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Temporary Adjournment.

[13 Jury.] Papers. 569

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

WrDNESDAY, 13 JuLny, 1904.

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

SUPPLY.
MESSAGE FROM THE GOVERNOR.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a
message from His Excellency the Governor
recommending the appropriation of £350,000
from consolidated revenue account; £30,000
from trust and special funds, and £100,000
from loan fund account.

On the motion of the PREMIER (Hon. A.
Morgan, Warwick), the message was ordered to
be yrinted and referred to Committee of Supply
when constituted.

PAPERS.

The following papers, laid on the table, were
ordered to be priuted :—

(1) Report of the Official Trustee in In-
solvency, Townsville, for the year 1903,

(2) Report of the Government Statistician
on agricultural and pastoral statistics
for 1903.

(8) Return to an Oxder, relative to names of
persons who left the public service and
of persons admitted between the 15th
September, 1903, and 17th May, 1904,
made by the House, on motion of Mr.
Macartney, on the 2u0d June last,

(4) Report of the Public Service Board for
the year 1903.

(5) Report of the Agent-General for Queens-
land for the year 1903.

Hon. 4. Morgan.]
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QUESTION,
Lurrers 7¢ STORAGE OF BARLEY.

Mr., WATSON
Chief Secretary—

1. Will he iay on the table of the House copy of
letter received by him from Mr. R. Alexander, of Emu
Vale, in counection with barley stored by him in the
Warwick grain-shed ?

2. Also copy of letter received by him from Mr.
Btockwell in answer to Mr. R. Alexander’s complaint?

The PREMIER replied—

The answer to both guestions is—VYes.
papers on the table.

(Cunningham) asked the

I lay the

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS.

The PREMIER, in moving—

That so mueh of the Standing Orders be suspended,
for the remainder of the session, as would otherwise
prevent the immediate constitution of the Commi‘tees
of Jupply and Ways and Menans. the receiving of reso-
lutions on the same day on which they shall have
passed in those committees, and the passing of an
Appropriation Bill through all its stages in one day—

said : The purpose and object of this motion
have been made clear, 1 take it, by recent events
in the House. It is a step necessary for the
conclusion of the present session. I do not
know what object the hon. member who leads
the Opposition had in calling “Not formal,”
and I do not know that it is necessary for we, in
submitting the motion, to offer any further
explanation or justification for it. [Government
members : Hear, hear.] I think it is quite clear
to the hon. gentleman and to the House. I
submit the motion, Sir. [Government members:
Hear, hear 1]

* How. Sir A, RUTLEDGE (Maranoa): The
Hon. the Premier affects surprise that [ shounld
have called “ Not formal” to this motion, but I
think_he might have anticipated or supposed
that I should have been failing in my duty if T
had not done 50, so as _to afford him an oppor-
tunity of giving a little information to the
House. This is not an ordinary occasion, the
eircamstanc s are not of a usual ch‘xracter, and
I think the House was entitled to hear from the
hon. gentleman something as to what the inten-
tions of the Government are with respect to the
dissolution. I refer particularly to the time
when the dissolution is expected to be pro-
claimed, and also the time when the elections
are to take place. These are matbers of very
great importance to hon, members, and I do not
think that we are called upon to take on trust,
without the smoallest communication of any
kind, either privately or publicly, what the
intentions are with regard to these important
matters, [The PreEMIiEr: I am prepared to
inform the House.] Well, I think the hon.
gentleman should bave availed himself of the
opportunity I afforded him by calling ““ Not
formal.” [The Premier: That is the only
difference between the hon. gentleman and
myself.] We are entitled to the courtesy, at all
events, of such a statewenst, If the hon. gentle-
man had been courteous enough to have given
me some indication privately of what his inten-
tions are I might have allowed the motion to go
as formal, but I have had no sort of communica-
tion from him-good, bad, or indifferent; and
when he comes down as the Premier and
makes a motion of this sort without giving us
the smallest particle of information, I think
I have every reason to feel, on behalf of the
Opposition sitting here, very much dissabis-
faction. [Opposition members: Hear, hear!]
(Government laughter.) I might go on and
say that there have been occasions when under

[Mr. Watson.
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circumstances like these the Opposition have
felt fully justified in reblsbmg at every stage
a motion for the granting of Supply, I could
adduace, if it were necessary, or if I thought
it proper, a great many reasons why the
House should move very slowly indeed in the
direction of giving Supply_ on this oceasion.

I do not know that there is any intention on
the part of the Opposition—I myself have no
intention of resisting in any very contentious
way the granting of such Supplies as may be
necessary for the giving effect to the intention
of the Government with regard to the dissolution
which is shortly about to take place; but I do
think that we bave a right to know these things,
I shall have something to say with regard to the
series of proposals which will be contained in
subsequent resolutions to be submitted to the
House when those resolutions have been tabled ;

but at this stage I can say that I am very
glad the Premier has signified his willingness
to give us this information; and, if it is given
fully and frankly at the present time, I do not
suppose there will be very much discussion on
the motion which is now before the Houre, Of
course, with regard to the other resolutions
which will come later on, I suppose hon. mem-
bers will take the npportumhy of expressing any
opinions they may have with regard to the
amount that will be asked for to enable the Go-
vernment to carry on ; bu' at this stage I think
we should receive exp 1cztiy the information that
I have suggested ought to be conveyed to the
House—first, when the dissolution is to take
place, the day or days on which it is proposed
the elections should be held, and also when we
may expect the House will be called together
after the electior s have taken place.

The PREMIER : I shall avail myself at this
early stage of the right of reply which I enjoy
in order to assure the hon. gentleman who leads
the Opposition that I intended no discourtesy to
him or to hon. members opposite in refraining
from giving, in moving the motion for the suspen-
sion of the Standing Orders, the information
which he very properly desires on the part of his
party in the House. The only difference between
the hon. gentleman and myself is as to the time
at which that infurmation should be given. I
thought that a later stage would be a more
convenient opportunity of furnishing it to the
House, while the houn. gentleman thinks now is
the right time, and prefers the request that T
should supply 1t. I am quite prepared to furnish
the information to the hon. gentleman now.
‘We propose to dissolve Parliament as soon
as that step can be conveniently taken. The
exacht date is a matbter that iz not entirely
within my control, as the hon. gentleman
must understand. It depends to some extent
upon the action of Parliament. Assuming,
however, that the Supply Bill necessary to cover
the interregnum occasioned by the elections is
passed with ressonable despatch, it is contem-
plated to dissolve Parliament during the ensuing
week, in order that the writs may be got out at
Iatest during next week, as early as possible during
the week, I hope ; and hon. members might have
gathered, from the nature of His Excellency’s
message read by Mr. Speaker at the beginning
of this sitting, information which would have
guided them to the conclusion that the period
during which the elections will take place will be
as brief as it is possible to make it, bhaving
regard, of course, to the requirements of the law
in respect of sufficient notice being given for even
the remoter constituencies. We propose to ask
for two months’ Supply, [Mr, J, LEamy: That is
reasonable enough.] That will carry us over the
months of July and August, and it will impose
upon the new Parliament the duty of obtaining
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further Supply before the end of September.
That is cutting it as close as it is safe to cut it.
Indeed, I think that we are taking some little
risk in being content with a request for two
months’ Supply. It has always appeared to me
that it would have been an act of greater con-
gideration to hon. gentlemen oppositesif we
had ventured to ask for three months’Supply,
because, assuming the possibility of a new
Government being the result ol the coming

general election—the opportunity of forming a -

Ministry and mesting the House—the length of
time at the disposal of the new Premier will be
extremely limited. That argument will not
apply so much in the case of the present Govern-
ment, assuming the result of the elections should
be no alteration in the position of parties in the
House. The advantage, therefore, of granting
three months’ Supplies would be with the
party opposite, However, taking the ex-
perience of the last general election as a guide,
we find that it will be possible to poll the
constituencies and to have the writs returned
and the new Parliament summoned in time
to get the necessary Supplies passed before
the end of September. That is the course we
propose to recommend to the House. Now,
what happened at the last general election was
this : The writs were issued on 5th February,
the nominations took place on dates ranging
from 15th February to 7th March, and the
polling took place on 11th March, all the
electorates being polled on the same day. The
writs were ordered for return by 10th April,
"Those dates covered a period of two months and
five days. [Mr. J. Hammrron: The House was
not sitting then, and men were able to go to
their constitnencies two months before Feb-
ruary.] The hon. member for Cook will ses
that T am not dealing with reasons now. I am
simply dealing with facts. We propose, if pos-
gible—as T have already intimated to the House—
to have the writs ready for issue next week. The
dates of the nominations have not yet been
fixed, but they will probably be in groups,
following the course of the last general elec-
tion. The present proposal is to take the
polls on 27th Awugust, and allow until 17th
September for the return of the writs;, That
will occupy rather less than two months—ove
week less than was occupied during the pre-
ceding general election ; and, remembering that
under the law we can expedite the return of

certain writs, if it is necessary to do so,

by telegraph, it will admit of the new Parlia-
ment being called together by the middle of
September, and afford a new Government suffi-
cient time to form, meet the House, and obtain
Supplies before the end of September. 1 think
hon. members will see that, while we are
endeavouring to give sufficient time even for the
remoter constituencies, we are also endeavouring
to circumscribe the interregnum as much as
possible ; and I think the House generally will
agree that the proposed arrangements are pro-
bably the best that can be suggested under the
circumstances. A% any rate, that is the view
that Ministers take of the dates I have
mentioned, and I think they will commend
themselves to hon, members on both sides of
the House. [Government members: Hear, hear!]
However, if there are reasouns for alteving any of
the suggested dates, I am guite prepared to
listen to them and to meet them if possible. It
will be recognised, of course, that the cases of
such remote electorates as Cook, Carpentaria,
Gregory, and Bulloo govern the situation to a
large extent. It is desirable to remember, as
the member for Cook has pointed out, that the
circumstances in the present case are somewhat
different to the circumstances connected with an
ordinary general election. In the case of an

[18 Jory.]
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ordinary general election the House is in recess,
and hon. members, anticipating a dissclution,
have already got to their constituencies, and
are ready for the fray. In the present case,
hon. wmembers are assembled in the discharge
of their duties, and it will be necessary for
them to get back to their constituencies—
some of them in remote parts of the country—
carry on their campaign, and get back to the
House when it is called together. The situa.
tion, therefore, is not altogether analogous to
the case of a dissolution following the expiry of
Parliament by effluxion of time. I think the
dates I have suggested will be admitted to be
probably the best that could be suggested in
view of the fact that we propose to ask the
House for only two months’ Supplies. If the
dates suggested are not sufficiently long—if the
time allowed is not sufficiently long, it will be
necessary to ask for a larger vote. I think,
however, the House may accept the assurance
that the matter having been considered, there is
10 reason to anticipate any difficulty in polling
the constituencies within the time named, and
calling the new Parliament together sufficiently
early in September to allow the new Govern-
ment, which may be the outcome of the elections,
to obtain the necessary Supplies before the
money is actually required. [Honourable mem-
bers : Hear, hear {]

Mr. J. LEAHY (Bulloo): T was very pleased
to hear the Prewier make the remarks he did
just now when he assured the House he would
be guided to a large extent, if not entirely, by
any further evidence that could be put before
him as to anything that would be beneficial in
the conduct of the elections. I think that was a
very proper stand to take. I agree in the main
with what he has said on this question, but T
think there is one feature of it which requires
some explanation, and which he should recon-
sider, and that is the time which is given
between the date of the election and the return
of the writs. If I followed him rightly, the date
of she nomination is to be 7th August, and the
date of polling 27th of August, and the return
of the writ the 17th September. That is three
weeks for the return of the writ. There is no
part of this State that requires three weeks
for the return of a writ. A frtnight would
be ample for that. [The TREASURER: It re-
quires time for the returning officer to get the
ballot-papers in from distant polling-places.] If
necessary, the returning officer can forward the
writ by telegram. [The PrEMIER: But time is
required to get the voting-papers from outlying
polling-places to the central polling place.] | Vir.
Forsyra : That can be doue1n a fortnight.] [The
PreMigr: We have to provide for a maximum
period.] I think it desirable that a reasonable
time should be given after the nominations for
members to go among their constituents and
canvas the electorates, giving them an oppor-
tunity of explaining their views, but I see no
reason why two or thres weeks should be wasted
before the nomination takes place. Hvery dis-
tricy is pretty well organised. They know
exactly who the candidates will be; and if
there is time to be given at all, it should
be after the candidates are chosen. The time
should be given there, and about three weeks
is proposed. I think that is a fair time.
[The Premier: Some of the candidates are
on the spot now, and some are in the House.]
Well, T do not know that a candidate does not
gain by being in this House rather than on the
spot. I think, in the interests of fair election-
eering, in the interests of politics generally, and
in the interests of the country, there should be
as little interference by members before an elec-
tion as possible., It is no use going before the
electors if they have not already made up their

Mr. J. Leahy.]
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minds, and when they have made up their minds
some members go along and tell them a one-
sided story. I notice the boun. member for Cler-
mons looking at me, and asthough [ was not
thinking of him at the time, I have no hesitation
in saying that he is a master at that sort of busi-
ness. I do not think b-cause members are in
this Housenow thatis auy reason why such along
period should be allowed befere the nominations.
Lastsessionwasanabsolutely barrensession. This
session is guing to be barren also. If we are
going to do any work at all this year we must
get back to this House as soon as possible, T
am anxious that the country should get every
reagonable opportunity, and as long a time as is
necessary, to give a chance of selecting candi-
dates; butno time should be wasted. At the last
general election only about three weeks were given
for the nominations and the elections, although
there was certainly about a month given for the
return of the writs. But that was because the
Government did mot intend to meet the House
before July, which has been about the ordinary
time of meeting, until lately. The elections
were held in March, and there was no reason
why returning officers should not be given until
May for the return of the writs. I contend
that the writs on this occasion should be re-
turned as quickly as possibl. I think they
should be returned by the 10th. [The Prx-
MIER: We have cut down the time from
thirty to twenty days.] But what was done
at the last general election is no criterion,
Time is an obj ¢t now. We want to get to
business, and the sooner we get back the better.
With the exception of two or three, all the
writs can get back in ten days, and thereis a
provision In the statute for enabling the result of
the elections to be wired down. Every time this
Hou-e meets it costs about £400. Surely, there-
fore, 25. or 3s. might be spent in the return of the
writs. I hope the Premier will take into con-
sideration the urgent necessity—the absclute
necessity—of having the writs returned as soon
as possible, and if we can only reduce the time
by one day, then let us reduceit. [ think the
hon. gentleman might very fairly consider
whether the time for the return of the writs
could not be cut down to the 10th Seprember.
That will allow a fortnight, and I am quite
certain that every one can be returned in a fort-
night; and if they cannot, then there ix a provision
made by which the returns can be wired down.
As I said before, it costs £400 a day every time
this House meets; when we sit three days a
week that amounts to £1,200, and I do not think
that the work done during the
[4 p.m.] present session warrants that ex-
pense. 1 would a~k the Premier to
make the return of the writs as early as possible,
and I trust that he will accept the assurance of
the leader on this side that he will be affirded
every legitimate assistance, and that there will
be no lorg debate during the first stages of this
Supply Bill. I do not think that this should be
made a question of party politics ut all, and I
again suggest that the 10 h Seprember should be
made the date for the return of the writs.

Mr. J. HAMILTON (Cook): If the election
takes place un the 27th August, that would not
allow many members representing outside con-
stituencies time to visit their constituents, T
think it would be far better to postpone the
election for an additional week—to be held on
the 2nd September, and the writs returned on the
17th September. Then the returns of writs for
outside electorates could be sent by wire.

Hox. R. PHILP : 1 have no wish to protract
the debate, but I think a certain section of the
people object to the proposition of holding the
election on a Saturday. The same objection has

[#r.J. Leahy.
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been taken in New S uth Wales, and I think
some consideration should be shown to those who
take tnar view, However, the matter is entirely
in the hands of the Ministry, and if they wish
to ride rough-shod over the electors, ihey
can do so. [Government members ; Oh, oh!]
(Laught r.) I contend that they should consider
the ferli gs of everyone in this matter. [An
honourable member : Have iv on Sunday.] If
there was an election on a Sunday, I would not
vote, and I appeal to the Premier to consider the
feelings of the smallest as well as the biggest
portions of the community. There is nothing to
prevent peopie voting on Monday, Tuesday,
Weinesday, Thursday, and Friday. It does
not take 2 whole afterncon to vote. A man can
record his vote in five mwinutes, but some people
like to congregate round the booths and howl at
those who go to vote. I have seen numbers of
prople gather round the booths at 5 o’clock and
afterwards ; their feelings have overcome them,
and evil results often occur from holding
electinons on a Saturday, especially in large
towns. In Charters Towers the half-holiday is
on Thursday, not Saturday, and why could not
the election be held on that day? [Mr. Duns-
FORD : Saturday is the miners’ half-holiday, and
that is the most sunitable for them to vote.]
T hope the Premier will reconsider the matter,
and not have the election held on a Saturday,

Question put and passed.

JOINT COMMITTEES.
CouNciL’s MESSAGE.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a
message from the Legislative Council inviting
the ¢ -ncurrence of the Assembly in a resolution
to the effecr. that the Buildings, Refreshment-
roomws, and Library Committees should coniinue
their functions during the recess.

The PREMIER moved that a message be
returned to the Legislative Council intimating
the concurrence of the Assembly in their resolu-
tion.

(Question put and passed.

SUPPLY.

The TREASURER (Hon, W. Kidston, Rock-
hampton) : 1 beg to move that you, Sir, do now
leave the chair, and that the House resolve itself
into Committee of the Whole to consider the
Supply to be granted to His Majesty.

* Hon. SiR A. RUTLEDGE : I do not know
that very much time will be taken up by mem-
bers on this side of the House in discussing the
various motions to be submitted, exclusive of the
present one, for the purpose of enabling the
Government to obtain Supply, but there are two
or three matters that I intend to refer to. I
think we have a right to question the sincerity of
the Government with regurd to the proposition
to reduce the number of members of this House.
There is something amounting very mnearly to
nnanimity in the constituencies as to the
desirableness of reducing the burden which is at
present borne by the taxpayer, imposed by
the very large amount of representation which
various constituencies enjoy in this House. [Mr.
KERR: Are you speaking for your own con-
stituency 7] I am expressing an opinion which is
held in the constituency I represent. [Mr.
KERR: No, you don’t.] I say that, although
the hon. member and his friend sitting on
his right have been there quite recently, en-
gaged in the propagandist business which
catuses him so much delight, and in which,
I regret to say, he does not take care to adhere
to strict accuracy in the statements he makes,
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when he undertakes his peregrinations, for the
purpnse of persuading the people that their
political saviour is the Labour party. I have no
objection to himself and his friends carrying on
their operations if they would at all times
adhere to facts, and not irndulge in so much
romaucing, as characterised those two gentlemen
in particular. I say the counrry has a right to
expect something from the Government which is
definite in connection with the reduction of the
number of memters of this House. Of course,
when we were in an isolat-d condition, as the
other States also were b-fore federation was estab-
lished, there was a ju-tification for the number
being retained at ~eventy-two, but since the
establishment of federation it bhas been felt
throughout all Australia that the strength of the
Parliawents which existed before the establish-
ment of federation is no longer necessary, and
several Important States have taken care to
effect a substantial reduction of the amount of
taxation on the people by reducing the member-
ship of their respective Legislative Assemblies.
Thisthing hasbeendonein South Australia. Ithas
been done without any roundabout proceedings
which can be instituted if a Govrrnment desires
to shelve the ques'ion, or to put off the evil day
by postponing it to some indefinite time in the
future. South Australia did this in a very brief
time indeed, and without the clumsy, cumber-
some, and unsatisfactory process of a referendum,
[The TreasvrRER: They did it by accident.]
They have often done things apparently by
accident in South Australia, but the accident in
this case, as in others, was the product of
deliberate intention. Just to mention sne in-
stance of how they do things by accident in that
State, I think some hon, memhers of the Legisla-
ture of South Australia, who were visiting
Queensland not long agn, expressed surprise at
our roundabout way >f moving motions of censure.
They said, “We have a much more expeditious
way of doing this sort of thing. As, for example,
when the Guvernment propose that this House do
now adjourn, or some other innocent motion of
that sort is submitted, we simply negative the
proposal, thereby taking the business of the
Government out of their hands, and the Govern-
ment retire and their successors are called upon
to assume office.” That is what they do in
South Australia. If the hon. member says the
number of members in the Assembly of South
Australia was reduced by accident, I say it was
done as much by desigu as by accident. The
only accident in the matter was probably that
the favourable opportunity oceurred sooner than
it was expected. Victoria also reduced very
materially the membership of her Legislative
Assembly. The same thing is about to take
placs in New South Wales. We know that
there was a referendum there, but that, we
allknow, was due to peculiarcircumstances, which
also obtaln to a large extent in this House at the
present time. The Government of New Soush
Wales held office by the toleration of a large
section of politicians who had a powerful repre-
sentation in the ‘\ssembly, and the Government
there adopted the roundabout process of a refer-
endum under the same pressure as is heing experi-
enced by the present Government in Queensland.
I regard this method of arriving at the decision
of the constituencies on this question as being a
clever method of evading the real question itself.
We were returned to this House, many of us,
pledged to support a motion for the reduction of
members. [Opposition members: Hear, hear ]
That was a cardinal feature of the policy of my
hon. friend, the member for Townsville, who
was leader of the Government when we went to
the country nearly two and a-half years ago.
He declared, as part of the policy which he then
put before the country, that there should be, as

{13 Jorvy.]
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sonn as possible, & reduction in the numher of
members of the Assembly, and the hon. member
was returned to power by a very large majority
of the people of the country. Why, then,
should there be a necessity for going through the
stupendous farce—for I can designate it by no
milder term—of appealing to the people by way
of a referendum to kn w whether thereshall bea
reduction in the number of mewbers of this
Chamber ? The fallacy of the arguments that are
being used in support of this proposal is absolutely
so conspicuous that a schoolboy could see through
it and expose it. What is to prevent the Govern-
went, if they are really in earnest in this
matter-—what is to prevent the Govermwent
now, as they have delayed so long dealing with
this question, before the close of the present
ses-ion, from passing a Bill providing for a
referendum-—{The PrREMIER: That comes very
nicely from you.]—which they could rass in this
House in half an hour? We should be gnuite
willing to give them the same facilities for
passing that Bill as we are affording them for
passing the Supply which is asked for in this
emergency. We could pass the Bill in half an
hour in this Chamber, and I am satistied that
the other Chamber would not delay its passage.
Now, they could pass a Bill of that sort, and
make the question one to be submisted to the
electors at the forthcoming election. Why
could they not do that? Butno; thatis not
what they propose to do. What they pro-
pose to do is to have a general election as
if the question of a reduction in the number
of members of the Assembly had never been
mentioned by anybody-—to let it drop into
oblivion, to keep it in the dark, and then by
and by, when the new House asssmbles, if the
present Governent should still keep in power,
pass a Bill to refer the matter to the people some
time at the end of the new Parliament, and then
some six or seven years afterwards there may be
a chance of a reduction in the number of mem-
bers. I spoke a while ago of two hon. members
who had been to iy eiectorate, like the busy-
bodies they are, always intruding into other
men’s domains. I do not blame them for doing
so; it is a free country, and they have a right
to go where they like. But what did those
hon. members tell the people they addressed
at Roma a few weeks ago? They used all
sorts of arguments to show that under no
circumstances whatever should there be a re-
duction in the number of members of this
Chamber, They addressed specious arguments
to the people up there, as it they were a lot
of country bumpkins who did not understand
what the necessities of the country were. They
said, ““Ob, if you have a reduction in the num-
ber «f members, it means that the c.untry
constituencies will sutffer—[Opposition members:
Hear, hear!]—and that Brisbane will get the
benefit,” thus raixing the cry of the metropolis
rersus the country, and practically ig oring all
their past professions with regard to the equality
of man. I always thought that those persons
believed in the representation of human beings;
but when they go into the country they talk
about the representation of territory—of sheep
and cattle. What has become of the arguments
used by those hon. members with regard to the
equality of man? They have no hesitation in
declaring that a man living in Brisbane who has
thousands of pounds’ worth of property, and who
employs hundreds of persons who are dependent
upon him for a livelihood—they have no hesita-
tion in proclaiming with a loud voice at every
street corner that this man is no better than the
loafer who begs a sixpence from him—[Govern-
ment members: No, no!l—and that the one
man has the right to an equal share in the
government of the country with the other man

