. This is a very serious matter. 1t has
been stated that we have never had such a report
of a Royal Commission as this.

The SECRETARY ¥OoR PUBLIC WORKS : Never,

Mr. JACKSON : But it does not follow that
such a report should not be presented. If itis
proved that a Minister is incompetent I see no
reason why a commission should not bring up a
report censuring such a Minister. I should say
it would be the duty of a commission to do so.
I do not say that the findings of this commission
are correct, because I have not had time to read
through the whole of the evidence—1I have only
skimmed through portions of it—but I think a
good deal of heat was displayed on both sides.
I thing the Premier should make some definite
statement so that hon. members may understand
the position the Government take up in the
matter. .

Mr. GROOM (Drayton and Toowoomba):
There is no doubt that this report in an unique
one in the history of this colony, It is the first
time thata Royal Commission has been appointed
by the Government to inquire into the work-
ing of a public department, in consequence of
the decision of the Public Service Board not
giving general satisfaction. This commission
has brought up its report ; but hon, members
of this Chamber have not been furnished with
a copy of that report or of the official evidence
taken; so I think it would be unfair to hon.
members, and equally unfair to the hon. gentle-
man most concerned, if we were to discuss the
matter fully now. Hon. members know that
newspaper reports are greatly abridged, and
many salient points are frequently left out.
On the whole, I do not think it would be proper
for us to discuss this matter now, and, in all
fairness, I do not think it is right to make any
unnecessary attacks on the Minister for Works,
This is the first time that a Royal Commission
has brought up a report affecting the administra-
tion of one of the Miuisters of the Crown ; but
—if it should so happen—it will not be the first
time that the Premier of this colony has asked
one of his colleagues to resign. 1 remember
one case where the Premier gazetted one of his
colleagues ont of office, locked the door, and took
the key in his pocket, That was done in the

Hear,
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early history of the colony, and this House then
made no objection to that action. The Minister
was gazetted out of office, but he took his seat
in the House on the next sitting day, and I can
assure you we had a pretty lively time on that
occasion.

Mr, Browng: The House might consider such
a proceeding quite unnecessary.

Mr. GROOM: On that occasion it was
thought that such a severe course of procedure
was quite unnecessary; that much wmilder
methods might have been adopted. I contend
that hon. members, not having received a copy
of the report of the evidence, are not in a posi-
tion to say whether the findings are in accord-
ance with the evidence, As the chairman of the
commission said, it may be a mild report ; but
that is for hon. members to say when they see
the evidence and compare it with the report.

Mr. JacksoN: They took evidence all over
Queensland.

Mr. GROOM : I know it has been stated that
the report of this Royal Commission can be dis-
cussed when the Kstimates for the Works
Department come on; but they may come on,
perhaps, the last week before the session closes.
I know that last year, Estimates amounting to
hundreds of thousands of pounds were rushed
through at the end of the session in a few
days without anything like adequate debate.
To discuss an important document of this kind

on the Hstimates will be virtually
[9'30 p.m.] shelving the whole question. There-

fore I think the hon. gentleman a$
the head of the Government would be doing
right if he fixed a date for the discussion of the
report. I am sure that his colleague, the Chief
Secretary, will bear me out when [ say this
report is a unique one in the history of this
colony. It is the first time a Royal Commission
has brought up a report which virtually con-
demns a Minister. It is due to the Secretary for
Works himself that those paragraphs reflecting
on him should be decided by the House as soon
as possible. If the charges against him are
substantiated by the evidence, let the House say
50, and if the evidence does not disclose sufficient
ground for the charges, let the House express its
opinion to that effsct.

The CHIEF SECRETARY:
motion made.

Mr. GROOM: It is not fair to the hon.
gentleman, or to the Government asa whole, to
ask hon. members on either side to make a
motion in connection with this matter, When
the Public Service Board did not do justice to
the department in their investigations, the Go-
vernment in their wisdom appointed a Royal
Commission, cousisting of three members on that
side, one member of the other House, and one
member from this side of the House. That
commission have brought up their-report, which
contains certain reflections on the Minister in
charge of the department. What, then, is the
proper course to adopt? Not for any member of
this House to table a motion on the subject, but
for the Government, who appointed the commis-
sion, to fix a date for the discussion of the findings
of the commission, after hon. membershavehad an
opportunity of reading the evidence. It is not
for any member of this House to say that the
findings of the commission are incorrect, but for
the Premier to relieve his colleague of the reflec-
tions cast upon him by the commission, You,
Sir, as Speaker of the House, are familiar with
the practice of the House of Commons. How
often is it the case there that a member rises and
gives notice that on the motion being made that
the Speaker leave the chair for the House to go
into Committee of Supply he will call attention
to such and such a matter or grievance ? Is that
not the ordinary and proper course. When the

There must be a
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hon. gentleman proposes to go into Committee
of Supply next Friday, or on any other day,
he can, on the motion that the Speaker leave
the chair, invite an expression of opinion with
regard to this matter. But it would be
suicidal for a member on this side to move
a motion involving the position of the Secretary
for Public Works, or affirming that the commis-
sion had brought up a report which was not sus-
tained by the evidence. The proper course is for
the hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern-
ment to say that on agivenday lLe will give hon.
members an opportunity of discussing the report,
with a view to relieving his colleague of the
imputations cast upon him by the commission.

