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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMEBLY,
Tuespay, 31 May, 1904

The Seeaker (Hon. A. S. Cowley, Herbert)
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

PETITIONS.

Svxpay CLosiNg OF PUBLIC-HOUSES.

Mr. GRANT (Rockhampton) presented a
petition from 630 residents of Rockhampton,
praying for an amendment of the provisions of
the present licensing laws with respect to this
matter.

Petition received,
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Petitions of similar purport and prayer were
presented by Mr. Martin (Burrum), the Premier

on. A. Morgan, Warwick), Mr. Plunkett
(Albert), Mr. Moore (Murille), Mr. Cooper
(Mitehell), on behalf of residents in their respec-
tive electorates ; and Mr. Plunkett also presented
apetition, onbehalf of Mr. Jenkinson, fromcertain
residents in the electorate of Fassifern.

Petitions received.
QUESTIONS.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF PUBLIC SERVICE INQUIRY
Boarn.

Mr. MACARTNEY (Zoowony) asked the
Premier—

1. Have the Governiment adopted the recommenda-
tions of the special board, as contained in their report
and memoranduia and Schedules A and B thereto, laid
on the table on 17th instant, or is it the intention of
the Government to give effect thereto?

2. If with exception or exceptions, with what ex;
tion or exceptions?
The PREMIER replied—

The intentions of the Government in regard to these
recommendations will be fully disclosed on the Isti-
mates, which will shortly he tabled.

APPOINTMENT OF Mr. ¥, JONES.

Mr. MACARTNEY asked the
without notice—

When he will place the papers on the table relating
to Mr. Jones, promised on Thursday last?
The PREMIER replied—

They are being typed now, and, if they come within
the next hour, I will lay them on the table,

Mr.

Premier,

MacarTNEY: Too late for me, though.

PAPER.

The following paper, laid on the table, was
ordered to be printed :—Report of the Joint
Committee for the Management and Superin-
tendence of the Parliamentary Buildings for
the period from the 1st July, 1903, to 31lst May,
1904.

PROPOSED RAILWAY TO ETHERIDGE
GOLD FIELD.

On the motion of Mr. LY ONS (Cuirns), it was
formally resolved —

That therc be laid on the table of the House all
correspondence between the Government or Ministers
and other parties during the last three years, relating
to any proporals for the econstruction of a railway or
tramway between Chillagoe and the Etheridge Gold
Field.

ADDRESS IN REPLY.
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.
Mer.

MACARTNEY, who was received with
“ Hear, hears !” said : [ should like to endorse
all that has been said in the Speech and by
various members of this House in appreciation
and in memory of the late Hon. W, H. Browne,
and particularly would £ like to endorse the very
kind and manly remarks which were made by
the hon. member for Maryborough, Dr. Garde.
The Speech, in itself, is a most interesting docu-
ment. If anything were necessary to prove the
nature of the composition of the Government
of Queensland to-day, I think the Speech itself
would be sufficient to prove it. We have, as
it were, two parts of the Speech. We have,
first, an oration, practically subdivided into four
parts. The first matter which is apparently
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dealt with as the most important is our indus-
tries. The second—uand probably the next most
important, or what is regarded as the next
most important—part of the Speech s the
question of electoral reform. We find the
finances are put third, and the unfortunate
public service is included last. We have evi-
dence that a strong majority in the \Ixmsmy
insisted—as it OJUht to have 1n~1atec-upon
having the prosperity of the country and «
industries put first, and we have evidence that
minority in the \i1n1>try insisted upon bringing
forward the question of ¢lectoralreform at a time
when we might well have looked for measures to
bring about a state of things that we all desire.
The finances are put down third in order in the
Speech ; but, when we come to the schedule of
the Speech ‘which deals with the programme
which the Government intend to submit to the
House, we find an entirely different state of
things. We find that the minority have suc-
ceeded in putting their measures, which form
important planks in the Labour platform in the
forefront. We have some evidence that the
minority in the Cabinet are in the ascendant
and are able to force to the front important
planks in the Labour platform. Turning then
to the evidences we have had of the acts of
administration on the part of the Cabinet during
the recess, I think they speak more eloquent}y
still of the dominant influence in the Cabinet.
First we have the appointment of Jones; then
we have the reprieve of the Macdonalds—
another evidence of putting into force a plank
of the Labour platform—about which so much
strong feeling has been displayed, and we
then come to the polisical execution of Mr.
Francis, who at one time was at the head of the
Electoral Department. These are strong evi-
dences of the turn events have taken. [The
PreEMIER: Do you think it fair to allude to a
civil servant by name?] There may be casss in
which it is better not done, but this is such a
prominent case that I donot think any excention
can be taken to my alluding to the name. How-
ever, as I intend to refer to the subject later on,
I do not need to apologise for mentioning it in
passing. Taking the Speech, then, as a whole, it
seems to me that it is a fair questlon to ask the
Government if there is no danger of the best
interests of Queensland being sacrificed to ““ pride
of place.” There are one or two matters
to which I should like to refer before going
any further, and the first is in reference to
the Supreme Court bench., In looking back
at the debate which took place last sesslon it
will be remembered that certain points were put
very strongly before Ministers, At that time
the Attorney-Generul said he would be in a
position by March to come to a decision as to
whether four or five judges were necessary.
[The ArrorNEY-GENERAL: He hoped to be in a
position !} Quite so, and having in view the
rights and privileges of Parliament in decxamg
how many judges should constitute the bench, L
should have thought that some reference wouid
have been made to the matter in the Speech.
We find, however, that no mention is made of
the matter. When the hon. member for
Carnarvon was speaking, the hon. gentleman
was asked the question whether the Attorney-
General had any prescriptive right to a vacant
position on the Supreme Court bench, and thehon.
gentleman replied in the affirmative. The hon.
gentleman had already said that a rumour was
going abroad that the Attorney-General had some
idea of appointing himself to the position, and
that is one of the dangers which were pointed
out last session. I confess that I have myself
heard that ramour. I have heard that the hon.
gentleman has been inquiring—perhaps jocosely
—how he would fill the position, and it is ne
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zecreb that some hon. gentlemen on this side and
a good many on the other side think that he
would fill it very well. I think myseif that this
is a matter which should be understood. Lay-
men are unfamiliar with the circumstances
which should surround appointments of this
sort, and it is only legal men who have some
special knowledge of the attainments necessary
on the part of a gentleman who aspires to
fill such a position. I think, therefore, it
would be very satisfactory if the Attorney-
General would give us some idea whether
the principles which have been advocated by
this side of the House last session ave likely to
be interfered with or not. [The PREMIER : What
principles are those?] I think it is a matter we
ought to be very careful about, and the hon.
gentleman would do himself credit if he would
give some explanation—whether the statements
which have been made are jocose or serious, and
whether there is any cause for alarm. It is
rather an unpleasant thing to have to say; but
I would vot have spoken on the subject at all did
I not think that the hon. gentleman was abso-
lutely unfitted for the position, and that the
appointment of the hon. gentleman would
amount to a prostitution of the power which
the Government hold in this respect. The
hon. gentleman will admit that neither he nor
the other legal gentleman sitting on the
‘Treasury bench has special claim to fitness
for the position. They have had very little
experience, and I say emphatically that the only
claim which one can have to a position of thas
sort is the claim of merit and experience. There
was an_occasion in the history of Queensland
when the Attorney-General for the time being
did not consider himself, by reason of his want
of experience, fit to take up a position on the
Supreme Court bench, and the rczult was that
another gentleman was appointed. If the
records speak for anything, the hon. member for
Maranoa, who was at the time Attorney-General,
did not appoint himself, and yet, if the rule laid
down by the hon. member for Carnarvon is right,
he had a prescriptive rightto the position. If he
had that right, I assume he would have been
very foolish not to have taken advantage of it.
Baut he recoguised that he had only had seven or
eight yesrs’ experience and that he was
not fit for the pesition, and someone else was
appointed. The hon, gentleman who at that
time occupied the position of Attorney-Greneral
had certainly bad more experience than the
present Attorney-General. Thisis not a pleasant
subject to refer to, but I do think the Attorney-
General should put people’s minds at rest as to
what he intends to do, and whether he in-
tends to restore to Parliament the privilege of
deciding the number of judges of which the
Supreme Court bench sheuld consist. That
privilege was taken away last session. The
hon. gentleman who introduced the measure did
not observe at first that he was depriving Parlia-
ment of that privilege, but having made a mis-
take he was bound to see it through. T hadhoped
that better counsels would prevail, and that the
hon. gentleman would bave put the matter right
this session, and in view of the hope he expressed
at that time I think he i= bound to. [The
ATTORNEY-GENERAL : That is only your opinion. ]
That is so, and I am at liberty to express my
opinions. [The ATPORNEY-GENERAL: Certainly;
and no one envies you.] I do not think
the hon. gentleman will either prevent me from
expressing my opinions or make me alter them.
While we are on the Supreme Court I may say
that it seems to me a most extraordinary thing
that something has not been done to relieve the
congestion of business which exists at the present
time—a congestion which could very well be
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relieved by the transfer of Mr. Justice Power
from Rockhampton. It seems to me that a
Government which so much desires economy
might have exercised it in that direction, and
thus remove the congestion and disabilities
under which litigants are suffering at the present
time, I do not know whether the Attorney-
General, who has been absent from Brisbane for
some days, is aware that during the past ten
days there has not been a judge available to
deal with a single chamber application. I also
observe that there is missing from the Speech any
reference to the Special Retrenchment Act,
The Act will expire some time towards the end
of August, and one would have expected some
reference to it. The Government servants at
the present time do not know where they are.
Thew are being knocked about from one place to
another. They are being turned out of office,
their salaries reduced, and some men are being
given increases at the expense of others. Isay i$
would merely have been a humane thing if some
intimation of the intentions of the Government
had been given in order that the public servants
might be able to make their business arrange-
ments like other people. I very strongly opposed
the principle of the Special Retrenchment Act. I
never thought it a fair thing to put a special tax
on a particular section of the people. [An
honourable member : You voted for it.] When it
was introduced I spoke against it, and whenit was
in committee I occupied temporarily the position
of Chairman, and could take no part in the dis-
cussion ; but an amendment was moved on my
behalf, showing the interest which I took in the
matter. 1 made no secret of my opposition to
the measure, and I adhere to those views at the
present time. I think the measure cruel and
unjust, and I do not understand hon. gentlemen
on the other side, who are clamouring for the
repeal of what they call a 10s. poll tax, willingly
imposing on men drawing £105 and £108 a year
a tax of £8 or £9. I know of men receiving
emall salaries who, on account of this tax, are
unable to carry out their obligations ; and one
instance came to my kuewledge of a lady
teacher, receiving £108 a year, who joined with
other members of the family in the purchase
of a home, agreeing to contribute so much per
month, and who, on account of this tax,
is quite unable to carry out her engagement,
Then retrenchinent came along; she was docked
£8 a year, and was absolutely unable to carry
out her contract. This is cnly a singie instance,
but it can be multiplied, I belirve, in the

experience of many Government

{4 p.m.]

employees. I think that the Trea-

surer is called upon without delay—
and it would be- only a fair thing to do—to defi-
nitely state what he proposes to doin this regard.
T would have liked to bave seen, and expected
to have seen, some reference in the Speech to a
Bill to amend the Public Service Act, and a Bill
to amend the Sugar Works Guarantee Act.
During the recess the Government have entered
into a new agreement with Dr. Maxwell, by
which his term is extended for three years, and
his services are to be given to the central sugar
mills ; he is to have a new bureau made for him,
so that while retrenchment is going on we find the
Government are going to very considerable ex-
pense in this divection. Under the Sugar Works
Guarantee Act it was thought that suthicient pro-
tection had been provided for the Treasury, and
if this protection was thought to be insufficient
it was clearly the duty of the Ministry to come
down to this House with amendments of the
Act embracing what was thought to e neces-
sary to protect the Treasury, Bub instead of
that Ministers have taken on their own shoulders
the responsibility of incurring further expense in
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this matter and of providing further methods for
protecting the Treasury, and I see very consider-
able danger in this. The Minister for Agricul-
ture the other evening said that the people for
whom this money had been spent would have
to repay every penny of it; that not a penny
would come out of the consolidated revenue.
I do not know whether the hon. gentle-
man can malke that good or not, but I =say
without hesitation that there 18 very con-
siderable danger in interfering in such a way
with these mills. [The SECRETARY FOR AGRI-
CULTURE: You are confusing the two Acts. My
remarks in that respect referred to the Sugar
Experiment Stations Act.] I understand that
a central sugar mills bureau is to be established ;
I have seen that referred to in Huansard. [The
SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You are con-
fusing terms.] I do not think there is any con-
fusing of terms. However, I will put it in other
language and then perhaps the hon. gentleman
will be able to understand me. I understand
that Dr. Maxwell is going to take in hand the
control of the central mills and is to have
a staff for that purpose—I will call it a
staff, not a bureau—and I say unhesitatingly
that any such interference with the central
sugar mills system i3 bad; that the extra
sxpenditure will afterwards be very difficult to
recover ; that the Government will be running
the risk of endangering the securities they now
hold, and I venture to say that there will be such
a crop of litigation as will render the securities
of the farmers inoperative. With regard to the
industries referred to in the Speech, T think the
country is tobe congratulated on the change of sea-
sons—it 1s to be congratulated on the advance in
the dairying and general farining industries ; but
at the same time, I do not think that the present
Government are eutitled to any very great credit
for that, Awvything that was done to encourage
the dairying industry was done by the late
Government, and the end of this year it wiil be
time enough to say what the present Government
have done towards that end. It is also & matter
for encouragement that the mining returns are
keeping up so well; I do not think that hon.
gentlemen opposite can claim any credit for that,
but I say that it is a matter for regret that the
system of refusing minine exemptions is likely
to cause so much harm, especially with regard to
the revenue from mining fields. I have the
particulars of one case where exemptions were
applied for by a company who had held land for
seven years and who had spent £21,000—five-
sixths of which was paid for wages. [The
ATTORNEY-GENERAL : When was that ?] It was
before the hon. gentleman’s term of office in the
department. The exemptions were applied for on
the ground »f exhaustion of capital—for three
months—and only £600 had been won out of
the ground as a result of expending .£21,000.
It was an Haglish company, and they found that
reconstruction was necessary, The warden re-
commended three months’ exemption, but this
was arbitrarily cut down by the then Minister to
one month, and the result is that the ground has
been idle for some time, That is only one of the
many cases which shows what the influence of
the particular party which support the present
Government is in connection with the mining
industry. Now, I would like to have a few
words to say about the appointment of Mr.
Jones. I do not think it would have been neces-
sary for me to have referred to thisappointment,
in the face of what has already fallen from the
hon. members who have spoken, had it not been
for what the Secretary for Agriculture said the
other night—that if it wasshown that the honour
of Queensland would in any sense be endan-
gered Mr. Jones would be recalled. Since that
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statement was made the Premier, in answer to &
question, stated Mr. Jones has not been recalled
and that he will not be recalled. I take that to
mean that no matter what Mr. Jones is—no
matter what danger to the State there may be
by reason of his appointment—the Government
have no intention of recalling him. Now, it is
a difficult thing to ascertain who is responsible
for his appointment. Of course 1 know that,
technically speaking, the whole of the Ministry
are so responsible, and that, nominally speaking,
the Minister for Agriculture is responsible, and
probably to some extent the Premier ; but I am
convinced that the responsibility does not alto-
gether lie with either of them. [Opposition
members : Hear, bear !] Mr. Jones has informed
friends of mine that be obtained the appoint-
ment through the influence of the Treasurer
in the first placs, at the request of a gentlenian
named Mr. Reid, who was once a member
of this House. [The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTUL-
1URE : That statement is utterly untrus.] Weil,
from the facts that T am aware of and to which
I will refer, T am inclined to think that it is
absolutely true. [The PreEMIER: Quite wrong.]
The hon. gentleman has a very short way of
replying : he says everyone is wrong, bus he
does not reduce himself to certainties, and I de
not think I am wrong at all. [The PREMIER:
I did not say you are wrong. I said the state-
ment is quite wrong.] That may be ; the hon.
gentleman may be the innocent tool of cther
people without knowing it, and I think T will be
able to show that he was in that position. We
have to ask ourselves who Jones is, and where
was he likely to get the influence necessary to
securethis appointment? Wefindthat this gentle-
man was a candidate for an election somewhere—
and the Premier aliuded to that fact before any
other hon. memker—and we find on inguiry
that this is & fact. He was a candidate in
the Labour interest in New South Wales, and
he was associated with Mr. O’Sullivan and
the Labour party in politics there. [An
honourable member: That is not a crime.]
No, I know that, but it is an important fact to
consider when we come to inguire where he got
his influence from and who his friends are.
Then we also find according to the hon. member
for the Balonne, who knows Cunnsmulla well,
that Mr. Jones was a prominent Labour man
there—a raving agitator; we also find that he
breke up a ineeting held there by the late
Mr. Dickson, when he was Premier, and also
thut his friend Mr. Reld, who was in that
part of the country at that time, was interested
in obtaining this appointment for him and was
the only gentleman who visited him on the
steamboat to wish him ‘“God speed ” on behalf
of the Queensland Governnient. Mr. Jones has
been informing people that he obtained this
appointment through Mr. Xidston and his
friend who pulled the strings and allowed
the Secretary for Agriculture and the Pre-
mier to make the appointment. That is the
connecting link, [The SECRETARY ¥YOR AGRI-
CULTURE: It is all imagination. There is no
foundation for these statements.] Well, we
have to go stage by stage. Mr. Jones informed
responsible people in this State that first of all
it was a question of his appointment to a position
under the Federal Government. The corre-
spondence endorses thasstatement. [The SECRE-
TARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Where is the proof of
that 9] We have it that Mr. Jones told respon-
sible people in this State that he had applied
for an appointment in the Federal Service, and
he was told that if Queensland gave him a start
he would get it. He then came to Brisbane and
started a system of applications to the Secretary
for Agriculture and the Premier, and various
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other people, with the result that he was
appointed to a position here that no one else
applied for—that no one else knew anything at
all abouv—appointed contrary to the sentiment
preached by the Labour party when they were
on these benches for years, and I have no doubt
that this appointment was given to him
by his friends Mr. Reid and Mr. Kidston—
that the hon. member and the Premier were
made the tools of more ingenions and ex-
pevienced men in some respects. A greab
deal has been said as to the character of
Mr. Jones, and whether he is likely to be
an effective agent for the State. We had
heard on the authority of a gentleman on the
other side that Mr. Jones was & welsher, and
that hasnot been seriously contradicted. Thehon.
gentleman who leads the Labour party the other
day said he did not know what a welsher was. I
understand that a welsher is a man who goes to
the racecourse with the money in his bag, shouts
the odds, takes the deposits of clients, and when
the races are over he is not to be found. We
have it that Mr. Jones is a man of no character,
and I am only too much afraid that there is
every ground for that belief. The testimonials
which were read by the Secretary for Agriculture
the other evening, when you come to look into
them closely, do not amount to any weight
or consequence. If the Minister for Agri-
culture had been approached by any one who
wished to purchase £20 or £30 worth of produce,
he would have touched his telephone bell, and in
a few minutes he would have had a full com-
mercial report of the gentleman who wished to
do business with him. I do not know why those
formalities were not followed in this case, or why
there should be so much secrecy about this
appointment. The hon. gentleman who leads
the Government suggested thai he had made
some inguiries from friends, but did not tell us
what he heard from those friends, and although
both hon. gentlemen say they have not heard
officially about certain things—it is quite possible
they have not heard officially—they have heard
privately a great deal more than they are pre-
pared tc admit. Jones carried on business in
Sydney as Summerfield and Co., and as far
as his mwercantile record there goes he failed
badly. He came to Brisbane, then went to
Cunnamulla, and left his creditors lamenting
there. He then accepted employmentin different
places, and I know one place in Brisbane which
has not been mentioned np to the present time.
He entered into the emple

e pore Ted

cmployment of a large retail
firm here, and before many weeks that frm
found that his methods of doing business, while
very profitable to the firm for the time being,
would ultimately lead to open disaster. I donot
know whether that is likely to recommend him
in the employment which he has got at the pre-
sent time. That is part of his commercial
record, hut unfortunately there is a worse side
still. I understand that this Mr. Jones is a
forger ; that he appropriated a cheque belonging
to an employer, eadorsed his employer’s name
on she back of it, appropriated the proceeds, and
unblushingly confessed that he had dene so.
[The SEORETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Where was
that?] I am rather surprised at the hon.
member, because I have got a kind of feeling
that he knows about it. [The SECRETARY
FOR AGRICULIGRE: I csn  assure you that
I know nothing about it.] That happened
in Sydney, and if the bon. gentleman had made
any inquiry from sources that he would have
appealed to in the first instance in connection
with his own business, he would have had the
very facts which I have mentioned put before
him in cold print, That is the character of the
man who would do business for Queensland and
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protect her honour in the Bast. I venture to say
that before the history of Jones is completely
written this State will be a large sufferer in
her prestige abroad, and in her honour, I shall
not be surprised if before very long the hon.
gentleman will find drafts drawn on him by
Mr., Jones. The hon. gentleman may say
that he would wot honour them—probably
not, but I venture to say he would be
compelled, in the interests of the State, to
honour those drafts, I am surprised that
the hon. gentlemen who are responsible should
take the matter so lightly, and I am more
than surprised, after having heard boldly stated
in this House facts which can be verified, they
have taken no steps to recall him. [Opposition
members: Hear, hear!] It is not asif there is
any difficulty in obtaining qualified representa-
tives to represent the Government. There are
hundreds of men who would answer all the pur-
poses required—men who are known to be men
of honour, men who are trusted by the merean-
tile community, and men who are trusted by the
people.  What necessity was there to make a
mysterious appointment of a man who was
practically unknown here—[Mr. J. LEAHY:
Question]—a man who was not known in the
circle in which the Minister for Agriculture
himself moves from day to day? I cannot
understand why a mysterious appointment of
this sort was made. 1 do nct know whether it
affects the matter or not, but the other day
I asked the Premier what was the date of Jones’
appointment, and the date of his departure.
"The hon. gentleman replied that all those details
were supplied by the Minister for Agriculture
when speaking the previcusnight. I havelooked
very carefully through the speech of the ho’n‘
gentleman, and I cannot find that these details
are given, It transpires that this Jones went off
as soom as he was appointed ; time was an
fmportant factor with him. He told his friends
how he got the appointment. He said, < I have
got the commission in my pocket ; T have got the
sovereigns in my pocket. Now I am off, and the
spoils to the vietor. I know as soon as it comes
out there will be a big row about it.” T asked
the Premier the other evening if he would put
the papers in connection with Jones upon the
table, The hon. gentleman replied he would.
They were mnot put on the table that after-
noon, as is usually the cass in such in-
stances, nor_are they on the fable this
afternoon. {The PreMiEr: Oh, no! That is
not wsual.] At any rate, the papers which I
expected to have the use of for this debate L
have nat been able to get access to yet. Why,
I cannot understand—yprobably the hon. gentle-
man will explain it after. I would iike to say a
word or two in relation to the finences; I do not
propose to give figures—I leave that to the hon.
member for Carpentaria and any other hon.
members who are versed in figures. I would
like, first of all, to refer to the proclamation
which was made, over the signature of the
Treasurer, increasing the fees paid under the
Real Property Act. I underssood that one of
the great features of the present Government
was that it came in on a no-taxation policy.
Taxation was unnecessary. Apparcntly, what
turned the late Government out was the sub-
mission of taxation proposals to Parliament.
Now that they find that under the powers
contained in the Real Property Act they
can get taxation by proclamation, they have no
hesitation whatever in doing it. I say that
it is only right that the Government should come
down and have a proposal of that sort endorsed
by the House. I think the institution of taxation
of this sort stultifies them in reference to the
views they have expressed. I must point ous
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that the taxation they have imposed by pro-
clamation has caused a great deal more hardship
%o many people in the Htate thun the taxation
‘which was proposed by the late Government
when they retired from otfice. It falls on a small
section of the people—on owners of small pro-
perties. The tax is a comparatively large one.
They have increased the duty on registration of
transfers from 7w 6d. o 10s., an increase of
33 per cont. ; they have inereased the cost of
cartificates of title from 10s. to £1, an increase
of 109 per cent.—and in instances where an
unfortunate person has to apply to his or
her mortgagee for consent to sell a portion
of the mortgaged property, if it is only
worbh £5, they have to pay the large fee of 5,
1 believe after msking inquiries that that taxa-
tion would amount in all to something like from
£3,000 to £5,000. In view of the first opinion of
the hon. gentlemen, it is an astonishing thing to
find them goingin for taxation of that kind.
The Real Property Office is well known as one
that pays its way from start to gnish—it is in
fact to some extent a revanue producing office.
It never was intended that it should be 50 ; but
the fees were instituted in order that the office
might pay its way. Now we find hon.
gentlemen opposite have converted it into a
revenue producing machine, The next matter
in the Speech is the subject of electoral reform.
A referendum is included on the question of re-
duction of members. An hon. member suggested
during the debate that a referendum might more
properly be taken on the question of equal
representation and the women’s franchise, and 1
am inclined o think that there is a good deal in
that. When we consider what is regarded to be
one adult one vote from the point of view of hon.
gentlemen opposite, we now find they do not
want one adult one vote at all, The very
foundation and principle of one adult one vote,
as L uaderstand it is to prevent any danger of
the minority ruling. It was pointed out by Sir
Georgs Grey during one of the conventions, that
if the plural property vote was allowed the
minority might perchance rule, and it was to
obviate that that the idea of one adult one
vote was suggested. T have pointed out before
in this House that the plural vote which arises
by the inequality or the difference in the num-
ber of electors in the various electorates amounts
to a plural vote in comparison with which the
property vote pales into insignificance. I do
not think the property vote, in the present
condition of ihings in this State, mokes any
appreciable difference one way or the other, 1
should be inclined to think that hon. gentlemen
on the other side v ould get as much, if noi more,
support from the property vote than hon. mem-
bers on this side. They are small property-
owners who support that party, and consequently
they ure more numerous. But when we find that
some vlaces in this State with 700 or 800 voters
return & member to this House as against 2,500,
T think it is not necessary to stretcn that point