How. Sir A. Butledge.]
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They say that all men are equal. That is their
docirine here, but when they go down to the
country districts and want to throw dust in
the eyes of the people—they pay them the
doubtful compliment of snpposing that they are
so simple-mi-.ded as that they cannot see through
their specious arguments—they virtually cluim
that human beings are not to be represented, but
territory, sheep, and cattle are also to be repre-
sented. [Mr. DUNSFORD : Another bogey.] Trese
hon. members do not like to have thvir incon-
sistencies exposed in this way. I say that we have
a right to have from the Government something
more than a mere empty promise that soine day
or other they will bring in a Bill for referring
the question of the reduction of members to the
people. We have a right to have had a Bill
passed fixing the number of members that there
should be representing the peoplein this Chamber.
Or, if they were afraid of that, here is a convenient
opportunity provided for them by the cire m-
stances that have unexpectedly arisen in this
Chamber, to pass a Bill and have the thing
decided by the electors straight away. They say
we are oppused to their policy. 1 say we are
entirely opposed to a policy which savours so
much of—I say it without any personal dis-
respect to hon. members sitting opposite—what
I should call a policy of shuoffle. (Government
laughter.) They are in a different position, I
dare say if we knew what the private opinions of
some hon. members of the Government are—and
we should not be long in arriving at the private
opinions entertained by them-—we should find
that they believe there ought to be a reduction
in the number of members. But they are in the
hands of their Labour masters. (Government
laughter.) They dare not. [Mr. Cowap: And
your masters, too.] This is just like a deal more
we shall have by and by. I am not condemning
hon. members of the Labour party for holding
their views. They are perfectly entitled to hold
them, as I have aright to hold mine ; but I have
a supreme objection to see an hon. gentleman
sitting there at the head of the Government who
is not the master of his position. (Government
laughter.) He is like a toy figure, obliged to
dance as other people pull the strings, and that
is the position he is in with regard to this
matter. Why has he not the courage of his
opinions? We know what his opinions are upon
this subject. If there was a sincere desire to
promote the best interests of the country i this
way, we should have something like a Bill to
refer this question to the electors straight away.
The hon. gentleman made a great ado some
short time ago when he was speaking in this
Chamber upon the subject of the amendment to
the Address in Reply. He said that the opposi-
tion shown in the amendment on the Address in
Reply was not because the Opposition disbelieved
in the administration of the Government during
the recess, but because they wanted to evade the
question with regard to what he euphemistically
calls in scnorous tones ‘‘electoral reform.” We
may have our own ideas as to whether all the
electoral proposals that are promised to be sub-
mitted by the Premier partake of anything in
the nature of reform. We know that they imply
a good deal of electoral change in one sense or
another, but whether they are all actually reform
in the highest and best sense I, for one, take leave
o0 seriously doubt. The hon. gentleman knows
very well that if the Opposition had been so
opposed to this question of electoral reform they
could have postponed their opposition, which
took the form of an amendment, to a few weeks
later on. The electoral reform so called was the
first thing placed upon the paper—was the first
thing to be forced down the throats of members
of this Assembly by the majority which the hon.
gentleman then had—and it we had resisted the
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electoral reform which would be submitted in due
course, we should only have had to wait a few
weeks longer, and the same result would have
followed as followed in the case of the amend-
ment which was moved, and in the division which
was so disastrous to the prestige of the Govern-
ment, We could then have expressed our
opinions upon that, and we should have been
just probably where we are to-day, so that there
is not much ground for a grievance on the part
of the hon. gentleman, or justification for his
saying that we took the opportunity of express-
ing our opposition to his electoral reform mea-
sure s0 called, by moving an amendment which
was moved, censuring them for their administra-
tion. There is nothing at all in that contention.
We were quite prepared to deal with electoral
reform when it came up. We should have had
to wait only a few weeks longer before being called
upon to deal with it, so that the matter was as
broad as it was long. But now what do we find ?
That the Government are now going to the con-
s'ituencies after having been virtually censured
for their administration during the recess—to
appeal to the people to be returned, not because
they were good boys in the past in the matter of
the admiuistration, but because the Opposition
are naughty boys, who do not want anything in
the shape of electoral reform. T say that we do
want electoral reform. We want electoral reform
to take this shape first and foremost—that the
number of raembers of this House shall be
reduced, and that the people of this country
shall be saved from a burden of taxation to
the extent of £5,000 to £7,000 per annum. We
are in a position to make a saving of that amouns
in the expenditure of the revenue of this country
by an immediate reduction in the number of
members of this House. [The PremIzr: Hven
the Opposition bench is not agreed upon that
point.] I do not suppose you will find absolute
agreement on any subject whatever. [Dr. GARDE :
The majority are agreed.] There has not been a
formal expression of opinion on the part of hon.
members constituting the Opposition ; but if I
am in a position to speak for them, I can
only repeat what was so well said by my hon,
friend, the member for Townsville, when he
declared that as a body we were in favour of it.
He himself as the leader of the party was
strongly in favour of it, and the Bills were actu-
ally in print togive effect o his views, and would
have been carried without difficulty had the
sibuation remained as it was before September
last. Had we been allowed to go on with our
reform, which was genuine reform—(Government
laughter)—and not assumed reform. had we been
allowed to go on with this, we should have had a
very different state of things in Queensland from
what we have at the present time. [Mr. KBRR :
Stage thunder.] There is no one who is such an
adept at stage thunder as the hon. member for
Barcoo, only there is no lightning associated
with his thunder. I like to have a little light-
ning associated with mine. I do not wish to
discuss the financial questions, which I am hardly
competent to discussin the way they ought to be
treated. My hon. friends who sit over here—the
hon, member for Ipswich, Mr. Cribb, who was
formerly T'reasurer, and my hon. friend, the mem-
ber for Townsville—will no doubt havesomething
to say with regard to the financial condition of
Queensland, and what the duty of the Government
is in conmnection with that financial condition.
What is the fact? I say, in all seriousness, that
the Government, in adopting the course they
have followed in retiring from the position which
they held as the controliers of the business of this
House—they retired from the position they occu-
pied, and could have continued without challenge
to occupy if they were determined to use that
position for the benefit of the people of the
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conntry in providing for them those facilities
which are necessary in order to enable them
to secure the greatest advantages from their
occupation of the land, and so forth—they
have shown a disposition to subordinate the
best interests of the people of the country
to the political necessities and prejudices of
hon. gentlemen who sit behind them, and
with whom they are temporarily associated.
It is a very poor kind of policy indeed. As has
been so eloquently said by the hon, member for
Mackay, Mr. Dalrymple, the people did not
want votes, they wanted victuals.

[£.30 p.m.] When they were asking for bread,
the hon. gentleman was offering

them a stone. *‘Never mind the fact that you
are not able to get your produce to market!
Never mind the fact that there are difficulties in
connection with securing an adequate return for
your labours on the land! We are going to
give you votes, and that will compensate for
everything.” I read a paragraph in either
yesterday’s or this morning’s Courier. I think
it was a telegram which came from Rockhamp-
ton, and anything that comes from Rockhampton,
I suppose, is to be received with profound respect.
We are not supposed to challenge anything
that comes from Rockhampton, and I think this
piece of news came from Rockhampton. It said
that Mr. Thomson, the butter expert, had been
there and had expressed the deliberate view
that no less than £30,000 had been lost last year
by reason of the defective condition of the butter
that was shipped from want of proper facilities
enabling those who get their living by raising
cream and supplying creameries to obtain an ade-
quate return from their labour. [The PREMIER :
‘What about the very large sum which was lost
because people would not brand their cattle in
the right place ?] This expert, who was going
to accomplish such wonders—as we all hoped
and believed he would—and who, I see, is now
leaving us in absolute disgust, says that £30,000
was lost last year; and what do we find? T
hoped that the Secretary for Agriculture would
see, above all things, before going into this miser-
able business of meddling with the electoral
system of the country at the present time, that
he would have endeavoured to do away with
every impediment in the way of our danrymen
securing the best return for their toil; and that
that would have been assured to them before a
single step forward in any other direction was
taken. [The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
You will get that before the New Year.]
We will get it ““in the sweet by and by.”
[The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: In the near
by and by.] But we are asked to waste all this
precious time while twice £30,000 may soon be
wasted. [The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE :
That is all problematical.] I have the statement
of the expert with regard to what has heen lost,
[The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You have
the newspaper report.] Here is legislation wait-
ing, and that ought to have been passed by this
House to help these unfortunate people in their
trouble, and everything is to go by the board
that a certain section of the people may secure
political ascendancy. [The SECRETARY FOR AGRI-
ouLTURE : That Bill will be on the statute-book
just as early.] If the contemplation of that
kind of thing pleases the Grovernment it does
not please me, and 1t does not please a great
many others of those who are the best friends
of the people of thiz country, whether they
are working people or any other kind of people.
[Mr. DuxsrForD : It would have been through
this session if you had not been on a rat-
catehing expedition.] I do not propose to take
up any more time at this stage of the pro-
ceedings. I think, however, that the Govern-
ment have a right to give us some information
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before the vote is passed upon several important
subjects. They have a right to give us informa-
tion as to how they propose to deal with certain
losses that have been and are likely to be in-
curred. We know that the Land Court bas
given several decisions lately, the result of
which will be a loss of, I suppose, from £15,000
to £20,000 a year in our land revenue. That
has to be made up somehow. Then there will
be the loss occasioned by the expiration of the
Special Retrenchment Act. I do not know
what the intentions of the Government are on
that subject. I suppose we will get some light
upoen it 1n the course of the discussion from the
Treasurer as to whether the Government propose
to put a period to the operations of that Aect,
which was only passed for two years, and was not
intended by the previous Government to last a
day beyond that. (Government laughter.) AndI
do not know whether the Government propose to
do anything in the matter of the Income Tax Act.
What are they going to do about that? [The
PREMIER : Has not the hon. gentleman read the
Governor’s Speech?] Yes; I have read the
Governor’s Speech, which indicated that the
tax was to be reimposed with an alteration by
which there should be certain exemption. That
exemption means a loss, and I want to know
how they are going to make up these several
deficiencies. [The PREMIER: The hon. gentle-
man might himself be charged with that duty.]
It is very kind of the hon. gentleman to suggest
the possibility of that; but, while he saysit, T
think he does not, in his heart, believe anything
of the sort. [The PREMIER: I am not sure.
The House is going to the country, and
the hon. gentleman might be the head of
the new Government.] We all know that,
We know all the possibilities that exist, [Mr.
TurNER: You know the probabilities, too.]
[Hon. R. Puirp : They do not mean to
do anything in regard to the Special Retrench-
ment Act.] I think I saw some indication the
other day in the Press which led me to believe
that the Government, after all, were going to
try to dish the Opposition by forestalling them
in the matter of the Special Retrenchment Act.
They knew very well that it was the intention
of the late Government not to renew the Act
after it expired by effluxion of time. They
think now that, because they are about to go
to the country, it would be a good thing to
anticipate the Opposition and try to make
believe that ¢ Codlin is the friend of the civil
servant, not Short ”-~that they are the benefac-
tors who are prepared to do such good things to
the people who were reduced by from 10 to 15
per cent. two years ago. But I donot think those
gentlemen, who have real grounds for grievance
against the present Government, are going to
be placated by any such hollow pretence as this.
But, whatever may be the motive which actuated
the Government in attempting to do this thing,
it will become them to tell us how they propose
to make good the deficiency which will be
created of £80,000 or £90,000 per annum by
permitting this Aect to expire. How do they
propose to make up this deficiency? How do
they propose to make up the deficiency of
£15,000 or £20,000 in theland revenue? Howdo
they propose to make good the loss that will
ensue from their preposed alteration in the
income tax, and what are they going to do
in other respects? All these things that will
happen during the present year, will make up,
together with the deficit of £25,000 which
existed at the end of the financial year,
a deficit of between £200,000 and £300,000.
not to speak of what may be lost by the amend-
ment of the Income Tax Act, and T do not know
how they are going to make provision for that.
But this is all a secondary consideration now,
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“TLet the finances take care of themselves; we
are going to give the people votes,” say the Go-
vernment. [Mr, LesiNa: Both votes and vie-
tuals.] I do not know where the victuals are to
come tfrom. It is appalling at the present time
to contemplate the state of things existing in
this city and elsewhere by reason of the with-
drawal of capital which used to flow in regularly
here for purposes of iuvestment. Walk up and
down Queen street and you will see thirty or
forty shops, that used always to be let and doing
good busmess, empty. Go to South Brisbaue,
and in the principal street it is melaucholy to
contemplate the existence of an even worse state
of things. Peopls are now pressed for £1
who formerly were always in possession of
sufficient money for their reasonable require-
ments. It is only thoxe who come 1n contact with
business men, a. d who lock beneath the surface,
who are aware of the actual appalling state of
affuirs, I ask, To what are we to attribute it?
To the same ret of facts which is influencing
capitalists in Great Britain and elsewhere from
investing their money, One of the first things
with which we are threatened by the Labour
party is a land tax. [Mr, LEsiNa: They have
it in other States.] It is the tact of the existence
of socialistic legislation which is driving away
those men who are in possession of capical, »nd
whomn hon. members opposite refer to by the
opprobrious tern of ““bandlers,” the meaning of
which I do not understand. This is not a matter
for amusement. It is w matier for very serious
consideration on the part of every man who has
the welfare of this State of Queensland at heart.
Until confidence is restored, until something is
attempted by the Government beyond the plan
of increasing the number of adherents of that
policy which believes in hunting capital out of
the country—until we have auv entirely different
condition of things we shall never have a con-
tented and prosperous people in Queensland, T
know what s going on. Every day I pass by
groups of men at the street corners idle and un-
employed. When hon. members sitting on this
frout bench constituted the Government of the
country, these sume men were harangued every
day opposite the Treaswry Buildings by inte-
rested parties put up to the job, who told them
that th.e then Government were bringing about
a condition of things which re-ulted in their
want of employment and consequent star-
vation. Now these same men are discreetly
kept silent. They are under the whip also,
and instead of deputations mnow gathering
at the 'Treasury Buildings and marching
up to Parliament House to cheer somebody on
the baleony who goes out to recelve their
homage, and who is supposed to be their true
friend, these people are now told to he guiet,
The Government are trying in this way to
prevent the idea getting abroad, which oughs to
be made as public as possible, that there are
large numbers of unemployed in the city of
Brisbane and elsewhere whose want of employ-
ment is due to the fatuous policy pursued by the
present Government. [The PrEMIER: They are
being absorbed.] They cannot be absorbed if
the only method with that object in view is the
method adopted by the Government. What is
their method of absorption? What is the
method of the Treasurer—the gentieman who
is so conspicuous in his efforts in the Cabinet,
who takes such an important part in controlling
the affairs of the country, and who generally
contrives to have the Premier agreeing with him
in his proposals whether that hon. gentleman
finds them palatable or not? The Treasurer at
Rockhampton marshalled the unemployed and
sent them into the interior to do some kind of
work which is of absolutely no use, and paid them
at the munificent rate of 1ls. a week., [The
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TREASURER : And youkeptthem inidleness.] Let
the unemployed take note of this: The present
Treasurer, who professes to believe that every man
is entitled to a minimum wage, is the author of a
gystem by which these unfortunate men are
obiiged to go out and do work, which is of no
benelit to the country, at the remunerative rate
of 1ls. a week. These are the gentlemen who
believe in the voice of the people. [Mr. LESINA:
You spent £28,000 in five years on your legal
pals.] T am glad the hon. gentleman has men-
tioned that matter, which 1 will refer to hefore
I sit down. The Treasurer is a man who believes
that every man is entitled to a minimum wage,
and yet he is content to send these men to earn
11s. 2 week ; and when they remonstrate with him
and give reasons why better treatment should be
mered ous to them, he tells them thut he is not
going to b “‘bounced.” T could understand that
in a great capitalist- -a man who did not believe
in Demos—but I canunot undersrand it in a
gentleman with the pretensious of the Tr. asurer.
Now, with reference to the remark made con-
cerning myself by 1the hon. member for Cler-
mont. The hon. gentdeman has industriously
circnlated statements with regard to me which
he pretended to base upon a return laid on the
table of the House at the instance of the hon.
member for Burke. How he could promulgate
such astonishing statements as he has m«de Lam
at a loss to understand. The hon. member has
repeated these as-ertions here, and 1 am thank-
ful to him for giving me an opportunity of deal-
ing with them. He saysT gave £28,000 away while
A torney-General to my needy legal fiiends. He
has circulated that in the coun ry, and he has
also said in this House that I my~elf prcketed
fees during five ycars to the extent of £11,000.
Well, the statenient was so monstrous that I
could hardly credit the hon. member with being
serious when I first heard it. What are the
facts? T want these facts circulated as widely
as the hon. gentleman’s statements, which are not
facts. [Mr. Lusiva: I count your saiary, you
know.] The hon. gentleman has no wore right
to count my salary than his own. The hon.
gentleman tollows a profession outside this
House, and would T be guilty of caying that
besides the £300 a year which he receives here,
he had takeu from the country the amount
of the income which he receives from his
profession ¢ Would I be justified in saying
anything of that sort? It would be monstrous
perversion if T were to make such a statement.
Now, the hon. member for Burke got a return
laid on the rable of this House, which showed
this: that in the seven financial years men-
tirned—not five years, as the hon. member for
Clermont said—but 1 those seven financial
years I received £4,255 in fees ; but he took care
not to tell the House, and he did not tell the
people of the country, in the publication in which
that statement was made, that out of *hose seven
vears there were two years during which I was
not a member of this House at all ; and that for
thosz two veurs alone, when T was not a member
of the Assembly, I received more than half of
the whole amount I received in those seven
years. The return shows that I received during
the period of five years after I became Attorney-
General less than I received in two vears pre-
viously, when I was not 2 member of Parliament
at all. {Opposition members: Hear, hear!]
[Mr. Lmsiya: I said you had received it for
some time. [ can give the exuct words.]|
I heard the hon. member say it twice my-
seif: and if T had the opportunity to quote
from previous Heansards, I could quote the
hon. member’s own words; but I am rely-
ing on the statements he has circulated all
over the country, and I have heard the hon.
member repeat on several occasions that I
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received £11,000 in fees in five years. [Mr.
LESINA : 1 said fees and salary.] That was the
statement that was made—the statement con-
tained in a document which circulates by
thousands throughout the country—that I had
received £11,000 1o fees in five years—the actual
fact being that I received altogether in seven
years some £4,000, more than half of which was
paid to me for work done when I was not a
member of this House at all. [Opposition mem-
bers: Hear, hear!] So much for that. Now,
with regard to the £28,000 which the hon. member
referred to as having been given by me to my
needy legal friends, it is true that in seven years
there was a total of £28,000 spent ; but what is the
fact? The fact is, as the return shows, which the
hon. member could have seen if he had looked at
it, that the s£28,000 was not money distributed
amongst my needy legal friends, to whom the
hon. member made sneering reference; but it
was distributed for work done by fifty-five
different barristers and eighty different firms of
solicitors, practising in all parts of Queensland—
Northern, Central, and Southern Queensland.
He also omitted to say that a great part of that
£28,000 was returned to the Government in the
shape of costs. Not a word about that from the
hon. member. I am under an obligation to him
for having given me this opportunity of refuting
the statements he so industriously circulated
throughout the country. I think I have said
all that I intended to say, and I shall content
myself with expressing the hope that during the
forthcoming election the people upon whom the
responsibility will devolve of selecting their
representatives will not be led away by any false
sentiment, but that they will look at the facts
exactly as they are, and in view of that responsi-
bility they will consider the best interests of the
country and act accordingly. [Opposition mem-

bers : Hear, hear!] [Mr. Krerr: A good
electioneering speech. ]
Mr. J. HAMILTON (¢o0lk) : An hon. mem-

ber has just remarked that the speech of the
leader of this side was a good electioneering
speech, and I agree with hun Hvery statement
made by the hon. gentleman has evidently been
considered by the other side, and not one of
them has risen to reply. We know that the
whole refrain of the present Government has
been: “We have not had time.” Ten months
ago, one of their chief objects in getting into
power—as they so asserted—was to introduce
legislation which would put bread into the
mouths of the unemployed, and that they were
going to introduce progressive legislation. But
directly they got into power, they at once said
they would have no time, and that all they
could do would be to pass two unimportant
Bills introduced by their predecessors. To say
that they had no time was utterly absurd,
seeing that other Ministers before them came
into power under similar circumstances, and
brought down a poliey, delivered Financial State-
ments, and brought down a number of Bills
which were of the greatest public importance.
The present Government promised that they
would do a lot of things during the recess. They
sajd they desired to reorganise the service; bus
instead of doing so, they employed a board of
inquiry to do the worl—a board which cost the
country about £1,200, and the work of which
board has been criticised very unfavourably
indeed. It was a perfect farce. The Ministers
simply sheltered themselves behind this board of
inquiry, and there was a genecral system of re-
trenchment and dismissals carried out. The Pre-
mier, before he got into office, said that he was in
favour of a reduction of members, and he thought
in the interests of economy that a Bill dealing
with this matter should be passed. And yet,
1904—20
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when we met this year, what did the hon. gentle-
man propose? A referendum, in order to carry
on the matter for another year, and it has been
caleulated that that referendum would have cost
twice as much as the salaries of members saved
for one year. The Government had no intention
of passing any progressive legislation. It was
bruited about on platforms and elsewhere that
the first thing they intended to do was to pass a
one-man-one-vote Bill, on the sawe principle as
the Commonwealth Act; but they believed it
would not pass, and that they would go to the
country, That showed that they had not the
slightest intention of passing any measures of
prugressive legislation this year, and now they
have the opportunity of going to the country with-
out passing these measures, and therefore, if they
are logical, they will come back again, and the
first measure they will introduce will be the one-
man-one-vote Bill, and if it does not pass, they
will again go to the country. It is only logical to
suppose that if they do this sort of thing once, they
will do it again, and the result will be that there
will be no more Iem%latxon for another year. Itis
perfectly true that capitalists have been deterred
from coming to this country—wherever I have
been I have heard that statement. Not long
since I was told by Captain Robinson—a man
well known on the Croydon mining field—that
some English eapitalists who had been keeping a
mine going at Croydon, wired that on account of
the socialistic tendencies and actions of the
Labour party, they refused to pay any more calls,
and the result is that the mine is now closed down
and the miners are going about looking for work.
[Mr. Kenr : What is the name of the inine 7] If
the hon. member wants to know, it is the Golden
Gate, and my authority is Captain
[5 p.m.] Robinson; and an hon. member
alongside me heard the statement
made, and can confirm 1t. That is an instance
where our credit has been damaged in the money
market, although the mine is still there, and
as good as ever. We have another instance in
the refusal by the Government of those condi-
tions which were proposed by the capitalists on
Chillagoe to make a line from there to George-
town. They made a remarkably fair proposal
which you would have thought any Government
imbued with a desire to find employment for
working men would have jumped at. They pro-
posed to expend between £400,000 and £500,000
on the work, which would have employed 500
working men within a few mouths, and another
£150,000 in developing the works. The (Govern-
ment knew perfectly well that not only would
that give increased employment, but it would
enable the smelters at Chillagoe to keep going,
and induce the company, which had earned no
dividends, and had spent from £450,000 to
£300,000 in wages during the last few years, to
keep going. 'What did they do? They rejected
the offer, and the Treasurer simply laughed at it
the other day, and made a very contemptuous re-
mark implying that the Government would have
nothing to do with it, The company were wiring
at the time that if that were not done—if some en-
couragement were not given to them by enabling
them to make a railway in order to get those ores
from Georgetown to their smelbms—they would
have to close down the mine, which would result
in from 600 to 800 men now getting Ss, t0 10s. a
day being thrown out of employment. To that
the Government paid no attention, and the
result will be that within the next month or two
those men will be humping their swags all over
the country looking for work, and it will be
caused by the action of the present (Govern-
ment., Not only will those people suffer,
but at least five times as many who are
dependent upon them; for I recollect some
months ago the secretary for the Broken Hill

Mr. J. Hamilton.]



578 Supply.

Companv telling me that although only 3,000 or
4,000 men were actually engaged in mining,
there were 30,000 men, wowen, and children
living at Broken Hill. But, in addiion to
those, it will affect everybody living in the dis-
trict, the sailors who are engaged in carrying
the ore, and even the farmers in South Qu ens-
land, who supply the place with their produce.
As the introduction of a Supply Bill is the time
to make complaints, I will take the opportunity of
doing so. I may premrse by saying thatsome time
ago I made cerrain statements in this House
regarding Dr. Roth, the Northern Protector of
Aborigines. I have never had any ill-feeling
against that gentleman; in fact, I was prepos-
sessed inhis favour. But woen I found my con-
stitnents, north, south, east, and west, making
complaints about him, and when I investigated
those complaints and found them correct, I
thought that in the interests of my constitnentsit
was my duty to protect them when I saw that they
were unjustly treated. I consequently wrote a
letter to the then official head of the department.
Dr. Roth replied to the effect that my statements
were unfrue, and another letter was written by
a subordinate of his also ¢t the effect that those
statements were untrue. But although those
statements had been made for a long time——
[The SEcrETARY ¥YOR PUuBLic LawDps : You must
distingui-h between representations made to me
while I have been in office, and those made to
my predecessor.] I am stating that although
those letters had been a long time in existence,
yet within a week or so after that hon. gentleman
came into office, he placed those letters on the
table imputing falsehood to myself. I then re-
plied showing that I was justified in every state-
ment, and showing that the allegations which
Dr. Roth had made were utterly untrue, and
that my statements were perfectly correct. 1
then asked th- hon. gentleman would he table
my letter. He refused. So here we have the
spectacle of a member, in pursuance of his duty,
making certain complaints against an officer;
that officer replying untruthfully o those state-
ments and charges; and a Minister opposed to
that member placing that officer’s letters on the
table and having them printed and circulated
in the Press, and then refusing to put that
member’s reply, in which he proved up to the hilt
every statement he had made. To show that my
letter rebuts every statement made by Dr.
Roth, and justifies and exonerates me from his
statements, T will read it to the House—

Brisbane, 13th June, 1904.
The Hon. the Minister for Lands, Brisbaue.