Mr. JACKSON : You cannot get a vote on the
matter in that way.

Mr. GROOM : What vote is necessary ? All
that is required is an expression of opinion on
the part of members as to whether the findings
of the commission are right or wrong, and on
that expression of opinioa the Governmeunt can
act, When those hon. members who suggest
taking a vote on the question have been here as
long as I have, they will see that these things
can easily be got over without raising unneces-
sary feeling or prejudice on either side, but I
think that in justice to the Minister himself as
early a date as possible should be set apart for
the discussion of this matter, and kon, members
can only discuss it after cavefully reading the
evidence to see whether the charge is, as stated
by the chairman of the commission, a mild one,
or whether it is sustained by the evidence.

Mr, REID (Enoggera) : T do not wish to take
any side in this discussion at the present stage.
As amember of the House I am very much in-
terested in the Works Department, and as serious
charges are made by the commi-sion against the
Minister and certain officers of the department,
1 think the Premier should set apart a day for
the discussion of the report. The supervisivn of
public buildings, on which we spend thousands, I
might almost say millions of pounds, is a very
important question, and cannot be adequately
discussed on the Works ¥stimates, I therefore
trust that the Premier will see his way clear to
fall in with the wish expressed by members on
both sides of the House and fix a special day for
the discussion of this report.

Mr. Leany : What would be the good of one
day, with all your talk? You would want a
week.

Mr. REID : I amnofasking the hon, member
or anybody else to talk. DBut, knowing some-
thing aboubt buildings and the amount of
money speut on their erection by the Works
Department, I contend that if we spent a week,
or even a fortnight, over the discussion of this
matter, it would not be time wasted. Itrustthe
Premier will give us an assurance before we
adjourn that he will fix a special day for the
discussion of the report, and for taking the
opinion of the House upon it in some way or
other.

The PREMIER : T regret that so much time
has been wasted over this discussion. I per-
sonally have no objection to devoting one day to
the discussion of this report, but so far as T can
see at the present, unless we have a motion to
discuss, we shall not be a bit the wiser when the
matter is finished.

Mr. BrowNE: There could be a formal motion

moved for the adoption of the report.

The PREMIER : Perhaps I may not view it
in as serious a light as hon. wembers do. I
certainly have not been reading the papers
every day, and I have not read all the evidence
that has been given, but so soon as the Minister
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for Railways is prepared, I will arrange with the
leader of the Opposition to give one whole day
for the discussion of the report.

Mr. BrownNE: Hear, hear !

The PREMIER : I have been in the House a
good many years, but I do not think I have
ever seen a Royal Commission report discussed
specially, and have never seen a day devoted
to it.

Mr. Rrmp: Have your ever seen one that
makes a serious charge against a Minister ?

The PREMIER : Certainly this is a unique
report. It is a report which stands by itself in
the history of the colony, and perhaps on that
ground it may be deemed much more serious
than it really is. I understand the report is not
in the hands of members yet. We might have
saved the afternoon’s discussion, and waited
until the report was before hon. members.

Mr. BrownNE: It has been circulated all over
the country.

The PREMIER : Not the full record. As
soon as the Minister for Works is prepared I will
arrange with the leader of the Opposition to
devote the whole of a day to it.

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr., STEWART (Rockhampton North): Per-
haps I may be pardoned for coming in behind the
hon. gentleman at the head of the Governmens. I
certainly would not have done so if he had not
hurled the usual charge of wasting time against
this side of the House. He insinuated that the
whole of the evening has been wasted.

The PrEMIER : Hear, hear !

Mr. STEWART : Well, T contend that if it
has been wasted it has been because the hon.
gentleman did not do at the beginning of the
debate what he has now felt constrained to do.
If he had consented before to a day being set
apart for the discussion of this report no debate
would have taken place, but the hon. gentleman
said in a most supercilious manner, that it would
be dealt with in due course on the Hstimates
and hon. members very properly took exception
to that statemnent. The hon. gentleman ought
to learn to take more tiie to make up his mind
instead of deciding on the spur of the moment
as he appears to do. If he had done that only
for a minute at the beginning of this debate, he
would have seen how reasonable it was that a
day should be set apart for the discussion of the
report. I am very glad he has consented to that,
but I repudiate the charge that hé has made of
wasting time against this side of the House.

Question—That the Speaker leave the chair—
put and passed.

COMMITTEE.

The TREASURKR (Hon. R. Philp, Towns-
ville) moved—

That there he granted to Ier Majesty, on account,
for the scrvice of the yeuar 1900-1901, & sum not excecd-
ing £350,000, towards defraying the expenscs of the
various departments and serviecs of the colony.

Mr. BROWNE asked was this for one month’s
supply ?

The TREASURER : It would carry them on
for a little morethan a month—to the 1st Novem-
ber.

Mr. BARTHOLOMEW (Maryborough) asked
what was the reason of the delay in carrying out
the improvements of the station at Maryborough?

The THEASURER said it wasnot on account
of the Treasury. So far as the Treasury was
concerned, the money had been voted for the
work,

Question put and passed.

he House resumed; the CHAIRMAN reported
the resolution, and it was agreed to,
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WAYS AND MEANS.
CoOMMITTEE.