hat
very far to come t0 a counclusion that perchance
the minority may rule if that state of thizes
continues, I am perhsps not right in referrir?g
to Bills which are mentioned, but, from wha
appear in the MNpeech, T think I am justi-
fied in saying that it ic not intended %o
include the right of equal representation in the
Bill which it is proposed to introduce, and if it
is not that will be a defect. Tt is certainly not
following the lines of the federal franchise, nor
is it following the lines which have been adopted
in other States in which one adult one vote has
been introduced. I have no hesitation in saying
that I will oppose the measure from start to
finish. T do not think when we come to regard
the views which hon. gentlemen have expressed
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with reference to adult suffrage, that the question
has ever heen understood by the electors. I
think it iz a question which should be put
before them. With regard to the question of
the women’s vote, T think it is fuir to infer thag
the women of this State hsve not certainly
desired vote when we look ut the returns
in connection with the fedsral election. We
find that something over 40 per cent. of the

wemankind of the State voted, and
[4:30 p.m.] we find in other Siates, where

woman suffrage has been in exis-
tence for some time, a very much lesser per-
centage. T think thet in South Australia the
percentage was only a little over 20. Those are
very strong arguments to show that the great
majority of women are not desirous of obtaining
the franchise. If the woman suffrage goes on
the lines on which it eught to go, I would have
no hesitation in supporting it. I do not know
whether it is intended afierwards to introduce
some measure by which the percentage of voters
will be increased—something which will compel
people whe are on the rolls to vote. If thatis
imtended, it will be an exceedingly anomalous
thing to give people votes who do not
want them, and then punish them for not
exercising them. With regard to the reduc-
tion of members, I cannot understand why
the referendum has been suggested. The coun-
try has spoken out bevond a doubt as to their
desire for a reduction of members, and it is a
proper thing, when we are retrenching civil ser-
vants, that we should start retrenching oursslves.
Why we cannot get on with forty-five or fifty
members is beyond my cemprehension, when we
are perfectly satisfied with a representation in
the Federal House of Representatives of nine
with all the important matters that have to be
dealt with there. Why Ministers should pro-
pose a refsrendum I am unable to appreciate.
[Hon. D. H.DatrympLE : Put it off.] A Re-
distribution of Seats Bill, vet to come, may have
in i, for all I know, a provision in regard to equal
representation. But why that should not come in
at the same time as the otber reforms is beyond
my comprehension. I do notknow whether there
is anything in the suggestion which was imade to
me the other day—it was hardly serious in a
but it wus pointed out to me that, if a
L : teuk place, some of the
double electorates would kave only one member,
and it was suggested that the hon. member for
Rockhampten, Mr., (Grant, was a particularly
popular man. (Laughier.) There is only one
other watter that I wish particularly to refer to,
and that is the public service. Some little time
ago, aitsr the present Goveriment came into
office, they went throuch the service, and
apparently dismissed a number of civil servaats.
1 do not know that we can find any fault with a
reduction of the number of officers, inazmuch
as thai is contemplated by the Public Service
Act; bub I doubt very much whether the
figures which were then published in the Press
can be regarded asx accurately representing the
savings effected by the =ctiom of Ministers.
Many men who were relieved of their functions
were placed in cther offices, and, when you come
to take the one with the other, I venture tc say
that the figures are nob in any sense reliable.
Day after day we had the same figures dished
up, and if ordinary readers of the newspapers
believed that these things meant fresh retrench-
ment, then they must has ught that there
was a time fast coming when we would have no
public service at all. I do not know any time
when retrenchment was so widely advertised as
it was then. But what was done then pales into
insignificance when compared with the events
that followed the appointment of the Public

g
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Service Inquiry Board. I can find no authority,
I may say, for the appointment of such a board.
We have a Public Service Act which expresses
the conditions of the service, and under which
the hon. members who occupy the position of the
Executive are saiid represent the Public Service
Board. The duty of administering the Act is
vested in them, and the Act, in express terms,
excludes, to my mind, the idea that it ever was
intended that they should delegate their func-
tions. Towards the Istter end of the Act will be
found a section which contains express power to
appoint boards of inquiry for matters nutside the
city of Brisbane. [The PreMIER: Where do you
find the principle thht the board has ever dele-
gated its functions?] [Hon. J. ¥. G. Foxros :
In the report.] The hon. gentleman may say,
in the kind of language that he always uses, that
the board has not delegated its functions, but
the evidence that it has been done is supplied by
the fact that for two mounths a board was sitting,
which brought up recommendstions which the
Ministry have already adopted, and surely they
will not say that those recommendutions are
the result of the cogitations of the Public
Service Board of this State. Isay unhesitatingly
that the public service are entitled to be dealt
with by the members of the Public Service
Board. and not to be handed over to a fugitive
board, as it has been called. The Public Service
Act lays down the conditions of the service; it
lays down that the board is to administer the
Act, and it also lays down certain other things
which I venture to say have had no regard paid
to them by either the board which was appointed
or by the Ministers themselves. The Act pro-
vides that public servants shall not be
reduced in salary, and do we not find in the
mtreduction of the last Special Retrenchment
Act by the party which now sits on this side of
the House that they regarded that point of
view ? Section 40 of the Act provides—

Axn officer shall not be dismissed or suffer any detri-
ment in respect of his office except in the manner set
forth in this Act; but nothing shall be taken to
prevent the Governor in Couneil from reducing the
number of officers in a department, or, upon such
reduction, dispensing with the services of any officers,
or from uniting two or more departinents,

It was contemplated by that section that no
officer should have his salary decreased or suffer
any reduction in his office, nor was he to be dis-
missad except as provided by the Act. Special
power was reserved to the Governor in Council
to reduce the number of officers, and I do not say
that the Government have nob the pewer to
reduce the number of officers, but I do say that
they have not the power to redure their salaries.
.Arnother section throws light upon that. Thae
zpecial board of inguiry were sppointed to find
out what work these men were doing, and if the
pay was commensurate to the work, and we find
that under section 23—

If at any time any classified ofiicer is found to be in
receipt of a greater salary than is reasonably sufficient
for the work performed by him, he shall be transferred
as goon as practivable to some other work in which he
can be employed upon’duties commensurate with the
amonnt of his salary.

1 think that points out that this Fouse intended
that no man should have his salary decreased,
but that, if it was found that he was doing work
which was of less value than the amount which
he received, special means were provided whereby
he should be transferred t an office where there
was some sort of relation betwesn the work and
the pay. |The PrEMiER: Don’t you know that
that has been done every year since the Act
came into force?] [Hon. J. F. G. FoxToN:
Reducing salaries?] [The PREMIER: Yes; and by
the late Government, too.7 [Hon. R. PHILP: At
$he suggestion of the civil servants themselves.]
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[The PreMiER: No. I can cite a number
of cases.] I have made inquiries, and I have
been informed that ome man had his salary
reduced, and it was done as a matter of
agreement. If it had not been done as
a matter of agreement, the other provision
which removed men from the service altogether

would have Leen brought into operation. [The
PrEMIER: I cun tell you of another case. The

hon. member for Townsville knows it.] [Hon.
R. Puirp: Tell me his name.] [The PREMIER:
Wr. Macdonald, the late police magistrate at
Warwick.] [Hon. J. F. G. Foxron: At his
own request. |

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. MACARTNEY : [Hon. R. Pmirp: You
know his age.] [The PreEMIER: You wanted a
case, and I gave you one.] [Hon. J. I. G.
FoxToy : At his own request he was removed to
Warwick at a reduced szlary.] I think the less
said about that case the better, because there are
other aspects to which reference was made the
other evening by the hon. member for Mary-
borough, Dr.” Garde. Such cases are very few
and far between. In this case, if you believe
the Government, they appointed a board to go
into the whole of the public service. That is
not the case, Beyond question, if the Govern-
ment thought that this Act did not provide for
all the requirements in regard to the treatment
of the civil service, it was their duty, before
taking the steps which they have taken, to bring
down a Bill to this House to amend the Act, and
proceed in something like a constitutional
manner. [Mr. MaxwgLL: You had better hand
over the whole of the revenue to the civil ser-
vants!] There is also another provision in the
Act relating to increases, but I do not know
that T am in a position to refer satisfactorily
to the question of increases of salaries on the
information supplied by the Government ; but
I sayithat I do not think, in this present time
of retrenchment, that increases should be made.
[Honourable members: Hear, hear!] But we
have the report of this board, and we have got
a general understanding outside that the report
of this board has been given effect to. The
Premier, in one of his answers to questions
this aftsrpoon, seid that the recommenda-
tions of the board would be taken into con-
sideration when the Iistimates were being
framed. It iz well known outside that thereport
of the board, in many important particnlars, has
been acted upon. Men have been advised of
decreases in their salariee—which, I say, are
contrary to the provisions of the Act. Somemen
have been advised of new appointments; but, so
far as increases are concerned, I am not in a
position to make any definite statement. The Act
contemplates that increases shall only be given
upon the recommendation of the Public Sorvice
Bosrd, and this function the members of the
board have passed over to an outside board con-
aisting of Messrs. Troup, Saunders, and Brennan.
We have also snother instance in which the pro-
visions of the Act have not been obscrved. There
is a new appointment—that of public service
inspector. Section 33 says—

A new office #hall not be created except on the recom-

mendation of the permanent head of a department.

I do not know whether Ministers will suggest
that they have the recommendation of the per-
manent head of the department for the appoint-
ment of Mr. Brennan as public service inspector.
They certainly have his own recommendation,
but not the recommendation of the permanent
head of the department. [The PreMIER : They
have not his own recommendation.] [Mr. J.
LEsuy: The whcle. thing is a job.] [Mr.
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JENKINS0N : They have the recommendation of
two men who knew him for two months—that is
all.] T think it is fairly clear that what the
Government ought to have done was to have
brought down a Bill amending the Public Service
Act, and proceeded in something like a proper
way. 1t seems to me that the privileges of this
House, snd the privileges of Parliament generally,
are being taken away gradually. We have had
the instance of the Supreme Court Act; we
have got what I consider is an instance in con-
nection with the Sugar Works Guarantee Act;
and we have this instence. The time is coming
when there will be no necessity for Parliament
at all if things go on the way they are doing;
and it is only right that this House should
protect its privileges. The Government ought
to know, before they proceed with a matter of
thissort, the proper way to go abous1t, and should
act in a constitutional and methodical way.
T think the constitution of this board deserves
as much criticism as we can give it. I will not
say anything about Mr., Saunders. T believs he
is a respectable and reliable man, holding a good
position in New South Wales, but whether he is
sufficiently experienced to go into any depart-
ment, other than the Lands Department, I very
much doubt. I happened to be in New Souti
‘Wales recently. and made some inquiries sbout
Mr. Troup. was told that he was an able
accountant, who had been called in by several
mercantile firms to rearrange their officas ; that
through the influence of directors or crstomers
these offices hod become flooded with men
who were incompetent, or were otherwise objected
to by their employers or superiors. Under such
circumstances it has been found a very con-
venient thing to send for such a man to put the
offices of these firms in order, but it must be
remembered that in these cases he has done it
tion of the employer, and has given

wishes and directions of the em-

effect to the
plover, acting asa sort of bufferbetween them and
their customers or other friends through whose
influence many of these appointments had been

made. 1t is not nnnatural, therefore, that the
Government of Queensland, being anxious to do
something of the same sort, should call Mr.
Troup in, and I do not know that he was at all
unfit for the work he undertonk. I submit that
this view is borne out by the facts, and that he
occupied a similar position in regard to the eivil
servants of Queensland as he has done in other
cases in which he has been emuvloyed. Unforta-
nately it was only to a limited portion of
the service to which the attention of this
board was turned —those residing in and
about Brishane. The Speech announces that
the board was appointed to inguire into the
public service. That is misleading, because
whatever it was appointed to do it never
inquired into the condition of the public service.
t confined its attention to Brisbane, with. the
one exception of calling Mr. Mitchell to Bris-
bane fromm Rockhampton to see if he was fit for
the promotion which it was proposed to give
him. We find, for instance, that it was only
the administrative portion of the Department of
Agriculture which the board went into, while
there are at least twenty men in that de-
partment into whose qualifications they did
not go at all. The same thing applies %o
the Education Department, and possibly to
other departments. It may be said that the
men who were left severely alone wer: experts,
and that the board was not competent to deal with
them, butasagainstthat Ipointoutthat Th. Ham’s
department was gone through. One s at a loss
therefore to understand where the business began
and where it left off. In regard to the third
member of the commission it is interesting to
know whoheis and todiscuss whether the appoint-
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ment was a wise one. Mr. Brennan is one of
the juniors of the service. Itissaid that in some
manner or other he is connected with the Trea-
surer. [The PrEMIER : Surely you do not believe
that ?] [The SECRETARY FOR PuBric Lanns : It
is absolutely untrue.] [Mr. J. Leany: His
father-in-law is one of the Treasurer’s chief sup-
porters.] [Mr. GraNT: 1t isnot true.] I accept
no responsibility for the statement. It comes
from the other side that he is a relation of the
Treasurer’s, and seeing that it comes from
there, I do not think I am called upon to
accept any responsibility in regard to the
statement. I was told to-day by a promi-
nent civil servant that 1f DJMr. DBrennan is
not a relative of the Treasurer’s, he is married to
a young lady who, if not an actual relation, is
an adopted daughter or ward, [Mr. Graxt:
There is no sort ¢f truthinis.] [The PREMIER :
It is a shame to circulate stasements like that
unless you are suve they are true.] [Hon, J. F.
G. Foxrox : The statement came from the other
side.] However, that is the statement which is
going about. There is something very strange
about the appeintment of this Mr. Brennan, and
something very strange about his action. He is
a junior officer, who by reason of his position as
an audit iwspector came into conflics with
many officsrs in the service. e Lnew a
good deal sbout these men, and it was only
natural that when he came to consider the
claims of varicss officers he would have more
regard for wmen he spproved of, and less
regard for those with whom he had come into
conflict, Qccupying the position which he did,
that might have been expected, and 1 have
information whick shows that men with whom
Mr. Brennan came into confliet have suffered by
the recommendations put before the Government,.
and men with whom he was on good termis have
received recommendations for increases, [The
SECRETARY ¥oR Punric Lanps: I am sure you
know very well you ought net to say such a
thing unless yon are prepared to prove it.] I
accept the responsibilit> for everything I say. I
have had information of these things, and if I
did not believe there was good ground for repeat-
ing what I have heard I would not repeat
it. It was an unwise thing fo appoint a
junior, who had come into conflict with many
officers of the service, to go through the
departments and make recommendations, and I
am afraid there is only oo good ground for the
statements whichhave been made. What particu-
lar qualifications had these three men for going
through the various offices and reporting upon
whai qualifications various officers possessed and
what amount of salary they were entitled to?
You can go through this list from beginning to
end, and you cannot find there are more than
two or thres departinents these men had any
special knowledge of. [Mr. J. Leany: They
had instruciions what to do.] That has been
suggested ; and referring to Mr. Troup, his
experience has been gained in offices where he
has held consultations with emplovers before
taking action. This gentleman associated with
very few people other than DMinisters, and
naturally these things must have been discussed.
We were told by the hon. member for Maranox
that there was a serious rumour that thesc men
could not agree upon a report, but that after
consultations with members of the Cuabinet the
report which we now have was presented. The
hon. gentleman asked if that was correct, but
the Premier did not deign to answer. I infer,
therefore, that the rumour is true, and that the
report of the commission was largely influenced
by consultations which the members had with
Ministers. [The PremMiER: I can give a denial
to that if you want one.] [Hon. J. F. G.
Foxron : Was there no consultation at all?}
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Do I understand the hon. gentleman to give it a
denial? [The PREMIER: You gave the state-
ment of the hon. member for Maranoa from which
you have drawn inferences. The statement is in
error, and your inferences are erroneous.] I
must s3y I am no wiser now than I was before.
[Hon. J. F. G. FoxToxn : No consultation at all?]
It is difficult to understand what experience
these gentlemen had to enable them to go
through the departments and come to the con-
clusions which they did, and I venture to say
that they were not competent for that work.
That brings me down to the Electoral Registrar’s
Office, of which I promised to speak. I must
say I cannot understand the meaning of the
recommendation in regard to it. It is a coinci-
dence that this independent board, two of whom
are absolute strangers, should come to the
conclusion that Mr. Francis was not a good
officer for the position he held. We kunow
that Mr. Francis has spent the best years
of his life in Queensland, and has done
excellent work in the West and North, and
that now he is in the very heyday of his
strength and ability ; but we know also that
shat gentleman came into conflict with the
Labowr party at Cuanamulla. It is a moss
extraordinary thing that this independent board
find it necassary to economise in Mr, Francis's
case. Was it a question of incompetency ?
There is nothing to show it. No reasons are
given in this case. Tt is a wise thing to abstain
from giving reasons when you bave not got very
good ones to give. If econowy was the object,
one would have expected that Mr. Francis wonld
hawve been left in his office at a reduced salary,
or reduced by £200 as Mr. Henderson was, thus
bringing him fo the salary recommended for the
new officer to be appointed. I could understand
the action taken if inefliciency was alleged,
but we are forced to look for some other
reason, and that reason we can only supply in
that the board in some inexplicable way knew
that Mr, Francis was not a popular person with
the party which controls the Government. I am
afraid there is only too much evidence that the
present Government have added to the system of
retrenchment a political exploitation of the
service for the purpose of raising political
capital. I do not know what competency there
was ingthe board to deal with the Department of
Works. I know, of course, that there were a
good many wen in the department who were
very badly paid, and I also know that it is pro-
bably the most economical department of its sort
in Australia. Iunderstand that an officer of the
Commonwealth Government was here the other
day, and informed them that it was the
best department of its kind 1 Awustralia.
One gentleman who has been retrenched in this
department is Mr. Murdoch, and I know him to
be a competent man ; and I venture to say that
he will be a very great loss to this
department. So well is he thought
of that he has been asked by the
Commonwealth Government to go down south
and assist in the formation of a similar depart-
ment in the Commonwealth service. On what
grounds was Mr. Murdoch retrenched? Surely
not on the ground of inefficiency. Now we come
to the Department of Justice, which I say none
of the gentlemen on the board were competent
o inquire into and report upon. It was a per-
fect farce these men attempting to examine into
shis department and reporting on its work-
ing. This department comprises many technical
branches, What competency had they to go into
the Supreme Court and say what otficers were
necessary, or what their remuneration should be ?
The Registrar of the Supreme Court is & highly
competent professional man, and practically all
the officers under him are in the same category,
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and yet we have this board recommending to the
Government that the registrar’s salary should be
reduced by £59, although we find that this depart-
ment is the most economically worked department
of its kind in the whole of Australasia. We
find that in South Australia the same officer
receives a larger salary than Mr., Smyth receives
here-—and in connection with this, I would like to
point out that his reduction in salary means his
reduction from a high class to a lower class in
the service. It puts him from his present posi-
tion into a very much lower position, so it is a
very severe reduction indeed ; and the reduction
is entirely unwarranted. Then we come to the
Taxing Officer. What competency had this board
to judge of the work done by this officer 7 No
one but those concerned in work of that kind can
realise the technical nature of the work he has
to perform. I say no other man of his sbilities
in Brisbane or in Queensland would undertake
the work of the Taxing Officer, even at a salary
half as much again as he is getting. And
yat this board recommends an arbitrary reduec-
tion in the registrar’s salary of £30, and in
the Taxing Officer’s salary of £30. I know
that the Attorney-Greneral has said that this £30
would be returned so him on the grounds that he
then stated. Then we come to the Insolvency,
Insanity, and Intestacy Department, and I ask
again what competency had this board to inquire
into this department? This is 'a department
which has been cut down from year to year, until
the salaries were brought down to bedrock ; hut
notwithstanding this, further reductions are
recommended, which will mean that the head of
this departiment will be brought back to the
same =alary he got twenty years ago for doing
the work of ons department, while he is now
doing the work of this important department,
with thres branches in it. You may gu
through she District Court, the Friendly
Societies Department, the Patent Office and
the Stamp Office—the work in all these
departments is very technical—and yet the
gentlemen comprising this board of inquiry were
appointed to inquire into them, while they had
no idea of the work to be done there. T know
that in the Stamp Office and in the Hriendly
Societies Office there are problems there which
involve the study of the men there for hours,
without putting a pen to paper, and then pro-
bably they do not know where they are. In the
Friendly Societies Office, Mr. Rendle has been
recommended a reduction of £30. Now, Mr.
Rendle was appointed many years ago by Sir
Samuel Griffith as a gentleman peculiarly fitted
for the position, for he combines the experience
of an actuary with a great deal of experience of
the Friendly Societies Act, and he has done a
great deal for the friendly societies. He was
appointed at £100 a year, and has only got one
rise of £30, and yet this special and competent
board recommended that he should be reduced
by £30. I think that if we lost Mr, Rendie’s
services, that would be a very great loss. [Mr.
MaxweLL : What if he died?] That inter-
jection reminds me of this: not only was Mr.
Rendle’s salary reduced, but his only competent
assistant — his chief clerk — who acted as his
deputy when he was away in other parts of
the State on public business, has been removed
50 another department, and a youngster at
£100 from the Agricultural Department has
been put in his place. I do not know
what experience a young man from the Agri-
cultural Department has for the work in
Mr. Rendle’s office, and his appointment does
not display much competency on the part of
this board. Now we come to the Registrar-
General’s appointment, and it seems to me that
somebody has gone out of his way to suggest
a man who was not in the public service in
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Brisbane at the time these investigations were
being made. We find that Mr. DMitchell was
transferred from Rockhampton, where certain
other people come from. He was sent for to see
what billet he was it for, and »o Mr. Mitchell has
been appointed to this position of TRegistrar-
General, also the Registrar of Joint Stock Com-
panies, Titles, Firms, and of the Stamp Office.
Now, what particular fitness has Mr. Mitchell
for the charge of the Stamp Office? He
has probably some experience as 2 deputy in the
Stamp Office in Rockhampton, and the same
remark may be applied to the Tities Office, but
practically he has had no experience with regard
to joint stock companies, and this is very technical
work. [The PrEMIER : He has the reputation of
being a most competent officer.] I have every
belief in Mr. Mitchell being a most competent
officer ; but Isaythathehasbeenpitchforked from
his position in Rockhampton for some purpose
into the position of the head of a very important
department, some branches of which he has had
no experience in. I cannot see the rhyme
or reason for this appointment, and I notice
that he has been given an increase of £110 per
annum. Now, I cannot understand on what
principle the reductions have been recommended
1 the salaries of the female typists. How were
their salaries adjusted ? There are some at £100,
some for £80, some for £70, some for £60, and
some for £50. [The PreMIER: They have been
graded.] The hon. gentleman says that they
have been graded ; but some of these ladies have
been many years in the service, and they are
doing good work. I cannot understand why the
lady typist in the Insolvency Department has
her salary reduced to £70, while the one in the
Supreme Court is left at £80, for I think that
if there is a great deal of correspondence
to get through it is in the Insolvency
Department. T do not understand the basis
of these things at all. [The PREMIER: No,
or you would not be speaking as youare.] 1
cannot understand how this beard did not
go into all the offices connected with the
various departments. The investigations were
very mysterious. They were a few minutes
here and there—about twenty minutes in the
Friendly Societies’ Office, a couple of minutes in
the Taxing Master’s Office, five or ten minutes
in the Registrar-General’s Office, a few minutes
in the Tiands Office, and so on. That was the
system of inquiry by this very competent
board, and yet they were able to decide
things better than Ministers. I understand
that this Indicrous incident occurred during
their inquiry. There are two officers in
the survey branch of the Tands Office, and when
this commission wes going ’ohlough A casual
remark was made as to the work one officer did,
and owing to this casual remark, the salary of
the man referred to was increased by £40, and
what happened to the other fellow who was on the
same mark, and doing equally good work? His
salary was reduced by £39 topay it. I know the
officer whose salary was reduced and be is a very
good officer. He is not in iy electorate, but I
can sayv that there is no more competent officer
in the service. I would like to call the attention
of the Premier to that, snd I am sure he will see
the inconsistency of it. {Hon. R. PuiLp: What
are their names?] Mr. Fggar’s salary was
increased, and the officer whose salary was
reduced is named Smith. [An honourable mem-
ber: Parliament has not voted these increases
yet.] I know that. [Hon. R. PrHILP: You willall
vote for them over there.]