Sir,—In a letter to you by Dr. Roth of 27th Tebruary,
1903, but only laid on the table of the House last
Friday, he complains that I unjustly vilified his
character in 2 parliamentary speech in October, 1902,
accusing him of abusing his position as Protector of
Aboriginals by taking grossly indecent photographs of
such a character as to render his retention in the service
a disgrace to his chief.

Attached to hisIetter is one to him from Mr. Mobsby,
Agrienltural Photographer, accusing me of obtaining
onn of Dr. Roth’s photographs from him, and not re-
turning it aceording to promise. The letters of Dr.
Roth and Mr. Mobsby are remarkabie for their grotesque
inconsistency and astouunding disregard of logic and
facts, It scems cruelly unnecessary for me to refute
two letters which so effectively refute one amother.
How Dr. Roth came to write his letter with that of My.
Mobsby before him is a conundrum that will severely
strain the puzzle-solving capacity of Parlilament and
the public. Mr. Mobsby says that I obtained the photo-
graphs on the condition that I would return them;
whereas he merely requested me not to mention where
I got them, which request I observed. His earnest
solicitude for their return can be appreciated in view
of the fact that he voluntarily preseunted at least cne
well-known Queenslander with identical copies before
I had ever heard of them. His explanation is also dis-
counted by his subsequent statement that his reason
for giving me the photographs placed in his charge by
Dr. Roth was because I had told him the Under Secre-
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tary for Agriculture haa directed that he shonld—an
excuse equally as absurd as his first, as the Under
Secretary for Agriculture had no power to order bim to
dispose of Dr. Roth’s property, and had no connection
with Dr. Roth’s department. Upon vr. Roth’s return
to Brisbane. rumours were current of my intention to
ask for an inquiry concerning him. Ounly then did Mr.
Mobsby ask me to return the photographs, and promised
duplicates in their stead, explaining that if he put the
duplicates in Dr. Roth’s collection Dr. Roth would
detect it, as he had marks ou those which were in my
possession. A few days later, he again asked for the
photographs, but onstating that I first wanted the dupii-
cates promised, he replied that he could not find the
negatives, This eaused me to suspect the Dr. and himself
of conspiring to regain the photographs for the purpose
of destroying all evidence of their existence, and then
swearing they had never been faken, and I refused to see
him again. Mr. Mobsby says his reason for desiring the
return of the photographs—he gave me two, not one—
was that, in the language of his own letter, < they were
1not such as should get about.”” He also says their non-
reburn caused him ““great werry.” Ie is here in an
unusually unpleasant position. Dr Roth in his letter
says that identical copies of these pictures appeared in
his book of ‘Bthuological Studies,” published by the
Government. That book appeared in 1897, and 400
copies were distributed, the book being for public sale
at a guinea, so that Mr. Mobsby, in December, 1902, is in
an hysterical state of alarm about the need of great
secrecy with a picture of which Dr. Roth says copies
had been in public circulation for tive years. Dr. Roth
steps at this stage into a worse position than Mr.
Mobsby, whose case is sufficiently embarrassing. Dr.
Roth asserts that these photographs appeared in his
book of 1897, atihough the pictures in question were
not taken until years after the bock was published.

What is his position in face of the startling fact that
1no such photographs or anything resembling them ever
appeared in his book, and are not likely to appear, as no
lithographer or printer outside of a penal establishment
would dare to either reproduce or print or describe
them ? Any Queensiand judge would reward such an
offence with imprisonment in St. Helena. And what
becomes of Dr. Roth’s anxiety about the secrecy and
custodv of these two pictures, of which, according to
his own statement, 400 copies have been in circulation
for five years? As Dr. Roth is forced to admit that he
took the photographs shown by me, he says he is not
ashamed of them. In that case, probably the natureof
the picture that would eause Dr. Roth any feeling of
shame is beyond the worst imagination in Port Said.
e says they appeared in his book in 1897, in coot
defiance of the fact that the statement is a deliberate
fabrication. There certainly were iffdecent pictures in
that book, but the worst of them were modest eom-
pared to those I am discussing. He states that the
Prince of Wales was pleased to accert a copy. He
forgets to mention that the indecent pictures were
omitted from that particular number. In any ecase, the
Prince probably never saw or heard of it, and, for the
sake of Queensland, it is to be hoped he never will.
Dr. Roth claims that his obscene pictures were taken in
the interests of ethnological science, though knowing
well that no etbnological society, and no respectable
ethnologist in the world, deals in pictorial filth, a mere
glance at which would be a cause of shame and disgust
to any respectable man, leaving all types of woman-
hood out of the question. XKnowing this to be his sole
excuse, it was deemed well to snbmit the pictures to
three absolutely impartial ethnologists for their private
opinions.

The opinion of No. 1.—“ Those pictures haunt me,
They are terrible! Terrible!”

The opizion of No. 2.—*They are the most disgust-
ing things I ever saw.*

The opinion of No. 3.—*“ What manner of man took
these? IHe ought to be in gaol.”

And these would be the verdicts of the Queensland
people and Press if the character of these pictures was
progiaimed.

I have shown that Dr. Both’s own letter covers him
with confusion, and that my statements in the [Jouse
had  solid foundation. In conclusion, I repeat, with
even more emph=sis, that the man who deliberately
grouped the subjects of those pictures and photographed
them, is a disgrace to the Government service and to
the State, and an inquiry, such as I have called for,
wiil supply ample proof.

That a man, speecially appointed to protect the help-
less aboriginals, and guard both men and women from
injustice and insult, has deliberately, for years, at
Government expense, grossly abused his official powers
in repeatedly violating the sense of shame and modesty
of the women. and outraging the feelings of the men
by specially arranged disgraceful photographs, is some
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“hing so abhorrent that no nation, which values its own
reputation and the fair fame of its civil service, can
afford to pass it over without a full inquiry and stern
yustice to all concerned. There need be no wonder
that ahoriginals who know Dr. Roth dislike him, and
that few of the Northern squatters will allow him
inside their homes. The opinions of the police are unfit
{or publication.

Dr. Roth alludes to Queensland as ‘‘his adopted
sountry.” It seems specially unfortunate that some
other country has not the doubtful honour of acting as
his foster-mother, but to Queensianders it will be some
<onsoiation to know that TIungary is responsible for
n1s existence, and that Britain is mercifully free froin
any lability in the trunsaction.—I have, etc.,

J. IHAMILTON.

We are asked to vote a certain sum of money,
but before doing so we should be perfectly satis-
Hed that the wmoney if going to be expended
honestly in the interest of the State. If there is
any doubt on that point, then the matter should
be explained before any hon. member gives his
vote in favour of granting Sapply. In counec-
yion with the Glengallan Hstate, we had from a
-nember of the Mnistry the other day a state-
ment which the most simple-ininded individual
could not swallow. We were told that Queens-
land had saved .£65,000 by the transaction,
whereas it was abundantly clear to anyone who
looked into the matter that instead of Queens-
land saving any money the State lost from £6,000
t0 £7,000. The Government were entitled to
issne agricultural land debentures at par on
their face value at 33 per cent. in payment
for the land. Had they done that they could
have used the money in the Treasury in buying
Government loan debentures, which were at 945
per cent. We all know that Government deben-
tures are far more valuable than agricultural land
debentures, because the latter have only a local
sale, and interest is only payable here, whereas
interest on the former and principal as well are
payable by the Bank of England in London
as well as in Brisbane. We want to know
who got that £6,000 or £7,000 which was lost
to the State by the Glengallan Hstate transac-
tion. The other side have not been particular
in making charges against this party in the past;
but now, since they have had the opportunity of
rifling the pigeon-holes in the public offices, they
have not been able to bring forward one scintilla
of justification for their charges. This thing
gives me cause to refer to the purchase of an
astate which was wmade previously. I have
frequently heard remarks regarding the pur-
chase of the North Toolburra Estate many years
ago, but never could believe that they were true.
{Hon. Sir A. RutteDeE: I object to this. What
is the use of raking up ancient history?] T never
attach any weight to a statement, such as I
have heard, unless I have got some proof. Only
last Hridav some evidence was submitted to me,
which T think it is my duty as a member to sub-
mit to this House, because it will justify me in
refusing to vote for the granting of Supply,
unless some explanation is offered. Probably an
explanation can be offered, and probably some
members may not look at it in the same light as
I do. It was explained to me that the North
Toolburra Estate was owned by a Mr. Coutts,
and that the Joint Stock Bank had a lien on the
property. Iam informedthatanarrangement was
made betwesn the bank manager and the hon.
member for Warwick that the hon. member
should receive 1 per cent. comnission, provided
he induced the Government to purchase that
property. [Hon. Sir A. RurnEnes: I object to
your making statements that can have no other
effect than to stir up ill-feeling.] I am not con-
sulring the hon. gentleman. There may be
nothing in what [ say-I may be mistaken in my
information. If the statement made to me is
antrue it can be contradicted, and I shall be
glad to hear that it is untrue. At any rate, the

[13 Jury.]

Supply. 579

hon. member tock action, he wrote about the
matter, and asked questions in the House about
it, and the Government bought the property, and
the bank gave him a cheque for £219 as commis-
sion for having got the Government to buy the
property. When the money was paid the residue
was sent to Mr. Coutts, less £219, which had
been paid to the hon. member; it was debited to
Mr. Coutts, and he objected to pay it. Isaw a
letter from Mr. Morgan, which was also shown
to me, where he wrote to Coutts, stating that it
was a fair thing, and he was entitled to it. I
have read a letrer, which I am told is the hon.
gentleman’s. [Government members: Oh, oh!]
[Mr. Cowap: Is this about Lizzie Johnson ?]
[Mr. LESINA : Lizzie John-on wrote that letter.]
I was shown a letter, which I am told is the
letter which Mr. Morgan wrote to Mr. Coutts,
stating that he considered he was entitled to 1 per
cent. commission for having got the Government
to buy that property. [The PREMIER: Do you
state that you saw any such letter frcm me?]
I was told that it was your letter—[Governnient
ment membeis: Oh, oh!]—and, moreover, several
other hon. members saw it in this House at the
sawe titme. I had been told by several hon. mem-
bers previously that they had seen the letter,
but I would not believe it until I saw it. [Mr.
Cowar: That was a collect telegram that you
saw.] [Mr. CoorEr: What Coutts was 1t?]
Arxe you trying to forbid me expressing myself?

The SPEAKER: Order! I must ask the
hon. member for Mitchell to refrain from inter-
jecting while the hon. member for Cook is
speaking.

Mr. J. HAMILTON: At any rate, Mr.
Coutits then threutened to take action against
the bank if that monev was not returned o him,
and I am informed by a man, whose name T
shall bring forward if it is necessary, that the
money was_returned—that the manager of the
bank saw Mr. Coutts, and that Mr. Morgan
returned the money to Mr. Coutts. I think it
is far better for me to make that statement in
this House, so as to give the hon. gentleman an
opportunity of contradicting it, rather than to
let the statement go uncontradicted if it is not
true. I think that is perfectly right and the
proper way to do, instead of saying anything
behind the hon. gentleman’s back ; and until
two months ago, when I came back to the
House, 1 said I would not believe it until the
evidence was shown to me. [Mr. McDONNELL :
You are a poor dirty tool.] There is not a
dirtier tool in the House or in Queensland than
the hon, member.

The SPEAKER : Order, order! I must ask
the hon. member not to use such expressions,
which are entirely unparliamentary.

Mre, J. HAMILTON: The hon. gentleman
is known as the scavenger of the House.

The SPEAKXKER : I must tell the hon. mem-
bers that such expressions as ““ dirty tool ” and
“gscavenger”’ are unparliamentary, and must not
be used.

HownovraBLe MeusERs: Hear, hear!

Mr. LEsiNa : He ought to withdraw them.

Mr. J. HAMILTON : I quite agres with you,
Sir, but remarks like that cause similar remarks
to be offered. T was not the aggressor. Similar
matters have come up before in this House.
¥or instance, I recollect that in Supply Mr.
Griffith brought up this matter. He said—

Then it was said that other influence was brought to
bear on the 2linister for Lands; that, in fact, the offer-
ing of the land by anction was brought about by the
intervevtion of a well-knowan firm in town of which a
leading member of the Government was a member, and
that by the intervention of that firm the land was
offered at 10s. per acre.

[The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : What year
1s this?] I am stating this. [The SECRETARY

Mr. J. Hamilton.]
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roR PuBLic Laxns: You ought to let us under-
stand what year it is.] I will give it in my own
time—

Where the scandal came in, if true, was the statement
that that firm did not give their services gratuitously
in the matter, but charged a brokerage of 23 per cent.
on the 10s. per acre, and that some of the purchasers
declined to pay it. That was a seandal which should
not go uncontradicted if it eould be contradicted. It
was said to he a singular thing that a Minister should
be influenced by a brother Minister, and that the
brother Minister should receive a brokerage for his
services. He should be glad to hear the statement
authoritatively contradicted.

Later on he said—

If the hon. gentleman could assure them, without
declamation and without had words, that a hrokerage
of 24 per cent, or a smaller suvin, was not charged or
claimed for such services, it would go a great deal
further than all the noise he had made. Ile only
wished therc was a good opportunity of investigating
the matter, because it ought to he investigated. A
statement of that kind ought to be ventilated, and he
should be only too delighted to find that it had no
foundation. e had not inade the statement hurriedly,
but he had exhausted every ineans in his power to
aseertain if the statement was accurate.

Then there was a Select Committee formed. I
have not used any hard words now. I have
simply made a statement which I have heard
fifty times during the last week, and it was my
intention at the first opportunity to mention it
in the House, and give the hon. gentleman an
opportunity to contradict it. If he can contra-
dict it, so much the better, and I shall be very
pleased. Now, the hon. member for Rockhamp-
ton, who is so fond of attacking hon. members,
who cannot let us speak without using some
insulting language——

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
is not in order in using those words,

Mr. J. HAMILTON : At any rate, I should
like to let the hon. member know as a further
reason for my opposing this vote—uonless some-
thing is done—1I should like tolet him know what
the Alinisterial organ thinks of him. It states—

You are little better than a confidenice man who has
obtained money or its equivalent from his fellow-
citizens by methods certainly not more, probably less,
moral than those resorted to by turf spielers, such as
three-card-trick, thimble-and-pea, and imonte-men. I
denounce you as dishonourable because, as { ain pre-
prepared to prove, you have been guilty of commercial
conspiracy or talse pretences, or hoth, for which other
men have been sent to jail, and for which, if you had
your deserts. you would have done, and, perhaps, would
still be doing time. . I will formulate this
criminal charge against you in the tfollowing precise
terms :—

1. You, Kidston, sold the Native Cat wine to a

Brishane company or syndicate.

2. One of the iain conditions under which youn
sold the mine wag that you should hand over to
the purchasers «ll the reports on the mine in
your possession.

This condition you deliberately evaded by sup-
pressing or withholding the veport of Govern-
ment Geologist Gibbs Maitland on the Native
Cat mine, made about a year before.

. When the purchasers discovered that this Go-
vernment Geologist’s report had been sup-
pressed they called on you for an explanation.

You admitted having suppressed the report,
whieh, you further admitted, was condemna-
tory of themine you hadsold.

5. You, under threat of legal proceedings, admitted
this imuch in two documents, respectively dated
tth December, 1895, and 2nd March, 1896.

. That by the aforesaid suppression, amounting to
faise pretences, you got £5,000 in scrip, which
vou had to disgorge.

* * % * *

Part of your *‘ plant’’ for * plucking” the public was
a false plan submitted at the sale of the Native Cat
mine, whereon it is made to appear that the reef struck
in oue shaft along the line of reef (real or fictitious)
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ran out, was struck again, which the Government
Geologist’s report-—deliberately suppressed by you
siiows to be & lie, Then, again, your reported returns !
past erushings, submitted for the purpose of promoting
the -ale of the mine, areshown 10 have been false. on tie
strength of the Government (eologist’s report. so lis-
honestly suppressed by you. To give you your due, you
admitted, in writing, that you were virtually a liar,
suppressing the truth in a connercial transaction with
your fellow-citizens in order to overreacl them, as you
actually did for the time being.
* * * # # *

Do you think that one in 10,000 of the taxpavers
of Queensland know of your dishonest Native (at
doings ? Youn know they do not. Therefore, I say that
you occupy your present position under false prefences.

[Mr. TURNER : What is the date of that paper?!
[Mr. Cowapr: Is that the Hodgkinson Mining
WNews of 1878 7] The date is 18th October of last

year. If that had appeared in any
[5.80 p.m.] other paper except the Govern-

ment organ, I have no doubt
[Mr. Kerr : Now read the Hodgkinson dlincr. |
I am very glad the hon. member has given
me this opportunity, because there is one man
here, and that man has made references regard-
ing myself during the last thres or four years
regarding something that appeared in the Hodo-
kinson Miner. Therefore, I will now squelch
that statement, and then I will malke some com-
ments on the gentleman who has commented nn
that.” Some twenty-five years ago I fogged
a man for traducing a lady, and I subse-
quently, as medical resident at the hos-
pital, refused to allow his woman to enter the
hospital. The visiting committee requested me
to do i, and I said, “ I will resign my position
as hospital surgeon and give my reasons.” ]
said that my objection was based on principle
and vot on personal grounds; but T would
gratuitously attend her outside professionally,
The honorary treasurer has made a declaration
to that effect, and also that the man stated,
“Never mind, [ will square with him by and by.”
This man, and another man I had turned out for
robbing me, induced a girl to make staternents
against my character—made, I may state, behind
my back. But directly I was confronted by this
girl, she admitted the statements were false, and
she subsequently made a sworn atiidavit before an
enemy of mine, a magistrate, that she had been
bribed to make those statements, and because
this bribe was not paid, she admitted the truth.
The Chief Secretary examined into the affair,
and he stated that my honour as a gentleman
and a man was clear, and there was no reason
why I should not remain on the magistracy. 1
again wrote him and said, “ I want a further
inquiry.” He sald, *‘ Your character is clear,
you do not require any more, there is no imputa-
tion against your honour ; I am satisfied there is
not a particle of truth in the assertion,” and 1
have got those letters. Now I say I think it is
a creditable thing to me when I find that the
only refuge any scoundrel has is in attacking me,
as he has attacked me, is because twenty-tive
years ago I flogged a man for traducing a lady,
and he then bribed a gizl to make a statement
against me which she confessed on oath was
false, and which the Chief Secretary stated he
was satisfied was untrue, and that he thought 1
ought to remain on the magistracy, If 1 had
kept my mother in a charitable asylum ; if my
mother had had to go to the police and beg for
5s. a week, and say I had kicked her out—
[A Government member: Is that in order ?}—
because I had refused to keep her, then I would
not be worthy of a position in the House, If
my mother had made a worse charge against me
—a, charge I do not like to mention on account
of the presence of people in the House—but a
charge which should not be made against a man,.
then I would not be fit to hold a position in this
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House. If I had made charges against member
after member ; if I had stated that one member
fad been guilty of keeping houses of ill-fame,
ind after that member denied it. if the reply
was, “Well, T said so because he annoyed me,”
andif T wpeated it again the next year, I would
se looked upon as a miserable skunk. 1f I had
been caught fossicking round another member’s
waste-paper basket, putting pieces of letters
together, then T would have been considered a
miserable skunk. If my whole life, during the
vime I had been here, was simply devoted to
trying to drag members down to my abject level,
then I would have been considered a skunk.
But I am not the man who has done this, but I
point to the hon. member for Clermont. He is
the man.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. membey
1 grossly out of order, and I must ask him
1o withdraw the statement.

(FOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
Mr. LesiNa: Unreservedly.
Mr. J. HAMILTON: I withdraw the

statemeni. but at the same time I am ready
o put those depositions on the table.

The SPEAKER:
must withdrav

Order! The hon. member
the statement unreservedly.

_Mr. J. HAMILTON: Since you, as
Speaker, have requested me to withdraw
the statements as they are unparliamentary,
I beg to withdraw them.

The PREMIER:T desire to say a word
by way of personal explanation. But first
let me express my regret thal a speech  of
the character of that which we have just
hstened to should ever have been delivered
in the Queenddand! Legislative Assembly.
[Government, niembers : Hea: hear!} [Mr.
J. Haymron: Oh, oh!] Tt is 2 degradation
not only to the hon. member Who has
denvered it-—[Mr. J. I AMILTON: Oh, ohtj
{A Government member: That is impossible. |-~
but it ix a matter that after all does not
conceryy the bon. member alone. I+ is a
speech which has heen a degradation to the
Assermbly whicli has been compelled to listen
Fooit [UGovernment members: Hear, hear!]
b should sav that there is probably only one
member of this House who could be found
', and thaw is the hon,
for Cook. [Av. J. Hamturon: Oh.
. LesiNa: John Hamilton Dun-
Why doi’t you go uwuoder your right

T0 doli\n such a spe
rwnnl)m

The SPEAKER: Ordor'

The PREMIER: T shall not descend to the
depths  to  which the hon. member has
f!eaconﬂod in his attack upon me, upon my coi-
league, and upon other members of fh)s House.
I think bon. members nonexal]y must have
1t that. however much the hon. members
assailed by the hon. member for Cook may or
may not have been mlty of the offences
charged against them by the hon. member.
the worst of them was immeasurabiy his
saperior. {Mr. J. Haairron: Oh. oh!l [Go-
vernment members: tear, hear!| Nowx Sir,
the hon. member has made a charge against
me. and T want to tell the hon. meinber that
my hands are absolutely clean. and that they
irave ever been clean in my public life in this
House. [Government members: ilear, hear 1]
{Mr. KErr: Can he say that?] And I want to
Tell the hon. member, and hon. members who
have been encouraging the hon. member—
Mr. J. HamizTonN: No members have been
o ncoumvum me.}—to do tho thing that he has
dene this J. Hamivton: I
will read Mr. Coutt» 3 letter to-morrow.] The
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hon. member has made a charge against me.
The purport of that charge—it was not ex-
pressed—clearly was that T had asked for a
bribe. or that I had received a bribe. Am 1
not putting the case clearly? [Mr. J. HaMmir-

ToN: Did you not write a letter asking for a
commission?] Will the hon. member say “Yes”
or “No” to my question as to whether I am

I\

not putting the case correctly—{Mre., J.
Hamirron: No: _mu are not.}—when I say that
the only conclusion to be drawn from the hon.
member’s statement to this House was that 1.
as a member of Parliament. had asked for a
bribe, or that I had received a bribe. [Mr. J
HamirroN: Is that lefter you wrote a forgery,
or is it not?] Now. is that or is that not the
position? 1 ask the hon. member again to
say. [Mr. J. hA)IIITO\ No.{ T ask the hon.
member to say ““Yea” or “Nay.” [Mr.
HamiLToN: Is that lotter a forgery or not”
Did you write 1o Coutts for a commission®
Reply to that.] The hon. member does not
reply. [Mr. J. HamintoN: You will not reply.]
I can only say that that is the only conclusion
I can coine to. [Mr. J. HamirTox: Did you
write that letter or not?)

The SPEAKER: T must ask the hon. mem-
ber for Cook to refrain from interjections.
The hon. member has made grave charges
against the Prime Minister, and he is replying
to those charges.

Mr. J. Hawmirrox: The hon. gentleman
asked me a question, and [ replied. He will
not answer.