On the motion of the TREASURER, it was
resulved—

That, towards making good the Supply granted to
Her Majesty, on account, for the service of the year
1000-1901, a further sum not exceeding £350,000 be
granted from the consolidated revenue fund of
Queensland, exclusive of the moneys standing to the
credit of the loan fund account.

The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported
the resolution to the House, and the resolution
was agreed to.

APPROPRIATION BILL, 1900-1, No. 2.
FirsT READING,

This Bill, founded on the foregoing resolutions
was introduced, and read a first time, on the
motion of the TREASURER.

SECOXD READING.

The TREASURER : T move that the Bill be
now read a second time,

Mr. HARDACRE : I merely wishto point out
an objection that I have made onseveral previous
occasions, and that is that there is no certainty
that the Appropriation Bill contains the precise
sums that we agree to vote in Committee of
Supply and Ways and Means. Of course, on
this vccasion there is not the same likelihood of
a mistake occurring, as there is only the one
amount, but it often happens that, besides the
amount that is voted from the consolidated
revenue fund, there are also sums from the trust
and special funds, and from the loan fund ac-
count. It would be an easy matter to give the
Government Printer instructions to pull off
proofs showing the total amounts voted from
each account, for the information of hon. mem-
bers. No harm can be dene on the present occa-
sion, but a case might arise where it might lead
to a very serious discrepancy.

The TREASURER: There is only one
amount in this Bill, and I cannot conceive what
possible object any Treasurer could have in
decelving hon. members with regard to the

amounts. Personally I have not the slightest
objection to doing what the hon. member
suggests.

Question put and passed.

CoMMITTEE AND THIRD REApDING.

The Bill was then passed through its remaining
stages, and ordered to be transmiited to the
Legislative Council for their concurrence.

PORT NORMAN, NORMANTON, AND
CLONCURRY RAILWAY BILL.

SEcoND READING—RESTMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. McDONALD (Flinders) : When the Bill
was last before this Chamber I moved the
adjournment of the debate. The

[10 p.m.] Minister for Ruilways stated on the
introduction of the Bill that it was

a most important one ; and considering that I
represent a portion of the district this railway is
to go through, and my name has been pretty well
mixed up in the correspondence, and also in
leading articles in certuin newspapers, it is neces-
sary that I should say something on the matter ;
and I hope the charge of wasting time will not
be continually hurled against myself by hon.
members on the other side. While these Bills
have been before Parliament I have very rarely
had an opportunity of speaking, and I certainly
claim the right to have a word or two without
the charge of wasting time being hurled at me,
As to the importauce of the Bill, I think
most members of the Chamber recognise its
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importance ; certainly niembers on this side do,
because we believe that it is going to completely
revolutionise the settled policy of this country
in connection with railway construction. At the
outset I may say that in the Cloncurry district
itself there is no one more anxious than I am to
see that district developed, and to see the
mineral resources of that portion_of the colony
developed to their fullest extent. I alsorecognise
that the district would have given employment
to a large number of people if there had been
better means of transit, We all know that in a
wet season it is an impossibility to get from Nor-
manton to Cloncurry, or from Hughenden to
Cloncurry ; and we know that for some con-
siderable time after a wet season it is very
difficult for teams to get to one or the
other of those places; and the consequence is
that that portion of the colony is isolated. Again,
we know that in very severe seasons such as
the present, it is also a very difficult matter to
get to Cloncurry, owing to the want of grass
and water., We also recognise that there 1s in
that district a large extent of country 240 miles
long by 40 wide, which is known to contain
various kinds of minerals. We have had various
geological reports from time to time presented to
Parliament, and I dare say most hon. members
have read those reports, which will bear out the
statement that it is one of the richest mineral
districts in the whole of Queensland. But they
say it wants developing; and the only way it
can possibly be developed is by railway com-
munication, Apart from the ordinary mineral
deposits it is known, and has been known for
many years, that from time to time there have
been patches of gold found in considerable
quantities ; and it is the general impression with
most men I have seen, who have worked for
some years in the Cloncurry district, that up to
the present time the true matrix m which gold
exists has not yet been discovered in that district.
‘Whether that is so or not, I cannotsay; I am
only stating what I have heard old miners
say. Still, I think the fact that large indications
of « pper exist together with iron in that district
goes to bear out a good deal of what is said in
that particular line. Not only that, but there
has been a good deal of alluvial gold found, and
a large number of very rich leaders. There was
one rich leader on the Leichhardt, where about
900 oz. of gold were almoss rolled off the wall in
a sheet. Some of the leaders have been very
rich, but the great difficulty has been that when
the show appears on the surface, and a start is
made to sink on the reef, a huge deposit of some
particular kind of rock is met which cuts off the
lode, and, according to geologists, that goes to
show that the whole of the country is of recent
formation, and it is a difficult thing to say where
that particular lode might crop up again, Still,
we have the fact that there has been gold found
there in very payable quantities, and we know
from our exhibition here that large deposits of
native copper have been discovered in different
places in the district; and though geologists will
say that where there are rich deposits of native
copper as a rule that particular country is never
permanent, that is a thing that is yet to be
proved, because though in other parts of Aus-
tralia we find that where very rich deposits of
copper have been discovered they have not been
what are called permanent lodes, that is a ques-
tion still to be proved in connection with the
Cloncurry district. I may just draw the atten-
tion of the House to a statement made by myseif
five or six years ago, I recognised then that a
line should be built from Normanton to Clon-
curry. I recognised that ultimately the port of
Norman must drain a very large area of the
Western part of this colony—somewhere about
one-fifth or one-sixth of the whole of Queensland .
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will be drained to that particular port—almost,
I say, from half-way between Boulia and Birds-
ville—roughly speaking, e.uidistant from Port
Augusta, South Australia, in the south, and Port
Norman in the north—I recognise that sooner
or later a line will come down there, whether it is
built by the Government or by a syndicate. Of
course, the Government want to let a syndicate
build the line, and we are told that not
2 per cent. of the people there are against
the construction of this line by a syndicate.
I make bold to say that if we took areferendum,
and put the question to the people, whether a
railway should be built by a syndicate or by the
Government, not 2 per cent. would vote in
favour of the syndicate.