The SPEAKER : Order!
Mr. MACARTNEY : Coming now to the

Treasury, I find that with two or three excep-
tions, there have been increases all through.
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[The PrEMIER : You are quite wrong ']
am not. I have the printed report circulated by
the Government Printer. The head of the
Treasury is put down for an increase of £100.
The next gentleman on that list is Mr. Bourne.
He has been wmany years chief clerk of the
department. He is subjected to a decrease of
£30. [Mr. JenkiNsox: The only one in the
head office!] Yes; and sscond in command.
His junior, Mr. Fowles, 1s mcreased by £50, and
is made senior, althouﬁh he occupies a junior
position to his chief uerk and then there
ave thirteen increases out of about twenty

No: I

positions. I cannot understand that. [The
PrEmirr: No; I'm sure you don’t ] [Hon. R.
PuiLp: Nor the Premier either!] Then we

come to the Inland Revenue Department, which
is a sub-department, and we fiud that four
supernumerary revenue officers are retrenched,
while a probationer is provided. I undersvand
that this department collects a revenne of
something like £14,000. The revenue oflicers
who are retrenched are men who get the infor-
mation upon which this revenue is collected,
and I venture to say thers is no reusonable
economy about that. It shows that these
reductions are purely of a temporary nature, and
that later on the expenditure will be as large as
ever, but in the meantime our friends on the
other side will get credit, at the expense of
the service, of a good deal of political economy.
We come down to another case in connection
with the Marine Department, showing the in-
competence of this particular board. We find
that they have dispensed with the services of the
foreman of the dock, and with the superinten-
dent of dredges and mechanical draftsman ; and
when one thinks of the work doune at the docks
and its responsibility, it is a question whether
there is any economy. Large ships are taken
into that dock, and thay require experienced
men to shore them and look after them while
they are there—at least a foreman or some
experienced shipwright is wanted. They have
dispensed with the services of that msn, and I
understand it will be very hard indeed to replace
him, and also that a simple accident in the dock
mlght lead to damage, variously estimated at
ifrom £5,000 to £40, 000, T cannot see thut there
is any economy about that, nor can I see any
economy in doing away with the SUp intendent
of dredges, when we know $hat the steam vessels
belonging to the departiment amsount in number
to something like thirty-seven. It is only an
apparent saving, and it is evident that the
expenditure will be as great as ever. We come
now to the Auditor-General’s Department,
where we find a vacancy. There is a chief
inspector put down, while on the ather side of
the list there is a very large retrenchmens. Llr.
Mills, who, I think we can all sav is a man at
the very hewhf of his profession as an accountant
and has a very ripe experience, is somesthing like
sixty years of age, and he is retrenched. Mr.
Dodds, the senior inspector, is retrenched; alszo
Mr. Cash and one or two others. Yet we find
that another billet is created, and the gquestion
arises : For whom is this particular billet
created? I am told on very good authorlty—lf
the Premier gives a specific denial T will take his
word—that this billet was created for M.
Brennan, and it was only by the head of the
department putting bis ‘foot down against the
appointment of a junior officer into the position
of chief inspector that Mr. Brennan’s nomina-
tion was withdrawn and the recommendation
which we now have before us—uof public ser-
vice inspector—was made, and one of the very
best men of the Tleasmy Departnient is
retrenched. We have in this office some cases
to which I have referred at an earlier stage
of my speech, where men who are friendly
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with Mr. Brennan received recommendations for
promotion, and men who were not friendly with
him received the reverse. It is clear that these
various figures of retrenchment are not reliable ;
but they have been made use of for ail they are
wortgh to show what the Government have done
towards reducing the cost of government by
£500,000—which was the vain boast of the
Treasurer. We have instances of men whose
salaries were included in the previous retrench-
ment put back into office again, and by
this board retrenched again; so that we have
the same figures twice over. And I anti-
cipate that these men will go back in some
capacity or other, and thus negative the
results of this reduction, which is only made
for political purposes. Then we have another
extraordinary Ab

position. least two or
three people I know are included in this
retrenchment who had either actually left

the service or had intimated their intention to
do so. Mr. Bourne, the Registrar of Titles, I
believe intended to leave the service ; he is put
down as one of the savings of the Government,
Mr. Bourne, whose pension will, of course, have
to be paid to him, should come off these figures
to make them anything like reliable. But we
have a more extraordinary case still. A lady has
been retrenched. I don’t know whether peopie
will believe it in the face of the report when I
say that she was married actually and had left
the service before this report was made. I
cannot understand why this unfortunate lady
should be told, after she had left the service
and done good work, that she had been
holding a sinecure for many years, unless
it was that she happened to be a relation
of the Home Secretary, and it was thought
necessary to show the country how inde-
pendent Ministers where when even persons
in that position had to disappear under their
retrenchment scheme. I do not wish to detain
the House at any great length, but I do not
think the programme or the administrative acts
of the Government will cast any very creditable
reflection upon them. Some of them are of amost
discreditable nature, and it would be worthier of
the Ministry if they would recall Jones, intimrate
their intentions with regard to the Special
Retrenchment Act, and also boldly state that
they do not intend to carry out the recom-
mendations of the so-called independent hoard.
In conuection with that I would like to say that
I think it is a discreditable thing that three
men should be appointed by a Ministry which
represent country districts to make a special
attack on the city of Brisbane. (Government
laughter.) [Honourable niembers: Brisbane is
Queensland—the hub of the universe; you
give the show away.] Brisbane is not Queens-
land. I have never thought it was; but we
have a Ministry not one of whom represents
a metropolitan district, with the exception
of the Secretary for Agriculture, and I ven-
ture to say that that DMinister is only
anxious to do what he believes to be right,
and that he lost sight of the effect of this
monstrous recommendation and monstrous
report. It is all very well for hon. gentlemen to
say that I think Brisbane is the hub of the
universe, but I say that the money which is
being spent in other parts of the State in the
public service exceeds by twice as much the
expenditure which is made in Brisbane, and not
one penny of that has been touched. Perhaps
it may be considered unwise on the eve of an
election to touch the country districts which
those hon. gentlemen represent. It seems to me
that some substantial reasons should be offered for
the selection of asmall portion of the public service
for inquiry and retrenchment in this particular
manner. [Opposition members : Hear, hear !]
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Mr. HARDACRE (Leichhardt) : Before ad-
dressing myself to the Governor’s Speech
desire, in common with every hon, member of this
House, to express my very greab regret at the
death of the Hon. W, H. Browne. As one of
the few remaining members of the party to
which he belonged who entered political life at
the same time as himself—in 1893—1 heard of
his death with feelings of very deep regret. I
desire to say that he himself was as true a
political comrade as any member could wish to
have. As a member of this party and as a
member of this House he was particularly
conscientious. e was absolutely loyal to prin-
ciple in every respect. As aleader of the Labour
party he was a very good man. Possessed of
little physical strength yet he did a giant’s work
as leader of this party in this Honse and as leader
of the Labour movement in the State ; and when
the history of the struggle for political and
industrial reform in (ueensland during the
last fifteen years is written, there will shine
out amongst the brightest names of that period,
the name of the Hon. W. H. Browne. And
although he is dead and in the grave he will live
in the memory of his fellow workers, who gave
him, while he lived, their greatest respect, and in
the minds of the people of Queensland generally,
from whom he merits the deepest respect in the
State, The quality which endeared him to
myself particularly was his sympathy with sick-
ness and with poverty. I did not know him
before he became a member of this House, but T
had heard of his ardent and untiring work in
connection with the hospitals at Croydon before
he entered this House. I have noticed his
unvarying sympathy with charitable institutions
in discussion on the Estimates in this Assembly,
and when he was Minister in control of the
charity department and of allowances for the old
age pension, he proved to be the most sympathetic
Minister that ever we had. The only lines
which more than anything appear to me to comt-
memorate his death most fittingly are the words
that have been uttered by a great poet upon the
death of Thomas Hood—

Another star 'neath Time’s horizon dropped,
To glean o’er unknown lands and seas;

Another heart that beat for freedom stopped,
What mournful words are these.

Let laurelled marhle weigh on other tombs,
Let anthems peal for other dead,

Rustling their bannered depth of Minster gloom,
With their exulting spread.

His epitaph shall mock the short lived stone,
No lichen shall its lines efface;

He needs these few and simple lines alone
To iark his resting place.

Here lies a man! Stranger, if to thee
His claim to memory be gbscure.

If thou wouldst learn how truly great was he,
Go ask it of the poor.

Whilst I am referring to his death I would also,
if hon. members will permit me, just briefly
refer to the death of another gentleman who at
one time was a member of this House. I am
referring now to the death of the Hon. C. B.
Dutton, one time Minister for Liands in Queens-
land. He was member for the electorate which

T now have the honour to represent,
[5.30 pan.] so that it is only fitting that I

should refer to his death. The late
Hon. C. B. Dutton was, I think it can be fuirly
stated, absolutely the greatest Minister for Lands
that Queensiand hasever possessed. Hewaslknown
as the author of the famous Land Act of 1884,
which, whatever modifications way have
since been found necessary, has been the basis
of all our subsequent Land Acts. More than
that, it isalso the basis of the land legisla-
tion of every other State of the Commonwealth.
To my mind there are two names which will live
in the history of land legislation in Australia.
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One is the name of Torrens, who gave to our [
sitle deeds the nawe of ** Torrens” titles; and |
the other, who, I think, will live equally as long, |
is the late C. B. Dutton.  Coming now to the
guestion of the Governor’s Speech, T am of the
same opinion as that expressed by the hon. mem-
ber for Barcoo, the leader of this party, that,
taking it on the whole, the programme of legi
lation embodied in the Governor’s Sp=ech is
probably the most satisfactory that has been
placed before the House for many years, On |
the whole, it is a fairly democratie and progres-
sive programme, containing a nmmber of good
advanced measures, both politically and indus-
triallv. I am particularly plea to see that
the Premier has kept the promize which he
made to this House and to the country
last session and during the recess, that he wonld
place in the forefront of the work of the session
an Blectoral Reform Bill. Hon. members on
the other side will tell us that they bhave pro-
mised us this in previous years, but the differ-
ence is that they promised i1t in their programme,
but that promise was never performed. They
have gone on the principle of the old couplet—

Promise, pausec. prepare, pesinone,
And end by tetting things alone,

The great mass of the people of Queensland will
never rest satisfied until they have upon the
statute-book & measure of electoral reform which
will give equality of voting power to all. The
prineiple of an electoral law should be to make
every citizen equal in the making of the laws,
just in the same way as they are sapposed to be
equal in the eye of the law. [Mr, J, LEany:
You propos: to make one vote worth five others.]
What I would like to ses is one man politically
worth exactly the same as every other man. I
know very well that the hon. gentleman is now
referring to the question of one vote one value,
and I will deal with that when I come to the
guestion of the reduction of members. I may
say that I am absolutely in favour of the pro-
posal that the vote of every person should
have the same political value, no more and
no less, but the whole question of giving thas
value is a question of machinery—of administra-
sion and detail. [Mr. J. Leasy: Not at all.]
Some miembers have said that the Franchise Bill
conferring on every citizen in Queensland an
equal electoral right is of no importance, and
that it will not put bread into the mouths of the
working classes. [Opposition members: Hear,
hear!] Well, it isa very strange thing, if it is
of so little importance, that the people are so
strongly determined with respeet to its intro-
duction. I am of opinion that, if the privileged
classes of QQueensland value the present unequal
franchise they possess, on the face of it it must
be of equal importance to those who have not got |
an equal franchise that they should possess the
same rights as those privileged classes. It is
because I believe that it will direct!y or indirectiy
put bread into the mouths of the people of this
State that I place so much importance upon the
equality of the franchise. Unlesswe have an equal
electoral law in Queensland we shall, as a logical
result, inevitably have unequal laws, We shall
have privileges for some classes of the com-
munity at the expense of other classes which
have not the same political power. History
tells us that the Reform Bill of 18382 did away
with a large number of the evils under which the
people of Great Britain were suffering at the
nands of the privileged classes. [Mr. P. J.
Lzany: Was that the only cause?] It was
nine-tenths of the cause; and when the cause
disappeared the evils disappeared also. To
show the tremendous importance of electoral
reform, Mr. Mackenzie, author of the ** History
of the Nineteenth Century,” says that the
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Reform Bill of 1832 was one of the most bene-
ficial measures that was ever passed into law in
Great Britain, and he gives a description of the
state of political parties at that time. and the
injustices which people laboursd under. He
says—

Before 1832 legislation occupied itself with the crea-
tion of special advantages for the henafit of favoured
classes at the expense of those who were less favoured.
After 1832 legislation occupled itssif with the overthrow
of all those iniquitous preferences.

The reformed Parliament entered promptly
vigour upon the wdoing of wron i
and seltishness of ages had heapes
Its very flist segsion is rich with the story of
evils.
nd what have been its fruits:
legislation before 1432
upon scne fal o

=nd with

o lsnd.
abohished

The
vas speeial p
s or inlerevt

liny idea of

having no volee in Pariiam
of thos2 who h

e of log o since 1832 has been
w10 tavourites,

Then he goes on to give a number of the bene-
ficial results which immediately followed the
passing of the Act. 1t abolished the West India
slave trade ; it shortened the hours of women snd
children in factories; it widened education in
national schools; it lessened pauperism and
poverty ; it abolished the iniquitous press gang
which tore the breadwinner from his family ; it
lessened taxation on corn; it abolished the
employment of women and children in mines.
[Mr. P. 3. Leany : That is ancient history.] It
is ancient histery, but it is a very modern
example. Whilst I admit that the people are
not so oppressed in Queensiand as they were in
Great Britain in 1832, there are stili many
wrongs to be found in Queensland to-day, and
they are the direct result of the system of class
government which we have had in the past, rest-
ing on a class electoral law, which the Premier, I
am glad to see, is determined to abolish. I
must congratulate the hon, gentleman upon his
determination to have this question settled at
last. The next item on the programme is the
referendum. T will say at once that I entirely
agree with the principle of the referendum, with
this qualification : that it should be resorted to
with regard to great questions which have been
discussed by and agitated for by the people, but
T do not think it is a proper principle to adopt
for the purpose of settling matters of detail. It
is absolutely impossible for the people to settle
details of which they are entirely ignorant.
[Mr. P. J. LEauy : Would you let the peopls
settle the salaries of members of Parliament?]
No. Now, the question of the number of mem-
bers of the Assembly is a matter of detail. It
is 2 matter of which the people know but little,
and it therefore appears to me to be a inatter
which should not be submitted to a referendum.
Tt is a matter for the members of this Chamber.
[Opposition members : Hear, hear!] What
do the people of Brishane know, for in-
stance, of the conditions and the difficulties
of representing a large electorate comprising
24,000 square miles, like the electorate which I
represent ? Absolutely nothing at all.  And, in
like manmner, the people in the country districts
have not got the information necessary to enable
them to come to a wise conclusion with reference
to the representation of the town. [Opposition
members : Hear, hear!] The electors have not
the knowledge to enable them to judge. [Mr.
J. Leany : Neither have they of anything else.]
Yes, they have in regard to great questions con-
cerning which there has been a public agitation.
If we are to submit a question like this to the
people, it should only be after a long course of
agitation and demand forit. [Mr. J. LESINA:
Where is the agitation ?] There is absolutely no
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general agitation in Queensland for a reduction
of members outside Brisbane, and Brisbane
knows nothing of the conditions of the repre-
sentation of counftry districts. Aad even if
the question was settled by the people, a number
of other gquestions would arise : Are the reductions
to take place in the country districts, or are they
to take place in the towns?  Again, what amouni
of reducticn should there be? [BZIr. MAXWELL:
They would settle that.] We might just as well
ask she people to scttle the detailsoi theincometax
by n referendum as to settle whethar this House
shall =onsist of seventy-two or fifty members,
[Mr. ForsytH : Your arguments are sh=olutely
sound.] There is one other aspect of the gques-
tion, and that is, even if we agree to the principle
of the referendum, it is unfuir to ask the pe ple
to decide upen a reduction in vne Chamber only,
If you are going to submib the question to the
people on the grounds of economy, you <houid at
the same time ask them %o decide the question of
she reduction of the numbers of the Legislative
Couneil, or its abolition. {Mr. Forsyru: That
is stuffed for life.] Anyway, T wn cersain thas
there has bean no demand for this legislation in
the country districis. I do not believe there has
besn much demand in the towns, except by the
conservative Press, whoese only desireis to attack
the representative Chamber, and who are follow-
ing the lead set in Vietoria and New South
‘Wales, which, even if it was correet there, is not
applicable to Quesnsland.  When the Bill comes
vefore us, thefirstthing I should dois to endeavour
to amend the order of leave so as to insert
the word °‘ Parliament ” instead of ‘‘Legislative
Assembly, ” in order that we may have discussed
the question of a reduction in the numbers of
the other Chamber. There are some matters in
the Governor’s Speech about which Lam at aloss
to know what they mesn. For sxample, there
is & proposal to amend the Land Act. At first
I thought that referred to legislation assenting
to some of the demands recently made by the
pastoralists who asked for certain modifications
of the Act of 1902, but since the Premier’s reply
to the pastoralists’ requests, which was, generally
speaking, in the negative, I am at a loss to know
what the Bill refers to. It seems to me that the
Premier rather too strongly and too definitely
said “No” to everything they asked. [Mr.
SToRY : Hear, hear!] To my mind, it is the
duty of every member of this House to say “ No”
when anything wrong is asked for, and to say
“Yes” when legitimate demands are made, I
must say that I think some of the requests conld
have been granted to some extent without any
disadvantage to the State. [The SECRETARY FOR
PueLic Lanps: I hope you will specify them.]
In the first place, fixing the rents for the first
period after coming under the new lease-—fixing
1t before they go on the land. The reply of the
Premier to that was that it was entirely outside
the scheme of things so far as our Land Court
was concerned. He said the Land Court was a
judicial body which settled the rents, and that to
grant the request would be to violate the
principle of fixing the rents. It does not appear
to me that it would be any violation of thas
principle to adopt the suggestion which has
been made. [Mr. W, Hamirton: And do away
with the court.] We might easily amend the
Act by fixing the rents for the first period
of ten yeurs, irrespective of the Xand Court.
It is not violating the principle of assess-
ment, because it is exactly what we do with
regard to all grazing farms and agricultural land.
We always prociaim the rent of grazing farms
and agricultural selections before the selector
takes them up. [The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC
Lanps: It was not so under the1884 Act. They
came in without knowing what their rent was.]
I quite admit that, but the Land Act of 1902
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was & relieving Act. In some respects I think
it was far too generous, and I fought it all T
inew ; but, at the same time, while that Act
was passing this Chamber, while I fought it in
some respects, in others I gave all the generous
help I could when reasonable requests were
made. Therefore, I do not know why members
should rail at me because I consider some
requests which are made now are reasonable. I
think the Govermmnent might very fairly fix
the rents for the fixst pusiod of ten years,
and it certainly would do no harm to the
Teeasary to do so. I think the ZLands
Denartment ought to be extremely thankful
if they get the rents, under existing conditions,
from the pasteral lessess. [The SECRETARY FOR
Prsric Lasns: Do you apply that statement to
the whole of the pastoral vents?] To the whole
of the pastoral lessees who are coming under the
Act of 1802 with the exception of the coast
lands. The deputation was not spruking for the
coastal lands bus for the Western districts, and
if the rent for the first period were fixed it would
give them some sort of urity. The next
request made was one which was conceded by the
Premier—the bon. gentleman consenting to a
maximum reassesanient of 50 per cent. for the
second period.  Another matter dealt with by
the deputation was the question of indicating
areas that would be vesumed at a later date.