The PREMIER: I will answer the hon.

gentleman.  He need male no mistake abous
that. But I was trying to proceed by steps,

and first to pin the hon. gentleman down to an
expression of his meaning. He is not game to
pledge himself to a statement whether or not
the case as 1 have put it is a fair statement.
"Mr. J. Hamivrox: There is my statement in
Hansard.] T listened to the hon. gentleman
sileatly ; I beg him to try and restrain himself
while I am answering him. The hon. gentle-
man’s zeal for the honour and virtue of Par-
liament is particularly keen. Having delivered
hl\ Lhalgo he might hold his peace while the
persou 1z making answer to the
}Hon()mable members: Hear, hear!]
. Hawmroy: | asked a question.] The
case stated to this House by the hon. member
perfectly clesr. and I think hon. members
will agree with me fhat the inference 1 draw
from it ir the oniv inference that can be drawin
from the statement made. Now, I utterly
repuciate the statement or suggestion that T
asked for, have ever asked for, or ever received
a bribe in any shape or form for any services
I have ever rendered to anybody as a public
man_ in this State. [Mr. J. Hawmirron: You
received a commission. I did not caM it a
bribe.  Answer that] I am prepared to take
my time. and prepared to answer the hon.
memuber, 1t is perfectly true that when the
ttural Lands Purchase Act was passed
is Parliament some years ago, I took an
in its application on the Darling
‘. It is perfectly true that I wrote
»(\cmumuumw the purchase of a number of
eshotes in the vicinity of Warwick. It is per-
fecily truc that \onh Toolburra was one of
those eststes, but it is absolutely untrue to
suggoest that the purchase of North Toolburra
was duc in anv sense to any act on my part.
When the members of the Land Board, as they
were then called, came to Warwick to make an
inspection of a number of estates that had
been offered to the Government for sale under
the Act, they called upon me and asked me
for information with respect to three estates
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that were then under offer—Glengallan, North
Toolburra, and Canning Downs. They de-
sired to have my opinion. T said to the mem-
bers of the board—I think it was Mr.
Sword and Mr. Tully who were members at
that time, speaking from memory, but it is
ten years ago—I said to them that in my
judgment the decision as to the estate with
which experiment should first be made should
be determined by the answers to the questions
~first, as to the price; second, as to quality;
third, as to the permanency of the water supply ;
and, fourth, as to the contiguity of the land to
railway communication; and that in my judg-
ment the estate which answered most of those
questions in the affirmative should be the
estate with which the experiment should be
started. T had no hesitation in adding that in
my opinion Canning Downs Estate was the
best, situated of all the ostates in the vicinity
of Warwick for close settlement. The Land
Board, however, for reasons of their own.
suggested the purchase of lengallan and
North Toolbuwrra, It is perfectly true that I
wrote a letter to Mr. Coutts, though not in the
terms that the hon. member has endeavoured
to _convey to the House., The hon. member
will not find in it angthing of the kind that he
mtended to convey, I am perfectly certain.
Now, for some time prior to the passage of the
Agricultural Lands Purchase Act, probably for
a year or two, the North Toolburra Estate
was under an obligation to the Joint Stock
Bank, and the manager at Warwick, being myv
ol.dest, and, perhaps, my dearest personal
friend, had written me or spoken to me—I have
forgotten which—telling me that if Ifound a
purchaser for North Toolburra the bank would
pay me a commission on the sale. This was
two or three years or perhaps a little less.
but it was certainly a year or two before
the Agricultural Lauds  Purchase Act was
passed by Parliament. He had
me that if I found a purchaser for North
Toolburra Estate the banlk, the mortgagees,
would pay me a commission on the sale of that
estate. I may say that land values were pretty
low on_the Darling Downs then, and it was a
very difficult matter to find a purchaser, and
though I had never in my capacity up to that
fime, and indecd have never sine¢. taken anvy
part as a commission agent, I told Mr. Ross
that, if I saw or heard of a purchaser in Bris-
bane, I would refer the prospective purchaser
to him. Tt will be necessary for me to say. in
order_that the House may follow me closely,
that Mr. Ross was the brother-in-dlaw of Mr.
Coults, the owner of North Toolburra, and as
far as I was aware at that time, they were on
the closest terms of personal friendship. Later
~—8& year or two or three later—the Agricul-
tural Lands Purchase Act became law, and
after it became law the Australian Joint Stock
Bank wrote to me a letter, saying that, if 1
succeeded in  getting the (Government to
purchase North Toolburra property, they
would pay me a commission of 1 per cent.
on s sale. [Mr. J. Hawrrrow: That is what
[ say.] That is what the hon. gentleman said,
but that is not all. [Mr. Hammron: You put
words into my mouth.] T received such a letter
from the bank. and the action I took upon thart
letter was to immediately inform Mr. Ross that
I would consent to accept no commission cn
any sale to the Government of the State. [Mr.
‘MaxweLL: Is that what the hon. member
said?] That is not what the hon. member
said, nor is it what he intended to convey. I
formed Mr. Ross, personally, that under no
circumstances could I consent to receive a
commission upon the sale of that or any other
estate to the Government of Queensland. With
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that it seemed to me that the matter was at ress.
At any rate, it was ab rest so far as any action
T could take seemed necessary to put it at rest.
% year or eighteen months later, the North
Toolburra Kstate, or a block of it, was pur-
chased by the Covernment, and the next
communication 1 had on the subject was a
letter from the Joint Stock Baunk enclosing me
a cheque for something over £200 by way
of payment of commission.  With that
cheque 1 immediately took this action: 1
cancelled the cheque at onece, and but for
circumstances of which I was not aware, [
would have had the cheaue here to confront
the hon. member for Cook with. {Mr. J.
Hamtrrox: 1 explained that and the circum-
stances.]  The hon. member’s explanation’
Ny, J. ifavanzox: Yeeo] T ovay I cancelled
the cheque at once. and I would have had
it herc to confrout the hon. member for
Coolc  with, but for circumstances B
[ was not aware at the time. But I ar
voing a little ahead of my story., and I wo-
induced to do so by the interjestions of the

hon. member for Cook.  Before the letter
coutaining the cheque reached me from the
bank, I had an interview again with my

friend, Mr. Ross, who ealled upon me and
told me that part of the Toolburra Estate
had been purchased by the Governinent, and
the mouey that the bank promised me wa-~
available.” I told him acain that I counld nob
consent to accept any money from the bankin
respect to the sale of property to the Govern-
ment; but Ma. Ross was particularly persistent
in his view that I should accept the money, and
he could see ne wrong in making the sugges-
tion he did make, and let e say this——Mz.
CooPEr: Is he like the hon. member?] No:
Mr. Ross was an entirely different man. M.
Ross was a man whose integrity no man whe
knew him would have the slightest doubs
about: but he took an extraordinary view of
the position with rvegard #o this matter, and
conld sce uothing Improper in urging me o
accept payment of commission with vegard to
the sale of property to the Government.
even although I was a member of Parlia-
ment. He persistently pressed me {o accept
the money, and so persistently did he press
me, that I had repeatedly to tell him that
I could not think of doing anything of
the kind, and that I was surprised that h=
should make such a proposal. However, he
pressed me persistently, and asked me to writs
to Mr. Coutts to come and see me about the
ratter. I could not understand his persis-
tency at the time. I was oxtremely busy at
the time in my office, and I wrote a note to
Mr. Coutts, who was also a personal friend.
and, as far as I can recollect, the note was
couched in these terms :— Dear Coutts,—Ross
tells me that it was arranged that I was to
receive commission at the rate of 1 per cent,
on the sale of Toolburra. Will you come and
see me about it?’ That is my recollection of
the note I wrote. [Mr. J. Hawmruron: The
last words are not correct.] Perhaps not. I
have not seen the note for ten years or there-
abouts, and possibly my recollection with re-
gard to the exact words may be defective, bus
I think it was, in substance, what I have ind:i-
cated to the House. Now, I assumed, when I
wiote that

note asking Mr. Coutts to
call upon me, that he would do so iu =z

day or two, when I intended to tell him
exactly what I had already told Mr. Ross.
and that this matter would be ended. [
thought that the matter was absolutely closed,
but as a matter of fact what happened
was this: Mr. Coutts did not come to see me,
for some reason or other that I was not aware
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of, but I must say that he used my note in
an unjustifiable way. He gave it to some-
one who passed it on to the hon. member for
Cook. It has got into the hands of the hon.
member for Cook—[My. J. Haururox: There
is another letter.}—that hon. member who is
so concerned for the honour and purity of
members of this House, and he has made use
of 1t, as hon. members have heard this after-
noou. The facts are as I have stated up to this
point. I want hon. members to recollect, as a
matter of simple justice to me, that when Mu.
Ross made these proposals to me, when I had
told him I could not accept this money, I
thought the matter was closed; but subse-
quently Mr. Ross came to me, and pressed me
so much to take it, that I wrote to Mr. Coutts
in the terms I have stated. I was under the
impression  that Mr. Coutts. my personal
friend, and Mr. Ross, my oldest and dearest
friend, were on terms of personal friendship.
but it subsequently turned out that. so far
from being on terms of friendship, for some
reason which I do not know, thev had become
bitter enemies for the time being: and M.
Coutts, having 2ot my letter—a perfestly inno-
cent Jetter, written under the circumstances I
have told the House—a letter perfectly com-
patible with the absolute freedom from the
charge such as the hon. member for Cook
attempls to impute to me. [Government
members: Hear, hear!] T say that Mr. Coutts
and Mr. Ross at that time werc on terms of
personal enmity, and I can only conclude that
Mr. Coutts must have come to the conclusion
that I was in league with his enemy, Mr. Ross.
to rob him. Now, that was a perfectly unwar-
rented conclusion, that I would have removed
in a moment had Mr. Coutts come to sec me
in response to my letter. Ile did not come.
prokably for the reason that he was under the
impression that I was in league with Mr. Ross
to rob him of the £200. But, as a matter of
fact, there was absolutely no justification for
any such conclusion on Mr. Coutts’s part, and
this explains two things. It explains his action
i _making use of that letter, and why it has
led to its production here this afternoon by the
hon. member for Cook; and it also explains
why I have not the cancelled cheque here to-
day. That cheque was subsequently made the
subject of an action at law. and I gave it up
for evidence purposes, and for evidence pur-
poses only; and that fact probably explains
why the cheque was sent to me in the first
instance. Appurently  the bank. havino
written a letter saying they were prepared to
make a payment of commission to me. held
themselves under a legal obligation to deduct
that money from the payment to be made

finally to Mr. Coutts in the adjustment
of the account; and it explaing why Mr.
Ross, who, I believe, would be the last

man in the world to do me a wrong,
persisted so much in the matter, and sug-
gested that I should ask Mr. Coutts to see me.
When the House rose for difiner I was ex-
plaining, as far as I could deduce

[7 p.ra.] from the facts which subsequentiy
came to my knowledge, that the

veason why a cheque was sent to me was
becausc a letter which had been written to me
by the bank was probably regarded by their
lege]l advisers as an obligation on their part to
make such a payment, and that they were in
duty bound to make it or hold themselves
vesponsible for any claim which I might sub-
sequently set up against them. That, I
assume, iz the reason, and the only reason I
can assume, why the cheque was sent to me.
T have alrcady said that when that cheque
reached me I immediately cancelled it. That
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is the simple fact of the matter—I cancelled
it—and I would, as I have already told the
House, have had the cheque here to confront
the hon member who brings forward this
mabter, but for the fact that it was required
for evidence purposes in an action which I
believe was subsequently raised against the
bank. T am sorry 1 am obliged to devote
rather more time to this matter than hon.
members may seem fo regard as reasonable,
still I trust they will bear with me when I
malke this statement, and make my position in
cornection with the matter clear to them, as I
hope I have succceded in doing. And that
must be my apology for continuing cven to this
length. otherwise I would not have done it. I
am told by my friends that this matter has been
spoken of among members for some time past.
So far as I am aware, it has not reached my
cavs. Had it done so, I would probably have
put myself in a position to have dealt more
cfingtively with it than perhaps I have done.
Buat I ¢hink I bave made it clear to hon. mem-
: that T am not unprepared to meet the
even when it is sprung suddenly upon
it has been to-night. (Hear, hear!)
. Sy, T want to say that this matter was
ratsedd against me at an eclection for Warwick
a good many vears ago, and it then reached
cars. T iook the course of putting the
s to my friends and stating them in wyeif-
ing; and my statement in writing was sub-
mitted to the only man who was in a position
to confirm or to deny anything T have said.
And the statement I made in writing <o
him was as near as possible in strict agres-
ment with the statement I have just made to
the Honse—-that is, Mr., J. R. Ross, the
n:anager of the bank, who made this offer
to me. and who acted for the bank in all its
procecdings.  And I have in my possession
Mr. Ross’s written sfatement confirming the
statement I have now made to the House.
(Hear, hear!) I make that statemont hecanse
I think it is important to be able to assurc
the House that I possess the corroborative
statement of the only man who knew the facts
as well as mrself. I possess Mr. Ross's
written statrment corrcborating and certify-
ing to the substantial truth of the statement
T heve wow 1made to the House. Moreover,
I possess a statement bearing the signature of
a gentleman who acted as chz‘m“‘man‘(ﬁ that
meoting oxpressive of the opinion that mw
association with the matter left my honour
absolutely untarnished.  (Hear, hear!) I feel
myself absolutely clean in rvespect to this
matter. I admit that the lefter the hon.
member for Cook refers to was a letter
which placed me in an equivocal posi-
tion. But “‘with the circumstances as I have
related them to the Fouse, as they actually
oxist, and as T have them in remembrance. 1
say the writing of that letter is quite com-
patible with what 1 claim to retain—an abso-
ntely untarnished reputation in_ connection
h' this matte (Hear, hear!) I would just
. in conclusion. that the hon. member who
has advancsd this matter—I very much regret
having to contivually refer to him. because 1
wonld rather treat him with the contempt 1
hink men of his type deserve—I would just
. in conclusion, that this matter has been
ostensibly raised against mo by the hon, mem-
ber for Cook for the purpose of showing that
I. as Premier of this State. am not a man to
whom the House should grant Supplies, even
to enable me to carry on the government over
a general election. Well, Sir, I have no

hesitation in asking the House to granrt
me Supplies—in asking the House to

trust me with the administration of those

Hon. 4. Morgan.]
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Supplies. And T would just add this: the hon.
member 1s a member of a party which was
(uite prepared to receive me as Premier-—
which wa: quite prepared to offer me any
nosttion in its gift—f I would commit the
sin of basely betraying the members of this
House with whom I swas and am associated.
JMr. J. Leamy: I do not think that is
correct.] Does any hon. member challenge
that statement? [AIr. J. Lraay: I never
leard you were offered the Premiership.]
{(Government laughter.) Since this incident
happened ten years ago—an incident of which
[ am in no =ense ashamed-—my constituency,
well knowing the facts, has twice elected me,
cach time with an augmented majority. I have
lreen twice called upon to preside in the
chair which you, Sir, occupy. I have been
called upen by a majority of this House to
£l the position of Premier on one side.
and I have been oifered the position of
Premicr by the other side—{Mr. STorY: By
whom?] [Mr. J. Leany: Nobody had any
authority to offer it to you.}—if I committed
the added sins of treachery and ingratitude.
{Government members: Hear, hear!] That I
was not prepared to do. I am not prepared to
do that, but I am prepared to face the country.
I regret having had to occupy the time of the
House so long on this matter. Perhaps it
would have been more in keeping with what
hon. members consider right and proper if I
had contented myself with a brief statement in
robuttal of the accusation made against me;
but I thought that, under the circumstances, it
was wise to make the statement as fully as I
have done, and I hope and believe that hou.
members wili be impressed with the conviction
that the statement I have made to this House
15 a statement strictly in keeping with the
facts of the case. [Government members:
Hear, hear'] T have only to repeat that I
feel myself, notwithstanding what the hon.
member for Cook has said, as a man still
possessing clean hands in the public life of this
State, and entitled to retain the confidence of his
friends. [Government members: Hear, hear!]

Hon. Sir A. RUTLEDGE: May I be
allowed, by iundulgence, to say a word?

The SPEAKER: If the hon. member wishes
to make a personal explanation, he may do so
by the indulgence of the House. Does the
hon. member wish to explain?

How. Stz A. RUTLEDGE : Ves. I just
wish to say that it is suggested by interjec-
tions from the other side and by the use of
the plural ““they,” that there was some design
or action on the part of the Oppesition as such,
to have something brought forward in this
House for the purpose of damaging the Premier.
I simply wish to give that an absolute denial.
‘Whatever was said by the hon. member for
Cook—I did mnot hear his speech—was said
entirely on his own responsibility, and in oppo-
sition to the wishes of his leader. [Honourable
members : Hear, hear 1]

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
{Hon. J. T. Bell, Dalby), who was received with
Government cheers, said : Ishould like tosay, in
response t0 what the leader on the other side has
said, that I, for one, and I believe every member
on this front bench, thoroughly appreciates his
remarks. I think that every member on the
front Opposition bench, or nearly every member
—[Mr. J. Leany : 1 certainly had nothing to do
with i6.] I accept the statement of the hon.
member for Bulloo. He was the one exception I
had heard mentioned. [Mr. J, Lrary: I heard
it, too.] I, for one, dissnciate the whole of the
members on the front Opposition bench—[Mr.
Pager: The whole party.]—and almost the
whole of the party opposite, from the unlovely
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exhibition we have had from the hon. member
for Cook to-night. I wish to make only one
general reference to that hon. member. I think
the first recollection I have of him in connection
with the purlieus of this building was when T
was a schoolboy, somewhere about the year 1879,
T used to see something of the party that in
1879 was returned at the head of affairs, and I
yemember extremely well as a boy meeting the
hon., member in this Chamber. T think heis
the only one now about this place who was a
member of the party which was returned to
power in the beginning of 1879, and I wish to
make this general reference to him: that he
seems t0 me to be a remarkable instance of the
survival of the unfittest. If hon. members will
cast their minds back to the 29th of October,
1902, they will remember that there was then a
debate on the Hstimates in regard to certain
charges which the hon. member for Cook brought
against the then Northern Protector of Abori-
gines, Dr. Roth. The then Home Secretary, in
whose department the aborigines were at that
time, made a valiant and effective rebuttal
of the charges brought forward by the hon.
member for Cook. From that day to this, how-
ever, the hon. member for Cook has not ceased his
attacks upon Dr. Roth. On the 29th of October,
after making a number of other charges against
Dr. Roth, towards the end of his several speeches
he said that he and another hon. member had been
requested to make another charge against Dr.
Roth, which charge was that Dr. Roth had been
guilty of taking photographs of male and female
aboriginals in the most indecent positions. From
that day to this, with very little intermission,
the hon. member has reiterated those charges.

regret that I consider it my undoubted duty to
refer to these matters—I kunow the embarassing
nature of my audience, but I have to do it, be-
cause the hon. member for Cook to-night read
out in a way that was not audible to the House
a certain lester. He read it out in order that he
might go through the formal performance of
making a statement in this Chamber that would
be reproduced in Hansard, copies of which would
be assiduously disseminated in his own electorate
and in the part of the State where Dr. Roth
comes from, Therefore it is my duty, as ths
Minister under whom Dr. Roth is, that I should
also read out certain documentsin order that they,
too, should get into Hunsard. The hon. member
for Cook found fault with me for not including
a letter of his in certain papers that T laid on
the table of this Houre recently. I laid those
papers on the table of this House in response toa
request of the Protector of Aborigines, who had
placed before me the fact that these reports
regarding him were still being assiduously dis-
seminated, and that, beyond the statement in his
defence that had been made in this House nearly
two years ago by the then Home Secretary,
there had been no other statement of defence on
his part put forward. In the beginning of last
month Dr. Roth had actually proof that these
statements were still being assiduously cir-
culated, and he, therefore, asked that these
papers should be placed upon the table. I
placed them upon the table, and they have
been printed, and are now in the possession
of hon. members. The hon. member for Cook,
after I laid those papers on the table, came and
asked that that letber which he read out should
be included. I deliberately declined to include
that letter in the papers, because the hon. mem-
ber has stated his charges on the floor of this
House and outside the House, and what I
wanted to put into parliamentary papers was
the d-fence of Dr. Roth. The hon. member for
Cook has got his assertions in in another way,
and I am going to read out two other letters that
I wish, in the same way, to get into Hansard.
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"The one is the letter that prompted Dr. Roth to
come to ask me to lay on the table of the House
the letters that T duly placed there. It isaletter
from a man who is very well respected in the
North, and who occupies a public position. The
letter will speak for itself. It is from the
Bishop of Carpentaria, and was written on the
3rd June last—

Diocese of Carpentaria,
Rectory, Cooktown,
3rd June, 1904,

Pear Dr. Roth,—I must apoiogise to you for not
writing before. It is my fault, and I have little excuse.
I arrived here the day before yesterday, and hear of
fresh attempts to be made to injure you. There is only
one matter on which I feel it necessary to say anything.
I have always, whenever you have been referred to,
stated my full confidence in you and in your relations
with the blacks. Through the influence of certain
persons who have undoubtedly a personal animus
against you, two photographs were laid before me, said
to have been taken by you, with the charge nol only
that the photographs, sald to represent sexual acts,
were grossly indecent, but that there was strong reason
to believe that the blacks would never have consented
to photographs being taken under such circumstances
had they not been forced into it by intimidation from
you. It was represented to me that in the interests
of religion and movality I ought to take part against
you.

I replied (1) that I had no evidence that the photo-
graphs were your work; (2} that, supposing they were,
I had no evidence that you had intended to publish or
make them known in any way, and that there was no
evidence that the copies of the photographs were
obtained either by legitimate means or through care-
lessness on your part: (3) that, whatever my own per-
sonal views as to the propriety of taking such photo-
graphs for scientific or medical purposes, I did not
think 1t my business to sit in judgment on such matters
s0 long as they were confined absolutely to strictly
scientific and medical work, and that, further, I thought
@ great responsibility rested on those who took such
things from their context and made them public for
their own purposes: (4) that with regard to the last
and most serious charge, that it was not my custom to
attach any weight to attacks on a man until { bad an
opportunity of hearing his side of the question.

After making this reply I at once made up my mind
to write to you.

Though very repellant to my own ideas, I can
imagine a right-minded man with other ideas and
training to my own, considering himself justified in
photographing for special wmedical, or genuinely
seientific, purposes every natural action of the blacks,
but to force them to the indecency of an unnatural
publicity in order to photograph thein wunder such
circumstances would to my mind be a betrayal of
trust on the part of a protector, and an act of which I
cannot believe you capable. I write to you bhoth for
your own sake that you may kuow what you are
charged with, and for my own sake that I may be put
.in @ position to continme that advocacy of your
sincerity and integrity which I have always maintained
hoth in public and in private. A reply by return will
find me here till 17th June.

Yours most sincerely,
(GiLBERT,
Bishoyp of Carpentaria.

This is the reply that was sent by Dr. Roth on
the 10th July last-—
Brisbane, 19th June, 1904.

Dear Bishop White,—I was so pleased to hearfrom you
as per your letier of the 3rd instant. because it deter-
mined me upon taking cevtain action which eulmi-
nated in my demanding that certain correspondence be
Iaid upon the table of the Iouse and so made public.
I knew from various sonrces during the past few
months (¢) that certain extra gross charges were being
eirculated in that I bad foreed an aboriginal to commit
rape on a young girl, and then photographed the couple
in the act; (b) that the photograph stolen from its legal
enstodian had been reproduced and shown broadceast.
On receipt of your letter, I went direct to my Minister
{Mr. Bell) and told him that if he considered me guilty
of committing such an outrage I wished to place my
resignation in his hands. At the same time and since I
told him the full circumstances as follows:—

(1.) There is an identical illustration in my ethno-
logical studies—fig. 433—published by the Queensland
overnment. The description andillustration of the pos-
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ture assumed in thesexualact was of the highest anthro-
pological interest in that it in large measure defended
my thesis that the mutilation known as Sturt’s terrible
rite. or sub-incision (by Professor Stirling), or intro-
cision (by myself) did not act as had hitherto been sup-
posed as a preventive to proereation. My views onthis
wmatter are now generally accepted amongst workers in
this line of rescarch. IFurthermore, when Professor
Klaatsch returns home from Queensland. the plhoto-
graph (both hack and side view) will he published by
the Berlin Antiaropological Society ; the sexual mutila-
tions (in the maule) have been illustrated already in
many scientific journals (including hose of the Linnean
or Royal Society of New South Wales;. The photograph
was taken for purely scientific purposes ouly, and is one
of a series (defsecation, micturition, tree-climbing, sit-
ting, standing) of natural postures which every anthro-
pologist makes inquiry about, witha view to ascertain-
ing connections df any) between the highest apes and
the lowest types of man.

(2.) 1 first saw this peenliar method of copulation
while camping out westward of Boulia some time in
1894; but knowing the natural modesty of the untu-
tored savage, which I have invariably admired and
respected, and kunowing that I should lose their respect
were I to attempt to put any of these uncivilised blacks
in the position necessary to take the required photo-
graph, I made a sketeh (whieh as I have ajready stated
was subsequently published) and put the matter out of
my mind,

(3) After wy “ Ithnological Studies” was published,
{ received several communications, written and verbal,
throwing & little doubt on the possibility of such a
posture being naturally carried out owing to physical
conformation. In the meantime I had already made
further investigations throughout other districts of
Queensland (where no sexnal mutilation was practised)
and found that the same posture was prevalent every-
where. I thereupon informed my scientifie friends of
the very interesting corollary that the sexual mutila-
tion now et with in the far Western districts,
throughout Central Australia, and in Western Australia,
was probably originally practised thronghout the entire
continent. To cut along story short, I was accordingly
very anxious to securc photographs confirmatory of my
published description.