Mr. ForsyTd : At Cloncurry ?

Mr. McDONALD : Yes.

My, ForsYTH: You will get some information
about that later on,

Mr, McDONALD : I am prepared to admit
that a large number of people want the railway,
no matter how it is built, but if a referendum was
taken 90 per cent. of them would choose that the
line be built by the Government instead of by a
syndicate.

The CHIEFSECRETARY : Thequestion is whether
a syﬁdica,te shull build it, or it shall not be built
atb all.

Mr. McDONALD : That is not the question
as put to us. The Secretary for Railways has
informed us that not 2 per cent. of the people
object to a syndicate building the railway. I
say the reason that they are prepaved to grab at
a railway of any sort is because the Government
are not prepared to take up the proposal, but
if they were, few persons would favour the
advent of asyndicate into the district.

Mr. ForsyTH: You are against the Govern-
ment building it yourself.

Mr, McDONALD : I will tell the hon. mem-
ber what I have said on that subject later on.
The hon. member relies upon special agents to
supply him with news.

My, ForsyrH: Itis in Hansard. T will read
it to you if you like.

Mr. McDONALD : The position I take up is
this: I say if there is no possible prospect of a
line paying the Governmeunt they have no right
to build it, because there are plenty of lines that
are wrgently required and which would pay both
working expenses and the interest on the cost of
construction,

The CHIEF SucRETARY : This line will not cost
the Government one penny.

Mr. McDONALD : T will deal with that
matter later on. Now, we have the Secretary
for Railways telling us—

I think there is hardly any Government likely to be in
power that would have the hardihood, I may say, tousk
this House or the country to consiruct the line, seeing,
as I have already poinied out, that the hands of the
Government are full and overflowing with proposals for
railway construction that will be of more general good
in developing the resources of the colony to a much
greater extent than the construction of this railway
will do.

And that brings me to another point in connec-
tion with railway construction. It is admitted
that the Gulf port, Port Norman, will altimately
drain all that portion of the country sooner or
later, although there are probably other rivers
besides the Norman which offer as great tacili-
ties for trade. But admitting, for the sake of
argument, that Port Norman 1s the port which
will drain that part of the country, I wish to
point out that there are other ports along the
coast which are the natural ports for their respec-
tive districts, and to which produce does not go
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at the present time. I need only to mention
Bowen and Gladstone, which ultimately must
be the ports for all the back country behind
them. 1 say therefore that there was another
alternative if the Government had chosen to
follow it instead of proposing this line to be
built by a private syndicate. A line could have
been built which would have ultimately reached
Cloncurry, and which, if it had been butlt, would
have been paying handsomely at the present
time. We know that originally it was intended
to build our main trunk lines all due west from
the eastern coast. Had the Government followed
out that pelicy continuously, the line would by
this time have reached Cloncurry, and we would
have seen very much greater development of that
portion of the country than has taken place. If
they had taken the line down the Flinders, keep-
ing on the high ridges until they got to Cloncurry,
they would have passed through magnificent
sheep country up to within a few miles of Clon-
curry. I would point out that Richmond Downs,
although still a cattle station, the resumed por-
tion has been largely put under sheep ; then we
go a short distance further on to Clutha and Nelia
Ponds and other stations which, a few years ago,
were under cattle, and which are now stocked
with sheep. We go along then until we coma to
Eddington, which at one time was an enormous
cattle station, and which is now being put under
sheep, and which will turn out one of the finest
sheep stations in Queensland., The owners have
gone to enormous expense in finding water. They
have also purchased the adjoining station of
Lilyvale, and as soon as the cattle can he
removed that also will be put undersheep. It has
been admitted by the Rallway Department that
if that line could be run out the whole distance
it would not only pay working expenses, but a
bandsome rate of interest ; and in proof of that
I may say that the short distance between
Hughenden and Winton, for the short time it has
been opened, not only paid working expenses,
but returned a profit of £2,000. It is a well-
known fact that the cattle would be brought in
from the outlying districts to the meatworks at
Townsville, Bowen, Torrens Creek, Charters
Towers, and Hughenden, in addition to being
brought in to supply the butchers and other small
consumers. If you take the population there, and
the consumyption of meat and the continual stream
of stock passing through the district, T think hon.
members will see that the construction of this
line by the State would pay handsomely. Then,
again, artesian waters can be obtained easier in
Y¥linders District than in any other portion
of the colony. They can get water there at
an average depth of 1,000 feet, and the big-
gest flows are obtained in that district, whieh
is eminently suitable for settlers because they
can obtain water at cheap rates and settle
down there permanently, The line I advocate
would return the State a handsome profit and
the whole colony would benefit by the construction
of this line. It would be the means of assisting
small farmers and graziers, and it would also be
the means of throwing many thousands of
acres of land open to selection. Apart from that,
there is another very important matter. Theline
I propose would materially assist the Woolgar
and the lower X-heridge. Thereis a vast amount
of mineral land there that would greatly benefit
by the coustruction of this line, inasmuch as it
would give the people there a means of transit
for their ore. hen, again, the survey of this
line shows that it is almost a straight line from
Hughenden to Cloncurry. Excepting seventy
or eighty miles, it is in a straight line; so that
there would be very little engineering difficulties
on this route.