recognise many of the disadvantages that
would accrue if that was done, and at
the same time I think even the pastoralists
themselves recognise that it would involve con-
siderable danger in many parts of Queensland.
[The SECRETARY FOR PrBLIc LaNDs : Uf course
they do. They are not sincere in making the
recuest.] But I think even in that matter some-
thing could be done. There are holdings in
Queensland in regard to which we could safely
specify areas to be resumed at a later dase
without the slightest danger of blocking settle-
ment, because in those cases the land would not
be taken up in any case within forty years. It
seems to me it is a matter for the Lands Depart-
ment to ascertain what runs could be safely
dealt with in that manner without any danger
of blocking settlement. [Mr. W. HaMIiToN:
Could you definitely say that a railway would
not go to a certain place within twenty years. ]
I think you conld safely say that a railway would
not reach Birdsville in twenty years. There are
some partsof the State,suchas the Burnett water-
shed, in regard to which we could not do any-
thing, because we know that the land will be
wanted for closer settlement. [Dr. GarDE: The
Tand Court has locked that up fortwenty years.]
Take, for instance, the case of the Dawson coal
measures. A few years ago nothing at all was
known of those deposits of coal, and if we had
speciiled the area to be resumed some years ago
we would to-day be in the difficulty of having
locked up that land which would support a very
large population ; but, at the same time, there
are other parts of Queensland where I maintain
something could be done. There is one very
important matter that the pastoralists request.
They desire that they should be relieved of the
legal obligation to pay rent for the full term of
forty vears, whether they occupy the land or
not. The request was that they should be
allowed to abandon it after twelve months’notice,
I think that was an unreasonable request. [Mnr.
J. Leauy : They said they would throw up their
improvements.] I think it iz unreasonable,
because in many cases there are no improvements
at all, and what I fear would happen if they
were allowed to give twelve months’ notice is
that they would take advantage of the particular
circumstances to throw up temporarily certain
blocks, holding other blocks, and escaping
rent for a number of years. [The SECRETARY
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vor PrBLic Laxps: This demand was for
large consolidated holdings.] But one man
can hold more than one heolding. A holder
of a consolidated block can hold other
blocks. {The SECRETARY ror Pusric LANDS:
This demand applies to consolidated blocks.] I
think it would be reasonable toallow the men thut
T refer to to forfeit their holdings after five years.
That would be « considerable relisf
of their legal obligations, which, in
sere cases, extend up to forty years :
it would give the Crown five years’ payrmient of
rent, and the five years’ interval would enable
the Crown to get other selectors to take up sheir
holdings. Amongst the measure: promised in
the Speech is one which the people in my district
are very much concerned about, that is the fore-
shadowing of a Bill 10 amend the Land Agri-
cultural Bank Act. This is a wmatber which I
have very long wished to see brought about, as
it is of the very first importance to country
districts, where, after the recent droughs, in
many cases stocks have been entirely swept away.
In some cases 75 per cent., in others 90 per cent.,
havefbeen swept away, and in other cases every-
thing in the way of stock has been swept away.
Now, the Agricultural Bank Act only permits
selectors to borrow for the purpose of erecting
improvements, but in many country districts the
selectors do not want to borrow for improve-
ments ; thev have ample improvements, bus they
have no stock, and if an amending Bill in the
direction of allowing them to borrow to replenish
their stock is introduced, it will meet with my
hearty approval. I am sorry fo see that this
particular promised Bill has been placed at the
bottom of the programme, and I sincerely hope
that this crder will not be adhered to. [The
SECRETARY FOR AGRICGLTURE : No.] Iam glad
to hear that, for I was afraid that Ministers were
not fully aware of the precarious condition of
many of our settlers, or of the great importance
of such an amending measure, and I hope that it
will be brought on at an early stage of this session,
in order to get it passed as soon as possible,
One other thing indicated in the Speectu is the
construction of light lines of railway to agricul-
tural districts, and whilst there are some places
in Queensland where a lighter system of rails
would be more sdvantageous than the heavier
system that is general in Queensland, after all I
do not think that there are more than four or
five places where such light lines could be built
with advantage ; but the policy in this direction
deserves soms consideration by way of experi-
ment. I do not know whether this policy will
include light lines to what maw be termed com-
bined agricultural and mining districts ; but I do
not see, if there are going to be light lines to
some agricultural districts, why there should nos
be light lines 2lso to ascertained rich minersl
fields, and I might venture to suggest a place
where it would be very advantageous to build
a light line of railway—along the Daw-
son River, where, T believe, there iz excel-
lent agricultural land in a very good rain-
fall belt, and at the same time there is an
enormously rich coal area, which, if developed,
will mean a great deal towards the prosperity of
that part of Queensland. It would give me great
pleasure if the Government could see their way,
under cover of this Bill, to do something for that
localiby. [Mr. MaxwreLL: Is it in your dis-
triet?] It is very close to my district, and my
district has as much right to demand such a
rallway—if it will pay—as other districts ; but I
certainly would not advocate a light line there,
unless there were great possibilities of it paying.
[Hon. R. PHILP: No one ever does.] ¥ am
not advocating that. [An honourable member :
Just a gentle hint.] VYes; because, so far as
reports go, I think this district is one of the
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best to build a line of light railway in; but
if the reports were unfavourable I would not
advocate it. I see also that in the Speech
mention is made of proceeding with caution
with regard to the repurchase of estates, and T
may say that I am in accord with that caution.
I have always been in accord with this policy ;
but I believe the fault made with regard to the
repurchase of estates a year or iwo ago was that
too high a price was paid for them, and the
result has been that the high price the selectors
were called upon to pay for some portions of
these estates ovly crippled them in their opera-
tions. I think that great caution is needed in
carrying oub this policy, and I am merein favour
of developing our own Crown lands. [Eonour-
able members : Hear, hear!] That seems to be
a much wissr way in which to proceed. We
have lots of gzood Crown lands, and if this course
were adopted a lot of the money that now goes
into the hands of financial institutions will go
into the hands of the workers of Queensland,
and it will help in developing our own resources.
However, the Government have made this new
departure in their programme; shey have
followed to some extent the system which existed
in New Zealand, and I think they might adopt
the New Zesland system a little more closely.
Some time ago in New Zealand there was a
system of throwing open Crowao lands in alternate
blocks, giving the selectors who were successful
in obtaining selections, the right to improve the
adjoining Crown block in order to enable them
to make a livelihood, and afterwards throw-
ing open the Crown lands in blocks as improved
selections. There has been some dissatisfaction
expressed with the wages able to be earned in
the Rockhumpton district and elsewhere—
wages paid for the work of clearing land, and I
think it would be a better method if instead of
employing the uvemployed to clear the Crown
lands at certain rates of wages, to throw these
lands open as selections and then give some
allowance in the way of loans, or assistance
towards rations, or an allowance of time, and let
the selectors clear their own selections. (Hear,
hear!) By that means the selectors would put
much more heart into their work, and there
would be less dissatisfaction. [Mr. JENKINSON :
What would you do with the unemployed 7] If
I had my way I would carry out that system to such
an extent that there would be very few unem-
ployed. There are lots of lands alongside railway
lines which could be improved and settled in this
way. 1 am rather disappointed in one par-
ticular. I thought, after we had bheard so
much last year and the year before about
irrigation, particularly from the Treasurer, that
we would have seen some announcement with
regard to irrigation policy in the Government’s
programme. I do not see why, just in the same
way as the Government is now entering con the
development of our Crown lands, they should
nov also spend some money for the purpose of
conserving aud utilising water in the way of
irvigution, It seemsto me a much to be desired
policy in increasing settlement on the land.
[Mr. J. LEAHY: Where will you get the money
from?] I do not think this State is so far
bankrupt that it cannot borrow money for a
purpose of that kind. I wish also to say some-
thing with rcgard to the policy of selling our
Crown lands, announced by the leader of the
Opposition at Townsville. [Mr.J. LEany: The
Government sold some of the best land in Queens-
land.] Iam entirely opposed to the policy of sell-
ing our Crown lands. It is objectionable on two
grounds : First of all it is an entirely wrong
financial principle to sell land and put into the
annual revenue of the State what is not revenue
at all, but what is really our capital. ¥rom a
financial point of view you might just as well
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sell our Treasury and call the proceeds revenue,
as to sell some of our estate and call thut revenue
also. Another objection is that it is entirely
opposed to the best interests of land settlement.
There is no assurance or safeguard whatever,
when we sell Crown lands without conditions, as
proposed by the leader of the Opposition, that
the Jand would be put to its best occupation.
[Mr. J. LEaBY : That is just what the (Govern-
ment are doing.] I am speaking not of what
the Government are doing, but of what
the leader of the Opposition would do if he
got the chance. We have found from experience
that it has been necessary to pass Land Acts
with various kinds of conditions—residenee,
improvements, and other conditions—in order to
secure that the land, when parted with, shall he
utilised and occupied. When we sell land with-
out any conditions whatover there is nothing at
all to assura us that it will be oceupied, and the
proposal to sell land without conditions, even of
taxation, is practically to abolish our Crown
Lands Acts. If we look at the result in other
parts of the world and in Australia of the policy
of selling land without conditions, we shall see
that instead of resulting in settlement it has led
enormously to the locking up of the best lands
for settlement {rom the people of the various
States. [Mr. Forsyra: Aggregation.] To
aggregation when you sell land in large areas,
and even if you sell it in small areas the
result is the =ame. If you look around
Brisbane, where you have comparatively small
areas, you will find that in suburban districts
land is not utilised, it is held idle for speculative
purposes. 1Hon, R. PHILP: Because no one
wants it.] Because nobody wants it at the price
the landowners are asking for it. DBut there is
another objection from a setslement point of
view—that is to ask people to pay the capital
price for land at the commencement of their
settlement. It really burdens them with worse
financial conditions than 1t weuld be to let them
have the land at a low rent. It makes dear land
instead of cheap land. I am in favour of cheap
land. [An hounourable member: Freehold is
better security than leasehold.] Freehold is
better security to the man who occupies it;
but it is not security to the State that he
will occupy and improve it. To my mind,
the question of land settlement is one of
the very greatest importance to Queensiand.
It not only affects the conditions of the unem-
ployed in Queensland, but it alsc determines the
degree of prosperity of all the rest of the com-
munity, even those who do not like to take up
selections ; because if we make the country
disiricts prosperous, then we shall also make
prosperous those parts of Queensland where the
people theiseives do not wish to go upon the
land.
ask how it 1s that the Government only yester-
day sold an area of 50,000 acres along the railway
line, and put the money into the Treasury as part
of this year’s revenue, instead of keeping that land
for settlement. That land, I am told, which is
magnificient land, so far as the soil is concerned,
is approximate to one of cur principal inland
townships, and alongside the railway. It was
thrown open in 5,000-acre blocks—the total area
being 50,000 acres—under such circumstances as
made it absolutely certain that it would be taken
up, not by small holders, but by the lessee of the
particular holding. [An honourable member :
At whose request was it put up?} I do not
know, but it was put up under conditions which
rendered it inevitable that it would be taken up
by the lessee himself. The price is not cash, but
itissignificant that it was one-tenth cash, and the
balance had to be paid in one month—one
month after it was thrown open on the 30th
May—and this would bring it to the 30th
1904~

In connection with this, I would like to.
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June. The conditions are made so that the
money will go into the revenue for this year, We
have had the annonncewment to-day that the whole
of the 30,000 acies has accnally been purchased
by the lessees, who are in New South Wales.
[Mr. J. Leany: VYes; and the railway ran
throughit.] I, for one, do not think that is a
good policy. [Mr. ForsyrH: That is the policy
of the Government.] I only go so far as to say
that although I am opposed to the sale of
Crown lands as a general principle—T have
opposed it always-—yet I will not go so
far as to say that under uo circamstances
whatever should land be sold. I believe
times may come in the history of a State
or in the life of a person when he has to
sacrifice his home even to get out of financial
difficulties. [Mr. J. LEanY: You are justifying
your own side.] 1 amw quite certain that I should
not sell land under any circuiustances if 1 were
Minister for Lands. [Mr. Forsyra: You are
not very certain about 1t.] I am not uncertain
about it, and never have been. When I was
Minister for Lands a paper came before me
asking for certain lands to be sold, and my
minute on that was ““No.” There chould be
some better means of raiging revenue than sacri-
ficing our estate. [Mr. J. LEaHY : You will all
have to swallowit.] I do not object to it to this
extent, if they gradually lessen the land sales
until ultimately they dispense with them alto-
gether, but if they are going to carry them on fo
the same extent as the late Government did,
then I cannot support it. [Mr, J. Leany: L
thought you would swallow it.] I am not swal-
lowing it ; T am protesting against it being done.
[Mr. J. LEaHY: You are smoothing it away.]
I am saying distinctly that the present policy
does not suit me; I am saying exactly what
I have always said before. 1 want now to refer
to what particularly concerns my district and
some other districts in Queenslund, and that is
the way in which the selectors at the present
time are baing harassed in respect to the payment
of their arrears of rent. The conditions of the
selectors in many parts of the Central distvicts,
and I believe in other parts of Queensland, is,
perhaps, as deplorable sy ever they were in the
history of tliis State. They have passed through
the biggest drought on record, which has swept
away In most cases nine-tenths of their stock,
and now if the administration of the Lands
Department is to be pursucd as it has been since
the drought—at any rate, the last twelve months
—it means that the selectors are going to be
driven from their holdings. [Mr. J. LEaHY : A
good season does not cornpensate for bad govern-
ment.] The good season is no advantage to
them. There is good grass in my districs, but
what is the good of luxuriant grass if there is
nothing to eat it. The men can scarcely live
to-day, apart altogether from being called on
to pay rent until they have had time to get stock.
1 have placed this matter before the Secretary
for Lands before this, and I think there should
be some recognition of their condi-

[7-30 p.m.] tion, and they ought to get exactly

the same consideration that the late

Government gave them during the time of
drought. [Opposition members: Hear, hear!]
[Mr. J. LEany : Instead of putting the bailiff
in!] Aremark was made by a member sitting on
this side of the House last session that I cordially

. agree with. He said that if any selection was

forfeited he would talke a back seat, and I say so
will I if any single selection is forfeited. [The.
SrcrETARY FOR Pusric Laxps: Why are you
crying out before they are forfeited?] I am
crying out because the department is going to
forfeit them. [The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC
Laxps: I have a list here of the selec--
tions forfeited, and there is not one of those-
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in your district forfeited, and not one cf [The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaNDS: What is
them will be forfeited wunless we cunnot his name?] His selection is No. 246. [The

possibly avoid it.] Then I will give some
cases. [The SEcRETARY ¥or Pubnic LAKNDS:
I have the whole of the cases here.] I shall
read two letters. There is one selector in my
district who loss all the steck he possessed during
the drought, with the exception of two head,
which he managed to save with a great deal of
effort. Since then he has lived almost on the
charity of his neighbours. He is one of the
most respected selectors in the district. Heis
an old man who has lived for many years in that
district, and for some ten years on this selection.
During the last week in March, for fear that he
would have his selection forfeited, he was com-
pelled to sell the two head of stock he saved
from the drought in order to pay his rent. [Mr.
ForsyTH : Shame!] And now he is without a
single penny that he can call his own. [The
SECRETARY FOR Punuic Lanps: What is his
name?] Isasc Swales. [The TREASTRER: Who
compelled him ?] A circular sent by the Lands
Department, and the refusal of the Secretary for
Public Lands last year to accept a motion which
was brought forward in this House to give
selectors some relief. [Opposition members :
Hear, hear!] T shall read an extract from a
circular sent out by the Lands Department to
the land officers throughout Queensland in
February, 1004—

Under separate cover is forwarded alist of selections
in your district showing the amount to be paid on
account thereof, on or before the 31st proximo.

The rent must not be accepted where selectors are
being called wpon to show cause against forfeiture,
notwithstanding that it appears in the rent list.

Instead of the prescribed penalty for late payment,
interest at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum has been
inserted in the rent list with respect to arrears of rent
apd survey fee. Such interest is to be accepted, pro-
vided the arrears are paid by 31st proximo; but in all
cases where arrears or the dues for the current year
are not paid by that date, the prescribed penalty is to
be charged. The prescribed penalty for late payment
of rent and survey fees, whether the selections are under
the Act of 1884 or the Act of 1897, is 5, 73, and 10 per
cent. for thirty, sixty, and ninety days respectively.

When you have occasion to refuse any rents tendered,
report the circumstances to this office, giving your
reasons for refusing.

Separate instructions with regard to interest and
penalty on selections under the Agricultural Lands
Purchase Acts are being issued to land’agents who have
to deal with those selections.

[The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC LANDS : What is the
date of that 7] [Hon. R. PHILP : This year. Don’t
blame the last Government.] In other words,
this circular states that, where selectors have
been called upon to show cause why their selec-
tions should not be forfeited, even the officials of
the Lands Department are not to be allowed to
accept the rent offered. [The SECRETARY FOR
PusLic LaNDS : Give me an instance where they
have refused to takeit.] Iwill. Besidesthat, the
department has sent out a circular stating that if
they do not pay up the arrears of rent by the
3lst March, and this year’s rent in addition,
they will be compelled to pay the interest penalty
of b per cent., 7% per cent., or 10 per cent. [The
SECRETARY FOR PuBric Lanps: Thatisthe law,
but I am going to use my discretion.] I willgive
the Minister a case where a man actually has had
his selection forfeited—

District Land Office,
Land Commissioner’s Office,
Rockhampton, 5th April, 1904.

I have the honour to inform you that agricultural
farm No. 246, Springsure district, will be forfeited, and
reopened for selection, since there are some unsatisfied
claims against the selector on the part of the Crown.
The Crown has a lien on the improvements, and you
are only entitled to the surplus, if any, after the claims
of the Crown have been satisfied. You are, therefore,
herewith eautioned not to remove any improvements
rom said holding.

SECRETARY ¥OR PuBLIc LAXNDS : Are you talking
of Rooney?] Yes. [The SECRETARY IOR PUBLIC
LanDs : Why, he has sold the place !] He had
not sold it at that time. He may have been
compelled to sell it since. [The SECRETARY ¥OR
Punric Lanps : I have the note here.] Isaw a
selector who, I know of my own knowledge, has
lived about twelve years on his selection. He
has carved a selection out of a dense forest.
Owing to misfortunes due to the drought, he has
been unable to pay his rent since 1902, or it may -
be 1901, He applied for an extension of time to
pay his arrears, which was granted to him. He
wrote down again about the end of March, ask-
ing for further time to pay his arrears, and he
received a reply that the number of his selection
was not on the rent list at all. When I came to
inquire why it was not on the rent list, I found
that it was taken off for purposes of forfeiture.
[The SECRETARY ¥OR PrBLIC LaxNDs: What is
his name?] I can give the hon. gentleman his
name. [Mr, JeNkinson : It is not fairto give his
pname.] The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic Lanps: Why
not?] Tt is Henry Iles, one of the most deserving
selectors in the district. [The SECRETARY FOR
Pusric Laxns : Why, Heury Iles asked for for-
feiture so that he might have a chance of recover-
ing the value of hisimprovements.] Because that
was absolutely the only thing left to him to do in
order to secure his improvements. I advised
selectors not to incur any more obligations with
regard to rent for fear they could not meet
them. TIshall now quote two cases where, if the
same kind of administration is carried out, the
selections will be forfeited. [The SECRETARY
ror PuBric Laxps: You have not shown a
genuine case of forfeiture yet.] I have. Do I
not know the condition of the selectors in my
own district? I know their circumstances
personally. When I was at Springsure they
explained the whole of the circumstances to me.
I have here two letters which have been sent to
the Minister, and nothing has been done with
regard to themu. Here is the case of a woman
who has recently been bereaved of her husband,
and she has been left in financial difficulties,
with a number of children to keep. She writes
to me—

Once more I am going to trouble you to do me a
kindness. You got my rent extended until the
31st March, but I am sorry to say I am in a worse state
now than I was at that time. You know I had a few
fat cattle for sale. I sold them, and of course I paid
all I owe except the rent, and if I had paid that my
poor little darlings would have had to have gone
without food. I got a telegram from Mr. Melville, land
agent of Barcaldine, saying that if I did not pay my
rent at once there will bea penalty. Do, please, do all
you can for me, as I am in very great trouble just now.
My struggle will only be for a couple of years. I have
thirty milking cows, and if I can only stick to them
they will breed™up in that time, and I will be set up
again, but if not, and I have to sell them, I will have
nothing, and my poor little dear ones will have to drift
away from me. Oh! my friend, just fancy your dear
little ones left fatherless, and no one but a mother to
struggle for them, and not know how to do so. You
know I am not afraid to work. I have a few friends
that would help me. but why should I take their few
pounds, and not know if I can repay it back, when I
know they can’t bave much after the terrible drought
they have gone through. No, it wouldn’t be fair to do
80, knowing they want it themselves. 8o, please do all
you can, and I hope there will come a day when I can
repay you back for all your kindness.

Here is the case of another selector, who wrote
in these terms to the Minister—

In reference to rent re my selection, 241 Clermont
district, I am quite unable to pay any rent at present.
I received word from the land agent, Clermont, that [
will be granted extension of time till the end of March,
provided I paid 4 per ceut. interest, but I am quite
unable to pay either rent or interest. Ihave beenabout
twenty years in the colony. It would be very hard
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after living here this last four and a-half years, through
all the drought, to be turned off this place now through
being nnable to pay my rent.

[The SEcrETARY ¥OR PuUBLIC Laxns: Who is
going to turn him off 7] The Minister is turning
them off. What is the use of holding over their
heads the fear of forfeiture if they are not going
to turn them off? Why not make it clear to them
that they will not be turned off? [Mr. FORSYTH :
And therelentless Government sit stolidly there. ]
I believe that this Government has as much
sympathy for selectors as any previous Govern-
ment had—

I have three parts of it fenced in, besides other
improvements. It is swrely much better to let me live
on the land, and give me a chance to pay my rent
when the seasons improve, than turn me off, after going
through all the hardships that mvself, wite, and family
have had to suffer. Most of the time we have had to
live on black bread. My wife and [ have often carried
home bottle-tree on our backs for over a nnle, and then
sat up till 1 and 2 o’clock in the morning cutting it up,
to try and save a few head of stock. I think it would

- be more satisfactory if the department were to send
around some capable person to see thepoverty minongst
some of us. There is so much poverty in the district
that there is really very little sale for any produce.