4.) An opportunity occurred, either in 1900 or 1901,
on the River, where, in the presence of their
employer, Mr. —— (bred and born there, who speaks
the language fluently, and who has invariably given me
every assistance in my scientific investigations), an
aged married couple agreed to posture for me. {The
woman at the time had children.) Although half
civilised, they were a bit atraid of the camera at
fivst, but could hardly refrain from langhingat the idea
of my wanting to seé them in the position asked for.
However, Mr. promised them that I would
give them money and tobacco, etc. (I think {lour),
which I did: they were both contented. Considering
the scandal which certain individuals have been trying
to sow, I am indeed thankful that, if called upon I
can thus bring forward a Luropean witness who was
with me at the time in question. So far, Hamilton does
not know where or when, or nnder what eircurmstances,
the photograph was taken.

(5.) During thalast three or four montbs the head of
one of the Governmnent departments told me that
Hamilton had shown him the photograph, leading the
former to believe that the woman in question was a
young girl peing assanlted against her will. I satisfied
him of his error, however. when I brought him the
negative.

6.) Your letter was thus the second oceasion on
which I learnt that such ablackguardly charge was laid
against e, It the photograph which is now being
handed round bebind my hack does in any way present
sucl an appearance, there must either have been some
wilful manipulation about it, or else it must be due to
the fact of its being reprinted so fnr. The original
negative, which was thrown upon a sereen with some
200 others at a meeting of the Johnsonian Club about
six weeks ago, onght to be suflicient proof that t>ere is
not the slightest shadow of doubt in my contention.

(7.) Since the receipt of your letter I have been in-
formed that Hamilton has two plhotographs in his
possession. I took two views—from the back and from
the side. Mr. Mobsby tells me that if such is the case,
Hamil'on must have taken the same opportuuity of
stealing the second one nnbeknown to hiim.

(3.) You may use the above information just as you
deem fit (except Mr. ’s name or the River
until I receive this gentleman’s statement that I have
asked him for). 1 havenothing to add to it. My only
trust is shat, with this explanation before you, you will
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be in a position to convince my detractors that I have
been guilty of no conduct unworthy of a gentleman and
4 man of honour.
Always yours sincerely,
Warrter E. RoTh.

I may say that Dr. Roth has left the name of
the locality blank, and also the name of the
man until he receives permission to publish his
name and confirm his statement, and the reply
has not yet been received. It was only some
days ago that the letter was sent. In reply to
the above letter the Bishop of Carpentaria
wired—

Letter received Am satisfed explanation Use letter
if you wish.—Bishop Carpentaria.
I feel it to be my duty to my officer to put that
in, and T can cnly say that it is to me incon-
ceivable that any member of Parliament should
take the course that the hon. member for Cook
has, with such extraordinary pertinacity, of
persecuting a public official. [Government mem-
bers: Hear, hear !]

Mr. MACARTNEY (Zoowong): Before the
guestion is put, I would like to say a few

words. I suppose it would be im-
[7.30 p.m.] possible to obtain some statement in
regard to the intentions of the Go-

vernment so far as they relate to the Special
Retrenchment Act; but I think it is a fair
thing to ask, before this motion is agreed to, that
some statement should be made in regard to the
report which was obtained from the bhoard
appointed to inquire into—and alleged to have
inquired into—the crganisation, or reorganisa-
tion, as you may call it—of the civil service. As
matters stand, the 30th June has gone by, the
Npecial Retrenchment Act remains in force
until the 30th September next, and those
officers whose salaries have been decreased
will suffer further retrenchment. I think itis a
fair thing to say that the Government will not
be justified in putting the recommendations con-
tained in that report into effect, having regard
to the discussion which has taken place in this
House and the vote that was taken as the resuls
of that discussion. I think they should, in jus-
tice to the civil service, stay their hand. I do
not wish to go very deeply into the matter, or to
prolong the discussion, but I think they have
since found, in many departments of the service,
that the recommendations which were made by
that board were utterly useless, and such as
could not be followed. T know, as a matter
of fact, some of the recommendations were
put into effect; and I kunow that thev have
since been altered back to the old state of
things, Those circumstances are in themselves a
condemnation of that report. I asked for a re-
turn during the earlier days of the seszion which
1 thought would throw some light upon the alle-
gations which have been made in regard to the
savings effected by retrenchment. I regret that
that return was not forthcoming durving the
recent discussion, when the matter might have
been gone into more fully. It came forward
this afternoon, and, in the ordinary course of
events, perhaps, I would not have been able to
quote the few ficures which I have been able to
extract from that return; but I have used the
few moments that were given me since the return
was placed on the table, and I have brought out
certain results. It will be remembered that an
allegation was made to the effect that prior to
the appointment of that board the Government
had succeeded in making a saving of £20,000 per
appum by retrenchment. The return which T
asked for, and which I will shortly describe, was
intended really to check that statement. The
return I asked for was—

A return showing the names of all persons (including
supernumeraries employed for a greater period than six
months}), subject to the Public Service Act, who left the
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service owing to death, resighation, dismissal, or re-
trenchment, between the 15th day of September, 1903
That was the date upon which the present
Government assumed the reins of office—

and the 17th day of May, 1904—

which was the date upon which Parliament met—
and the positions held by them respectively; together
with the names of all persons admitted to the service
between the same dates, including supernumeraries,
and the duties for which they were respectively
employed, salaries paid, ete.

That was the return I asked for at the opening of
the session, before any of the recommendations
which were made by the board which I have men-
ticned could have come into effect. If they did
come into effect, they would have made the
figures I have totted up worse against the Go-
vernment than they really are, Taking the
figures which have been supplied in this return,
1 tind that twenty-two officers resigned during
that period, carrying salaries amounting in all
to £4,272 per annum ; three officers died, carry-
ing salaries amounting to £880; three officers
were dismis-ed, carrying salaries amounting to
£769 ; thirty-six were retrenched, carrying
salaries amounting to £9,614 ; and twenty-nine
supernumeraries were retrenched, carrying
salaries amounting to £4,279--making a total
reduction in expenditure of £19,814. Against
that I find that thirty-four officers—including
twelve of theretrenched officersI havementioned,
whose total annual salaries amounted to £3,025—
were appointed, at total salarics per annum
amounting to £6,981 ; ifty-one supernumeraries—
including three only of the supernumeraries who
had been retrenched, and whose salaries amounted
to £650—were appointed at total annual salaries
amounting to £7,378, making a total of appoins-
wents to the civil service proper and of super-
numeraries amounting to £14,359, which reduces
that supposed saving of £19,814 to the small sum
of £5,455. [Mr. J. LEarY: I thought it was
about £4,000.] And, when you come to look at
the fact that the salaries of those officers who
had resigned, died, and were dismissed, amounted
to £5,821 per annum, it will be found that there
was a sum of about £400 on the wrong side, or
in favour of extra expenditure as against actual
retrenchment. There was, practically, an in-

crease of something like £400 in expenditure,

taking the whole thing roughly, as against an
alleged saving of £19,814 per annum. I made
the statement during the last discussion that,

in my opinion, the civil service of this State
had been exploited by the Government for
the purpose of making political capital, and.

in the face of this return, I do not think there

can be any doubt whatever about it. I do not
know what the answer of the Treasurer will be,

The return is there, it speaks for itself; the

columns are nnt added up, but I venture to say
that the figures I have given are absolutely
correct. A certain rumour has been assiduously
circulated in the district which T have the
honour to represent, to the effect that I, in this

Chamber, have made a vicious statement in

regard to a lady, the wife of Mr. Brennan, who
was appointed as a member of that board of
inquiry. I deprecate very much the circulation
of statements of that sort; but inasmuch as
the Premier, the Secretary for Lands, and the
Treasurer, and certain other gentlemen, in
making answer to the speech I made on =

previous occasion, made reference only to the
point in which I was alleged to have stated that
the wife of Mr. Brennan was a relation of Mr.

Kidston, I think it is a fair thing to make refer-

ence to that matter now.

The SPEAKER: Order! I hardly follow
the hon. member, but he will be distinctly out
of order if he refers to a previous debate in this
session.
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Mr. MACARTNEY : I might possibly have
referred to that debate if you, Sir, had not
pointed out to me that I would not be in order ;
but, as the statements that were made by me
were made by me outside the House as well as
inside the House, I shall only refer to matters
outside the House ; and I would like to say that
in all I said I was actuated by the want of
candour on the part of hon. gentlemen oppusite,
who failed to state where Mr. Brennan’s
recomiendations came from. We have been
unable up to the present time to ascertain
how Mr. Brennan’s appointment was made.
No one has come forward to say that he was
recommended by the head of his department or
that the head of any department brought him
under the notice of any member of the Govern-
ment, [The PreMIER: His recommendation
was the reputation he bears in the service.
That was his only recommendation.] That is a
very general statement, but it conveys nothing,
[The PrEMIER: A high recommendation.] [Mr.
J. Leany: Bunkum !} If the hon. gentleman
had got up in his place and told us that he had
made inguiries amongst the various hesds of
departments, and that they had pointed Mr.
Brennan out as the officer most fitted to fill the
position, T would have accepted his assurance, but
the hon. gentleman has at no time explained how
Mr. Brennan came to be selected. [The Trua-
SURER: What is your explanation?] The only
explanation which I have had at any time was
the interjection made by the hon. member for
Clermont. [An honourable member: And you
fathered it.] No, I did not fatherit. I said the
hon. member for Clermont made the statement
by interjection. That was the only authority I
had, and I found it was absolutely untrue. I
have the authority of the hon. senior member for
Rockhampton that the only relationship is that
Mrs. Brennan is the daughter of one who was a
nex$ door neighbour of the Treasurer’s for many
years. [The TREASURER: Ten vearsago.] Quiteso.
At all events, I should be very sorry to make any
statement which would convey a false impression,
and I think the hon. gentleman knows that very
well, but I cannot say that what I said is any justi-
fication for the ramour which has been circulated.
{The TREASUTRER: What Is the rumour which has
been circulated ?] The fact remains that we
have had no explanation of Mr. Brennan’s
appointment. I made certain remarks with
regard to Mr. Brennan’s recommendations, and
no reply has been offered to what I then said.
Hon. gentlemen opposite have simplymade certain
references to an untrue statement made by the
hon. member for Clermont. I do not wish torefer
to the matter at any greater length, but I do
think, in justice to a number of gentlemen in the
civil service, some statement should be made as
to whether they are to be made the victims of
retrenchment upon retrenchment.

Hoxw. R. PHILP (Zownsville) : T must confess
I never felt more embarrassed on rising to speak
than T do to-night. It was said by the Premier
that the member for Cook and those behind him
had made an attack on him. I can assure this
House that I do not believe a single member on
this side encouraged the member for Cook to
make that attack. [Mr. Lusiva : The members
for Stanley and TFassifern cheered him.] I did
not hear them cheer him. [An honourable
member: It is not true.] I do not wish to enter
into the matter at all. 1t is a painful thing to
talk about, and I would be the very last to
make a personal attack upon any man. I have
never done so, though many attacks have
been made upon me, especially by the Trea-
surer. [The TREASURER: I am sure I never
attacked you.] Yes; the hon. gentleman has
called me corrupt fifty times. I hate these
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charges being brought into the House. Tt
makes public life detestable to any man. I
cannot commend the Premier for the last words
he made use of in his defence. He said he had
heen offered the Premiership by this side of the
House. I remember going with Sir Arthur
Rutledge to Mr. Morgan, the Premier, and try-
ing to mnduce him to come back to his own party
again, but there was no offer of Premiership
that I heard, He has said that he would have
been guilty of treachery if he had consented.
‘Was he not guilty of treachery when he left this
side? [Opposition members: Hear, hear!]
However, I do not wish to go into that ratter
at all. Everybody knew that something
occurred in Warwick some years ago, but the
people of Warwick forgave him if he made a
mistake, but he says he made no mistake.
[The TREASURER: He said more than that.]
I do not wish to go into the matter.
I would rather not refer to it, because it em-
barrasses me very much, but I wish to inform
the Flouse that there is not a single man on this
side who encouraged the hon. member for Cook.
[Mr. Lesiva: And you disassociate yourself
entirely from the charge?] Yes. [Honourable
members: Hear, hear '] [Mr. J. HamrLron: I
did it ““on my own,” on evidence that I had.}
The member for Clermont should be the last
man to ask me that, because he does nothing else
but make charges. [Mr. LEsiNa: I have been
attacked every night for weeks, and I had to
defend myself.] However, we have drifted away
frow: the subject. The Ministry bave asked for
two months’ Supply. I think that is a fair
thing, either two or three months’ Supply, but I
think they ought to tell us and the country
whether they are going to do anything to
reduce the number of members of this House.
The leader of the Opposition enlarged upon that.
Tt was well known at the last election that the
majority of members of this House were pledged
to reduce the number of members, and the late
Government had a Bill drafted for that purpose.
They had the districts mapped out, and a Bill to
reduce the number of members to fifty-six must
be in the Home Secretary’s office. I remember
well the present Premier saying last session he
would not go in for such a drastic scheme of
reduction as I would, but be was going to reduce
the number of members. I understand he had
a scheme prepared to reduce all the double
electorates and make them single electorates,
but that his party would not consent to that.
[The TREASURER : Why do you understand that ?}
"The Preyigr: That information is not correct. |
Well, I have heard so. If it is not correct,
T accept the hon. gentleman’s statement.  Why
has he not the courage to come down to the
House with this question? He has waited for a
referendum on the subject, but he cannot get
that now, and it will be three years before there
is any reduction in the number of members of
the House. Well, I do not think the country
will stand it. I would heartily support, even at
this stage, a Bill brought in for the purpose of
reducing the number of members. It will get a
great deal of support from this side. I know
some of his Labour friends do not want toreduce
the number, but I think the country wants it,
and it need not be a party question. Let him do
that, and he will have done something. But what
has he done for the last two years? [The Pre-
3MIER : For how long 7] Last session was wasted,
and this session is wasted. We have sat about
two months, and according to the figures, which,
T understand, are in print and supplied by the
Speaker, members on the other side have spoken
for forty hours and members on this side for
forty-one hours. Nobody knows better than the
Premier that we were ready to divide a fortnight
before he consented to divide. He was waiting
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for Mr. Murphy. [The PreMigr: That is not
correct.] I say distinctly that I told the Premier
we were quite ready to divide one Thursday
night.  [The Premixr: Not a fortnight.]
Well, thirteen days after the debate started.
Is that not nearly a fortnight? [The PRe-
MIER : No; the hon. member is not cor-
rect.] It is thirteen-fourteenths of a fortnight.
[The PrREMIER: The amendment was only dis-
cussed for six sittings.] At the Premier’s re-
quest I went to his room, and he asked when 1
thought the House could divide. T said, “We
can divide to-night,” and yet after that he
comes down and blames us for wasting time.
[Mr. TuvrNeRr: Quite right.] It is not true.
{The TkEASURER : Perfectly true.] I say it is
not true, because it is in print under the
Speaker’s hand that Government members
spoke forty hours and the Opposition forty-
one hours. A fortnight before the division
was taken this side was prepared to take a
division, and T repeat that it is no fault of this
side that so much time has been wasted, Of
course hon. members opposite will make this a
cry when they go to the country—that the
Opposition have wasted the time of the House,
and would not allow them to do any business.
[The PrEviErR: Your statement is not true,
because the amendment was only discussed for
six sittings.] I remember going one Thursday
evening to the Premier’sroom, and I told himthat
I was ready to divide that night, but we did not
divide then; we took the division a fortnight
later but one day. By referring to Hansard
hon. members can see that I said I was ready to
divide a good while before the division was
taken. There is one other little matter I would
like to refer to. When the Address in Reply
was on L said that T was very pleased that the
Government did not intend to re-enact the
Special Retrenchment Act, and the Treasurer, in
his mild and gentle tone, said, ** Who told you
that?” (Laughter.) No doubt the Premier may
have had the intention of repealing this Act,
but the Treasurer did mnot. Now we are
coming to an election, and I think the
Premier would do the right thing in repeal-
ing this Act, and I am sure that the civil
servants will be very pleased if this Act is not
reimposed. I think they have suffered enough
already. [The TREASURER: From whom?] From
the Special Retrenchment Act and the acts of
the present Ministry, and particularly the acts of
the Treasurer in diswissing so many unfortunate
people and making other appointments. [Oppo-
sition  members: Hear, hear!] Why, only
to-night it has been stated that the Trea-
surer has dismissed fifty-nine supernumer-
aries, and has taken on forty-eight others who
have never been in the public service before.
[The TREASURER: Who told you that?] The
hon. member for Toowong has stated that.
[The TrEASURER : He said what he knew nothing
at all about.] He said that fifty-nine super-
numeraries had been dismissed and forty-eight
new men taken on. [The TREASURER : He knows
nothing about the matter.] Now, it was given
out through the country that the service had
been made available for Ministers’ relatives and
friends when we on this side were in power ;
but I am proud to be able to point out that I
have not a single relative in the public service—
(Hear, hear)—and T am sure that I have as
many relatives as any man in this House,
and [ hope that none of my relatives will ever
get into the public service. [Mr. DUNSFORD :
That stands to your credit.] The hon. member
for Charters Towers says that, but the very
next time he gets up, he will abuse me like
s pickpocket. (Laughter.) That is the sort of
kindness we get from the Lahour party ! I have
seen thirty or forty of their howlers prevent us
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from addressing meetings, and I have had plenty
of that experience. [The TREASURER: Are you
making that as a charge against the Govern-
ment?] VYes, because it is a Labour Govern-
ment. (Laughter.) The Labour party think it
is a splendid thing to bid for fair play ; but they
never give fair play. I care not if ¥ never come
back to this House. I have been a member of
this Assembly for o number of years, and Tam
like the Premier when he said that he is
not dependent on his Ministerial or member’s
salary for hisliving. I did better before I came
into this House, and no doubt I could do much
better if I left it ; but I want to leave this House
with a clean reputation, and I defy any man in
this House, or any man outside, to say that I
have ever done anything that I am ashamed of.
[Honourable members: Hear, hear!] [Mr.
LesiNa: No one ever said so.] You said so
yourself. (Laughter.) Only this session you
charged me with all the sins of continuous Go-
vernments for the last thirteen years—with
regard to the tank engines, the Lindon Bates
dredges, and other things. [Mr. Lesixa: I
did not make any personal charge against
you.] I would point out that when Sir Hugh
Nelson had a surplus I was Treasurer; when
Mr. Byrnes was Premier and there was a surplus,
I was Treasurer ; and when Mr. Dickson had a
surplus I was also Treasurer ; but according to
the hon. member for Clermont, Philp should
havebeen killed and buried long ago. (Laughter.)
1 can always say that I tried to do equal justice
to Labour and other members—{Opposition mem-
bers : Hear, hear !}—and no one on the other side
has had the gratifude to say so. The big, burly
member for Gregory, Mr. W, Hamilton, went
about blowing that he got what he wanted for
his electorate in spite of the Government. [Mr.
W. Haumriton : You did not assist me.] You
did it, and the public life of Queensland must be
getting to a very low grade when these things are
resorted to, and the sooner every decent man is
out of politics the better. [Mr. TurNER : Things
have been very low this afternoon.] Now, we
are soon going to the country, and I hope that
on the platforms the Labour party will make a
new departure—that they will only speak of
public men with regard to their public actions.
T know that there are some vicious men on that

side—
The SPEAKER : Order!

Hox. R. PHILP : I hope that hon. members
opposite will bear in mind that sometimes two
can play the same game. I have no wish to do
s0, and have never done so. I would rather leave
the House than make personal attacks on any
hon. member ; but on many occasions the Lahour
party have attacked me personally on platforms.
[Mr. Cowap: You ought to go to the Courier
for that sort of thing.] I am prepared to defend
myself against the Couricr or any of the Press.
I do not see the Labour papers, but friends of
mine have told me that their papers often
attacked me personally. [Mr. Lesina: Look
at what the Daily Mail said about Mr.
Rutledge!] Tabour members in this House
must have descended to a very low level when
they have to rake up every trivial, pettifogging
mistake in a man’s past life. Bus, T would ask,
is there a man in this House who can hold up
bis hand and say he has never sinned ? No, not
a single man. [Mr. LEsiNa : The bon. inember
for Cook can.] The hon. member for Clermont
can’t. [Mr. LEsiNA: I have always cheerfully
admitted that. I am not a saint, like the hon.
member for Cook.]

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

Hox. R. PHILD : The Premier has given his
assurance that he does not wish to reimpose the
Special Retrenchment Act, and I would like to
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get the same assurance from the Treasurer,
{The TREASURER : Do you think we are as bad
asyouare?] I am not as bad as youare. I
want to see the 15 per cent. taken off, and I hope
they will take off the income tax, too. The pre-
sent Government maynot coms back.
[8 p.m.] There may be another Gjovernment
come in, and the Premier has made
no provision for another Government at all.
If the present Government come back, they
have ample Supplies. Another Government will
want another month’s Supplies. I presume the
Premier is quitesatistied he will come back with a
large majority. I have no wish to protract the
debate. It has not been a very profitable one
—(hear, hear!)—for anyone in the House, and the
sooner these personal attacks are dropped the
better it will be for the House and the better for
the country. If we thought more of the country
and less of ourselves, we should do better. Manv
hon. members seem to think of themselves first
and the country afterwards.

Mr. P. J. LEAHY (Warrego): 1 think there
are some strong reasons why Supply should not
e granted at the present time. I am one of
those who have always consistently belicved in
reducing the number of members of this
House, and there can be no doubt that a very
large majority of the clectors of the country
desire that there should be a reduction of
members. I take it that a Bill for that pur-
pose would be among those uncontentious mea-
sures which the leader of the Opposition re-
forred to a few days ago. I see no reason why
a Bill of that kind should not be put through
ny twenty-four hours, and why, after the next
eleetion, we should not come back from the
country with a very much recuced number of
members.  The late Premier last year pro-
posed to reduce the number to 56. 1 go even
further, and say that the number might very
well be cut down to 40. In New South
Wales the Government, which was retained in
power by the Labour party, kept back the re-
duction of members as long as possible, and it
was only as a last resouvce that they submitted
the matter to the country by way of referen-
dum. They gave the couniry the choice of
three numbers, the loweet being 90, and the
country voted for the lowest by an overwhelm-
ing majority. In all probability if they could
have voted for a lower number than 90 they
would have done so. The population of New
South Wales is, roughly speaking, two and a-
half times that of Queensland.  Prior to the
reduction of members they had 125 members:
we here have 2. If we were to have the same
number in proporsion to population as New
South Wales, we should have 388 members
instead of the 72 we have at the present time.
1t may be said by hon. members opposite that
Queensland 15 less thickly populated than
New South Wales, and, therefore, requires a
larger proportionate number of members.
But we must remember that in New South
Wales, outside the municipalities, there is
no system of local government, whereax
in Queensland we have a remarkably fine
system of local government which relieves
members of this Assembly of a very large
amount of work which is performed by
the New South Wales Assembly. And if we
set off one fact against the other, T am con-
vinced that if 90 members are sufficicnt for
New South Wales, 40 would be ample for
Queensland. If 1t is contended thiat 40 is too
small a number, I would have no objection to
have the number fixed at 50. If it is assumed
that it is impossible to bring in a Bill to reduce
the number of members to 40 or 50, at this
stage I see a way out of the difficulty. We are
told, until we are almost tired of hearing it,
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that the party opposite believe in trusting the
people. As a democrat, I believe in trusting
the people, too, and I have no hesitation in
saving that, if actions are to be the test, there
are better and more genuine democrats on this
side of the House than on the other, although
they donotisay so much aboutit. Ifitisa good
thing to trust the people—and I believe the
people ought to be trusted—we have a golden
opportunity of referring to the people not only
the question of the number of members but
also the salary which members shall receive.
What is to prevent the Premier from bringing
in a Bill submitting those questions to a refer-
endum? It could be done almost without cost
at present, whereas if the matter is deferred
a few months it will probably cost several
thousands of pounds, and if it is not done
until the election—after the coming one—three
years will probably have gone, and we
shaii have the present number of members
for rhat time. The whole thing could be done
i ess than forey-cight hours. There is not
one hon. member on this side who would not
help to carry such a Bill through. The electors
would then be able to say, at the general
clection, what shall be the number of members
and what their salary shall be. [The PREMIER:
‘the Goverument believe the present salary is
little enough.] I only mention the question of
salery incidentally. The more urgent question
s that of the reduction of members. The
Government have already told us they are
not equal to the task of deciding what number
of members we ought to have, and they have
told us it was their intention to submit the
guestion to a referendum. If the members of
the Government are sincere, and if they
believe in trusting the people, I appeal to them
not to throw away this golden opportunity,
an opportunity which they may not have again
for several years, except at a cost, as I sald, of
thousands of pounds. As to salary, if the
Government think the present salary is not
too much, they are perfectly justified in not
submitting it to a referendum.” But what are
we to say of hon. members who at one time
tell us they believe in trusting the people, and
at another act in quite an opposite direction?
I'say thatif the people are to be trusted atall
and I think they should be trusted—they should
be trusted absolutely. But hon. members op-
posite do not like to trust the people.  The
country demands a reduction in the number of
members, and T think it also demands a reduc-
tion in the salaries of members. If over there
were questions upon which the will of the
people should be faken they are these two
matters,  What is the country to think of men
who believe in reducing everybody except
themselves? The civil service has heen re-
trenched—almost harshly retrenched. I do
not believe in any privileged or pampered
class, and I do not believe that civil servants
are entitled to more than men outside the ser-
vice: but T am of opinion that many civil ser-
vauts have been most unjustly and harshly
treated. It comes with a very bad grace from
hon. members to reduce the salaries of civil
servants. and at the same time to keep the full
number of members of this House and to ro-
tain the present salaries. T believe that is the
opinion held by a very large number of people
outside the House, and that when members go
before the country they will probably get a
surprise.  They nced 1ot go to the country
with the idea that the people outside are dying
to record their votes for them, because there
arc a considerable number who do not look
upon their actions with approval. I have been
in the country two or three times during the
last six months, and I have heard men whose
political views are opposed to mine strongly