Mr, STorY : What is the length of the survey
from Hughenden to Clonecurry ?
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Mr, McDONALD : I think about 240 miles,
While I recognise that the Gulf country should
have a line built from Normanton to Cloncurry,
yet I think the proper course now would be to
construct a line from Hughenden to Cloncurry,
which would greatly assist the people in those
districts and would also assist the Clorcurry
mine.

Mr. Story: Could not the Clonecurry ore be
sent to Townsville ?

Mr. McDONALD : Yes; but I want to show
that making the line from Hughenden to Clon-
curry would be the better means of developing
these mines. If these mines are a success, it
would be easy for the Government to build this
line, and even if they were not a success the
Government would still have a handsome return
from the railway. I say this line can be bnilt
without the assistance of any syndicate—by the
Government. A large number of peoplein those
districts do not think that the construction of
this line by private syndicates would tend to
develop these Cloncurry mines. 1 quite agree
with the hon. gentleman that we don’t want to
build a line that will not pay axle-grease. The
Cloneurry mines may be very valuable, profitable,
and permanent. I hope they will be; but even
if these mines prove not permanent nor highly
profitable, still if the Government built the line
T advocate, it would pay all the same. If a line
were constructed from Normanton to Cloncurry,
anybody who wanted to get to the eastern side
would have to use the line I recommend. All
business men would use that. The Normanton-
Cloncurry line would be simply useless as far as
passenger or mail traffic are concerned. The
Minister told us that after years of fruitless
effort, a number of gentlemen had come forward
who had sufficient enterprise to embark on the
construction of this line. He said, “I may say
that they have secured the freehold of most
of the mineral deposits of the locality.”
I interjected at the time, *‘That is not true.”

bhe hon. gentleman then said,

[10°30 p.in.] *“That is my information.” T ask

the hon. gentleman where did he

get that information? Did he get it from the

Mines Department? That is where he ought to

have got it from, and if he had looked up the

report of the warden he would have found that
that was not true.

Mr. Forsyrd : They have only got freeholds,
ntot leaseholds ; there are plenty of leaseholds
there.

Mr, M¢cDONALD : I hope the hon. member
will not interrupt me, as I have a good deal to
say, and I want to say it as quickly as possible.
T may tell the hon. member that out of twelve
freeholds in that particular portion of the district
some of the people who are going in for this syn-
dicate own eleven, but there are over two
hundred other leases in the district. The hon.
member for Carpentaria held two or three blocks
of about 160 acres each some time ago, and I do
not know why he has given them up.

Mr. ForsyTH: I was acting for somebody else.

Mr. MocDONALD : Oh, the hon, member was
acting for somebody else—acting for the syndi-
cate?

Mr. ForsyTi : No.

Mr. McDONALD : Again the Minister
assured us that 72 per cent. of the people were in
favour of this line. I reiterate that if the ques-
. tion was put to them to-morrow as to whether
the Government or the syndicate should con-
struet this railway, there would not be 2 per
cent, of them in favour of its being built by the
syndicate, The hon. gentleman then tried to
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get at me through a paper called the Cloncurry
Adwocate. He evidently had not read the article
himself. It was slipped into his hand, and he,
stupid-like, read it; but if he had known as
much about the article then as he does now, I do
not think he would have read it to the House.
First of all, the article says—

4 small majority of voters here favoured Mr.
McDonald’s candidature at the last election, and the
time has now arrived when they have reason to regret
having assisted to return the hon. mewnber for Flinders.
The hon. gentleman said that a telegram had
been received from a number of gentlemen who
were among my supporters. What does that
telegram say ? That ““our member in opposing
the Normanton-Cloncurry Railway Bill now be-
fore the House does not represent the feelings or
wishes of the district on the subject, and that a
telegram signed by his leading supporters here
urging him to assist in passing it has been sent
to hitn.” That telegram was signed by Messrs.
Donner, Johnstone, Low, Hensley, Macgillivray,
Henry, Weir, Absolon, Brown, and Watson,
none of whom voted for me. Again, in a tele-
gram from Mr. Pearce, we are told—

Townspeople very indignant and consider McDonald’s
poliey is to keep his hillet safe by serving Hugheunden
end of electorate which has majority votes Indigna-
tion meeting probably be held also toagitate separation
from Flinders clectorate and incorporation in Carpen-
taria ws MeDonald's obstinate refusal assist development
this distriet clearly satisfies many his old most faithful
supporters that he is determined to studiously neglect
their interests.