That selector has had to sell his stock in order to
pay his rent and avoid forfeiture. How does he
know that the Minister is not going to forfeit ?
He knows that he has been threatened tha, if
he does not pay his arrears his selection will
be forfeited, and he knows that if he does
not pay his rent within one, two, or three
months after 31st March, he will be charged
an interest penalty of 5, 73, or 10 per cent. As
a matter of fact, oune selector came into Emerald
for the purpose of paying his rent, under fear of
forfeiture. He told me that, when he paid the
money, he would not have a single penny left to
keep his wife and children, and he did not know
how he was going to avoid starving. [Mr. J.
Leagy: Didn’t you advise him not to pay 7]
That is exactly what I did. T advised him to
keep his money, and told him that, if the Crown
forfeited his selection, I certainly would have
something more tosay about it. [The SECRETARY
¥Or PUBLIC LANDS : Did the Crown forfeit?] I
say the Crown is doing it. [The SECRETARY FOR
Pusric LaNDs : The Crown is not doing it.] [The
PreEMIER : Did the Crown forfeit in this case 7]
I do not know what they did. [The SroRETARY
¥oR PUBLIo LANDS : Wenever forfeit if we can
possibly avoid it.] I have given a case where
they have forfeited, [The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC
Lanps : 1 challenge you to bring up a bond fide
instance of forfeiture where any other course
was open. I have the list here of all the
forfeitures that have taken place.] What does
the Minister mean in regard to this selector?
Then what does the Minister mean by the
circular he issued ? [The SEcRETARY FOR PUBLIC
Laxps : Never mind the circular. Give me one
case.] The circular says—*‘T have the honour to
inform you that the agricultural farm -—— will be
forfeited.” The Minister says that in the case I
refer to the farm was sold by order of the trustee,
but it was not sold when the Minister sent that
notice. [Mr. J. LEauy: It frightened him to
death.] I have given the Minister any amount
of time before I brought this matter forward,
and so far he has taken no action whatever.
[Mr. J. LEaHY: Not a bit of sympathy.] [Mr.
MvuroaHy: The Government had better make
the member for Leichhardt assistant Minister for
Lands.] I have written, as requested. a letter in
the interests of my constituents. [The SECRE-
TARY FOR PuBLIc LaxDS: You sent me a
letter of ten sheets, and T sent you a reply.

said I was going to make no forfeitures
in the district, and you could tell them so.]
The hon. gentleman said I could tell the selectors
he would give them every reasonable opportunity

[31 Mav.]
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of paying. [The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
But that there was no intention of forfeiting.]
That is wot in the telegram. [The SECRETARY
FoR PuBLic Lanps: Oh yes, it is.] [Mr. J.
LraHY : It is not a matter to be laughed at any
way.] No, it is not., [The SECRETARY FOR
PuBric Laxps: It is not a matter to make
capital out of.] Tt is not a laughing matter for
the selectors in my district. It is a matter of
life or death to them. In any case it isno policy
to hang over them the fear of forfeiture. How
do they know that the Minister is not going to
forfeit? [The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic LANDS:
He says so.] They do not know what the
Minister is going to do, but if he is not
going to forfeit he should announce it publicly
and amend the Land Act to give them
breathing-time in which to get over their
difficulties. All I want is that the selectors
should be freed from the fear of forfeiture
at the present time, and I will say this, that the
Minister will hear something about it the first
selection that is forfeited. To forfeit a selection
in the case of some of these men would be worse
than an Irish landlord evicting his tenants.
There is one other matter I am by no means
satisfied with, and that is the retrenchment that
is being pursued by the present Government—a
policy of dismissing men whoiesale, and reducing
their wages. [Mr. Maxwers: What about
these poor selectors who have not the money to
pay these men?] Well, a democratic Govern-
ment that is so bankrupt in statesmanship as to
find no other way of improving the finances
of the State than by dismissing men from the
service, is in a poor state indeed. I always
associated a retrenchment policy with the fine
old crusted toryism of Irvine and Bent, of
Vietoria, and not with such a progressive
Goovernment as I believe we have now. It is
a policy I have no sympathy with. I never
supported it when practiced by the late
Government, and I do not support it now.
[Mr., MaxwgrLL : Why do you not cross over?]
If the hon. member for Burke wants to compare
my loyalty to the Labour party with his, all I
can say is that I have shown my loyalty by
twelve years’ work for the cause of Labour.
[Mr. MaxwgLL? You did, and got well paid for
it.] And I have done a lot of self-sacrificing
work for it, [Mr. MaxwEeLL: You sacrificed
yourself to the extent of taking a good billet.]
[An honourable member : How these Christians
do love one another.] If ever I got into that
position it was through my self-sacrificing labours
long before I got into power. [Mr. MAXWELL:
You ask the Labour party down here about that.]
1 have not much approval to bestow upon the
civil service board of inquiry, but this much can
be said for it : that it was an endeavour to get an
impartial report on which to make retrenchments,
but at the same time I do not think the resuls
has been very successful, or that the appointment
of an ephemeral commission of that kind could be
guccessful, They certainly did not know much
about the condition of the State. [The Pre-
MIER: What does the hon. member mean by
successful?] I mean not satisfactory. I mean
that they recommended the cutting down of
wages in some cases, which I do not think is a
fair thing to do ; and in other cases they recom-
mended the dismissal of men who, I believe, were
doing very good work for the departments.
In one particular case that I know of dismissal
has meant absolute ruin; an old and faithful
servant of forty years’ standing, who has been
doing good work, and who has been unfortunate
in his investments, has been dismissed with six
weeks’ notice; and it is absolute ruin to
himself and family. [The PrEMIER: Suppose
his services were mnot required.] As far
as 1 know his services were required, and
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he had done extremely good work.,  Mr. For-
sYTH : What do the Government care?] At
any rate, I do not think that the board knew
whether his services wsre required or not. Two
of them knew nothing about the condition of the
State, and they simply scampered through the
departments. In some departments they did not
speak to officers for move than two minutes ; and
if I say one thing about one of them it is that he
was to be seen verv much more frequently about
the Treasury Buildings than at his work. [An
honourable member: Not about the Treasury
Hotel.] [The PREMIER : No men worked harder
then those three men.] [Mr. J. Lusy: What
is the good of that if they blundered the whole
time? You could not have made a bigger mess
of it yourself.] On the face of it those men
could not have done satisfactory work. They
knew they had to cut down somewhere,
and of course they cut down; but if there
had been any real desire to regrade fairly,
it should have applied to the outside dis-
tricts as well as to Brisbane, and if they had
gone there they would have found that the civil
servants are miserably underpaid. I say the
Queensland civil service is the worst paid service
in the whole of Awustralia, although, no doubt,
there are some exceptions, as there are amongst
every bodyof men. lInregardtotheretrenchment
recommended by the board, they do not include
merely the higher-paid civil servants. In some
cases they went as low as the typewriting girls
receiving £62 a year, and in one instance they
recommended a reduction of £2. [Myr.J. LEany:
The Treasurer isa heaven-born financier.] [have
here a whole list of the civil servants receiving
under £200 who have been reduced, and 1 am
informed on very good authority that there is in
the hands of some Minister a list of women, some
of them widows, who are engaged in cleaning out
the public offices, and that listis to be considered
for the purpose of dismissal. I think it is shock-
ing for any Ministry supported by a Labour
party to cut down wages, and especially the
wages of women, for the purpose of saving a
couple of pounds. [Opposition members: Hear,
hear!] [The TreastrRER: Where did you get
vour information ?] That is the information I
have got on good authority. [The SECRETARY
vorR PrUBLIc Laxps: It is the gossip of the
street.] No, it is not the gossip of the street.
It is given to me on excellent authority. I
cannot give the name of my informant because
it might lead to trouble. [The TREASURER :
‘Whoever gave you the information, it is utterly
untrue.| It refers to the Railway Department.
[The TREASUKRER : In no department.] I do not
think the hon. gentleman knows anything about
the Railway Department. [The PreMIER : It is
not true in regard to the Railway Departwments.]
I may tell the Minister that it came from a person
who told a friend in whom I have absolute confi-
dence that he had seen the list himself. [Mr.
NorMaN: Is it not usnal to accept a member’s
denial?] [Mr. J. LEauy: If you do not know
him it is.] I accept the denial, but my infor-
mation enmes from good authoerity, and I feel
myself entirely warranted in wmaking the state-
ment. I am extremely glad to hear it is not true,
but if the Treasurer wishes to know, I will say
that during the last six months there have been
men on the Central line who have been com-
pelled to pull their homes down and take them
up to their lengths for reasons of public economy.
[Mr. J. LEany: Where is this?] It does not
matter, but taking it altogether
the retrenchment policy is one of
which T do not approve. 1 look
upon myself as a man who has a right to speak
his mind here, and if I was dissatisfied when on
the other side of the House, am I now to sink my
principles and be inconsistent on this side ? [Mr.
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MurcaHY : Go over to the other side.] T will
go over to the other side when I think Iam
justified in deing so. [Opposition members :
Hear, hear ! Where you know you will be safe.]

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

Mr. HARDACRE : T can tell hon. members
that if the policy of this Government does not
satisfy me, it will not take me long to go over to
the other side. [Opposition members: Hear,
hear!'] The only good recommendation this
cominission made may be summed up by quoting
the two paragraphsin their report. The firstis—

After earnest consideration, we have formed the
opinion that the public service is not overmanned to
any serious extent and that the standard of remuner-
ation is not excessive
and, second—

The board urges the Government, in view of the
recommendations being adopted, to consider the pro-
priety of making some provision in the nature of a
retiring allowance for some of thesc officers in con-
sideration of their lovg service.

I think that in cases like one I mentioned, where
an officer had been over forty years in the service
was retrenched with a fortnight’s notice, some
retiring allowance should be given. [The TRrEa-
SURER : Who will have to pay?] Our Labour
platform gives two methods of raising revenue
without people paying anything. The first is
an absentee tax, and the other a tax on land
values, [An honourable member: Don’t the
owners of land psy that now?] No. Many of
the owners of land are letting it lie idle. [The
PREMIER : Where is the applause from the other
side now ?] (Laughter.) That only shows that
T am not catering to the other side. [Opposition
members : Hear, hear!] And, further, I think
the Government might pursue a better policy—a
bold and vigorous policy of land settlement—
try and settle people on the land. [The
TREASURER: And not ask any rents of those
who are in debt.] If T had my way I would
permit a man to take up land without any pay-
ment of rent in order to tide over his initial
difficulties and get some return from his
land. [The SECRETARY rOR PUBLIC LaNDs:
You would have to make up the revenue from
some other source.] They would pay in an
indirect way. [An honourable member: I
thought you wanted’a land tax 7] Certainly ; but
a land tax is not a tax on selectors; it is a tax
on land values. Land is taxed according to its
value, and where the value of the land is very
little the selectors do not pay much. A tax on
land according to its value falls chiefly on those
in the centres of population, and especially on
landowners in the metropolitan district, who
very often let their land remain idle; and
instead of it being a tax on the poor selectors,
it would lessen the price of land and be
the means of throwing it open for settlement.
I say there are better methods of rectify-
ing the finances of the State—by a vigorous
policy of land settlement, by assistance to
farmers in the way of seed wheat, means for
restocking, and by giving them rations, and so
forth—which would avoid this drastic system of
retrenchment that we are going in for now. I
would not mind if this was to be the end of it;
but T am afraid that it is not going to be the end
of it, I say it is a policy of cruel and unnecessary
retrenchment in many cases. I can understand
economy in times of depression, and also in times
of prosperity, but to have this kind of economy
for the pure purpose of rectifying the finances
of the State appears to me to be a wrong policy—
a policy which will increase the unemployed and
generally be of disadvantage to she State.
These are my honest opinions, and I can
assure the Premier and hon. members of this
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House that it has cansed me many hours of
mental worry before I came to the decision
that T would express these views in this
Chamber. In conclusion, I may say that I have
expressed my opinion—my honest opinion—with
regard to snme matters of administration that I
am dissatisfied with—for instance, with regard to
the retrenchment policy and the way the selec-
tors have been treated ; but I again say that the
general programme of legislation as foreshadowed
isone of the most progressive I have ever seen, and
if that policy is carried out by the Government

- they will have my hearty support. [Honourable
members : Hear, hear!]

Mr. SUMMERVILLE (Stanley): I have a
few observations to make regarding the policy of
the (Government, as disclosed in the Speech of
His Excellency, and perhaps no better time
can be taken by me than to follow the hon.
member for Leichhardt, who has spoken from
this side, and, like him, I will launch a few
criticisms at the Government. This is the
time for criticism, and I think, after listening
to the speech of the member for Leichhardt
ancd other speeches, that the junior member
for Maryborough should withdraw a certain
statement he made. T believe he stated that
members on this side were tied up, or had
not the temerity to express their homest con-
victions on the policy of the Government.
Well, at least the hon. member for Leichhards
has expressed his honest convictions, and there
is no earthly reason why he should not have
expressed his convictions so solemnly. [Mr.
Noryay : He had very scanty evidence.] Well,
if he had, I will try and supply that defi-
ciency on a few little points. Of course, on
land matters I bow to the hon. member for
Leichhards, as he has made a study of that
guestion, and he represents a constituency where
a large amount of land is held on lease and other-
wise, 50 he should be au fait with that question,
and I take it that I can safely leave it in his
hands. [An honourable member: Do you favour a
land tax ?] No, Tdonot, because I donot think it
iy possible, and if it were possible I do not think
it would be judicious. An observation has been
made that we on this side were sitting on a barrel
of gunpowder, and if hon. gentlemen on the other
side would supply the match the business would
be done. (Laughter.) That appears to be the
situation, but I do not think that the Govern-
mment is in any greater danger because lon,
members express their honest opinions. I think
there is less danger in that than to have
a hidden smouldering fire. It is a safety-
valve, and I am glad that certain members of
the Labour partv have expressed their honest
convictions. I for some time past have been
identified with their policy ; I have supported 1t
in more ways than one, and I am only sorry that
in some respects this policy, which 1s really the
policy of a Labour Government, is not quite
consistent with what they have preached for
years, and so far as it is not consistent to that
extent will I attack it. Probably I would have
passed over the appointment of a new jurdge had
1t not been referred to by the hon. mem-
ber for Toowong. I certainly deprecate the
action of the Government in arrogating to
themselves a power which they may or
may not use without the sanction of the
people. [Opposition members: Hear, hear!]
I say that the appointment of such a high
official as a judge should not be in the power of
the Government to dangle before either friends
or opponents. 1t is a degradation of the position
itself, and it is a power that mno previous Go-
vernment has ever arrogated to themselves.
I cannot coneceive of a man like Sir Samuel
Griffith, when he led the Government in this
House asking for such a power, knowing as he
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must the traditions which surround the Supreme
Court bench. I have had occasion to mention
this before, and I believe that these positions
should be held as sacred as possible. I do
not say this in any disrespectful way to the
Attorney-General ; put I have read in the
papers—and it is almost sickening to read it,
week by week and month after month—as it
represents that hon. gentleman in the contem-
plation mood struggling with the question
as to whether there should be another judge
appointed. I say either there should be another
judge appointed or there should not, and let
the matter be decided at once; but this matter
cannot be decided on the congestion or not of
work in the Supreme Court for the time being.
[Mr. NormaN: They have plenty of time to do
the work.] T am prepared to believe that. Let
us know definitely what the number of judges is
to be. Now, the Government have been singu-
larly unfortunate in their appointments—in their
appointments to the Upper Chamber and in the
appointment of this unknown—or, rather, too
well-known—man Jones, and unfortunate in the
appointment of this commission of inguiry into
the civil service. [Mr. NordaX : And, perhaps, in
their appointment of an Aftorney-General.]
If some hon. members were as strong in debate
as they are in nasty insinuations, we would have
a splendid sample of representatives here.
(Hear, hear!) It appears to me that
some hon. members always carry pistols with
them, with which they wish to shoot their
next-door neighbour if need be. (Laughter.)
They always remewmber something that bas
passed ; the antecedents of their best triends
they best remember. What earthly reason is
there for the hon. member to make an ohserva-
tion like that? What has the appointment of
menibers to the Council Chamber got to do with
the appointment of the Attorney-General? I
suppose they were appointed by the Premier,
aud I am not prepared to say that each appoint-
ment to the Upper Chamber is not an excellent
one. When 1 say that the Government have
been singularly unfortunate with regard to
the appointments to the Upper House, T am
not saving anything against the appointees.
The Labour party, and I in common with the
Labour party, have discussed this question for
vears past. 1 believe it has been constantly
asserted by this party for fifteen years that the
only qualification for a seat in that House was
special dulness, tempered with a kind of conser-
vatism, and now they have made a record of the
appointments to the House which over and over
aguin have been declared on the public platform
to be both useless and dangerous. (Hear, hear!)
If it was very dangerous to democracy to have
a House that you admist is a House of privileges.
then it is dangerous to have appointed your best
democrats to a seat there. I do not say 1t 1s
highly useless and dangerous, I ounly say that this
is the policy that ought to have the support of the
Lahour party, who for years preachel it. On
this unfortunate appointiment of Mr. Jones I
have very little to say. I was told to-day
by a leading business man in Brisbane that
Mr. Jones is really, after all, a linen-draper.
[An honourable member : That is no reflection. }
I did not say it was a reflection. I was trying
to make a point of my own, but you spoilt iv by
supposing that this is a reflection. In fact,
it seems to me a strong point in his case.
He is the second most remarkable draper T
ever heard of—the other one was John ilpin.
[Mr. MoMaster: I was told he wasa tailor.]
It makes no difference what he is—I simply
mentioned the fact; and the only observation L
wish to make on the gentleman is this: Either
he is well known to the Government or he
isn’t known to the Government. If he was
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known to the Government, his character must
have been known; and it appears that his
character, which has been thrown across the
floor of the House, is not a good one. [Mr,
ForsyTH : He is well known now to the Govern-
ment.] Well, I believe it was the best that
could be said in favour of the Government
—that they did not know him better, but I
cannot believe that so shrewd a business man as
the Hon. Minister for Agriculture would make
such an appointment without knowing the
appointee better. It may be that the man was
recommended to him by other Ministers, and that
he took their recommendation ; but I do not think
he would have made it in his own business, and
I certainly think he would have been more careful
in making an appointment when he was making
it to a place of trust and a representative of this
State in a foreign land. Itisanunfortunate affair,
and certainly unfortunate for the Government.
‘With regard to the commission of inquiry, I feel
quite as strongly as the hon. member for Leich-
hardt. I do not believe that any three men in
Queensland, or outside of it, were capable of
doing what those three men undertook. [Opposi-
tion members : Hear, hear!] Whatdidtheyunder-
take to do? To walk casually through several
hundred employees, and say to one gentleman,
you are getting £350 a year too much, and to
another, you are getting £50 too little, and in
a casual way to discriminate on the merits of
each one, all of whom were absolute strangers
tothem. I say it is an utter impossibility for
any three men to have accomplished the task set
them. Now I draw a distinction, and I think
this is where the Government have blundered, if
they will excuse me for saying so. If you want
to establish a system, you may do it with outside
men of ability; if you want to reform a system
already established, it can only be done from
inside. That, I think, is patent. I can under-
stand the Esher Committee at home establishing
a pnew system for the army and navy; but I
could not understand the Esher Committee
going through the different departments and
reducing the salary of any junior and
senior clerk. Some of the alterations that
have been made in salaries have been found
by the heads of the departments to be incor-
rect. Some appointments they have made are
absolutely impossible, and I will refer to them a
little later on. Some of the observations which
they made when they were going through the
departments were absolutely absurd, and I have
them from men to whom the observations were
made. Some of the largest departments they
took fifteen minutes to go through, and yet they
came away and drew-up a report which, in some
instances, threw men who had given valuable
services to the country for twenty years absolutely
out of employment. Let us remember one man
who has given good service, who has risen from
the day he entered it, without a stop almost.
He has an unblemished record. He is looked
upon_as an able servant, and only in Janu-
ary last was raised by this Government to
the top of the tree because of bis services.
He has now been declared to be worthless to the
civil service—in fact, his office is not required.
But what have the Government done? They
have declared his office vacant, and they have
appointed a man who, whatever his qualifica-
tions may be, can only have about one qualifica-
tion if he wishes to excel in that particular
office, and they have made him Registrar-
General and Registrar of Titles, and Regis-
trar of Joint Stock Companies. I ask anyone
who has had any practice in the Real Property
Office what does the average man know about
the hundreds of questions which will arise in the
Real Property Office touching titles ? It will take
2 man years to become competent in that office,
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or even to fill a secondary office there. [The
ATTORNEY-GENERAL: To whom are you refer-
ring ?] Mr. Mitchell. I am reading from the
report of the commission of inquiry. [The
ATTORREY-GENERAL : He is the Deputy Regis-
trar.] That would not entitle him to fill the
office which has been vacated by Mr. Bourne.
Yeurs of experience have rendered Mr. Bourne a
most efficient officer. [The ATTORNEY-GENERAL :
Mr. Mitchell held different offices.] I will show
the different offces he has got to fill, and I say it
is absolutely impossible for him to fill all those
offices. Unless he has been Registrar of Titles

for a considerable time he must be deficient in -
the qualifications required for that position,
[The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: He has been!]
Well, for a considerable time he cannot take the
place of the man who has departed from that
office. It must be remembered that when Mr.
Bourne leaves he will receive s salary within £2
a week of what he is now getting. The Govern-
ment are losing the services of this man, whoe
has saved the country thousands of pounds by
reason of his being able to give a decision on
the spur of the moment, because he is an
efficient officer. This man has been found to
be one of the most efficient officers in the whele
service, and for the sake of £2 a week his
services have been lost to the State. If Mr.
Mitchell is going to fill all these offices he is a
most extraordinary man. As Registrar of
Joint Stock Companies he will often have
to give decisions regarding the status of
foreign companies in this State, and is he
capable of doing all these things? If he is
capable, how is it that he has been buried so
long? How is it that he has not been heard of
before? [The ATrORNEY-GENERAL: He has
been heard of, and he has been recognised now. |
He must have been recognised by the Govern-
ment, because the Government have acceded to
the recommendations of this eommission of in-
quiry. {The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: My. Mitchell
needs no words of mine to recommend him ; his
merit is conspicnous.] I am not asking for any
such words ; I am prepared to believe 1. [The
PreEMIER: 1t is only a question of competency. ]
It is a question of competency on the part of
any ordinary man to fill all those offices—not the
competency of this particalar man only, but the
competency of almost any man, except a man of
long standing and experience, to fill these three
offices. [The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: He does all
that work in Rockhampton now.] As a matter
of fact I do not suppose that any questions such
as will come before him here to be settled would
come before him at Rockhampton, without refer-
ence to Brisbane. The chances are that very few
intricate questions would come before himthere. I
have little more to say on this particular matter,
but I think it is a part of the policy of the
Governient on which every hon. member on this
side ought to have something to say. I do not
believe, as the hon. member for Leichhardt said,
in this class of retrenchment. I do not believe
the Government can save the country by tinker-
ing with the salaries of men who are not now
getting too much., I believe the board of inquiry
has found that the service is not overmanned and
that it is not overpaid, but that it was necessary
to make some alterations. The men whose
salaries have been raised say that it is one of the
best things that has taken place, while those who
have been reduced say the reverse. I heard an
observation made the other night by way of
interjection to the effect that the civil servants
were satisfied. We know that the civil servants
are not satistied. How could civil servants be
satisfied? If any person was appointed to an
office in a firm of reasonable standing, and he
worked well for that firm, and received promo-
tion from time to time, he would not expect,
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after he had served twenty years, to be dismissed
at a month’s notice without any reason. I can
give you an instance of a firm in Queensland,
and I suppose it is only one of many, who
during the drought were losing hundreds of
pounds, but they refused to sack even a junior
clerk, They had served them well in the past;
they knew things would right themselves in
time, and there was mno panic legislation or
administration in that firm. How much rather
should that be in the case of a State like
Queensland, when at every after-dinner speech
every hon, member will tell you that the future
of the country is secure. [The TREASURER:
Is it right to retrench or not?] It might be
right if you have any means of discovering the
position, but it is not right to walk indis-
criminately in a crowd and say you are getting
too much or you are getting too little, when you
know perfectly well there is no standard by
which you can judge the merits of the men.
That is what I find fault with, because
justice is utterly impossible, except by the
merest accident, and I do not think accident has
contributed much justice in this particular case.
[Mr. J. LEARY : What about Dr. Maxwell?] I
do not intend to say much about Dr. Maxwell,
I do not know his qualifications. I believe inthe
capacity in which he was first employed he was
an expert ; but there you are again ; you suppose
that because a man has administered one office
he is capable of administering every other office.
It is simply the case of Mr. Mitchell over again.
Because Dr. Maxwell is capable of doing the
work allotted to him by the late Government,
you cannot say that he is therefore capable of
fulfilling all the offices to which he might be
appointed. He might be. It is only the in-
terjection which brought his name forward.
I am not prepared to condemn the action
of the Government in this respect. They may
have made an excellent appointment. I was
glad to hear from an hon. member repre-
senting a Western constituency something
touching the rabbit question. We are not
troubled with rabbits in my con-