Mr. P.J. Lealy.]
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expressing the opinion that the number of
members of the Assembly should be reduced,
and some who are cqually as strong in the
opinion bhat the salaries of members should
Dhe reduced. Some supporters of the Labour
party have told me that they were under the
impression at one time that many members of
the Labour party were in favour of a reduction
in the number of members, but that they are
now convinced that the whole question 1s a
question of billets: and that is largely the
opinion of people outside. I appeal to the
Hon, the Premier not to allow this oppor-
tunity to pass without obtaining the opinion
of the public on these two questions. It can
be done now at absolutely no cost. In addi-
tion to the question as to the number of mem-
bhers he might also put the questions, ‘“Are
you in favour of the present salary? If not,
are you in favour of £250, £200, £150 per
per annum, or of no salary?’ Is the hon.
gentlernan afraid to trust the people? I am
not afraid to trust the public on either of
these questions, or any other question, and,
speaking generally, I do not think any
hon. member on this side is afraid to trust
the public. There are a large number of
hon. members on this side who are just
as truly vepresentatives of labour as any
hon. members opposite, and who are just
as anxious to serve the public interest, and I
believe that as time advances the recognition
of this fact will have a larger hold on the
public mind. Why should the Premier rush
1o the country when he had that magnanimous
offer from the leader of the Opposition with
vegard to non-contentious measures? [An
honourable member: What are non-conten-
tious measures?] The reduction of the number
of members is non-contentious as far as this
side is concerned. Of course, when we re-
member the declaration made by the leader of
the Labour party, to the effect that he does
ot believe in a reduction in the number of
members—1 suppose that declaration was
inspired by what took place at a caucus—it
is not surprising that the Premier is not
prepared to submit this matter to the
country. Probably, if he were allowed to
have his own way, he would be willing to
do it, but we know that the real masters
of the Government do mnot want a reduc-
tion in the number of members. That is
the only explanation I can offer for the
Premier not being prepared to submit this
matter to the country. The offer of the
leader of the Opposition was a most magnani-
mous offer. and the elaborate defence of the
action  of ¢ (Government in urging an
immediate disvolution which the Premer sub-
sequently made was entirely beside the point;
id by rushing on an election he is putting
e conntry to considerable inconvenience.
'hile T am  quite prepared to give the
Premier credit for patriotic motives, I hold
that the ilonse neced not be dissolved for
another month, and that in the meantime
non-contentious and absolutely necessary mea-
sures could be passed. There has been a
2reat deal of unnecessary haste in this matter.
it appears to me that the reason why the Go-
vernment desire te go to the country is that this
question of a reduction of members should not
Le put hefore the country. If the hon. gentle-
man wished to put this matter before the
country he has an opportunity of doing so
now, and if he declines that cpportunity then
the whole responsibility must rest upon him
and those associated with him, and it will be
impossible for them later on to say that they,
and they only, believe in trusting the people.
If they were sincere in their desire for
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economy, about which we have heard so much,
they would not delay dealing with this ques-
tion of a reduction in the number of members.
But, apparently they do not believe in economy
the moment it touches their own pockets. We
know that all over Australia the number of
members in the Assembly has been reduced.
With the exception of Queensland there is
not a single State in the Commonwealth that
has not made a reduction in the number of
its members. Are we to be told that public
sentiment in Queensland is so different from
public sentiment in New South Wales that
the people here do not favour a reduction?
[The PreMigr: Did they reduce the sala-
ries of members?] I am dealing with the
question of a reduction in the number of

members. If the hon. gertleman does not
wish to reduce the salaries, I should be

prepared to confine the referendum to the
question as to whether the number of mem-
bers should be reduced. Half a loaf is better
than no bread. But I would prefer to see
the two questions included in the referendum.
There are a number of other matters that I
should like to refer to, but I shall do so very
briefly. I was not present when the Premier
spoke at an earlier stage this afternoon, but
I understand he stated that the elections are
to take place on one day. If he said that, I
think it is an eminently proper thing.
During the last few days have heard
certain Labour members saying that they did
not think the elections should take place on
one day, but if the Premier is of opinion that
they should take place on one day I cordially
agree with him. I also think that it would be
a fair thing to hold the elections about the end
of August. Of course, if the hon, gentleman
chooses to bring in a Bill in order to submit
the question of the reduction of members and
a reduction in the salaries of members to the
electors, that may render it necessary to
slightly postpone the date of the elections.
With regard to the most desirable day for hold-
ing the elections, we are told there is only
one day that is at all suitable, and that is
Saturday. I know that in many of the Western
towns—Toowoomba, Roma, Charleville, and
many other towns—the storekeepers keep open
on Saturday, and most of them have their
half-holiday during the week. While Satur-
day might be fairly suitable for Brisbane and
other places, I do not think it would be so
suitable for the country. However, that is not
a very vital matter, and if the Government
have made up their minds to hold the elec-
tions on a Saturday, I do not suppose
there is very much to be said on the point.
There is one thing that T would like to have
seen touched upon more fully during this
debate. We have been told something about
the unemployed. All over the Western country
there are a very large number of unemployed.
T am reliably informed by persons in the Western
country that a large number of honest and will-
ing workers are looking for work, Work could
be found for them in connection with rabbit
destruction. The Government have domne very
little in the matter of keeping down the rabbite
or keeping up fences, though I am pleased to see
that some kind of attempt has been made in
that direction lately. I do not wish for one
moment to blame the Minister for Lands for
that, for of course he has a Treasurer who
may not give him the money ; but I should like
to bring under the notice of the Government
that the unemployed question is a very serious
thing at_the present moment, and it is a much
larger evil than many people imagine. I have
reason to think that the Labour members are
bringing pressure to bear on the unemployed
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to keep quiet until after the elsction ; but the
fact remains that the unemployed are there, and
shat, though puny and ill-directed efforte have
been made to find work on the cenast, nothing
has been done to find work for the unemployed
west of Dalby. Jt will be two or three months
before members will have an opportunity under
the most favourable circumstances of speaking
in this Chamber again, and I would suggest to
the Government that, if they can see their way
to do anything in the way of relief works at all,
these Western people should be considered in a
matter of that kind. They deserve relief just
as much as the people along the coast. Many of
them have families, and we know that in no
part of Queensland has the distress been felt so
keenly as in the Western country, for the simple
reason that the mainstay of the Western country
were the stations and selections. 1t is so well
known to everybody that I need not press the
point home, that practically four-fifths of the
stock in the Western country were destroyed
by drought. The result is that there is not
the amount of labour that there was a few
years ago, and we have a vast number of
men going from one station to another, and
they can get absolutely no work., If anything
can be done to find work for these men, the
Government will be doing a most commend-
able act, and T repeat that there is quite as
much necessity to provide work for these men as
for the peoplenearer the coast. A statement has
been made on several occasions that members
on this side are afraid of the franchise. The
Premier on one occasion told us that we were
fighting in the last diteh nf conservatism. I for
my part utterly repudiate anything of that
kind. I am not in the least afraid of making
the franchise more liberal than it is now. If
the hon. member wishes to do away with the
property vote, I am not opposed to doing away
with it. Tam quite sure that a large number
of members on this side are in favour of liberalis-
ing the franchise.

The SPEAKER: Order! I would remind
the hon. member that the second reading of the
Franchise Bill is on the business-paper, and he
cannot anticipate discussion upon it.

Mr. P. J. LEAHY : That is merely by way
of illustration. I do not intend to pursue and
elaborate the argument at all, but what I do
object to at this moment is any attempt to go
before the country under false colours. There
can be no question that a great deal of elec-
tioneering has been attempted in this House,
and in the case I referred to the Premier
endeavoured to convey a false impression, There
was pothing further from the truth than an
impression of that kind. T say for myself, and
many hon. members on this side whose opinions
I know, that we are not opposed to an altera-
tion in the franchize, but I do not believe in
certain portions of the machinery Bill adopted
" by the Federal Parliament, and I venture to say
that the Premier’s attempt to delude the country
by misrepresenting our attitude on this question
will fail as it deserves. I can only say, in con-
clusion, that I think the Premier ought to
bring in a Bill, either to reduce the num-
ber of members, or to submit the malter to
a referendum ; and if he does not do it, the only
conclusion I can come to is that the Premier and
those who are associated with him are afraid to
trust the people,

Mr. FORSYTH (Carpentaria): I certainly
thought that before this the Treasurer would
have got up and placed his views beforc the
House, because I should like to hear the views of
the Government on several matters which have
been referred to. The question of the Special
Retrenchment Act has just been mentioned, and
as far as we have gone there is no information as
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to what the Government are going todo. All
we know is that people have the idea that the
Government are simply filling in the HEstimates
the net amount the civil servants are receiving
now, and, therefore, there is no occasion for a
Special Retrenchment Bill being introduced. I
think we are entitled to some information from
the Treasurer in regard to this point before we
grant Supply. There are a large number of items
in connection with the finances whicharenot likely
to come in next year the same as they came in
this year. There is one itemn which stands out
boldly, and that is the question of the extra money
received from the stamps. We received alarge
amount last year—something like £55,000 more
than the year before—and as far as one can
possibly judge we are not likely to attain the
figures thiy present year as we did up to the 30th
June last, and that is an amount which mus$
necessarily be considered in connection with the
Hstimates, I have no doubt the hon. gentleman
must have considered that question. [Hon. R.
Puirp : He may not be the Treasurer when the
House meets.] 1t does not matter to me whether
he will be Treasurer or not. I think before we
go to the country we should have some idea
where we are with respect to the civil servants,
We know that the Special Retrenchment Bill
brings in, roughly -speaking, something like
£100,000 a year. I think that the amount down
in the KEstimates last year was something like
£94,000, Whether that was the actual amouns
or not I cannot say. [The TREASURER: Rather
more.] I said £100,000, roughly speaking. Well,
I have not got the figures, but it does not affect
my argument whether it is £1,000 more or less.
We have tried our level best in speaking before—
1 do not wish to refer to debates which are now
closed—but we have endeavoured, both outside
and in this House, to try and get some informa-
tion from the Government with regard to their
action in connection with the Special Retrench-
ment Act. We have received no information
whatever. Thbe other day a statement appeared
in the papers to the effect that the Government
hoped to be able to do without the Special
Retrenchment Act this year. [Hon. R. PriLp :
They won’t reimpose it now.] I do not know
whether they intend to reimpose it or not, but
there is one thing quite evident to me—that they
mean to try and get the civil service people to
believe that they are not going to reimpose it.
We have to try and get information which, I
think, is most important information, because it
is information which refers to a very large sum
of money, and which may put the Treasurer’s
Tstimates out or in, as the case may be; and if
it is the case that the Special Retrenchment Act
is not going to be imposed again, and that the
civil servants are to yet the salaries they had
prior to that special Act, then I say the
people of the country before the election
should get to know exactly where we are.
1 can assure the Treasurer thut if it is intended
to do away with the Special Retrenchment Act,
no one will be better pleased than I; and, if itis
intended to give the civil servants

[8.30 p.mn.] the salaries they had prior to the

introduction of that Act, the hon.

gentleman will have no stronger supporter of the
measure than myself. Bus$, while that may be
80, we have to counsider the question from a
purely financial point of view, and I would ask,
in the event of the hon. gentleman being willing
to dispense with the Special Retrenchment Act,
how he is going to raise the revenue which he
will thereby lose. During the few minutes I
have had to look over the revenue for the year
in connection with the various departments,
I find that the hon. gentleman received
£20,000 more from the Federal Government
than he anticipated. As a business man, I

My, Forsyth.]
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can conscientiously say that this year pro-
bably is the worst year, so far as busi-
ness is concerned, that we have had in Queens-
land during the last ten or fifteen years. I
may be wrong, but I do not anticipate that the
revenue tobederived from the Customs and xcise
this year is likely to be as much as it was last
year. [The TrREASURER: It is likely to be
more.] The firm of which I am a member has
branches in almost every one of the principal
towns in Queensland, and we get a return from
each of them every month, and I can assure the
hon. gentleman that not only ourselves, but a
large number of the big firms in QQueensland find
that business is steadily decreasing. [The
TREASURER : Would you say that the prospects
are worse in Queensland to-day than they were
last year?] The actual business done is less
to-day than it was twelve months ago. [The
TreasvrER: That is so, but what about the
prospects?] The prospects, so far as they have
gone, are really no better than they were twelve
months ago. As a matbter of fact, the actual
turnover is a great deal less.

Mr. TUrRNER called attention to the state of
the House.

Quorum formed.

Mr. FORSYTH : The general consensus of
opinion amongst business men is that this will
he one of the worst years we have had in Queens-
land for many years past. Business is going
down ; sales are a great deal less. [The SECRE-
TARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The southern mer-
chants are collaring the business.] The business
is not being done—I don’t care whether it is
being done from Victoria, from New South
Wales, or from home. [The SECRETARY FOR
AGRICULTURE : The values are less.| The value
is not there, and the actual volume of business
is not as good. It appears to me, therefore, that
the Minister will receive a great deal less revenue
from Customs and Hxcise than he got last
year, owing to the decrease in the dutiable
goods that will be consumed. I have not
seen the details with regard to the federal
revenue and expenditure, but it appears to
me that the reason the hon. gentleman received
£20,000 more last year than he anticipated from
the Commonwealth was not so much because the
revenue increased, bus because a very large
amount of money that was passed upon the
Federal Estimates last year was not spent.
Then we got from taxation something like
£60,000 more than we anticipated ; from lands
we got £27,000 more than last year, and, as we
are told that the Government intend to take off
the poll tax, that represents another sum of
about £27,000; while, if the special retrench-
ment is taken off the civil service, that repre-
sents another sum of about £80,000. These
amounts total over £200,000, which has got to
be made up somehow, if we are to square the
finances at bhe end of the year; and I hope the
Treasurer will get up and give the House some
information with regard to those items, and more
especially in connection with the Special Re-
trenchment Act. I think it is unfair that the
civil servants should be kept upon tenterhooks,
and that they should not know exactly how they
are going to be treated—as to whether they are
simply to pay the income tax, the same as every-
body else, or if the special retrenchment is to be
continued. The hon. gentleman knows very
well what he intends to do, and yet in such an
important matter, and which represents such a
large amount of money, he carefully conceals all
the time what is his intention. I believe
he is somewhat frightened to make a state-
ment to this House, otherwise we  should
have had it long ago. I mentioned a little
while ago that I saw the statement in the
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papers that the Government ‘‘ hope” to be able-
to do without the Special Retrenchment Act,

and I gathered from that that the civil servants
were to have the same salaries as they had prior
to the passage of the measure, but I would like
to get something different to that from the hon.

gentleman. I would like to get from him an
authoritative statement to the effect that it is
the intention of the Government to give the
civil servants the salaries they had prior to
1902. Anyone can say, *“ We hope to do so-and-

s0,” for the purpose of tryving to blind the civil

servants, and, of course, prior to an election, it
isonly natural to suppose that hon. gentlemen
opposite will try to blind the public as to their
intentions ; but I trust the Treasurer will get up
and tell us exactly what the Grovernment intend to
do, and how he intends to make up the deficiency
of over £200,000 in the revenue for this year to
which I have referred. Is he going to make it

up by means of a land tax? Of course, we know
that he proposes to impose a graduated income
tax ; and, while that may help him to a certain

extent, I venture to predict that no graduated

income tax is likely to bring in the large amount

of money that he will be short. I may be out
£20,000 in my figures ; but these are very impor-

tant matters, and no doubt will have the atten-

tion of the Treasurer in connection with his

estimate of Ways and Means. I did not intend

to speak at all to-night, but I hope that my

remarks will lead the Treasurer to have the

courtesy to give the House some information in

regard to these matters. The referendum has

been referred to in this House,and I think that, if

the Government are sincere in their wish to give
the people a chance to say whether we should

have a referendum or not, a Bill could be

passed through this House in half an hour.

When the people are appealed to on the 27th

August, do the Government intend at the same

time to appeal with regard to the Referendum

Bill? 1 hope the hon. gentleman will consider

this question, because it is the general feeling

throughout the country that the Government

have shelved the question with regard to the

reduction of members. I can assurethe Govern-

ment that if they introduce a Bill for a referen-

dum they will get my hearty support. Another

point which has been raised both outside and

inside the House is in regard to the reason why

the Opposition moved a vote of want of con-

fidence in the Goverament. The general con-

sensus of opinion among Labour and some cther
papers is that the Opposition were afraid that

the ¥ranchise Bill would be introduced and

passed. Now, there is not a single word of

truth in that statement, and I am prepared to

say that I believe the Government will get as

hearty support for the measure from members

sitting in opposition as they will get from those

sitting behind them. The Franchise Bill is a

measure that would have been introduced by the

iate Government last year if they had had an

opportunity, and it is a Bill to which we are to a

large extent pledged.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. gentle-
man is not in order in referring during a debate
of this character to the Franchise Bill.

Mr, FORSYTH : T merely wanted to give
one reason why the want of confidence motion
was introduced, and to contradict the statement
that it had anything to do with the Franchise
Bill. I hope the Treasurer will get up and give
us some information with regard to the points I
have raised, so far as the finances are concerned,
and also with regard to the statement of the hon.
member for Toowong in connection with the
various alterations that have taken place in the
public service. Personally, I had not seen the
report to which the hon, member alluded, other-
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wise I would have gone carefully through it;
but I have not the slightest doubt that the hon.
member for Toowong studied it carefully, and
has correctly concluded that there has really been
nosaving atall. The number of appointments, in-
cluding supernumeraries and new officers, comes
to eighty-five from the 15th September, 1903,
to 17th May, 1904, and the total number of 1esig-
nations, dismissals, and retrenchments is ninevy-
shree. The number is therefore much about the
satne, and the difference in money paid out only
amounts to about £4,000. These are matters
which require some explanation, and 1 sincerely
hope the Treasurer will tell us exactly what he
thinks about them. Another matter to which I
should like to allude is the miscellaneous receipts,
from which the hon. gentleman received some-
thing like £70,000 this last year. Although I
have not got the figures at my disposal, I do not
think he is likely to receive the same amount of
money from miscellaneous receipts this year,
and there will be another £30,000 or £40,000 to
be made up. I should particularly like to know
whether it is the intention of the Government to
take off the spectal retreachment of the civil ser-
vants at the end of September and pay the salaries
paid prior to 1902. If that istheir intention, they
will receive my henrty support, and I believe the
hearty support of most members on this side.

* Mr. T. B. CRIBB (Ipswich): The question
is that we go into Committce of Supply for
the purpose of granting the Ministry a sum of
money to carry on the necessary expenditure
of the country during the time of the proposed
general =lection. I am not disposed to make
any objection to the amount thas T understand
the Treasurer intends to ask for, but I Jdo
protest against the action of the Ministry in
wasting the time of the country as they have
done. [The TREASURER: Are you posing as
o humorist?] When they came into office
they pleaded for time to consider the finances
of the State, and to prepare their measures,
and we offered to allow them two months to
enable them to look over their measures, and
also to prepare their Istimates, and give the
House some indication as to what they in-
tended to do. Had they accepted our offer
there would have been plenty of time for them
to have prepared all the necessary measures,
and to have given the House some definite
idea of what they intended to do, and some
very important business would have been
transacted by the Chamber before the House
adjourned for the recess. In spite of the solid
majority they had at their backs at that time
they did not feel inclined to accept what I
consider was a very rcasonable proposition on
the part of the Opposition. They have now
met the House, and what do we find? While
practicaily their administration has been con-
demned, even by members who support them
in other respects, they take the opportunity of
further postponing all necessary legislative
reform under the plea that the House is not
in a condition to give them a reasonable trial.
A certain vote recently taken in this House,
which affected their reputation for administra-
tion, did not in any way affect their policy,
and I think they should have brought some
of their measures forward, which are of ex-
treme urgency, before they appcaled to the
country. I do not wish to say too much
sbout the referendum proposed by the Min-
istry for the reduction of members. We con-
sider that the proposal of the Government to
substitute the referendum instead of a Bill
dealing with the matter was merely putting
off the question in response to the request
of. the ruling body who supports them. It
is very well inown that many hon. members
opposite are entirely opposed to any reduction
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in their salaries and to any reduction in the
number of members, though there are one or
two members opposite, like the hon. member
for Rockhampton, Mr. Grant, who promised to
support a reduction of members. But the
majority of the Labour members are strongly
opposed to any reduction of members, and [
think they are very glad indeed to have this
opportunity afforded them—by an appeal to
the country—of avoiding any settlement of this
matter. They know perfectly well that the
country is in favour of this reduction, and I
think the Ministry are just as desirous as the
Labour party are of avoiding this issue under
cover of an appeal to the country. Now, if
there is to be a referendum at all, there are
many matters which are more worthy of lay-
ing before the electors in this way than the
question of the reduction of members. There
is one matter which very strongly affects the
Treasurer: that is, the question of whether
we should sell our railways or not. We lose
between £300,000 and £600,000 a year through
our railways. I know it is the settled policy
of the country that the railways here should be
controlled by the State, and 1 am not prepared
to advocate now any alteration in that system
till the electors have had an opportunity of
expressing their approval; but I think there
are very grave reasons why this matter should
be laid before the electors for their opinion
and decision. T should like the hon. gentle-
man to have arranged, in this appeal to the
country, that the question of a referendum as
to whether we should sell our railways or not
should be included. I am perfectly sure that
if the results of that referendum were in favour
of selling our railways the present Treasurer
would find himself in a very comfortable
position indeed with regard to our finances.
it is questionable whether we can afford to
bear the loss which is accruing every year on
our railways. There may be no desire on the
pari of any Treasurer or Minister for Railways
to make the returns from our railways more
or less than is right or proper, but it must be
kept in mind that in times of adversity the
raiiways being a large spending department
necessary oxpenditure may be deferred, and
thus apparently show a better net return from
railways that year. Sir Hugh Nelson found it
necessary to adopt this plan, but the reduction
made by deferring expenditure was no indi-
cation of the real economy, for it necessitated
increasing expenditure in subsequent years.
The economicy effected through such deferred
expenditure by Sir Hugh Nelson—whom I
think cveryone will admit was an able and
careful Treasurer—could not be continued, and
rendered necessary a far greater expenditure
during the time of the Ministry in which Mr.
Philp was Premicr. I think there were some
hon. members on the other side who then sat
on this side who said that the money saved
through Sir Hugh Nelson’s cconomies would
have to be spent later on. hen I came down
with my first deficit of :£528,000, the hon.
member for Leichhardt said that he did not
find so much fault with the Government on
account of their expenditure, for he considered
the expenses incurred were necessary and
were the result of economies of previous years.
Now, the people of the country should have an
opportunity of saying whether they think the
time is ripe for our railways to be handed over
to private enterprise or not, and when the oppor-
tunity offers I will give the electors reasons why
I think in the interests of the State our railways
should be handed over to private control. This
could be made a question for a referendum
which would be of a much more legitimate
character than a referendum on the reduction