If they did separate from the Flinders electorate
there would be no possible hope of the present
member for Carpentaria getting back into this
House, because, although the electors there may
be opposed to me in connection with this line, if
I were to go before them for election to-morrow,
I would secure their unanimous support, and the
hon. member knows that. In the 1899 election
I scored forty.nine votes as against my oppo-
nent’s forty-five, but it must be remembered that
two extra polling-places were appointed there
which were not appointed in 1896, In 1896 they
sought to defeat me by refusing to appoint a
polling-place at Sunny Gully, so that some old
men were compelled to ride ninety miles to
record their votes. At Glenroy I got seven votes
and oy opponent two, and at Hampden I got
thirty-four and my opponent three, so that alto-
gether I secured a majority of forty at those
places. If we take the Cloncurry division, which
includes Dalgonally, Devon Court, Xddington,
Granada, Hampden, Manfred, Mackinlay, and
Toorak, it will be seen that I secured 163 votes,
while my oppouent only obtained ninety-six, so
that I had a majority of seventy-one. In the
whole of the Flinders electorate I got a majority
of 100, and in the Cloncurry end, where they say
T am pandering to the Hughenden people.
because that is where T got my majority, I got
seventy-one out of that 100, so that as a matter
of fact it was the Cloncurry district which gave
me iy big majority. So much for the report of
Mr. Pearce, and the telegram as to whether I
represent the feeling of the electorate. I do not
want to be unkind, but if I did want to be so I
think I could show that Mr, Pearce ought to be
the last person to send wires about anybody.
I will let the matter drop at that. As far
as I am concerned, I am not afraid to go to
the Cloncurry people to-morrow, or to any
portion of the electorate, in spite of anything
the hon. gentleman may say to the contrary. 1
must certainly take this opportunity of thanking
Mr. Pearce, the writer of that article which the
hon. gentleman read, for paying me one of the
highest compliments any man could have paid to
him as a politician. Mr. Pearce is one of my
most bitter political opponents, and for years
and years has tried to write me down, with the
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result that every time he has tried to do so T
have got a big majority. In the article to which
I have referred, he says—

Are things what they seem, or are visions about?

And yet even Mr. McDonald’s most bitter opponents
cannot charge him with inconsistency. e has signed
the Labour platform. And if he supported any railway
construction by other than State funds, he wounld be
false to his declarations of allegiance to the lines of that
platform, and would deserve to be treated with the
contempt always felt by honourable men for renegades,
political or otherwise.
And then the Hon. the Minister for Railways
goes on to state that this line is purely for the
purpose of developing a mining district, and for
the development of private property. Well, T
was under the impression that this was a public
Bill, but the hon. gentleman says that it is
for the development of private property, and
that private property was held by the gentlemen
he had already named. I merely mention this
in passing, because the hon. gentleman will
insist that this is a public Bill. It has been
decided by the Huuse that those are public Bills,
and I think the hon. gentleman should remember
the fact. That brings me to another point in the
correspondence where I saw the Railway Depart-
ment had sent in a voucher to Mr. Withers for
£105 for the drafting of that particular Bill. I
would like the hon. member to state if that £105
has been paid ?

Mr. Re1p: If it was a public Bill, why should
he pay it?

Mr. McDONATLD : T believe that Mr, Withers
haunts this Chamber more than any man in i,
and I believe he has become a perfect nightmare
to the Chief Secretary and the Minister for
Railways.

The PrEMIER : - He has not troubled me,

Mr. MocDONALD : But youare not the Chief
Secretary—you are the Premier. There are two
notable characters who are always to be seen
about this Chamber. Oneis the gentleman who
is looking for a reward for the discovery of
Clermont, and the other is Mr, Withers ; and I
think they can run well in double harness,
because they are never away from the hon.
gentleman.

Hon. D. H. DaLryMPLE: Probably it is the
eloquence of hon. members that attracts them.

Mr. McDONALD : Now, again, we have been
told by the Premier that the Government ave in
such an impoverished condition that they cannot
borrow money. I decline, for one, to believe
that. I think that if the Governmenbt were
desirous of constructing railways they could get
just as much money as they wanted. When the
hon., gentleman talks about the £20,000,000
required for railway construction he knows very
well that a large number of those railways are
not urgently demanded at the present time. For
more than three-fourths of them there is no
urgent demand. The bulk of them are mere
political or paper railways, which have been pro-
posed from time to time, and the hon. gentleman
makes them an excuse for saying that, owing to
the large number of railways desired, it is neces-
sary to ask private enterprise to step in, because
the Government are not able to cope with the
demands that are made. There is only one deduc-
tion to be drawn from that, and that is, that the
Government are not able to manage the country
or to manage the development of the country, or
the progress of the country has been so fast that
the Government are undble to cope with it.
Well, if the Government are in that position,
then the best thing they can do is to make room
for someone else—someone who will manage the
affairs of the State better than they are conduct-
ing them at the present time. What is the use
of the hon. gentleman telling me or any person
that the Government cannot borrow money for
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the construction of railways if they want to do
it? Does the hon. gentleman tell me, for one
moment, that the Government are not in a
better position to borrow money for railway con-
struction than any private company ? We have
only got to refer to the position of the Chillagoe
Company to find that that compauny bas had to
pay through the nose for the money that they
required for the construction of their particular
railway, and that will be exactly the position in
connection with this railway at the present
time. Ultimately, however, the unfortunate
taxpayers of the colony will be compelled to pay
for it. Now, I wish to take exc-ption to the
hon. gentleman and other members of the
Government decrying the mining industry of the
colony. We were told by the hon. gentleman
that mining in this colony was not a very profit-
able thing, and he instanced the case of Gywpie
as being typical of the character of the mining
industry throughout the colony. The Hon. the
Premier also went on to say that at the present
time none of the copper lodes of Queensland
were known to be of a very permaunent character.
Here we have two responsible Ministers of the
Crown describing two of the most prosperous
districts in the colony, and an industry that has
employed more men than any other industry in
Queensland, and an industry which has done
more to develop Queensland than any other
industry in it. Yet the Premier tells us that
this industry is not of a remunerative character,
and that practically——