[8°30 p.m.] stitvency, but we have sufficient

interest in the welfare of the State

to at least take this matter into consideration.
I have heard so much in a casual way concerning
the rabbits that I am satisfied of two things
mentioned by the hon. member referred to. The
first is that you cannot fence the rabbits out.
The second is that they are going to be a
national question. It is a matter of killing
them where you have got them. Whether the
money expended in rabbit fences has been
thrown away or not 1 am not prepared to say ;
but if they can be fenced in in groups that should
be done, and they should be killed in the way
inwhich the hon. member for Balonne mentioned,
and the sconer the Government take the matter in
hand the easier it will be for them to accomplish a
task which seems to bs getting greater every day.
[The PREMIER: Governinents have been working
at the matter for eighteen years.] In a pre-
carious way. [The PREMIER: No; they have
spent £1,250,000 upon it.] And all that money
will be thrown away unless the work is gone on
with now. There is one great matter that is not
referred to in the Speech, but which every hon.
member and every counstituency is interested in—
that is the cotbon question, I am sorry that not
even a casual reference is made to it in the
Speech.  Experts have told us that the zone in
which this great produet is grown is from
thirty-five to forty degrees on either side of the
equator. As the whole of this continent lies
within those latitudes, we are absolutely within
the zone in which cotton can be grown. For
the past fifteen or twenty years we have had
experts coming here, and they have asserted that
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we have acreage sufficient to grow all the
raw material of this product that is required
by the British Empire. The amount of raw
material that is required is £27,000,000 worth a
year, and I Dbelieve at this moment that the
cotton manufacturers of England are holding out
their arms to Australia, imploring us to consider
this matter, and it is not considered even worth
our consideration. If Australia has decided not
to do anything under 6s. a day, it has decided
not to touch this product, and it has decided
not to touch a great portions of the world’s
products unfortunately 3 and, if we have decided
not to touch the great portion of the world’s
work, where is the future of the State, in com-
petition with Canada, with the United States,
with the Argentina, and with many other parts
of the world? Where are we if we have
decided that we will do absolutely nothing under
6s. a day? Why should even Labour men allow
the labour question to stop the production of
such a splendid product as this? This country
cannot afford to throw away the opportunity of
supplying £27,000,000 worth of raw material.
The melancholy resuls will be that instead of 6Gs.
a day the working man will soon be looking for
employment at 3s. 2 day. [Mr. Kexxa: Doyou
believe in black labour ?] 1 do not. I have said
as much against black labour as almost any man
here ; but I say that this great question ought to
exercise the mind of every hon. member. Itis
a question which, if we cast it aside, then all

these grand speeches as to the future of
Australia go for nothing. TUnless we are so
absolutely securs that Providence himself

cannot alter our destiny we cannot afford to
throw away such a product as this, and it is:
only one of many. [The HoOME SECRETARY :
What do you think is a fair wage?] Tt depends
on the work on which people are employed.
But I am not going into the question of what I
consider a fair wage. It cannot be explained in
a word or in a sentence, and one would have to go
into a dissertation to properly answer that ques-
tion. Tquiteagreewiththehon. member for Leich-
hardt, again, on the question of the redistribution
of seats, When I heard the Governor read that.
passage from the Speech, I certainly reiterated a.
remark made by a Labour man that it was
weakness on the part of the Goverpment to
shirk that duty. In the first place, we all know
that this State is in favour of a reduction of
members and a redistribution of seats. [Opposi-
tion members: Hear, hear!] [The ATTORNEY-
GENERAL: We do not know anything of the
sort.] It is wonderful how members of the
Government can answer in one word, ‘‘ You are
wrong.” I believe I have steod on more plat
forms in Queensland than the hon, gentleman.
I have stood on platforms for more years than
he bhas, I have had a better opportunity
of finding out the feeling of the people
on the matter, for I have bhad a policy
of my own for a number of years. (Laughter.)
And that was in common with the Labour
party. I think that party will acknowledge
my labours on their behalf in various parts of
Southern Queensland at all events, and it is
only their inconsistency that I am condemning
to-night—I am not condemning their policy.
But, of course, the Labour party cannot stand
even their inconsistencies being condemned. On
the question of the redistribution of seats and
the referendum, 1 say that we know as well as we
ever can know that the people of the State want a
reduction of members. The question of how
many can be better decided by hon. members of
this House than by the people outside. The
people outside cannot decide the question intelli-
gently, and for this reason : Take each individual
person outside the House, and he is as capable of
deciding the guestion as weare, if he will study it
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sufficiently. He will have to study the size of the
Btate, the number of electors, the nember of
members, the particular industries in which those
people are engaged for the time being. There
will have to be such a comparison that it will
take him at least a few months before he could
30 to the poll, and say, ““ Not only do I believe
in a reduction of members, but in a reduction
by so many, and I know I am correct.” T have
®0 hesitation in saying that, if you make an
alternative number, and submit it to the people,
they will vote for the greatest reduction. There
are thousands of people who would vote for the
abolition of Parliament without a s2cond thought.
They have had that much government, and that
much parliament, and that much federation,
that they are so absolutely tired of it that they
are prepared to believe it cculd be done without.
There are scores of people who believe we could
do with one-third of the members. There are
some who believe that about one-half would be
suffictent. Some there are who do not believe
in a reduction at all ; but the reason they do
not believe in any reduction is, because their
own members have explained it to them on
the platform. If the matter is referred to
?he people, there will have o be a campaign
in which every member will go to his own
constituency and to as many other constituencies
ag possible and try to influence votes., Is that a
referendum ? It certainly is not, and it will
resolve itself into an indiscriminate fight, all the
members in the House seeking to sway the
greatest number of people to vote their way.
‘We know that the people want a reduction of
members, and a reduction of a few members
would be a good thing in my opinion, and T am
prepared to give my vote for that reduction. I
am prepared to face the question, and so are
many members on both sides. [Hon. members :
Hear, hear!] We have already talked of the
subject long enough. If we refer it to the
people we will either rush it on them, or we will
have to postpone the question for another four
years ; if we desire to get a reasonable vote
one way or the other, 1t will mean a post-
ponement.  Suppose, for the sake of argu-
ment, that North Brisban» is represented by
one member. The few thousand people who are
represented by that one member know that they
can see theirmemberany day they like ; theyknow
that he can speak to them at any time in one or
two halls in the town. Those people, judging
the whole of the State by themselves, will cone
to the conclusion that representation is easy, and
they will say that one-fourth of the members can
represent the country, knowing that their
member can represent the whole of North
Brisbane and Toowong, and so on, and they
are judging by the facilities they have for reach-
ing their member and hearing him speak. Do
they know that in the Gregory, in the Carpen-
taria, and in other electorates, the people cannot
see their member once in three years? They will
vote ¢ in the bulk,” while in the Gregory the few
hundreds of pecple who think that territory has
a claim as well as population will not be heard in
the matter. Will that be a fair position? For
that reason it is unwize to take a referendum at
thepresenttime withoutthe people being educated,
s0 to spesk, so that their decision will not be a
waste of time, and they may not have to regret
it as much as their decision on federaticn.
We talked federation to the people, T take
credit for having spoken everywhere I could
against it, but in the face of the waving of
flags and the cheering, and the talk of the
British Empire, and the fature of the State, we
went down. We have got federation now, and
what is it worth? | An hon. member: Nothing.]
One observation made by the Premier before we
went into recess has been troubling me ever since.
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When asked what the policy of the Government
was he said, ““To save a <hilling where we can.”
1 think that was an unfortunate observation,
and I would rather that he had not made it. To
save a shilling where you can is a bad policy.
No Government ever will succeed by such a
policy ; in fact no man ever succeeded by such
a policy. A miser may, in the course of a
lifetime, save <£10,000, but many a business
man has made #£40,000,000 in the same time.
Business is better than saving, and saving must
come out of the pockets of the people who very
often are the least able to pay. I take it thatthe
saving in this respect is worse even than the poll
tax. 1tmeansin many cases people absolutely
thrown out of employment—people who have
been employed for so many years in that parti-
cular class of work that they are not fit to go
out and look for employment at anything else,
and there is nothing else of the kind to be found
in the State. If aman serves the State for twenty
years [The Premizr: He is to serve the
State for all his life?] As long as he is
capable of filling that office, and the fact that
he has been in it for twenty years is sufficient
proof that the office is necessary. [The
PRrEMIER : It is no such thing!] [Mr. GRANT:
Supposing the State has not got the money to
pay him ?] We come back to the old policy. If
the future of the State is secure, what is the use
of talking about not having the money to pay?
[Mr. GranT: We have a deficit every year.
Do you wans that to continue?] Ars you going
to materially alter the deficit by sacking a few
score of men? Just imagine trying to rid the
country of a deficit of hundreds of thousands
of pounds by sacking men who draw, at
the most, only a few thousands. The heart-
burnings, the misery caused by these dis-
missals is not compensated by the amount
of money you have been able to save.
There are other parts of the Speech which might
be referred to, though I have no great desire to
speak upon them. As the policy of the Go-
vernment is not always the expressed portion of
it, I take it that a great deal of the policy of the
present Government is nnderstood. I find in
this Speech many things which I hava noticed in
other Speeches. I find in it Bills that might be
introduced with advantage, and Bills that are
going to be spoilt by being introduced. There
i¢ no Rill that is more necassary to all busi-
ness men in the State than a Bills of Sale Bill.
One clause in a Bills of Sale Bill would have
aholished distress for rent, aud that is most
necessary. [ The PREMIER: Itis not proposed
to abolish distress for rent.] I thought it was,
but I see it 18 not. The relief which the pro-
posed Bill will give will not be one case in twenty
vears. It is not a Bill to abolish distress for rent.
There are many minor Bills which may be
useful, but it ir not by passing a number of
minor Bills in a time of distress such as the pre-
sent, when the State wants righting, that we
will get out of our difficulties. I would have
thought that the Government would have come
down with a bold financial policy—something
which would really have helped the State. [An
horourable member : Give us a suggestion.] 1t
is the easiest matter in the world to ask an hon.
member, who stands up on the spur of the
moment to criticise the Speech, to make a sug-
gestion for improving the policy of the Govern-
ment, which they are supposed to have been
twelve months in framing. I did not intend to
say as much as I have said, but I have taken
advantage of what every young member should
take advantage of—the Addressin Reply—tosaya
few words on the poliey of the Government. I
claim, like the junior member for Maryborough,
that when I do speak I speak my honest convie-
tions and fearlessly state my views, and I am
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independent enough to say that I shall support
that policy which will be of the most benefit to my
constiinents and the State. [Honourable mem-
bers: Hear, hear!]

Mr. CAMERON (Brisbane North): During
the cour-e of this debate, very feeling references
have been made to the death of the late Hon.
VW, H. Browne by the Premier and leader of the
Opposition. T can add nothing further to what
has been said, beyond expressing my sincere
regret at the death of the houn. uzentleman,
Although not agreeing with his politics, I always
had the wreatest res; ect for the late hon, gentle-
man as a man.  Reference has been made in the
Governor’s Speech to the prosperouvs state of the
agricultural industry, and to its rapid develop-
ment. I earvestly wish that that development
may cnntiuue, bLecause I hold that no country
¢in become great unless it has good sound agri-
cultural duehmment The pastoral industry
or the mining industry alone will not keep
the c¢ountry in a state of prosperity. If you
have the bhest pastoral country, it is only
equal to carrving n definite number of stock; you
cannot make 1t carry miore than it is intended
for. Hvervone, therefore, must wish that the
agricuitural industry may go ahead and prosper.
With regard to the dairying industry, that also
I believe is receiving every encouragement frowm
the Government. 1t is anindustry worthy of all
the help that can be given toit. I do not see
why the butter exportation should not assume as
large proportionsin this country as it has assumed
in other States, or why the butter we export
should not be equal to any butter manufactured
or exported from other countries of the world.
A great deal of the butter we hear spoken of as
Dranish butter has really never come from Den-
mark at all. DBluch of it is manufactured and
exported from Siberia, and there is no reason
in the world w hy we cannot make and export as
good butter as is made in Siberia. With regard
to the sngar industry, it is also pleasing to note
that it- pm «pects are good, althoush at one time
it ~eemed tht there was a likelihood of the crop
in the Southern portion of the State being a
partial fallare. I vrust, however, that the recent
bountifal rains have removed that danger, and
that the evop in the South will he as good as it is
likely te be in the North. As to the central
sngar-mills and the steps taken with regard to
the appointment of Dr. I\Iaxwe]l I will not say
anything on that matter, because it is a (111e~t10n
I am not too well quahﬁed to spesk upon, I there-
fore leave it to my hon. colleague, Mr. Forrest,
and others who follow me. Now Icome to the
pastoral 1ndustry, and thas is a matter Tdo pro-
fess to know a little about. I must say I was
rather disappointed to see such a very passing re-
ference to the industry in the Governor’s Speech,
We are told that the Government intend o intro-
duce an amending Land Bill. T have herea letter
from the Premier in response to a compunication
from a numher of pastoralists, and, for the
information of hon. members, I will read both
the pastoralists’ communication and the reply.
Bat 1t seen:s to me, judging from the reply, that
if the Qovernment really wnean all they say in
their letter they wight as'well leave an amending
Land Bill out of the question, Tmn is a letter
addressed bv a number of pastor 5 to the
Preniier of Guesnsland—

Courier Builidings, Queen street,
Brisbare, 31st March, 1604,

Sir,—We, the undersigned. being the ownerss, regis-
Terved lessees, aud others interested in jastora] holdings
in Wueensland, desire to Dbring under your notice
certain amendients which we consider are ahsolutely

necessary to the Land Acts of 1897 and amending det
of 1902 hefore we can with confidence avail ourselves
of the provisions contained in those sets. The amend-
nents which we desire are-—
st. That a pr on be inserted in the Acts above
referred to by which the maximum rental for
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! the first period of the rew lease provosed to be
siven under the Amending Act ot 1902 wll he

fixed before election.
2nd. That the waximmn pereentage of inerease av

each suececding reappraisemment be defined in
o marmey supilar 1o the provision contained in
section 8 of the Lend Act of Iswi.

In support of this proposal, we desire to point out
that it is enntrary to all the recognisced principles of
the relations beiween « landlord and his tenants that
the tenant should be entir: 1y :n the dark as to what
his rental is to be dnring the currency of his lease;
and the effest of such a pexition of uneertainly is m
Iower the value of the secur which lessees have to
offer in order to obluain the necessary capital wherewith
to carry on the indusiry.

s3rd, Tha* the arveas to ha resumed during the
currency of the extonded lease offered under
the provisions of the amending Act of 1902
shondd be defined before election.

Our reason for asking for this amendmnent is that it
would be of waterial benetit to the »tate as landiord,
and the lesser as teuant, inasmuch as it would en-
courige the latter to yroceed with improvements of a
more permanent character than weunld he possible
hold-
ing is likely to be taken away each period of
1esumpt10n Moreover, it would « to provide work
for & number of deserving menh who are at present
wnable to obtain it owing to the depression which
exists.

4th.

where there is o doubt as to whut portion of the
at

That section 13 of the amending Act of 1902
he amended in such a manner as to absolve the
lessee from the obligation of maintaining
yabbit netting fences on areas reswmed from
his leasehold.

We submit that it s not reasonable to expect a jessee
10 maintain a fence upon land of which he has ceased
1o be the beneficial ocenpici.

5th. That a provision be inserted whereby the
lessee shall have the right to surrender his
lease on giving, say. twelve monthy’ notice of
his intention o to do. and forfeiting the whole
of his improvemnents.

e desive to point out that this provision is already
conceded to lessees in the lenses under the western
ivision Lemd Act of New South Wales. Your pre-
ssor in office, the Hon. Robert Philp, M.L.A., wrote.

sing 1o give the samne rigat to the le»ecs of
and, and the present Mmister for Lands also
stateG in the ITouse lhat hie woulki make good the
undertaking of the previous Governmen We are,
however. given to understand that the existing Land
Acts do not permit of such a v"mv heing inserted in
the leases, The absence of sush # provision is eausing
very grave concern to a large number of lessees and
awners, wore cspecially the holders of the third and
fourth elusses of countyy, and is preventing them from
accepting the increased tenures which have been

granted under the provisions of the awmending Act of
1902, To those lessees who are acting as trus for

others and to man
lessees it is proving
that act.

For these and other reazons which could he adduced
jisapport of the ahove proposals we rrut you w ill be
plﬂqw A to bring in during the fortheoming session of

Parliament an amending Land Bill enibodying the
suggestions made her If, however, the business to
be submitted to Parlimment will not allow of such =
Bill being introdnecd during the fortheonnng s sion,
we vespeetfully beg that vou will pass a measure ex
tending the time in whiel lessees may avail themselvs
of the amending Act of 1902 to such a period as will
enable a Bill to be introduced remedying the disabilities
hercin brought under your notice.

fn conclusion, we desive to impress upon you the
fmmportance of the proposals hercin submisted for your
i Now that the drought has broken, it is
«ary that everr epcouragement should be given to
lessees and owners of pastoral holdings to obtain
further capital for the prosceution of their industr,
which is ndmitredly of the greatest importance to the
State of Queensland, If this cncouragement is forth-
coming, then the recovery of the industry from the
effects of the recent grought will be much more rapid,
and consequently ensure a corresponding henefit to the
whole of the community.

Trusting that vou will he pleased to zive the sugges-
tions eontained herein vour early and favourable con-
sideration.

mortgugees who sve the registered
an i ute bsrto cowing under

That communication was sig
lessees, and a great many

gned by some 400
Tore would have
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signed it had there been time to obtain their
signatures before the presentation of the letter.
I presented the memorial myself to the Premier,
and received from him, in due course, the follow-
ing reply—

Johu Cameron, Esq., M.L.A., Brishane.

Sir,—I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of
your letter of the 6th iustant, forwarding additional
signatures to e attached to the pastoralists’ memorial
which was recently presented to me. and which sets
forth certainamendinents that are considered absolutely
necessary to the Land Acts of 1897 and 1902 before the
signatories can, with confidence, avail themselves of
the provisions thereof.

While anxious to make every rveasonable concession
to a large class of producers who have been contending
against great difficulties, the Government cannot accede
to the first proposal, which is as follows :—

That a provision be inserted in the Acts above
referred to. bv which the rental for the first
period of the new lease mroposed to be given
under the amending Act of 1902 shall he fixed
before election.

The argument which the pastoralists employ in
support of this proposal seems to be based on the
assumption that there is an exact analogy hetween the
State as a landlord and the individual as a landlord,
and that consequently the Crown tenant, like any other
tenant, should kuow before he signs his lease the
amouut of rent he will be called upon to pay. But this
reasoning ignores the fact that the Crown has no more
voice than the lesvee in fixing such rent, and that the
determination is iuade by an admittedly capable
tribunal, independent of the Crown, and with no con-
ceivable motive for making an award unjust to the
tenants. Were the request acceded to, the notice of
election would, in many cases, be post-
poned for some years, sinee rents must be
determined in open court, and the Crown
must be in a position to offer sufficient evidence of
rental value, which evidence can be ohtained only by
close inspection »f the holding. I may remind yon
that under the Act of 1884 rents were not fixed until
after election, and that this procedure was continued
by the Act of 1897, without any suggestion that it bhad
in the past been found to operate unjustly to the
lessees.

If the pastoralists are willing to accept 50 per cent.
as the maximum increase, the Government has no
objection to offer to the second proposal, which runs as
tollows : —

That the maximum percentage of increase at each
sieceeding reappraisement be defined in a
manner similar to the provision contained in
section 8 of the Land Act of 1336,

The Government, however, is not disposed to accept
the third suggestion, which reads—

That the areas to be resnmed during 1he ecurrency
of the cxtended lease offered under the pro-
visions of the amending Aet of 1902 should
be defined before election.

Obviously it is impossible to state definitely many
yesrs in advance the particular part of a holding
which the public interest will vequire to he made
available for closer occupation. The resumption,
moreover, is not arbitrarily effected by the
Minister, for the part to he taken is decided by
the Land Court after hearing the lessee, and it
may be confidently asserted that, since the first
resumptions were made, the Land Court has in every
case evinced so fnll a measure of sympathy with and
appreciation of the representations of the lessees that
the pastoralists can have no reasonable ground for any
apprehension as to their interests in the matter not
receiving the fullest considerarvion. Furthermore, it is
not at all clear that earlier knowledge of the part to
be resumed wonld lead to greater improvements heing
effected by the lessee, as, in any event, his right of
ownership in improvements is maintained, and, indeed,
in many cases improvements have been made after
resumption on land remaining in the occupation of
‘the lessee.

The fourth proposatis as follows :—

That section 13 of the amending Act of 1902 be
amended in such a manner as to absolve the
lessec from the obligation of maintaining
rabbit netting fences on areas reswmed trom
his leasehold.

In regard to this proposal, I admit that with respect
to the maintenance of fencing, Crown tenants coming
under the provisions of the Aet of 1902 will incur
obligations which may not be fully eompensated by the
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advantages derived, and the Government, in view of
this possibility, is considering whether some means
cannot be devised wherchy, in such event, obligutions
and advantages will be brought more into corres-
pondence.

The fifth proposal is as follows :—

That a provision be inserted whereby the Jessee
shail have the right to surrender his lease on
giving, say. twelve months’ notice of bis inten-
tion so to do. and forfeiting the whole of hix
improvements.