Mr.T. B. Cribh.]
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of members, on which the country has already
spoken. I am sorry that this House has not
had some understanding from the Ministry
with regard to their intentions in connection
with the recommendations of the Public Ser-
vice Inquiry Board. It has been pointed out
that the suggested reductions in the salaries of
civil servants are not only contrary to the
spirit but to the actual letter of the Public
Service Act. I know there are scveral cases
where very graye injustice has been done; and
I would be very sorry to see the Ministry per-
petuate the injustices recommended by this
hoard. I will mention one case within my
own knowledge. In the Treasury Depart-
ment there was a very able accountaut—Mr.
Fowles—and he was not receiving a com-
mensurate salary for the work he did, and
nothing like what accountants in the other
departments received, and during my time as
Treasurcr his salary was raised by £100, not-
withstanding the retrenchment that was neces-
sary then.  There was over him the chiof
clerl, Mr. Bourne. The board recommen:led
Vr. Fowles for an increase of £30, and also
recommend a reduction in Mr. Bourne’s salary.
T say that the Public Service Inquiry Board
were not competent to deal with the qualifica-
tions of that officer. They may
vet some idea of the amount of
bookkeeping and correspondence.
but vhey could not possibly form any idea, in
the short time they had‘to do their work, of
the administrative capacity of the various
officers. The Act says that an officer’s salary
shall npot be iuterfered with because some
particular <vork he is doing is not worth the
amount he is receiving; heis to be removed to
another position where he will earn the value
of his salary. It is a cruel shame that these
officers should have been reduced at this rate,
contrary to the Public Service Act, and with-
ocut any opportunity being given to this
[Touse to say whether they approved of the
alteration or not. I trust that under the
ciroumstances the Minister will not give
offect to these altorations, which are against
the law, without giving the Iouse an oppor-
tunity of ocxpressing its opinion. [The
TREASURER: What 1s the opinion of the
ilouse?l {Ilon. R. PmiLp: As expressed
during the debate. it was that the public
service inquiry wa: no good.] With regard
40 the elections, it will be necessary for the
Premicr to endorse candidates who support
him, but he will be unable to endorse any
candidate until he has consulted the leader
of the Labour party or the Trades Hall. I
know of an intending candidate who wishes to
support the Morgan Government. He has been
introduced to the Premier, and the Premier
was unable to give him an answer. We can
quite understand why. The endorsement
must be first approved by the authorities I
have mentioned. Are we to hand over the
(GGovernment of this State to the Trades Hall?
[Mr. TurvEr: What ridiculous nonsense you
are talling.] It is notlong ago that the Trea-
surer fell out with the Trades Hall, and I dare
say his independent character will not submit
to Trades Hall dictation. The Labour party
are altering their planks according to the
oxigencies of the situation. At one time they
held a meeting at which it was decided that
there should be no private railways con-
structed in Queensland, and they oousistently
voted against them. What do we find now?
The people are crying out for railways, and,
under the declared policy of the present Go-
vernment, if railways are to be constructed at
all they must be constructed by private enter-
prise. The Labour party, fearing they will ke
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defeated at the polls, have declared that they
will not vote against the wishes of the people—
have withdrawn that particular plank, and de-
clared themselves in favour of private enter-
prise. Then, again, with regard to the aliena-
tion of land, for years past the Labour party
have been bitterly opposed to it. Now, when
n office, we find that they have quite recently
sold a large amount of land by public auction,
one lot realising as much as £25,000. If we
live long enough we shall see them abandon
a good many more- of their planks, not for
the sake of the development of the country,
but to keep their party in power. There
is no member in this Chamber who has
a greater sympathy with labour than I have.
T have been identified with labour ever since
1 entered political life, now many years ago,
and I care a great deal more for the prosperity
of the people at large than I do for the pros-
perity of the few. But while I say that, I re-
cognise that the great thing the country needs
and the working man needs is capital-—capital
which will find employment for labour, and
give opportunities to those who have now no
opportunitics. Notwithstanding what may be
proposed by the Treasurer in the way of re-
deeming prickly-pear country, and in this way
finding work for the unemployed, I think some-
thing different is required. There are many
people at the present time who are not able to
obtain employment, many persons who have
families dependent upon them, but who are
nol fit for the work of eradicating prickly pear.
There are other kinds of work they could do if
the opportunity were offered to them, and I
think we are beginning to recognise that if we
are to find work for those persons it must be
work in which they can be profitably em-
ployed. To do this we want capital. Where
1s that capital to come from? I quite agree
with what the Treasurer has said from time
to time in rogard to the inadvisability of in-
creasing the public debt in order to find work for
the unemployed. We must, therefore, by every
means in our power encourage those people
who have money to come to Quecensland fcr
investments. To do that we must show them
capital will be protected in Queensland, and
that it can be invested here with safety, and
with a prospect of profit. But I do not think
we can oxpect capital to come to the State
while the Labour party and the Treasurer
maintain their present attitude towards capital.
I know of many thousands of pounds that would
have come to this State for investment and have
afforded remunerative employment to men
who are now walking about the streets and
the country, were it not for the policy of the
Tabour party. I feel very deeply when I know
of cases of hardship where people who are will-
ing to work are unable to obtain employment
because the money that would have helped to
find them work has been driven out of the State
The other day the Treasurer, in speaking on
the annual statement of accounts, indulged in
s little self-glorification. I congratulate him
on the improved state of our finances, and for
anything that he has done towards bringing
about that improvement I am willing to accord
him every credit, but I think that in this in-
stance he has glorified himself at the expense
of others, and has not given credit where credit
was duc. The hon. gentleman, when making
his Financial Statement in October last, and
comparing the actual revenue received during
the three months ended 30th September, 1903,
with the actual expenditure for the same
period, stated that there was a nominal deficit
of £162,000. The hon. gentleman further stated
that the revenuc for those three months ought
to_got full eredit for a due proportion of cer-
tain periodic payments of revenue which were
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not received in the first quarter, but were likely
%o come in before the end of the financial year,
znd that the allowance which should be made
for such periodic payments of revenue
amounted to £93,550, which reduced the deficit
for the three months to £68,724. The hon.
gentieman did not, however, as he said he
would, give full credit for the periodic pay-
ments of revenuc. When I brought in my
Bstimates in August last year, he said that in
his opinion we were over-estimating the re-
venue very considerably. Amongst other items
he mentioned the receipts from the railways.
I forget what the amount was, but he said we
had over-estimated the revenue from the rail-
ways to a very large extent—I think to about
£7¢,000 or £86,000. [The TrEASURER: That is
with reference to the first three months’ cx-
penditure, an<d that is absolutely correct.]
That is what the hon. gentleman said—

Now, take the hon. gentleman’s estimate Irom rail-
ways of £1.35),000. That is £109,000 more than last
year, and it is even £33,000 wore than was veceived
the year before. [Mr. Harpackr: The fargest in the
history of the colony, except one.] [Hon A.S.Cowrky:
One of the wost vinerable points.] As a matlsy of
fact. the only hope the Treasurer c¢an have in this
matter is the promised flourishing condition of the
farming districts round a2bout Brishane,

iThe TrrasUrRER: What are you guoting
irom?] From Hansard of 18th August, 1903—
ifrom your speech on the Financial Statement.
{The TrEASURER: Before the change of Go-
vernment?] [Mr. J. LeanY: Yes.] He goes
on further to say that these figures I gave were
altogether unreliable. Now, after the hon.
member had gone to the Treasury himself and
occupied the position of Treasurer, what do
we find? He reduced it by £20,000. He makes
it £1,330,000 instead of £1,350,000. [The
TREASURER: And he did not reduce it enough.]
JIn  October last year he under-estimated
the proportionate periodic payments on his
own_ basis by £20,000 on the railways, which
would have made the supposed defictt £48,000
instead of £68,000. I also pointed out at the
time, and repeat it again, that you cannot
estimate the ycar’s expenditure on the result
of any quarter’s expenditure. Therc was one
department under my control in respect to
which I will give a little illustration to show
how unreliable his figures were. That was the
Government Printing Office.  In that Sep-
tember quarter we had to pay the expense
of printing the federal rolls, also the ocost
of #Hwo large linotype machines costing
nearly £2,000, and the supply of paper for
the whole year. It cannot be just to assume
that the guarter including these payments on
account of the Government Printing Office
would be a fair basis for the expen-
diture of the whole year. The whole
thing is perfectly absurd. The hon. member
knows perfectly well  that there were
cortain  economies arranged for by the
Ministry during the year which would not
show in the first quarter. I showed last Octo-
her the figures given by the Treasurer were
absolutely crroneous. Thoe hon. member for
‘Carpentaria referred to the matter also, and
gave a complete refutation. The Treasurer
simply repeats the errors he made then, and
takes credit for having donc so well. He is
rather given to quoting masses of figures not
really bearing upon the point, though he
endeavours to make them do so. I will
just quote another statement. He says that
in 1901 and 1902 the late Government spent
£1,000,000 more than was spent five years
previously. 1 have already stated that the
policy of deferred expenditurc adopted at the
earlier period he names necessitated increased
expenditure later on. I will give the hon.
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member another illustration, which will help
to prove the fallacious character of the Trea-
surer’s figures in a very marked way. If we
take the expenditure for the year 1899-1900
instead of 1901-2, we will find that the ex-
penses of that year, iustead of being £1,000,600
was £1,200,000 more than it was five years pre-
viously, and yet notwithstanding this enormous
increase in expenditure what did we have that
year? We had a surplus of £47,788. The Trea-

surer can make figures prove anything. If he
takes figures in the way he has done, he
can prove anything he likes. We know

perfectly well from the table I am now

- quoting from he can prove quite contradictory

things.

He is misleading in his figures,
and does

not use them in a fair way.
In another place he said that
[9.30 p.m.] the year 1899 the Philp Govern-

ment had a surplus at the end of
December of £341,000, but by the end of the
financial year that surplus had decreased to
£47,000. He attempted to prove from that th?,t
the Philp Government during the last six
months of the year had created a deficit of
£294,000. That is to say, he took the surplus
of £47,000 which existed at the end of June
from the surplus of £341,000 at the end of
December, and stated that that made a deficit
of £294.000 for the six months. The hon.
gentleman ought to have known, if he did not
know, that the best part of the revenue comes
in during the first six months of the year,
principally on account of the pastoral rents.
We always expect to have a large surplus in
December, and—unless prior to the passing of
the Income Tax Act, we had a fairly large
surplus at that time—we knew that we were
pretty certain to have a deficit at the end of
June. Yet the hon. gentleman piled up figures
in that way to try and make things look as
black as possible against the Government
which was in office before him. Then, again,
he referred to the large amount of unforeseen
expenditure in that year. He said that there
was unforeseen expenditure to the extent of
over £500,000, including revenue, loan and
trust funds, yet, notwithstanding that such a
large amount of unforeseen expenditure would
actually increase the deficit very much, the
total amount of expenditure that year—includ-
ing that unforeseen expenditure—was less
than the net amount approved of by Parlia-
ment. {The TREAsURER: I pointed out that it
was the first year in which that had happened.]
The hon. gentleman made a great deal of
capital out of the unforeseen expenditure with
the idea of damaging the previous Ministry as
much as he could, but the hon. gentleman said
nothing about some of the items which were
included in that unforeseen expenditure. We
had to spend more than £150,006 on our
contingents. That was one of the ocauses
of our deficits. We had to pay all the
expenses of the Royal visits—the visit of
the Duke of York and the visit of the
Imperial troops. We also had an outbreak
of bubonic plague that year. All these items
helped to swell our unforeseen expenditure.
Not a single member of the House tock ex-
ception to any of those items at the time, and
vet the hon. gentleman now seizes those
ficures and uses them in such a way as to
convey to the Tiouse and fo the country that
the Philp Government were guilty, not merely
of cxtravagance, but he tried to throw out the
insinvation that they were guilty of something
rse than extravazance. The hon. gentle-
man, in the statement he made at the end of
the year with regard to our finances, said that
the late (Government saved only £3,000 on
their estimate during the first three months
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of the year, the present Government saved
£6,000 in the next three months, and in the
six months after that they saved £82,000, and
he goes on to argue from that that therefore
they practically saved at the rate of £164,000
ayear. I have already shown the fallacy of the
hon. gentleman’s argument by an illustration
from one department—the Government Print-
ing Office. In that one department alone, the
expenditure for the first three months might
very fairly be reduced by over £8,000. On the
three items of lnotypes, printing the federal
rolls, and the supplies for the twelve months,
and those amounts ought really to be distributed
over the whole twelve months. If that were
done. it would make a very material differ-
ence in the hon. gentleman’s figures. I have
not the figures by me. which the hon. gentle-
man might turn up for himself, with regard to
the cost of printing the federal rolls. I men-
tion this one department as an instance of the
way in which the hon. gentleman dealt with
the expenditure, and it is only one of many
such instances that might be given. There is
one matter I wouldlike towrefer to, but I shall
refrain from doing so, as I believe I should be
out of order, as it deals with what took place
during a previous debate during this session.
I may, howaever, take another method of re-
ferring to it. What I allude to is the state-
nent made by the Treasurer with reference
to the purchase of a certain property by the
late Government. There have been remarks
made in various papers with regard to the
matter, and it has been made to appear as if
there was great carelessness displayed by the
late Government in connection with the trans-
action, if there was not something worse than
carelessness. I would like to say something
about it. that the public may better under-
stand the matfer 'The facts are as follow:—
I am veferring now to what has been said out-
side the House. The land was purchased from
the Church of England authorities for £30,000,
and when it was paid for it was charged in
error to revenue account. The payment not
having been authorised by the House, it had to
be transferred to unforeseen expenditure, other-
wise the Auditor-General would possibly have
refused to pass it. The Treasurer seemed to
infer that it had been authorised previous to
payment, but it was not so. When the cirenm-
stances came to my knowledge while I was
Treasurer, I told the Under Secretary that it
should not be charged to revenue; that we bad
a tangible asset the payment for which should
be charged to loan account, and by my instruc-
tions it was so charged. I think it only fair to
explain that, because what has been said in the
House has caused the remark to be made in
various places that not merely carelessness,
but something a great deal worse, should be
charged against the late Government in connec-
tion with that transaction. I am quite sure any
action I took in connection with the matter in
putting it right would have been taken by the
hon. member for Rockhampton himself if be had
been Treasurer at the time; but T would not,
under any circumstances, have attempted, as he
has done, to use this as a weapon to damage the
reputation of a political opponent. I feel I can
hardly allow the proposed vote to pass without
asking the Treasurer to give us some idea of
what he considers the financial position of the
State is before Parliament is dissolved. I think
we are entitled to that information, and that we
should get it under these special circumstances.
I should like to know from the Government
whether they have any expectation of being ableto
balance the finances without the aid of the Special
Retrenchment Act, and whether they intend to
propose additional taxation. If the latter is
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their intention, I think we have a right to be
taken into their confidence before they appesnr
to the country, so that we may lay befora the
electors some idea of what the prospects are, and
what are the intentions of the Government with
regard to financial matters. I think we are
justified in asking the Treasurer, when we ges
into committee, to give us a full statement, so
that hon. members, when we go to the country,
will be able to put our ideas of the financial
question before the electors.

Mr. J. LEAHY (Bulleo) : As the hoyr i
getting late, I have not risen for the purpose of
occupying very much time; but I have tw:
reasons for rising. One is that T want to get
some information from the Government which 1
hope I can get by means of a question, and the
other is to say a word in reference to some
remarks which have been made from the other
side of the House with regard to my connection
with charges which have been made this after-
noon by the hon. member for Cook. [The
PreMIER : I was not alluding to the hon. gentle-
man.] The hon. gentleman’s colleague, the
Secretary for Lands, got up at a later stage, and
said it was reported that I was behind the
hon. member for Cook, and the Premier did nnt
contradict him. T have only tosay that I can do
my own quarrels without getting the hon. mem-
ber for Cook to do them for me. T never ask
a man to do my quarrels, and I never undertake
another man’s quarrels for him. A man has no
business in the House if he cannot take his own
part. That iz the position I takeup. It was
reported in Hunsard three weeks ago that the
hon. member for Cook interjected, ¢ Are you
going to refer to Toolburra? I knew all about
Toolburra nine or ten years ago, and I said T was
not zoing to refer to ib. It was a colleague of
the Premier’s who told me and a great many
more about the matter. But nine or ten years
ago is a long way back. I can assure the hon.
gentleman that I had nothing whatever to do
with iwciting the hon. member for Cook to
bring the matter forward, and I should not
have referred to it had the hon, gentleman
not distinctly referred to me. I will let
that pass. 1 want to know now from the
Government what steps they intend to take
with regard to the destruction of rabbits ? The
danger has been drummed into them as far as
drumming will do it, but they do not appear to
realise the great necessity there is for dealing
with the question. I never could impress onany
Government before the late Government came
into office the danger there was in connection
with this matter. [The PREMIER: Not even on
yourseif.] When the Government, of which I
was a member, were in office, there was hardly
a rabbit alive in that country. It was impossible
to travel there, and the mails had to be run by
camels. The rabbits, in fact, were nearly all
exterminated, but they breed very rapidly. We
put the sum of £10,000 on the Estimates, to be
paid over under the control of the rabbit board,
bad as the times were, and it was given to the
rabbit board every year. Can hon. gentlemen
opposite say that they have given anything to
the rabbit board this year? [The PREMIER: We
spent it.] They are giving £5,000 instead of
£10,000, and the rabbits are overrunning the
country. There has been a reduction of £12,00t
in the schedules, and most of that has come out
of the amount voted for the destruction of rabbits
and marsupials. [The PreEmigr: You allowed
the rabbit boards to permit the fences to tumble
down.] It was absolutely impossible during the
drought to do anything, You could not get
sucker in that country. There was nothing alive
there; but we placed that money on the Estimates.
Why did not the hon. gentleman allow the boards
tospend it? [The TREASURER: Did the whole con-
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<itions suddenly change as soon as you left office 7]
No, we put £10,000 on the ¥stimates and
intended to give it to the boards. [The TrEA-
SURER: Why did you not give it yourselves?]
Wewere only two months in office afterwards,
and they did not want it then. They wanted it
as they went on with the work. The rabbits
will be overrunning the Darling Downs next.
iThe Premrer : They are there now according to
sume people.] The hon. gentleman apparently
knows all about it, and 1 can assure him, if
he does not, this rabbit question will wake
him up very soon. A rabbit was brought
down here the other day which was caught at
Dalveen, and, if they come a little further
south, the question will then become a big
national one, no doubt. [Mr. TorMmie: There
was a cargo sold in George street to-day.]
I hope they did not come from the Darling
Downs. T have seen cartloads of rabbits sold
down south. [The TrREASURER : Your complaint
is that we did not spend the £10,000 you placed
on the Estimates?] You may have paid it since
she 30th June. T have looked up the Gazette,
snd I went to the Treasury and found that the
figures I have given are correct, [The TREa-
SURER : T think you will find out that the £10,000
has been spent.] Not up to a few weeks ago. [
found out that there was a saving on the
schedules of £12,000, and if the Government hand
cver to the boards the extra £5,000 they ought to
have received, it may do some good until the
House meets again. T know that the Treasurer is
anxious to say something, and I am qaite willing
to give him an opportunity. I do not wish to
detain the House more than a few minutes
longer. I am one of those members who did not
speak on the Address in Reply. [The PREMIER:
You spoke on both.] No, I spoke only on the
amendment with regard to the maladministration
of the Government, and I regret that I had not
sufficient time to go fully into the history of the
crimes of the Government. I did not refer in
any sense to the proposals of the Government
with regard to the coming year, and T have no
intention now of blocking the business of the
country in any way. I shall be very glad if the
Treasurer will get up and give us some assurance
that this question of the rabbits will be grappled
with. I can assure Ministers that it is the
biggest question that Queensland has got to
deal with. And it has got to be dealt with.
If the matter i not grappled with, rabbits will
soon be all over the Downs and other places.
IMr. Lesixa : We have also rats.] [Hon. R.
PuiLe: There are plenty on your side.]
No matter on which side of the House we
sit, this is the biggest question that we have
to grapple with. It was a big question when
the country was heavily stocked, and the
rabbits bad not so much to live on ; but it is worse
than ever now, when the pastursge is good,
for rabbits, like other animals, breed in pro-
portion to the quality of their feed. In bad
seasons they do not breed to the same extent,
snd  a great many die fiom starvation; but
in a good season like the present, when we
bave country devoid of stock and waving
meadows of grass and herbage, if we do not
grapple promptly with this pest, there is no
saying where they will not spread to. I know
that there are gops in some of the fences,
but these gaps should have been deslt with long
sgo. Heavy rains seven or eight months ago
tiroke down par’s of fences, and they have been
allowed to remain down. Tenders bave been
called for filling some of the gaps; but that is
nab enough. There must be continual supervi-
@ion, or else the rabbits will come in wholesale.
Itis no use talking about the past, except an
example to be profited by in future, and we have
to deal with this question now. The mistake in
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the past has been that too much time has
been taken up before acting, and all the while
the rabbits have been advaucing. We must act
immediately in this matter. I frust that the
Premier will realise that prompt action is
necessary, even for the sake of the Darling
Duwns, which at present seems to be the most
important part of Queensland. It will be much
better from the Darling Downs point of view,
if we fight the rabbits where they are now,
than fight them when they get on the Darling
Dowuns. T trust that this matter will veceive the
immediate attention of Ministers.

Question put and passed.

COMNMITTEE.

The TREASURER: I beg to move that
there be granted to His Majesty for the services
of the year 1904-%, a sum not exceeding £480,000
towards paying the expenses of the various
departments and services of the State. I have
not taken part in this discussion previously,
because it seemed to me to be very much in the
nature of electioneering. I understood thas
hon. members opposite were addressing their
constituents — [Government members: Hear,
hear {]—and I had no wish to interfere. [DBlr.
J. Leary: You had better try and be civil.]
[Hon. R. PuiLp: He couldn’c if he tried.] I
think I am civil. I think it was excusable for
hon. - members opposite to make electioneering
speeches. [Hon. R. PaILe: We don’t want you
to suggest excuses for us.] [Mr. J. LEany: If
you want fight, you will ges it quick and lively.]
I do not see that it is necessary for members on
this side to waste the time of the country in
malking electioneering speeches. I do not think
they need to do that. When the Housedissolves
and we get to the country, no doubt we will all
have a few remarks to make, but until that time
comes I do not think it is necessary for us to make
electioneering speeches, and consequently I have
1o intention of dealing with the large number of
statements which have been made any further
than I am compelled to. The business before
the Committee is very simple. The Governor
has decided to dissolve Parliament, and the Go-
vernment ask for Supply for two months, so that
the public service can be carried on while the
generalelectionisbeingheld; andnowthatwehave
been permitted to get into Committee of Supply
wehave only toconsider the amount to be granted.
The Premier has made it very clear that the
Government. in asking for what is practically

two months’ Supply, have made a

{10 p.m.] demand for the absolute minimum
that could be asked for to carry

through the elections in something like a week,
or perhaps even two weeks, less than the general
election took two years ago. [Mr J. LEauy:
No.l The figures given by the Premier, when
he was speaking, made it rather better than a
week less than the general election took two
years ago. [Mr. J. Lrkauy: Not the election,
the return of the writs.] The whole period I
am speaking of until the House meets again.
That may possibly be reduced by two days, or
by a week, and therefore the Supply we are
asking for is based on the assumption that the
elec ions will be carried through in that time,
and that members will be able to reassemble
here at the end of September under sither
the present or the new Government, if hon.
gentlemen oppesite are so fortunate as to have
the confidence of a majority of the electors. So
I do not think there can be much cavil made
about the amount which the Government are
asking for. A number of speakers—the leader
of the Opposition, the hon. member for Towns-
ville, and, I thivk, the hon. member for Too-
wong—have appealed to me to say something