The Premier: I alluded to copper-mining.

Mr. McDONALD : 1 said that——

The PremMigr: What has copper-mining
ever done for the country ?

Mr. McDONALD: I am not talking about
that. Here we have one Minister decrying the
goldmining industry, and the hon. gentleman
himself saying that copper lodes are not of such
a permanent character as to induce any parti-
cular investors to risk money with their develop-
ment. Now, what I want to say is that the
hon. gentlemen are prepared, when they want
to get any particular Bill through, to turn
round and decry any particular industry. That
I think is a very unfortunate atfair. T do not
think it is a thing which should be indulged in
by Ministers of the Crown, Now, as to the Bill
itself, there are just a few things I would like to
say. First of all, the hon. gentleman in charge
of the Bill told us that it was on all-fours and
exactly the same as the other Bills that have
been introduced. The Premier, however, him-
self comes down, and says that this Bill is far
different to any of the other Bills, and
the hon. gentleman goes so far as to say
that it is so much different from the other
Bills that he will himself move an amend-
ment to cut off sixty miles of the railway, so
that it shall not be carried past Cloncurry.
Further, he said he did not see why the company
should not be compelled to sell the wharves,
which Mr., Browne, the Ieader of this side of the
House, strongly protested against—the hon.
gentleman said that he did not see why the
company should not be compelled to sell
these wharves when they sold that portion of
the line from Port Norman to Normanton.
The Chief Secretary said that we are getting this
line built for nothing—it is not going to cost us
a penny. Does he really believe that? Isthere
any sane man outside Woogaroo who believes
it? Certainly not. Tirst of all we are asked to
give 5,000 acres of mineral land for fifty years free
of all labour conditions, and without any
reservation as to gold, which in all other leases is .
reserved to the Crown. -That is a mostimportant
concession to give to this company, when we
take into consideration that Charters Towers,
one of the richest goldfields in Queensland,
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which has done so much for the development of
the colony and has employed such a large
number of men—thas the whole of the gold area
there covers something less than 2,000 acres.

The CHI1Er SECRETARY : The Premier said the
other night he would modify that with regard to
the gold.

Mr. McDONALD : The Premier said nothing
of the kind. Any way, I am glad to accept
it, and if this Bill gets into committee I
hope the hon. gentleman will take that course
and make that reservation as regards gold. I
have already pointed out that there is no telling
that Cloncurry may not develop into one of the
richest goldfields in Queensland. In every creek
or ravine you can find gold—I do not say in
payable quantities—which must have come from
some portion of the district at some other period.
There is iron everywhere, and iron is said to be
the mother of gold. Whether that is so or not
I do not know, but it is only reasonable to
suppose that in that district some day, con-
sidering also its strong affinity for copper, there
will be a huge deposit of gold found. I
sincerely hope there will be.” Then, again,
we are asked to give 10,000 acres of land in
fee-simple for subsidiary works in connection with
this line, to be selected when and where they
like. They do not tell us where this land is to
be selected.

Mr. ForsytH: What isit worth ?

Mr. McDONALD : That is not the question.
They have their choice as to where they will take
it up. The municipality of Charters Towers
occupies about a mile square., Here we are
giving this company an area of ten or twelve
miles square. Again, we are asked to give ten
acres of land at Port Norman. I am glad the
Premier has stated that he is prepared to compel
the company to sell that as soon as they sell the
Normanton to Port Norman line.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It would go with that
portion of the line.

Mr. McDONALD : I hope.it will, but that is
not in the Bill. And that reminds me thatin
the correspondence Mr. Withers points out that
if it is not allowed to remain in the hands of the
company it will affect the company in London.
It may prevent the floating of the cowmpany.
Again, we are asked to give this company ex-
emption from all taxation during the fifty years,
Is not that a huge concession? Presumiung that
those mines turn out well, this will become one
of the largest corporations in Queensland, and
yet it is to go altogether free from taxation.
Again, we are going to give these people the
right to levy and collect tolls over the highway
of that portion of the colony for fifty years—
over a district which represents one-fifth or
one-sixth of Queensland. Is not that also
a huge concession? And we are also allowing
them to come into competition with the
existing lines, And it must be remembered
that this company are to construct stores, ware-
houses, labourers’ dwellings, freezing works,
wharves, and so on. What does that mean? It
means that if this company starts freezing works
they are going to make it very rough for Towns-
ville, Bowen, and the other freezing works on the
coast, because at present there is nearly one-
sixth of the cattle in the colony in and about that
particular district. Out of the 5,000,000 cattle
in the colony there are over 1,000,000 there, as
may be seen from the map issued by the Rail-
way Commissioner. So we find that there they
have got a huge concession. They can freeze
the meat there, and what is the use of sending
it along your railway from Richmond if you
build that line.