This proposal is, as it stands, hardly equitable, for it
does not give the Crown the option of determining a
lease on giving twelve months' notice of its intention to
do so, and on compensating the lessee for his improve-
meunts ; it proceeds, I understand, mainly from mortga-
gees and financial institutions, and would not, perhaps,
have been put forward if lessees were fully aware of the
effect of the statntory provisions relating to mortgages
contained in the Lanu Act of 1897. Apart from that, no
person Or corporation assigning good reasoss why the
State should sanction the surrender of a partieular
lease would De likely to find the Minister standing in
the way of such action, though there are sufficient
grounds why the law should not be so altered as to
compe] the Minister in any instance to approve the
surrender, irrespective of the spesial features of the
case, and without reference to the circumstances and
motives of the lessee. When a lessee has paid up abli
arrears of rent. aud undertakes to forfeit his improve-
ments, it has never been the practice, aor is it now in
contemplation by the Department of Lands, to withhold
assent to the surrender of his lease.

In conclusion, I should like those you represent to
understand that it is not probable that at any future
time the Crown tenants will get more liberal treatment
than is offered to thewn by the Land Act of 1902, and the
Government is anxious that the pastoralists in their
own interests shonld take advantage of a statnte which
was passed for their relief at a time when the disasters
they had expericnced had excited generous sywpathy
for them in both Houses of Parliament.—I have, ete.,

ARTHUR MORGAN.

Now, Isaymyself that this pastoralists’ memorial
is a courteous one, setting forth the needs of a
great industry, but the smne cannot be said for
the Premier’s reply, fur in it the pastoralists are
accused of being ignorant of the land Iaws, and
it winds up with a threat. [The SECRETARY ¥OR
Pusric Laxns : No.] No other construction can
be put upon it. Besides, this reply absolutely
refuses to carry out the promise made by the
Minister for Lands in this House. I have the
hon. gentleman’s promise here, and I do not
believe he was insincere when he made the
promise, or that he wanted to equivocate in any
way. It will be found on page 748 of vol. xei. of
Hansard, as follows ;—

He wanted to know from the hon. member for North
Brisbane whether this promise was in writing. ora
verbal one. However, he understood that the lon.
membcer’s leader (Mr. Philp) to say that it was in writ-
ing. Ie (the Secretary for Lands) had not seen that
promise, but if the promise had heen given as the hon,
member had narrated it, he was thoroughly in accord
with its being fuifilled and he would have no hesitation
in carrying it out.

That was the hon. gentleman’s reply to me,
which I regarded as good enough for any-
thing. Mr. Philp’s promise above referred to
was conveyed in a letter to me dated the
27th August, 1903, and a copy of it was
sent to the present Minister for Lands on
19th October, 1903. [The SECRETARY FOR
Pusric Lanps: Was it with regard to the sur-
render of leases?] Yes. There is another
matter in connection with the pastoralists’
letter which I would like to refer to, and which
I mentioned to the Premier when I presented
it to him. I am thoroughly in accord with
the request that there should be a definition of
the areas to be resumed before election, and T
think that might be applied to fully nine-
tenths of the country now held under pastoral
lease. But at the same time there are certain
areas and districts which I do not think it
would be a wise thing to interfere wi'th, but it
might be applied, as I have said, to nine-tenths
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of the pastoral lands in the State. [Mr. P. J.
Lragy: To the Western lands.] There is no
doubt that if the pastoral industry is to be
aided to recover in the way we hope it will
recover, and good seasons are to be made the
most of, Parliament will have to help the in-
dustry ahead. A great deal has been said about
the need for closer settlement, and, where
the areas are suitable for closer settlement, I
am as greab a believer in that as anyone; but
some of the Western lands are not suitable for
people to settle on in small areas. I am a
grazing farmer, and unfortunately a trustee for
other grazing farmers, and I say that as a
whole the grazing farming industry up to this
time has been a failure. This is a bad thing
to have to say; but I do say it, and therefore
I contend that every possible inducement
should be given to these people to make their
undertaking a success. Some remarks were
made by the hon. member for Leichhardt
about the manner in which they have treated
the grazing farmers in his district, and I do
not doubt that his remarks are true; but I
know that during the tenure of office of
both the past and the present Minister for
Public Lands much consideration has been
extended to these people. [The SEeCRE-
TARY FOR PusLic L.anps: I thank wvou for
saying so. I can assure you that the remarks
of the hon. member for Leichhardt are
absolutely misleading.] I don’t know about
that. Now I come to the rabbit question,
and I think that a very small percentage
of hon. members in  this House and
a very few people outside understand
thoroughly the serious menace the rab-
bits are to Queensland. They say, ““This
is the same old cry of the pastoralists—they
are crying out for something more than they
ought to get.”” If hon. members believe that,
they will endorse what has fallen from the
hon member for Barcoo, who has a keen
ability for showing his disiike and hatred for
this class: but I would remind him that there
ar2 pastoralists in the Barcoo, and although
they may not have assisted in getting him
into this House, still they are his con-
stituents all the same, and he is as
much under an obligation to assist them
as anyone else. [The TrrasvrRER: And he
would not do an injustice to anyone.]
The hon. member said that the pastoralists
had not kept their obligations, and the result
was that many of those fences were in a state
of shameful neglect. If that is so. he should
have reported the matter to the Minister for
Public Lands, in whose department it is. But
more than that, instead of it being a reflection
on the pastoral tenants, as he intended it, it
was a grave indictment of the Govern-
ment rabbit inspector for that district. I
know the Government rabbit inspector for
that district, and I do not believe there
is a movre capable, conscientious man to be
found in Queensland. I know he is no respec-
ter of persons. [Mr. KErr: Who is it?7] M.
Avery is the inspector. [Mr. KERr: No, he
ig not.] I am a member of the Mitchell
Rabbit Board, and I ought to know. [Mr.
KErr: I know he iz not the inspector.] Mr.
Averv is the inspector for that district—I
happen to know. [My Kerr: No, he is not.]

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

Mr. CAMERON: That does not alter my
argument at all. The duty of the rabhit in-
spector 1s to see that those fences, which
lessees have undertaken to maintain in return
for extension of leases, are maintained in a
proper way: and the hon. gentleman knows
as well as I do, or any other man who has had
experience in the Western country, that oc-
casionally these fences will get broken down.
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They ave over a large area of country, and
it is absolutely impossible to repair them at
a moment’s notice. I hope that the Govern-
ment, although they may not approve of the
resolutions  which were submitted to the
Premier by a deputation the other day, will
take adequate steps to relieve us from the
great diunger which is now facing us. It ought
to be dealt with at once, and the sooner it is
denlt with the better for Queensland. People
may say, What is the use of the money that
has heen spent already? The Hon. the
Minister for Lands gave the deputation some
figures regarding the expenditure upon rabbits
up to December, 1902. The actual figures,
according to the report of the Department of
Public Lands dated 30th June. 1903, I believe,
are as follows:—The expenditure then had
been £1,182.481, of which runholders had paid
£714.174 for the cost of erection of rabbit
fences, leaving £475.817 to be horne by the
Government. In addition to that sum of
£714,174. a very large sum has been spent by
the pastoralists for the internal fences, poison-
ing, and other means of keeping down the pest.
That is the position. With the deputation, I
have been for a long time an advocate of the
nationalisation of this question. It may be
argued with considerable correctness that the
cuestion of fighting the rabbit has been made
a national question—{Mr. RYZAND: Are you a
socialist?]—to the extent of ome-third, and I
say it ought to be made much more a national
question, because it not only affects the West,
but the whole national estate of Queensland.
The rabbits are known to be at Braeside, near
Warwick, and Cunnamulla, and round the
south and the north-western corner of the
Gregory fence, and unless steps are taken you
will very soon have the best of the pastoral
country in Queensland ruined. I can only
repeat my remarks and say that, if the Govern-
ment fail to take up the matter promptly, they
will be betraying the trust reposed in them by
the people of this State. There has been a
good deal said by previous members—especi-
ally the hon. member for Leichhardt—in re-
gard to the sale of lands, and I do not wish to
be at all ambiguous about it myself. I have
often advocated the sale of land, and I do so
now. If you cannot sell land at 10s. an acre,
sell it for half the price if you can get it, or
half a crown even. You will never et the
country developed until you get people, and
you will never get it protected from vermin
and noxious weeds until people have a bigger
interest than they have in the leasehold. [Mr.
KEerr: We have an evidence of that in North
Rockhampton—the freehold land there is
covered with prickly pear.] That land isno good
for anvthing. There is any amount of prickly
pear arcund Brisbane.as far as that goes. There
iz another matter for gratification, and that is
the continued increase of mineral production,
which I trust will not only be maintained, but
increased.  As regards the repurchase of
estates. I counsider that in the past and up to
the present that policy has been successful,
bur the time ha» come when we should go a
little slower. I think it can be overdone, and
now that there is an evident disposition on the
part of private owners to cut up and sell their
own eatates. the Government should proceed
with caution. As to light lines of railway, my
opinion is that they might be very good as far
as they open up country and make it profit-
able t¢ orcupy. but where those lines are built
there should be a guarantee from the local au-
thorities, or the proceeds of the land should be
devoted to the same purpose. Except on those
iines I shall be no party to the scheme With
regard to immigration. also referred to in the
Spesch, T am a thorough believer in it. W=
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should have more population. and this country
will inever be good until we get ie. If you get

people with money. so much the l)ottel but
vou want r)(mvllahou m any event. 1 cannot
coid making some refercnce to Mr. Jones. A

gool ddeal has been said dboht him already.
I mysolf always feel a great reluctance to say
anything \\Mul would be detrimental to any
individual under cover of parliamentary pri-

vilege. At tho came time, I cannot forget that
I ain here as one of the representatives of
the poople. and in a sense a custodian of the
public probity. That is a duty we all have.
1 do not know Zlr. Jones, and never saw him,
bu: frem what one can hear, he is not in any
way waitable for the posmon he has been
dppomu d to. My own belief is that for one
z\ J,l' who is less fitted for the position than
. Jones fifty could be easily cbtained who

are better. The position of representative of
thiz Government i the Eas: or anywhere else
is a very responsible one. and the man ap-
pointed should be socially and morally above

any reproach. I can speak with some
slight authority in this matter, because
tov the last six or seven years I have been

largely instrumental in the appointment of
commercial agents pretty well all over the
comiercial ‘.orld as far as it is known. In
‘(lld]xl’)é those appointments with those who
were associated with me, we have always had
regavd, first, to the credit of the State to
which we belonged, and also to the credit of
the institution for which we were acting, and
we liave made the appointments after the most
exhaustive inquiry, aa,tlsfvmg ourselves up to
the very hilt that the people we were sending
to l(}pleSOnt us and this State werc men who
would in no way disgrace us. If I was engag-
ing & booldkeeper or a storekeeper for a station
1 Pould not be satisfied with the references
which were read out by the Premier the other
night.  We all know the casual way in
Whldl references are given by people. At
the same time I do not wish to discredit the
persons who gave them in any way whatever.
Joues had boon with some of them for a year
or two—in one case for three years: and to
refuse to give a man a reasonable character
who has bcen with you for three yvears when
appealed to, amounts to reflection upon an
employer for keeping him so long, besides
Tou havp no right to refuse it. [The
TR¥ASURE Xou havo no right to mislead
people b\ giving @ reference which is not a
troe one.] i would not do it. I would not on
any acrount give a refcrence to a man unless
ain the reference was truc.
I can only state my own opinion, which is
that the appo'nhr jent of this man as the repre-
sentative of €} Jueer nsland is a discredit to the
State and o the Government. With rclrard to
the proposed measure of electoral reform. I
snall support it if T '“onsﬂor it beneficial. It
is like talking in the darlkk to talk of it now. I
vs advocated a reduction of mem-
and a reduction in pavment. VWhen I
cturned at the last election, it was on the
Hstinet understanding that when the oppor-
tunity arosa, T would support such a measure.
W ‘*h regard to the financial proposals. when
ha inenme tax was passed by the late Govern-
ment. [ was one of the few who voted against
it I understood that the Act was only to
remzain in force for two years, but I shall vote
against its re-cnactment with all my strength.
IMr. P. J. Lrany: It has come to stay.] It may
be 20, but I shall vote against it all the same.
Now a word about public

have aly

bera

service
[9.30 p.m.] retrenchments. Tt scems to me
that the manner in swhich this

thing has been carried out is absolutely cruel,
and in my opininn there was no ogcasion for
it.  The Secret for Agri i is
it. The Secretary for Agriculture in his
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speech the other e“n—\nin; referred to the culti-
vation of sisal hemp. [The SECRETARY FOR
AGrICTLTURE: I made no refercnce to sisal
hemp on the Address in Reply.] I think the
hon. gentleman did in a specch that he de-
livered some time ago. Now I hold in my
hand a communication which I have received
from a man who is a prominent aorviculturist
in Mauritiu=, and he writes as follows:—

Inthe Daily MHai! of yesterday theve is a letter about
sisal hemp. A plauter from the Novth objects to the
ing of these seods toanyone making application, and
states that if this policy is folltowed for long sisal hemp
will be a greater nuisance than pric pear. ihis
planter is perfectly right, and I would suggest that you
eal;  the attention of JMr. Cameron. he being a
pastoralist, to the matter. If 4l hemnp seeds are
distributed indiserimiuately, the place will soor be
overrun and pastoral ground ruined. Complete distriets
in wauritius which had heen pianted with sugar-cane,but
which had been abandoned on account of the drought
and turned into pastures for eattie, had heen so com-
pletely covered with this pest that factories had heen
established there for manufacturing fhre. It would
appear that the Minister for Agricultnire wishes to plant
sisal hemp everywhere, and advises the larmers that
the profit is very great. But sisul hemp can pay only
in places where there is an abundance of fuel, either
coal or wood. tfor the boilers, and plenty of water for
waslhing the fibre.

[The SECRETARY TFOR AGRICULTURE: Sisal
hemp i+ not distributed means of oeds:
He doe- not want to develop any industries.]

T would not say that. because it is no‘r the case.
[Fhe SECRETARY FOR \GRICI,LTLRh. Well look

at the evening journal to-day and sce the
veport from 1“1‘ i As a matter of fact.
this gentleman is engzged. in connection with

develop two in-

others. 1in elld(\d\'olmw 1o
dustries in Queensland now. There 1s one other
matter I wish to refer to. I understand that
it 15 the intention of the Government to reduce
the salavy of the Curator of the Bri:bane
Museum,  As a trustee. T wish to enter my
earpest protest against that, and I wish to
show the way in which similar officers are
treates] in other States. The salary of the
Curator of the Government Museum. New
South Wales, ix £650 and house rent: the
salary of the Director of the Government
Museum. New Zealand. is £750 and house
rent: the ralary of the Curator of the Canter-
bury Murenm, Uhristzhurch, is £1, and
Louse rent: the salavies of the staff of the
Government Museum. New Sounth Wales, i3
£4.787: those of the staff of the South Aus-
tralian Muoseum, amount to £1.312: and the

expenditure on the West Arstralian Museun.

s 4000, Mr. De Vis was appointed on pro-
Lation in March, 18820 at a salavy of L2060 per
antem. and permanently in Qctolber in the
sarme a ~alsry of £100. In addition to
that. ay  serviess  were  subsequently
impoeed at a remuneration of a day’s pay pe:
we amounting to £66 13s. 4d. per annum.
msling a total salary of £466 13- 4d. In 1898
Lie was reduced to a_salary of £300 and £50 for

Sunday services. He ¥ increased in 1901 to
a sald y of £330 and £55 for Sunday serv ices,
and I 1“119\ e it is now proposed to reduce his
salary to £300 per annum, and to make him no
allowance at all fou Sunday services. T believe
that there is no more cultured or capable man
in Xu:tml]d in hm parm 1Jar line, and it is a
should be so badly re-
v, which was not
21 one to bogin wifh in comparison with the
ther States. should be decrcased to such an
nt, [Honourable memhers; Hear. hesr!]

Ay, WHITE (Vusgrave): I had no inten-
tion of \poal\mg at all on the Address in Reply
until I saw the speech which had been made
by the Secretary for Agriculture last weelk.
and I then considered it my duty to my_con-
stituency that I should malke some reply to
those remarks. Before doing so, I would like
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to comp diment the mover of the Address in
Heply on the O\fmmdmmy new-born zeal he
zhows for the € Cabinet ; but, all converts, I
think he carried his remurks a little too far.
H» attributed everything to the present Go-
‘mum“m feom the break- up of the drought
the e\pfn* of butter. I think it 13 rather

Py L\\'o cdged sword, because if the hon. mem-
ber had considered for a moment, he would
huve remembered that the export of butter
and the increased output of that commodity
is due, not to the present Government, but
to the Dairy Produce E neouragement Act and
1o the extraordinary splendid agreement made
* the JIltO Premicr with the Aberdeen line of
{The PreEMIER: What was so ex-
tracrdinary about that?} There was an ex-
raordinary amount of szagacity about it. I
think it was a splendid thing, and it was only
through this agreement that producers were
enabled to export butter profitably and in such
quantities. With regard to the appointment
of Mr. Jones, I have only to say that if one-
half, or even one-fourth, of what has been
said is nue the Government ought to be im-
peached. lIn appointing any man to represent
us in o foreign country, the Government
should have seen that his credentials were of
Yhu very highest character. The excuses and
the testimonlals which were read by the
Premier ouly aggravat: the position, and 1t 1s
unother case of the old saying, ¢ like master
like man,” and probably Jones more truly re-
presents the Government than their followers
would care to admit. In connection with the
pubho service COml’l’ll\bIOn I am not one of those
<ho always find fault. I believe the Premier
t‘ll(](_‘d.\()u((‘d to appoint a commission shich
would be frée from personal or political bias,
but the fact that these gentlemen were not
unanimous in their opinion, and the action of
the Government since have brought the whole
question within the sphere of political in-
fluence. [The PREMIER: You are quite wrong.]
Well, it has been openly stated in this House.
In any case, I consider that instead of the
Cabinet deciding questions with regard to the
tran-fer of departmenis, a committece from
both sides of the House should have been ap-
pointed to review the whole position. I know
that the Premier has stated in this House that
he would not think of appointing anyonc from
this side of the HHouse to transact any business
of that kind. {[The Prremier: I did not say
that.] The hon. gentleman stated that when
he wanted to appoint a man to do anything he
would not come to this side of the FHouse for
J.lm It would have becen more constitutional,
and at the same {ime would not have laid the
(fovernment open to a charge of political bias,
if a committee from both sides of the House
had Feen appointed. The recording angel him-
«clf could not have done the work in the time
rhat this commission did. I know of onc
denartment where there iz a  tremendous

%

amount of actuarial  work done, and
the whole time the commission spent in
that department was under seven minutes.

Naturally, the gentleman at the head of the
department was under the impression tha
they were entirely satisfied, but when the
report went in he found that his sulary had
been reduced, his principal clerk had been
transferred to another department, and he had
been saddled with two juniors. I do not think
that any men, whatever their ocapabilities,
could hm‘e qrasped the work of that depart-
ment in the time occupmd The gentleman
at the head of the department is worshipped
by those whom he serves. I do not know that
I am right in referring to him, but I refer to
the Registrar of Friendly Societies.  [Mr.
Kerr: Do you not think you could leave it
alone until the friendly societies take it up?]
The friendly societies have asked me to take it
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up. Al I know is that the hon. member who
interjects refused to be one of a deputation to
interview the Attorney-General, and if he had
not refused I would not have brought
the matter forward., [Mr. FErr: 1 refused to
introduce a deputation.] The hon. member
was never asked by me to introduce the depu-
tation. so he did not refuse me. [Mr. GRAXT:
If the friendly societies think so much of his
work, are they willing to pay him?] I believe
if the Government are not prepared to find
the money the friendly societies will. T have
taken the latest statisties I could find in con-
u(-'u\m with friendly socleties in the different
States, and I find that New South Wales, with
a 1)opulahon of 1.480.000. has 80,000 members
of friendly societies. The actuary receives
the registrar £500, and there are five
s at £200, or a total cost of
, In Victoria. the members of friendly
societies number 1(:3.000. The actuary re-
ceives £600, the registrar £250 for local work
only. and has private practice, and there are
eight clerks at a total cost of £2,500. In South
Australia. there are 43,000 members of friendly
societies: there 1Is a re«flstrar and actuary at
£500, and the cost. without counting the regis-
trar, is £830. The actuary’s report is only
issned once in five years. In West Australia
there are 12,000 members of friendly societies;
the 1e'>1strar receives £300, and there are four
clerks, the cost being £1,400. I want mem-
bers to well COH;ldQI‘ the positton which Mr.
Rendle is in. It is well known that the present
financial position of the friendly societies
in this N afo is 10 a great measure owing bto
the good advice given by Mr, Rendle. In com-
paring the reports of the various registrars I do
not see any to equal that of Mr. Rendle. especi-
ally on the financial position of the societies
fhis ae\ntloman has been a period of twentv
vears in the service, and I singerely trust the
hwad of his dﬂnarfmont will take his case into
sorious consideration. It would be a great
loss, 1ot onlv to the State, but to the friendly
societies, if Mr. Rendle’s services were with-
drawn. [Mr. ;RR: What would they do if
he died?] That ix a very different thing. If
all tho members of this House died, it would
not be such a loss fo the State as the loss of
21r. Ronr{]e 3 ser [Mr. BarBrr: Do you
think the work is north £400 a year?] I do.
and I believe the first thing this gentleman
will de will be to look for emplm ment else-
where. i am =astonished to hear Lahour
members adyv (‘Cdﬁll" such a method of re-
trenchine people who are doing zood work for
their own socteties. I donot think Queensland
could get a man in any of the States to do the
work Mr. Rendle i Is doinz. [Mr. Bagsez: We
recognise the value of his work.] If they
vecognise the value of his work, do they think
it is a fair thing to reduce him by £30 a year?
Is the financial position of the State going
to be saved by £30 reduction in Mr. Rendle’ s
salary? I do not C’Hlsldel‘ the reduction, but if
; reduce a man’s salary  vou depr eciate his
services. If T had an emplovee in my service.
instead of reducing his ~a]a1v T would rather

£55C,

sav I had no fnrther u-e for him. In Queens-
Iavd there are 32.000 mombers of frion dly
wncietio~, and the vegistrar actually receiv od

‘C’f‘” Jess 124 por eent. TTe had two (’]nrk\—mvp
at £200 and one at £130.  His chief clcrk iz
transferred to another department, and he has
now two inexperienced assistants at £130 and
£160. I draw attention to the fact that Mr.
Rendle does the whole of the valuations for
nothing. whereas in other States the valuations
are performed by a separate department, and
the societies pay for them. If Mr. Rendle was
paid for the waluations, or if the State charged
for them, it would cost £881; or, if they were
charged for at the recognised ‘English rate,
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they would cost £1,500. I have the whole of the
figures here in relation to various societies—

At late At English
local rates. rates.