Hon. W. Kidston.)
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about what are our intentions with regard to one
thing and another—as to what was our financial
policy for the new year. [Hon., R. Prmr: I
never asked you that.] The hon. gentleman re-
ferred to the Special Retrenchment Act. [Hon.
R. Purre: I wanted a special promise from you
on that matter ; we do pot want your policy.]
I can assure hon. gentiemen that if they do not
want to _hear me I will sit down. [Hon. R.
PaILP: I never heard of a Treasurer giving his
financial policy now.] Do I understand hon.
gentlemen opposite do not want any informa-
tion? [Hon. R. PaLP: I do not want any.]
Does the leader of the Opposition? [Hon. Sir A.
RuTLEDGE: We donot wang informution that has
already been given; we want some information.]
I have pno objection to giving hon. members
oppo-ite as much information on this wmatter as
I have, although it is very litile. 1 think rhey
will understand quite clearly that it would be
somewhat improper for me to aitempt to make
anything like a Financial Statement under the
circumstances, and a garbled Financial State-
ment would be worse than if I had gone care-
fully into the matter and left it a provisienal
Statement. In the meantime, as they kvow
quite well, the Government have not bad the
opportunity of preparing a Financial Statement
for the House. It is the fanlt of the hon.
gentlemen opposite—-it is perhaps wrong to say
the fault—it is the accident of the period of the
financial year during which this political crisis
has taken place which has prevented that being
done. Hon. gentlemen ar» well aware that it
would have heen quite impossible fur the Govern-
mend, durisg the last two or three weeks, todevote
attention to details of any of the Hstimates,
when from day to day they were——[Hon. R.
Prmp: I thought they were all ready.] The
hon. gentleman pays the present Government a
compliment that he was never able to pay his
own Government if he thinks they have the
Estimates ready by the middle of July. I think
it will be apparent to anyone, from what I have
said, that it is unreasonable for members of the
Opposition to ask the Government for anything
like a financial policy—for anything like a
detailed estimate of what the yosition is likely
to be next year. [Hon. R. PHiLr: We do not
expeet it.] The hon. member for Carpentaria
manifestly expected it, and asked for it, and he
gave a great many figures to show that the
Government would be behind wnext year by
£200,000. I say this—although I am not speak-
ing authoritatively, and although thisis not my
final word on the matter-—but it is fair enough
to say that, as far as I know—as faras I can
guess now—my opinion ix, despite the hon. mem-
ber for Carpentaria, that the revenue this financial
year instead of being less than last tinancial year
will be greater,  [Hon. Sir A, RUTLEDGE : Yrom
Customs ?] That was one item. There were a
number of other items, some of which will be
less; but I think on the whole—I say this with
diffidence ; I would like to give another week or
two to the matter before I am more positive
about it—my opinion is that our revenue this
financial year will he better than it was last
financial year. [Hon. R. PHiLy: Itought to be.]
The hon. member for Carpentaria did not think
s0. I hope that, as we were so near avoiding a
deficit altogether, we will have a small surplus
next year. I would just like to say this: Hon.
members opposite, as well as hon. members on
this side, will, no doubt, be pleased to learn that
the statement published in the newspapers on
the 20d July was incorrect to the extent of
nearly £138,000. [Mr. J. Lrany: Have you
only fourd that out now ?] The hon. gentleman
is only finding it out now. [Mr, J. LEauy: I
found it out a week age.] [The PREMIER:
In what respect did you find out it was
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incorrect before the Treasurer informed yvou?}
A mistake was made by an officer of the Treasury
Department in crediting to a trust account z
som of money which should have been entered
to revenue account, so that the revenue for the
year was short credited by abont £13,000, and
the deficit for the year instead of being £25,000,
as T stated it would be, is £12,424. [Go-
vernment members: Hear, hear!] Hon., mem-
bers will no doubt be glad to hear that.
[Hon. Sir A. RurLepeg: Do you expect to get
another windfull to the tune of £60,000 from
succession duties to belp you along?] Noj; but
I should be very pleased if some of the hon.
gentleman’s rich friends would die to give us a
windfall, though T do not know of any who are
sick just now. We shall of course receive con-
siderably less revenue from stamps next year
than we received this year. However, 1 do
not think it is proper for me to speculate very
minutely about the possible financial position
next year. As I have already said, I cannot do
so with any kind of authority, and it is better
that T should not say anything sbout the matter
until T can do so with authority. There is one
thing the Government have been often asked
about to-night, and that is with regard to the
matter of special retrenchment. We have had
a great deal of weeping by friends of the ci
servants opposite on the hardship of retaining
the Special Retrenchment Act. The hon. mers-
ber for Toowong and the hon, member for
Aaranoa were very pathetic on the matterof the
robbed civil servants, [Hon. Sir A. Rurienes: 1
did not say anything aboutrobbed civil servants.}
The hon. memberfor Toowong actually showed us
to-nivhtthat theretrenchment effected by the pre-
sent (Government only amounnted to £5,555, and yeb
for two months we have been denounced as cruel
and helpless in our business of dealing with the
civil service, and that by gentlemen who only
two years ago proposed to take £100,000 a year
off these same civil servants in one act. They
did not exactly do it—the amount was between
£45,000 and £96,000. But now, because an election
is cowing on, or for whatever reason it may be—
[Mr. J. LEaty : Youhave a good season now. j—
they are very much concerned about whether
the civil servants are to be relieved of this
intolerable burden which they placed upon thea:.
[Mr. J. LEauy : Is that ail you have to say un
the subjecs 7] I sab very patiently here to-night
and did not say a word, and now when I venture
to speak for a few minutes I am not allowed
to utter a couple of sentences without objection-
able interruprion from the other ~ide of the
Chamber, which manifests—if the hon. member
for Bulloo will permit me to say sn—a good deal of
intolerance. I have noobjection to interjections
that are germane to the subject, but I do object
to hon, wembers attempting to bully wme by
interjections. [Hon. R. PHmr: You are the
biggest bully in the House.] 1 am not a bally.
[Mr. J. Lieary : Of course, if you don’t want to get
yonr business through you can choose the proper
course.] Will the hon. member permit me to say
this? [Mr. J. LEauy : Yes; as long as you con-
duct yourself properly.] Thank vou. Itseems
to me that hon. members opposite would have
been much wiser men if they had allowed this
business to go through on the voices. With
regard to the special retrenchment, about which
50 much has been said, I had hoped a month age
that the Government would have been able to
see their way to repeal the Special Retrenchmens
Act when they brought down their financial
policy, which would probably have taken pluce at
theend of this month or the beginning of August.
[Mr. J. LEAHY : It expires; you do not want &
repeal it.] The hon. member for Bulloo knows
that it would not expire at the beginning of July,
but would go on till the end of September, an
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he also knows that the civil servants have to
thank himself and his colleagues for making it
impossible to deal with this question in the
Financial Statement by the beginning of August,
If there is no chance of the Special Retrench-
ment Act being repealed instead of allowing it to
lapse at the end of Sepsember, hon. members
opposite are responsible for that. T am not sure
that the Government would have been able todo
that, bat 1 say thub it was the wish of the
Government to do in, and | had strong hopes
that it would bave been able to do 1. That part
of the financial policy which we should have laid
before the House when the Financial wtatement
was made would have been the repeal of the
Special Retrenchment Act, and the reason for
that was this—ordinary people both inside
and outside the House can understand this
quite well—that the Government did their
very best to bring down the civil servant
to what we consider bedrock requirements.
Where it was possible we rednced salaries with-
out any pret=nes about it—without any pretenca
that it was temporary—we reduced the cos’ of
the public service to, a= I have said, what we
considered bedrock. Sowme hon. members think
it was below that, but in any case that ix whet
we tried to do; and that beiug s, it follows as a
necessary consequence that we should pay them
the salaries that we thought they ought 0 get,
and that we thought their work entitled them to,
without any such heavy retrenchment as this
£100,000 a year. Thas was the idea of the
Government on the matter. The Government
were not, certain—could not possibly be certain
until they had their Hstimates practically com-
pleted—whether they would be able to repeal
the Special Retrenchment Act forthefirstquarter
of the year, but I do not think any of us had any
doubt at all that we would esrtainly not renew i€,
{Government members: Hear, hear!] I haveno
idea at all, nor do I think any mrmber of the Go-
vernment has any idea, that theve is the slightest
prospect of our renewing the Special Retrench-
ment Aect. (mlv regres that circumstances
have happened as to make the repeal of it
impracticable. { do not think I need ssy any
more on this matter. [Hon. Sir A, RUTLEDCE:
Do you expect the increased revenue will cover
the lo-s of that £100 0(‘0 together with other
losser?] 1 think the effect next vear will be that
we will be able “to do withont that. [Mr. I,
LeaHy: Do you propose to renew the ineome
tax ?] Yousurely know what the policy of the
Government s with regard to the ineome tax !
(Mr.J. Leany: No, Tdo rmt; Tkunow Ishalloppose
youall T know.] I kuowthat, ton. Practically, he

will oppose everything thiz Governwment pro-
poses to do. | Hon. R, Purre: He s taking a leaf
out of your book.] [Mr. J. LEany: You

opposed it.] T think what I opposed was the
poll tax. [GGovernment members: Hear, hear ]
[Mr. J. LeEany: You voted for the poll tax last
year instead of opposing it.]  If T understand
the situation cleaely, hon. gentlemen opposite
are very sorry they did not take my advice on
that matter. [Government members: Hear,
hear!] They are very vorry they did not allow
the poll tax to be kided. [Mr. Tuory: Who
has paid the poll tax up to the present time?
How many bhave been exempted from it who
had a right to have paid it? You could Lave
got thousands of pounds.] I hope the hon.
member for Aubiguy will understand that I
have nothing at all to do with exewmpting people
from the poll tax. {[Mr. McdMasrer: It 8 not
a poll tax.] Yes, it1s. T de not think there is
anythm{f more 1 require to say, except to move
the wotion.

Hox. R. PHILP: I hope I shall not take
three-quarters of an hour to say nothing, like
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the Treasurer has done. I did not expect a
financial statement when he is only asking for
two months’ Supply. but what he ought to tell
us is, how he intends spending that money
among the civil servants. [The TREASURER:
The Premier has told you that twice.} No, he
has not. [The TREASURER: Yes, he has.] There
are three classes of people to be dealt with.
There is o class the salaries of which the
public service commission have recommended
should be decreased. The other ciass is not
touched at all. Then there is another class in
which the salaries have been increased. The
Pramier told us increases would not be paid
until voted by the House. That 15 the usual
thing to do. Men who have not Fren touched
at all were paid last year. What about those
men whose salaries have been 1od1de Y Does
the Government intend to act on the recom-
mendation of the commission, and pay them
the reduced salary? [The PreviER: Ves. |
Well, that is information. [The TREASTURER:
1 said the Premier told you that two days
avo.} I said very little wwhile the hon. gentle-
man was speaking—he claimed the floor of the
House. I think the Government ought to pay
these men the same as they got last year,
ecause this House has said })matxc(.lly—f——om\
half the FHouse—that the commission were
wrong, and should not have recommended
those decreases. There is a \‘vpowut{‘r
—and £7 })01 annum is taken off her
Theve is Bourne. in the Treasur
the late hoaaumr aquoted to-night—%£
posed to be taken off his salavy. 1 know he i
an excellent officer, and he has been unfairly
treated by men who came into thas office who
knew nothing about their busines., and did
not pretend to know. Then JMr. Reundle, the
Registrar of Friendly Hocieties—a nian who is
holu in the highest csteom all over Queensland
by the fricndly societies. e gets less pay
than ’”W sther men In 2 similar position 1u

30 is pro-

anv of the other Rtates. A u\du(tmn of £3¢
is recommended off his salary.  Is his salary o
he rostored? T think this guestion mm’ht be

fairly answered. I would advise the Gover n-

ment to pay everybody according to last year’s
alary.

ntil they make up their minds to bring
mil 1to< before this House with the
mderstand that some deputa-

ited on the ers about some

b

1!0)):” oo

of the rmen. l think the salary of the taxing
officer, 1. Baynes, was recommernided to Le
rodvced. but T understand the  Attorney-
CGeneral s not roing to decrcase his salary.

Weought to lmow whether some favoured men
ave to gel their salaries back, or whother all
- it bad Lrcause the discussion has
v nrn"w] that that commission did not
do good work 1 vhat their advice was bad and
<hondd not be followed. That is all T intend to
on that matter.  Then theve i another
cr. 1 wont to congratulate my friend the
Iain Treasurer ou the war the Estimates came
out. ax he prepared them las ar, and 1 want
to congratulate the present Treasurer on hav-
ine made a mistake of only £180.006. He pre

iotod a deficis of £192.000. Now it is only
12,00(} =o that ho hias only made a husta]\g of
80,000, [Mr. Duxsrosn: He said at your
vm* of oxnondltmo] Ife reminds me of a
Iriend of mine, who did not do much work, bur

RECA

one dav made £18. He came to another friend
srd “Task here, T am making at the

»

rate Of £3.630 a vear.” Those are the kind of
ctatements the Trcasurer makes. Hce made a
ridicnlons statement in this debate about how
T hed squendered money the second half of
the financin! verr, The first half of the finan-
cial voar iz always best. as everyhody knows.

Hon. R. Philp.]
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and ihe cceoud half is always the worst. [The
TrrasTrER: This year?] Well, of course we
have s new man at the head of affairs alto-
sether. [Government members: Hear, hear!]
IIe is comnelled to pay more money the second
half than the first hall of the year, and it may
be he has postponed the pastoral rents till the
last half of the year. I am sure the squatters
would be very glad if he does. But if you look
back for cight or ten years, you will always
find a larger amount of revenue collected
during the first six months than the last.
That is casily accounted for, because the pas-
toval rents come in in the second quarter of
the financiai year; and every man in business

knows that the business done be-
[10.30 p.m. ] tween 1st July and 31st December

is from 10 to 20 per cent. better
thau the business done between 1st January
and 30th Juuwe. That also is easily acounted
for, especially i regard to country business.
T have had some experience of that kind of
business in my time. You can do no business
at all in some parts of North Queensland
between January and March, as it is raining
all the tige, and teams caunot travel. Then
again, all the wool is taken off between July
aud December, all the sugar is crushed, and
the harvest is reaped in those six months. In
fact, nearly two-thirds of the business in
Queensland is_dore between 1st July and 31st
December.  You canuot malke a correct esti-
mate for ouwe, two, or three months. You
have gencrally to wait until the very last
month of the year to know how the accounts
are going to turn out. Wiser men than the
prosent Treasurer have been Treasurers in
Jueensland before Kidston came. Some of
the Treasurers we have had during the forty-
five years we have had representative govern-
ment in Quecnsland have known far more at
finance than the hon. gentleman is ever likely
toc know. He has made several statements,
buf, when you come to dissect them. there is
wothing in them-like his speech to-night—
three-quarters of an hour taken up with a
long, dreary, doleful speech. He told us he
bad nothing to say, but we knew that. We
did not expect a Financial Statement. We
only wanted to know how he proposed to spend
the money for two months, and he has not
told us that. He asks for £350,000 for salaries,
£30,000 from irust funds, and £100,000 from
the loan fund account. Well, I am sorry that
ke is not going to pay the officers what they
were getfing last year, because I think that
those from whose salaries £2, £10, and £30 in
two cases, and other small sums like that,
should not have those reductions made without
a discussion in this House. I do not know why
£2 should be taken off an unfortunate type-
veriter. The board seem to have recommended
;§f simply to justify their own appointment,
because they say distinetly —{The TrEa-
strER: You think it would be better to take
<;ﬁ“ a nice round sum like £100.] They say
distinetly that the service was not overpaid
or overmanned, {The Premrer: Not appreci-

ably.] Well, that is the same thing., They
make recommendations for advances in

certain cases. while they recommend reduc-
rions in other cases to balance each other.
ovidently. T think some of the increases
recommended will not be passed by this
House. It would be very unfair if they
were. In fact, I think it very likely tha%
the next House will take up the position
that, until there is some other commis-
sion appointed, or Ministers themselves go
through their departments and give good
reasons for increases or decreases, no in-
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creases at all shall Le paid. If I come back
here, that is the position I shall take up—
that no increases shall be paid to anybody
until we have good reasons why these capable
men have been reduced. I look upon Mr.
Rendle as a man better worth £500 a year
than some wmen in the service who are getting
£500, and who are recommended for increases.
We have heard now how the £350,000 is to be
spent, and I regret exceedingly that it is pro-
posed to make theswe reductions now. The
triust moneys asked for will not be sufficient
to buy an estate, and the £100,000 loan money
will not permit the Treasurer to go in for a
spirited public works policy such as he re-
commended the late Government to under-
take some two or three years ago. {The
TreASURER: We are not likely to take the
late Government’s advice in that respect
during an election.] I am not going to give
advice to the Treasurer. I remember at the
time of the last general election the hon.
gentleman headed a deputation to me—a
most unseemly thing to ask, I thought.
When I went to Rockhampton, he met me
some 25 miles from the town with a re-
quest for a municipal loan. I told him so
theu, too. IThe Treasurer: That was not
exactly what you told me.] What? [The
Trrasvregr: That it was an  unseemly
thing.] Well, very near it. Of course, we
know that things are very bad just now, but
T think the prospects are better this year thaun
they were last year—ever so much better. I
hope the shgar crop will take up a lot of the
available surplus labour. The Treasurer
thought, when he was on this side, that the

late  Government had a special duty to
perform—that was to initiate what he
called a spirited public works policy. At that

time we were spending £1,000,000 a year out
of loan. The present Treasurer does not pro-
pose to spend more than he spent last year—
£600,000. Personally, I think that is quite
enough to spend; but it only shows how a
man’s opinions change when he gets on to the
other side of the House. [The TREASURER:
Hoar, hear! VYou are on that side now.] No
man sitting on this side ever fumed and talked
sa much about finance as the hon. gentleman,
and of how money ought to be spent. Now
that he 1s over there he is very cautious, and I
am very glad he is. He prefers to put people
on to out prickly pear now. {The TREASURER:
It is a good thing you mentioned you were
glad, because we would not have suspected it.]
f do not understand that remark at all, How-
ever, I am not going to take up the time of the
House. I am sorry the hon. gentleman is not
going to restore the salaries that were so ruth-
lessly reduced by this public service com-
mission, and which in some cases were alto-
gether unjustifiable. {The Trrasurer: That
» five times.] I am not in the habit of speak-
ing five times about anything. Perhaps T
speak less than any man, and, besides, I am
not in the habit of interrupting the Treasurer
as he interrupts me. I was very glad the
Premier gave us to understand that the Special
Retrenchment Act would not be reimposed.
Of course, with reference to the remark of the
Treasurer that we prevented them from repeal-
ing the Act, everything the hon. gentleman
says in this House we have to believe, but
nobody cutside believes it. [Hon. Sir A. Rue-
1EDGE: He did not give us a positive assur-
ance that he would have repealed it.] When
I remarked on the Address in Reply that I was
very glad to see it omitted from the list of
Bills, showing that, evidently, it was not the
intention of the Government to reimpose it, I
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was met with the interjection. = Who told you
507’ from the Treasurer. |{The TREASURER:
Well, who told you s0?} Nobody told me so.
[The TrEastrzr: Well, you had no right to
assume it.] I have as much right to assume
anything as the Treasurer—mno one assumes
more than the hon. gentleman. The fact that
it was not included in the list of Bills men-
tioned in the Governor's Speech was an indi-
cation to me that it was not intended to
reimpose it, although I certainly think it was
in the Treasurer’s mind to reimpose it
[Opposition members: Hear, hear !J—although
he now tries to get out of it by saying that he
would have repealed it. I am quite as believ-
ing as most people, but I would not believe
that statement of the Treasurer, and people
outside the House will not believe it either.
However, I am very glad that the Treasurer
is satisfied with two months’ Supply. Per-
sonally, I would not have objected to threc
months. It shows, at all events, that the Pre-
micr is anxious to get to the country and come
hacl again as soon as possible—one of the few
evidences of sincerity that he has given since
Iie has been jn office. T am sorry that he has
not taken steps to reduce the number of mem-
Ders. It has been done in the other States, and
ought to be done here; and if no steps are
taken before we dissolve, nothing can be done
for three ycars. That I do not think is a fair
thing to the country. But perhaps he can
justify it to the electors by telling some
plausible story. I would make another appeal
to the hon. gentleman in reférence to holding
the elections on Saturday. I think he 1s
inaking a mistake. [Mr. Muvroany: No fear.]
I think o, and I have as much right to an
opinion as the member for Gympie. I think
it is a mistake to in any way hurt the feelings
of any sect in the community. [Mr. LESINg:
Hundreds of Israelites attend public functions
« on Saturday.] If you look at the cables you
will sce that Russia is trying to get money at
present from the Jews of the Clontinent, and
she will only get it on certain terms. Some
day the Treasurer may want to go to London
for money. and the gentleman who usually
eunarantees the Queensland loans belongs to the
Jewish persuasion, and this proposed act on
the part of the Government may affect our rate
of interest to the extent of 1 per cent. or 14
per cent. [The Treastvrer: If it will affect
us to the extent of 1y per cent. the Premier
ought to consider the matter.] But I know
the Treasurcr is callous. He cares for nothing
and for nobody so long as he gots all he wants
for bimself; but I hope the Premier will con-
sider the matrer,  [Mr. DuxsrorD: The Trea-
surer has done more for the country than all
the heaven-born financiers on  your side.]
What has he done? [Mr. DuxnsForD: He has
saved the country thonsands of pounds.] Why,
inn his first estimate of revenue and expendi-
ture he made a mistake of £180,000, and I
have abundantly proved to the House that he
has not savesl anything like the amount he
laims credit for. The Premier talks about a

aaving of £218,000. |The Prewigr: No:
£118.000.] Yes: but the Press tells us he

claims 1o have saved £218,000. [The PREMIER:
I cannot he held responsible for that.] The
uext statement will be that the Government
have saved £1,000,000, or very likely we will be
told by and by that the Treasurer had a surplus
last year. I suppose it is no use talking any
more about the amount to be voted. The
Treasurcr has made up his mind that he is
coing to take from the civil servants the
smounts which the inquiry board recom-
mended should be taken off. I think that is a
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mistake. It is only a very smnall matter alto-
gether. In fact. I think the increases almost

come to the amount of the decreases, and a
great injustice will be done to very descrving
men if these recommendations are carried out.

Mr. CAMPBELL (3Moreton): 1 take the
opportunity of asking the Secretary for Agri-
culture what arc the intentions of the Go-
vernment in regard to the resolutions arrived
at by the fruit conference? The papers were
tabled on the 22nd June. and the association in
my clectorate is very much concerned about
this matter, and have aslked me to ascertain
the views of the Government with respect to
these resolutions. They are very much alarmed
about the proposal to rotrench Mr. Voller.
They regard him as one of the most indis-
pensable officers in the Agricultural Depart-
ment, and from my knowledge of him I can
endorse that statement. I would like to have
some assurance on these two points. Will the
rosolutions arrived at by the conference be
reconsidered, because certain associations hold
that they were arrived at too hastily, and that
great injustice and damage will be done to
the fruit industry if they are carried into effect.
It will be necesary to bring about some amend-
ment of the Diseases in Plants Act, but I
should like the opinion of the Minister in
regard to these matters, which are of great
importance to my district.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. D. F. Denham, Ouzley) : The question of
administering the Discases in Plants Act has
been one of very great difficulty, and in order
to ascertain the opinions of those immediately
interested. a conference was held in the month
of May. the report of which has been placed on
{he table. The desire of the department was
that cistrict boards might be established, so
that the fruitgrowers in the immediate neigh-
bourhood might have local government with
respect to controlling the inspections, and the
foes thai might be levied in respect thereto,
but that was outvoted by the conference, and
2 decision was arrived ab to levy a tax of 2s. 6d.
per half-acre and 5s. per acre on fruit trees.
The conference requested the assoclations to
communicate again with the department on
matters aflecting amendments of the Discases
in Plants Act. and we have also written to
the various asscciations not represented at the
conference to ascertain their views with respect
to the proposed charges. [t 1s not the desire
of the department to inflict charges on the
fruitgrowers unless they themselves concelve
i There is, how-
ever, a very large sum spent annually in
respect to fruit culture, and I do not think it
would be a fair thing to increase the demand
upon the consolidated revenue in respect to
that industry. We have s'uggested that an
inspection charge upon fruit from Tasmania
and the other States should be levied, and such
charge would then form a fund for our inspec-
fions. South Australia charges a very high fee
for inspection of fruit from the other States.
‘Whether that is infringing the Federal Consti-
tution is a matter that requires looking into:
but if it does not, I think we will get enough
w this way to enable us to cmploy more in-
spectors on the staff ; but it is not at all likely
that any action will be taken during the next
coming short session. That is highly improb-
able for more reasons than oune. Time is not
permissible, and the answers to our queries
arc not coming in as freely as we expected.
There have also been objections raised against
any increased taxation in this direction, and
the Government have not the least intention

Huou. D.F. Denham.]
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of imposing taxation unless the fruitgrowers
themselves dosire it. [Mr. CaMPBELL: What
about Mr. Voller?] It was nobt considered
necegsary to retain his services, as the larger
portion of his time was taken up on the State
farms at Westbrook and The Ilermitage, and he
was in charge of the orchards. The State farm
manager has now full control over them, and
it was found to work very inconv emently that
an officer could commandeer horses and plant
from the manager. The responsibility was a
dual one, and as the manager of the State
farm is competent to manage the orchards it
was not thought necessary to retain Mr.
Voller’s services; but I can assure the hon.
member that the fruitgrowers are not going
to be penalised or allowed to suffer for want
of an extra officer. The Department of Agri-
culture i+ one that the Stato should ot hesi-
tate to spend money upon if good results come
from that expenditure.  (Hear, hear!)

Question put and passed.
The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN reported

that the Committee had come to a resolution;
and the resolution was received and agreed to.

WAYS AND AMEANS
COMMITTER.

On the motion of the TREASURER, it was
resolved that £3850,000 be granted out of the
consolidated revenue, £30,000 out of trust sud
special funds, and £100,000 from the loan fund
account.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported that the Committee had come to certain
resolutions; and the resolutions were adopted.

APPROPRIATION BILL No. 1.
Arn STagEs.

A Bill, based on the foregoing resolutions,
was introduced, passed through all its stages
without debate, and ordered to be transmitted
to the Legislative Council for their coucurrence,
by message in the usual form.

ADJOURNMENT.

The PREMIER: I move that the House do
now adjourn. The Government have no
further Dbusiness to bring before
{31 p.m.] the Housc. The Appropriation
Bill will be forwarded to the Legis-
lative Council when it meets to-morrow,
and when this House meets T presume the
Speuaker will leave the chair and await the
return of the Bill. I do not anticipate that the
proceedings will he very long, and in any case
we will endeavour to consult the convenicnce
of hon. members as much as possible.

Hox. R, PEHILP: T understand the elections
are to be held on the 27th August. Can the

hon. gox‘ﬂom 1 give the House tho date of the
nominations?

The PRE \HTR I am not able to do that
now. I may he able to do so to-morrow—
approximately, anyhow. As the hon. gentle-
man knows, the nominations are in groups,
and we have not quite arranged the grouping
vet, but we shall endeavour to do so as
promptly as possible. It will be very much
after the arrangement made on the occasion
of the last general clection.

Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at cight minutes past
11 o’clock.

[Hon. D. F. Denham.