The PREMIER: Freezing works at Cloncurry
will not injure the coastal meatworks,
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Mr. McDONALD: It does not follow that
they will be erected at Cloncurry. They will
select their land at the spot most suitable for that
particular industry, and that is going to prévent
cattle being sent to the Fast, which will result in
a great falling off in the cattle traffic from
Hughenden., And yet the Chief Secretary told
us we are going to get this line constructed with-
out the cost of a peuny to the colony. ¥or my
part, rather than give the company these vast
concessions, I would vote them a million of
money, and I believe the country would be better
off. We are giving them a complete monopoly of
the Gulf district and country for fifty years, and
we are practically giving the people of it too. I
am surprised the people of that country cannot see
that we are giving them that huge monopoly for
fifty years. 1 will not go further into that
matter now, but I would remind hon. members
that in the correspondence on this subject there
is a list of the shareholders of the company,
amongst whom we find gentlewen interested in
mortgage companies who have under their
control vast areas of pastoral lands in Queens-
land. They are going to develop that particular
portion of the country they own in the Gulf, and
they will see that their produce goes over the
company’s line. Again, we find, despite what was
said the other night about Burns, Philp, and the
British India Company, that the British India
Company is more or less interested in this
syndicate, since the name of its chairman, Sir
Edwin Dawes, appears on the list of shareholders.
The result will be that, as a large shareholder,

he is going to make as much as he

[11 p.m.] can out of this concession for the

bencfit of his company. If he does
not he is a fool and is not worthy of the position
he holds. I know I would do it if I were in his
position, and I do not think he is different to
anyone else. Again, we find that the company
which the hon. member for Bulloo represents—
the Union Mortgage Company—is among the
shareholders in this company, and they are going
to use this line for the carriage of their produce.
Of course it is only natural that they should do
so. If we look through the share list we find
that the men who are going to run this com-
pany are the men who at the present time
hold the land in the Gulf district, either by
mortgage, or in fee-simple, or by leasehold.
Now, being interested in this company, they
are going to develop this particular part
of the country for the benefit of themselves,
so that this district— which represents one-
sixth of the whole colony—is going to he mono-
polised by this company for the next fifty
years. And yet the hon. gentleman turns round
and says that we are not going to give this com-
pany any concession, although they will be re-
lieved from taxation for the next fifty years.
That in itself should make anyone very guarded
in granting the concession. I would also like to
point out that the company is in a different posi-
tion to the Gouvernment. It cannot borrow money
as cheaply as the Government can, hence it would
be better for the Government to build the line.
In the next place a syndicate cannot wait for a
return like the Government can, hence the
Government should build the line. Then, again,
the Government do not require to make provi-
sion for redemption, interest, and big dividends,
like a syndicate, so that it would be better
for the people in the district if the Go-
vernment built the line. I am sorry that
I have not got another ten minutes, but I
understand that most hon. members wish to
catch their trains. T thank hon. members for
listening to me, and I may tell them that, if this
Bill gets into committee, I shall make every
effort to get as many safeguards as possible put
into it. I did hope that the hon, gentleman
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would have put in some of thesafeguards from the
English Acts in connection with these Bills, but
he has not done so. I am opposed to all these
Bills, and T am just as much opposed to this ove
as I was when I told the people of Cloncurry
that I would oppose it. They would much
rather see the Government build the line, and
one gentleman from Cloncurry told me just aweek
or so ago that, although he was an old man, he
would rather see no line at all built to Cloncurry
than see this syndicate railway built.

Mr. BrowNE: Hear, hear ! 1 was with you
whern the statement was made.

Mr. McDONALD : Although the great bulk
of the people in that portion of the country are
desirous of having a line built, they would
infinitely prefer to have a Government line. I
am as desirous as anyone else of seeing a railway
to Cloncurry, and if anyone likes to look up the
reports of my speeches at Cloncurry, they will
find that I have never lost an opportunity of
advocating the construction of a line to that
district. I claim to have done more for the
Cloncurry district than any representative they
have ever had. I have gone more among the
people, and know more about the country than
any memberthey haveeverbad. I donotsay this
in any spirit of boastfulness, but when men get up
who know nothing about the place, and who have
only been out there for a couple of weeks, and
have never crossed the Cloncurry River, which
is only about half-a-mile from the town, Icertainly
object to them dictating to me. Some of the
truest and staunchest friends I have are in Clon-
curry, and, notwithstandiog my opposition to
this Bill, if there was an election to-morrow,
they would work just as hard for my return as
they did at the last general election when I told
them I was going to vote against this concession,
T shall not keep the House any longer.

Mr. FORSYTH : I beg to move the adjourn-
ment of the debate,

Question put and passed,

On the motion of the PREMIER, the resump-
tion of the debate was made an Order of the
Day for to-morrow.

The House adjourned at seven minates past
11 o’clock.