] £
M.UIO.OF 252 155
A.OF. . 155 275
[eRIN 51 95
P.A. 134 210
H.AC. 94 170
I.OR. - Lo 81 115
A.0.D. O 80
Others P 51 100
£381 . £1,500

The whole cost would have been incurred by the
societies, but Mr. Rendle does the whole thing
for nothing. I sincerely hope the Attoruney-
General will reconsider the position of Mr.
Rendle, because, in my opinion, it would be
a serious loss to the Rtate if his services were
not available. I was pleased to hear the hon.
member for Leichhardt speak his mind as
freely as he did about the selectors and people
who are paying rents in various parts of the
State. There are a good many in my district,
and I have had many letters from them, but
I must say that previous to the present Go-
vernment taking officc I had no difficulty in
always getting some consideration. I hope the
saine consideration will in future be extended
to these people. I am glad to see the hon.
member is not prepared to sacrifice his prin-
ciples as the seconder of the Address said he
would. He told the House that he would
willingly sacrifice his principles for the cxigen-
cies of party polities. [Mr. BarBrr: He did
not say that.] He said he did not believe in
certain things, but cousidering the exigencies
of the case, and the discipline of the party,
he would sacrifice his principles. I now come
$0 a question which affects my district more
than anything else, and that is the appoint-
ment of Dr. Maxwell. The Minister for Agri-
culbure a few nights ago made some very great
reflections on the manufacturers’ union of
Bundaberg. [The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL-
turE: I made statements, not reflections.]
That is a matter of opinion. They were taken
as reflections. He said they had done a good
deal to prevent Dr, Maxwell successfully
accomplishing his work. [The SECRETARY FOR
AGRICULTURE: In Melbourne.] I can give the
hon. gentleman information upon that subject.
[Mr. BarBer: Do not the people of Bunda-
berg view with great suspicion anything
emanating from the Chamber of Manufac-
furers?] I am not addressing the member for
Bundaberg, but the House. I do not value the
hon. member’s opinion very much. The hon.
raember’s district is not comnected with the
sugar industry, but mine is, or rather, I
should say, his district is concerned in it,
although  he oes not  recognise it.
In 1897-8, for the first time, the sugar manu-
facturers made up their minds to get some
man to do the chemical work with regard to
the soils, and at that time they thought it
would be a good thing to appoint

[10p.m.] Dr. Maxwell, not for the benefit
of the Government. but for their

own benefit. As a matter of fact, the Manu-
facturers’ Union were the first people to men-
tion Dr. Maxwell to the Government. Then
the growers at Mackay came in, and ultimately
it was decided that it would be a good thing
to secure his services for the whole State, and
this was the origination of Dr. Maxwell coming
to Queensland. At that time the sugar indus-
try was very prosperous, and they thought it
would be a splendid thing if they had someone
to advise them with regard to the chemical
value of soils and on irrigation. Dr. Maxwell
was brought to this State under an agreement
by which the growers were to pay half of the
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whole expenditure. They were quite prepared
to do this, bub at the very start Dr. Maxwell
was taken away for political purposes to Mel-
bourne, and during the time he was there, he
got a lot of information from the Manufac-
turers’ Union and the Council of Agriculture,
as I can prove that by letters; but I will not
detain the House by reading them. Dr. Max-
well was in Melbourne for a considerable time,
and the manufacturers and growers got no
benefit through him during that period. I
know that there were oxperimental plots on
various plantations, where the people were
waiting for his advice for months, and ulti-
mately they grew their cane without his advice.
Now, Dr. Maxwell had no knowledge of
politics. [An honourable member: He 1s not
a politician.] No; but he is a very smart man,
aud the very fuct of his agreemcent béing ex-

tended, while the people concerned are
against _ib, shows that he is a very smart
man. Now, the Minister for Agriculture

hawx stated that Dr. Maxwell has done
a lot for the sugar industry in Bunda-
berg. {The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: [
gave you the figures.] I have the figures here.
[The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Are they
correct?] I don’t know what 551 means, and
I don’t know one single man in the Bundaberg
cistrict who has got one analysis from Du.
Maxwell. [The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
He has made analyses typical of the district.]
No single man in the Bundaberg district has
gut one analysis of soil from him, and he has
nover given one definite opinion on anything.
He has always said—Do certain things and
you may get certain results,”” and so on. The
Secretary for Agriculture also stated that when
Dr. Maxwell went to the Bundaberg district
there was no irrigation there at all, and that
now  there are 4,000 acres under irrigation.
Well, in 1884 and in 1886, they talked about
irrigation there, and at Bingera they had irri-
gation long before Dr. Maxwell came here.
[The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Refer to
Mr. Boyd’s report.] I think I know as much
about 1rrigation in this distriet as any-
one. No man has taken a greater in-
terest in irrigation in this ¢istrict than I have,
and I can assure the Minister for Agriculture
that if Dr. Maxwell’s advice had been taken
there would not have been 300 acres under
irrigation in the Bundaberg district. This is
a fact that cannot be disputed, even by the
doector himself. At Fairymead, there is pro-
bably the largest amount of cane grown by
irrigation, but Dr. Maxwell was never on that
plantation until after the irrigation scheme
was completed, and they irrigated there with-
out his advice. At Bingera, the only advice
he gave was—‘ Go slow.” That’'s the only
advice he gave anywhere. [The SECRETARY
FOR AGRICULTURE: Don’t you think it is just
as well to go slow in these matters? What
about the Elliot River?] I am very glad of
that interjection from the Minister, for I can
tell him that there are 3,000 acres of the finest
lands in the State there, which would have
been irrigated but for the “go slow’ advice
of Dr. Maxwell, and I guarantee that there is
sufficient water there to irrigate very much
larger areas. I can quite understand that
the Minister takes all his instructions and
information from the doctor. The doctor
has not only got the control of the sugar-
mills, but the whole control of the Agri-
cultural Department, and every man in the
department knows it. I think it was about
two years ago when the Department of Works
handed over to the Department of Agri-
culture £2,500 for experiments in irrigation.
Now, did ever anyone hear of experiments in
irrigation? Why, irrigation ceased to be ex-
perimental 2,000 years ago. Dr. Maxwell,
after taking the matter of experiments in irri-
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zation into his serious consideration for twelve
months, decided to widen an old well at
Clarke’s mill. [The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL-
1TrE: All he did was to indicate the locality
suitable for 1rr1g4txon] He went to this old
well [The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Vhen?] About eight months ago. [The
SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Before I had
anything to do with the department.] No,
since the hon. gentleman has been in office.
He simply got this well widened and a pump
put in it, and it was the laughing-stock of the
whole districs. [The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTL-
TURE: Dr. Maxwell had nothing to do with
this.] It was entirely under his supervision.
[The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It was
not.] It was,
The 8PEAKER: Order!

Alr. WHITE: This was done, and I thought
it was a pity to see the money of the country
wasted so injudiciously, so I asked the secre-
tary for the Woongarra irrigation scheme to
d in the List of tHe thirty-six wells in that
1 t—varying in depth from 80 to 192 feet.
I gave the d(‘prh of the water and its nature

=nd quantity ; but no notice was taken of this,
IThe SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: This came
under the Works Department.] No; I say
ciaphatically that the Department of Agricul-
tm'e had only to do with 1t. The well was sunk
and widened, and I think the man in charge
of the work was even against it. Now a
contract has been let to a deep-well boring
company by the Department of Agriculture to
\m]' the well another 50 feet, at a cost of
£275.  [The SECRETARY FOR " AGRICTLTURE :
You might tell the truth.]

The RSPEAKER: Order!

Mr. WHITE: I am telling the truth, as far
as I know. [The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL-
TrRE: Ah!] Well, the pump was put in and
the whole of the water was exhausted in two
hours. I can tell the Minister for Agriculture
thst 1t was the laughing-stock of the whole
district, and I have been asked why I have
not brought this matter before the House
sooner. Of course the doctor has nobbled
the Press and the Ministry; but I can say
that he never gave any definite advice with
regard to this industry. I may here mention
that, in reply to a telegram from the Isis
farmers in regard to the grasshopper plague,
Dr. Maxwell informed them that if they put
hot water on the grasshoppers it would kill
them. It reminds me of & bit of advice
that was once given with regard to catch-
ing birds: “Put a bit of salt on their
tatls.,”” As far as the Woongarra scheme is
concerned, private capital might have put it
through, but I do not think that such work
should be in the hands of a private company.
I think that these water-rights should be the
property of the land-owners in the several
districts; but some forty out of eighty-four
of the land-owners signed a petition in con-
nection with the matter, and they said that Dr.

Maxwell had advised them to ‘“go slow,”
and wait further advice from him.  That
is the only advice he has given. I think

there are only one or two farmers in the whole
district who can say they have received any
advantage from Dr. Maxwell. [The TrEA-
STRER: Then it was very unwise on the part of
the late Government to appoint him.] The
late Government were forced into the position
of appointing him, and the people of the
Bundaberg district had a good deal to do
with it. If they had been able to keep Dr.
Maxwell to themselves. he would have been a
splendid man. I believe he is a scientific
expert, and if his whole attention had been
devoted to this question, he would have done
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good work for the orowers in the sugar
Brsiness ., and it would have been an object
Lesson for the whole of the State of Queensland.
But unfortunately the appointment was under
the Government, and his services were taken
away for other purposes, and during the whole
of his time here his services have not ‘been at the
dispozal of those who were paying part of his
salary and half the expenses of the bureau.
As far as agriculture is concerned, the country
vould have got a very good investment, if
it had been enmelv in the hands of the peopie
of that district. Coming to Dr. Maxwell as
comptroller of central mills, I should like to
know what qualifications Dr. Maxwell has for
that appointment. Has he ever managed a
gentral sugar-miil? Has he had any experience
in buying cane or selling sugar? If the
Government had appointed Dr. Maxwell to
see to the growing of cane the department to
which he was appointed originally [The
TREASURER: And whero he did no good!]
No, he did no good, hecause he was taken
away too mu h. He states in his own report,
which I have here, that on. the sugar experi-
ment stations in Mackay he has be :n able to
wmake a clear profit of £25 per acre on non-
irrigated cane, with deep cultivation. If the
itov vernment had really wanted to assist sugar-
growers out of the financial difficulties
they are in, why do they not appoint Dr.
Maxwell to supervise and take over the whole
system of gr owmg cane for the central sugar-
mills. [The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
There are thirteen experiment stations.] But
this would be a better way than experimental
stations, if he could experiment with large
areas., [The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Ex-
periment stations are experimenting with land.]
There are about 30,000 acres of land connected
with the sugar-mills. He summarises the prac-
tical results for the year. If he could make
25s. an acre on 30,000 acres, he would clear
off the whole of the debt of the mills in one
year, and the whole debt of the State in about
ten years. Therefore, I think the Government
have made a very serious blunder in appoing-
ing Dr. Maxwell as comptroller of sugar-mills
when he could have done so much in the posi-
tion to which he was originally appointed—
the growing of sugar-cane. I have heard it
stated that the value of the wool on a sheep’s
back went down the sheep’s throat; and to a
certain extent this is applicable to the sugar
industry. The sugar is to a great extent made
in the field. Good and deep cultivation makes
good cane. and if you have good cane you will
get good results in the mill. There is no diffi-
cultv after the cane has gone to the mill in
checking the results, as to whether so many
tons of cane make so many tons of sugar.
When the central mills were originally started,
it was for a twofold object—to settle the people
on the land to get the best results out of that
land, and to give the people on the land a
market for their products. The central mills
were a splendid thing for the people, and the
State should take into consideration what the
mills are doing. In an ordinary season they
ought at least to produce 60,000 tons of sugar—
taking a very low estimate. That is £600,000,
and if the State is £600,000 richer in a year, we
should do all we can for the central mills.
They are not all behind; after all, it is only
the mills in the Southern parts of the State
which are behind. [The Prrmirr: That is
not so.] With the exception of the Proser-
pine. It is all right for the doctor to tell the
Minister for Agriculture that if you appoing
him to control these sugar- ~mills you will have
good financial results The coming season will
give each of the mills a good return, especially
the mill in my district, which will show a clear
profit of at least £4,000 after paying expenses
[Mr. KExXNA: Is that Gin Gin?] Yes. I think
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Dr. Maxwell. when he was laying that report
before the Minister for Agriculture, ought to
have explained that when central mills were
first organised the price of sugar was about
£12, and at the present time it has gone
down to about £8 a ton. No one could have
known that sugar was going to ¢o_ down to
that price. No one could have told that we
were going to have a protracted dxouf*hb in the
sugar districts of Queensland. I drove in last
n1~ht from an irrigation meet‘ng wlth a gentle-
man who was la v interested in sugar, and
he told me that it cost him £38,000 duung the
last fow years, without receiving a penny, and
without taking any interest on the money in-
vested in the mills, to pay working cxpenses
and keep the thing going and keep the people
on the land. The Government are in the same
position. Practically. the appointment of Dr.
Maxwell is actually putting in the bailiff to
those who are behind with their payments.
If any financial institution was to treat the
sugar-mills In the same way. it would be very
disastrous to Queensland. The Secretary for
Agriculture and the Treasurer have seen that
these mills have gotiinto a bad position. They
are perfectly justified in looking after their own
interests, but they are not ]Ll\tlﬁed in increas-
ing the ekpendl’rme in_connection with those
mills by putting a bailiff in. T presume the
cost in connection with the comptroller will
not be less than £6.000. [The TREASURER:
Why would not the Government be justified
in doing that, if it is the only way they can get
their money?] I maintain it is not the onlv
way. The better way would have heen to let
Dr. Maxwell take entire charge of the growing
of sugar. If you can grow sugar-cane at a
profit of £25 an acre. that is a practical result
which should be followed up. Some of the
sugar-mills in Queensland have got as good a
dircctorate of \nalw"f(‘ment as it is possible to
get. In his first 19p01“ when he came to
Queensland the doctor said that both the cen-
tral mills and private mills were macerating
too much. That was the only fault he had to
find, but not cne of the sugar-mills altered
their system of maceration at the instance
of Dr Maxwell; and if he takes any
steps to interfere with the maceration process
as adopted in Queensland sugar-mills, they
will show a greater loss than ever they did
before: but I do not think he will attempt to
carry out what he advocated in that respect.
Even the "*Ewa.” in Honolulu, which is held
up as a model mill. they have altered their
process, and are macerating since Dr. Max-
well left, which shows that the system in
Queensland in fairly good, and that the doctor
cither made a mistake in advising them to
change their system of maceration or admits
his error now. As far as the sugar industry
is concerned. the dector knew perfectly well
what he was doing when he got the present
(Government to appoint him as comptroller for
another thloe yvears. As saidt when the
sugar-mills were first instituted, the price of
sugar, 88 per cent, standard, was about £12 a
ton. The German beet sugar industry, which
really controls the market of the world, in 1892
was £6 a ton: in 1803. £8 5s. per ton: and in
1904, £8 12s. 6d.: and to-day the actual price
is £9 per ton for beet sugar. The present
price being offered for Queensland sugar is
not quite so high. but there is no doubt
that the price of our sugars will increase
and the bonus this year. with the price that
the Colonial Sugar Refining Com-
pany has put forward, will be
better than in any previous year.
The prices for granulated white sugars for the
same years that I have already referred to
were—=£7 Us., £9 13s., £10 10s., and £11 6s. 8d.
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respectively, so that the doctor has just taken
pnvomon of these mills at the end of the
drought, when the sugar is increasing in price
and the mills are bound to be a success under
auy circumstances, and I consider the money
5 absolutely wasted In appointing him to take
ch(n go of these mills. As a rule, scientific men
have no special forte for dealing with men.
The men to take charge of these mills should
be a man who knows all about advances and
1 crops, cost of fiving, and any quantity
zs that, with all due deference to Dr.
Maxwell, T do not think he knows much about.
I have just jouited down a few things here.
The first thiug required is an ample supply of
cane for the mill—and that has been the whole
trouble in the Southern part of the State, and,
if either the Treasurer or the comptroller
atterapts to reduce the price of cane, down will
come the supply of cane to the mills. The
sugar-growers will not grow cane unless it
pays them to do so. I think that, in the
future, they will be able to get a reasonable
price for their cane, and, as far as the Gin
£3in mill is concerned, there are probably 1,000
actes more under cane this year than ever
the) e were before, and that was planted before
the doctor was appomtod comptrolfler at all.

[Mr. Martix: It might be due to Federal legis-
lation.] No: it was the price of maize that
did it. [Mr. KExNA: What proportion of these:

1.000 acres will gct the bonus?] A good deal

of it. The next thing to consider is that the
cane must be sound, sweet, and of good
quality. so that the fewest number of tons

will make a certain quantity of sugar. Then
the cane must be produced at a profit to the
grower. In these respects I think the doctor
is well suited to take charge of these mills,
and I helieve that, if the Government
had appointed him to look after these things,
he would have done good service, not
only to the State, but to the farmers.
The Government should instruct Dr. Maxwell
to devote more attention to the land
than to the mills, and, if they do that, I am
quite sure that the results will be good. Since
the Secretary for Agriculture made his speech
last week, I have received four letters—one of
them was handed to me just as I was leaving
Bundaberg last night. 'The writers of these
letters state distinctly that, if they had fol-
lowed the advice given by Dr. Maxwell, irriga-
tion would not have taken place, so far as that
district is concerned. T‘he\ were sinking in
the red soil, and he said: It is no use sinking
there. You will never get water there. You
must go back to the forest land near the coast,
nd yvou will get water there,” and he indi-
cated the pldrn where they were likely to get
water. They sank there without getting water,
and, as a conscquence, they lost a whole
scason. They then came back and sank on the
red soil, where they had originally intended
eml\mg dl]d got suflicient water to irrigate
950 acres. 1 o not wish to mention the names
of theie gentlemen in the House, but I can
show the letters to the Sccretary for Agricul-
ture, and he will see that Dr. Maxweil had
absolutzly nothing to do with the success of
the irrication in those cascs. The first of the
progressive measures which are foreshadowed
in the Spcech are a Franchise Bill and an
Klections Bill. In scconding the Address in
Reply last session I stated that I was dis-
appointed with the measures which were fo be
brought before the House. This vear I am
considerably more disappointed. The present
Government took nine months to consider
what they would bring forward, and they now
bring forward these measures. How will a
Franchise Bill or an Rlections Bill give one
man employment, and we are told there are
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lots of unemployed? Will these Bills help the
Treasurer to balance expenditure and income?
[ M. BLRLLOV\S fhoy will give a lot of men
work } Rercunerative work? [Mr. BURROWS:
Lgmamly The Bills will have to be printed,
and ther will find work for men in the Go-
vernment Printing Office.] The money for
pvmhnrf thcsc Bills will have to come out of
the pockets of the puople I represent. There is
not a Bill mentioned here that will not simply
increase  expendibure.  The next Bill men-
tioned is a Bili for a referendum on the ques-
tion of the number of members in this House.
'J»lo Premicr was good enough to say, in
reply to an interjection made by me the
other night, that I had not considered
the muatter twenty-four hours, and he had
considered ih.  Now, last year I mentioned the
matter when spu]\mg on the Address in
R(\ply 1 stated that the matter had been de-
cided hy a majority of the electors in 1902,
and that the majority of members in ‘this
House were pledged to support a reduction of
wembers, and, that if the House absolutely
refused {o doal with the question, and with a
Rodistribution of Seats Bill, it should be sub-
mitted to a referendum. But I only suggested
that in the event of this House declining to
deal with the matter itself. I am still of
the opinion that this House has a mandate
from the people In favour of a substantial re-
ductiou of the number of members. 1f the
Government succeed in carrying their Bill
remitting the guestion to the eclectors, it will
not only he a referendum, but it will be a re-
veiation o the Government, if the Press and
hon. members refrain from interfering in the
matter, but leave the people to act entirely
ou thoir own account, leaving them to say
w aethcr there shall be fifty members or forty
cmbers, or any other number. I believe that
we might get on if we had a commissioner to
rule the Who‘c State and carry out the existing
laws, giving us a rest for a time from experi-
menial k‘mJamon If hon. members opposite
want to follow the model of the Federal Parlia-
ment, why do they not have nine members,
the samne &= in the Federal Parliament? I
think nine members could control this State
just  @s well as this Parliament. [Mr.
Burrows: How do you know they are not
going to do thai?] I shall certamnly vote
azninst the referendum proposal unless the
natter is first submitted to this House. There
is one matter that I forgot to mention in con-
noction  with  Dr. Maxwell’s appointment.
With reference to the claim put forward by the
sugar-growers, I can only say that the growers
are not averse to paying their share of the
indebtodness up to the time that Dr. Maxwell
was apmmted Comptrollcr of the Central
Mills, but the Governmcent ought to relieve
them from paying any further assessments,
and, oven if that is done. the expcumental
stations and the sugar bureau should be
handed over to the planters, otherwise it is
useless.  But there is a constitutional point
ihat has not been touched on. In the reply
sent to the planters the Treasurer stated that
he did not see what they had to complain of,
as in future. Dr. Maxwell’s salary would be
paid out of the consolidated revenue. Now, I
am of opinlon that the Government are not
justified in doing that. because section 90 of
the Commonwealth Constitution Act pro-
vides :—

On the imposition of uniforin duties of Customs, the
power of the Parliament to impose duttes of Castoms and
execise, and to grant bounties on the production or
export of goods, shall become exclusive,

[The PrEMIER: How does that apply?] In this
Way that Dr. Maxwell’s salary i1s equal to a
1904—x
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bonu\ to the central sugar-mills, if his ser-
vices are of any value at all, that is not en-
joyed by the other mills or the other growers
of the State. They say that the value of this
man’s services is £3,000 a year, and that is
undoubtedly a bonus to the central mill suge
growers. 1 think the whole body of the peoyn
have just cause of Complamt that this salary is
to be paid out of the consolidated revenue.
This is a question that will be brought up later
on, and I leave it now to those who have maore
Imowledge of legal matters than I have. In
any case [ think it is a fair thmo that the
assessment should be discontinued. I know of
one man in the Bundaberg district who shortly
after Dr. dlaxwell was appointed was assessed
at £400, and he never saw Dr. Maxwell. After
a great deal of trouble he made an appoint-
ment with him to go out to the plantation, and
before they had got hall way Dr. Maxwell
remarked upon the great distance the planta-
tion was from town, and that he had to be
back by 6 o’clock. He stayed there an hour
and a-half and gave the planter some advice
as to whether he should irrigate or not, and he.
ultimately told him to do nothing further until
he heard from him again. The pla,nter never
heard from him, snd that advice not only pre-
vented him from urlqatmv but cost him £400.
All the other industries of the State have
their experts, but the sugar industry is the
only one which is called upon to pay for its
expert. I should like before closing to men-
tion the Hecretary for :\griculture’s reference
to a member of another Xouse, whom he
accused of going there to represent the Manu-
facturers’ Union. I think that was a most
unfair assertion. No man in the State has
done more for it and for the sugar industry.
Fo has spent no less than £40,000 in irrigation,
and he has been patriotic encugh to have ali
his machinery manufactured in the State,
although he could have got it for £2,000 less
from Glasgow. I think the hon. "entlemdn s
reference to that gentleman was unjust and
uncalled for, and I regret that such an effort
should be made to discredit a man who has
done so much for Queensland.

Mr. FOX: I beg to move the adjournment
of the debate.

Question put and passed; and the resump-
tion of the debate mude an Order of the Day
for to-morrow.

The House adjourned at nine minutes to 11
o'clock.






