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Fripay, 18 March, 1908,

The SpeaxER (Hon. John Leahy, Bulloo) took
the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

QUESTIONS.
TMMIGRANTS INTRODUCED UNDER CONTRACT AS
STGAR WORKERS.

Mr. MANN (Cairns) asked the Premier—
Will he, before arranging for the introduction of more
immigrants to work as farm labourers, have a return
compiled showing—
(x) Number already introduced to work on caue
farms and in sugar-mills ¥
(by Number now engaged in abovementioned work ?
(¢) Number who were dismissed by their employers
before completing their term of agreement *
(¢) Number who broke their agreement without
the consent of their employers
(¢) Number of employers who deducted £5 trom
immigrants’ wages and have refused to refund
that amount?

The PREMIER (Hon. W. Kidston, ZRock-
hampton) replied—

Yes. The information is being obtained, and will be
laid on the table of the House as soon as possible.

MEaT Rarion 1O PRISONERS.

Mr. LESINA (Clermont) asked the Home
Secretary-—

Is it true that the meat ration allowance to pri-
soners at Boggo road has been redueed by 2 oz per
diem ¥

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. A. G, C.
Hawthorn, Enoggera) replied—

No. Under Nos. 3 and 4 ration scales the issue to
each prisoner daily of 12 oz. and 16 oz. ot meat respec-
tively with bone is authorised. It was discovered that
in some cases the full weights were heing issued with-
out bone ; whereupou instructionswere issued that the
scales should be strictly wdhered to.

Rainway TENDERS ¥OR LocoMorive ENGINES.

Mr. MITCHELL (Maryborough) asked the
Secretary for Railways—

1. How mniany new locomotive engines does the
department intend to call tenders for:

2. What class or classes of engines are to be used ®

3. When will the tenders be called ¢

4. Is it likely tenders will be called shortly for any

other rolling-stock besides engines *

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. G. Kerr, Barcoo) replied—
1,2, 3, 4. Under consideration, hut not yet decided.

ALLOWANCE 7OR OrPHAN CHILDREN.

Mr. ADAMSON (Maryborough) asked the
Home Secretary—

1. Why do strangers who have charge of children
orphaned of their fathers receive a larger sum per week
per child than do the mothers of the children*

2. Will he tale steps to have this anomaly rectified,
so that the mothers of the children may be placed on
an equal footing with the stranger«

The HOME SECRETARY replied—

1. The Seeretary for Public Iostruction informs me
that the present system in Queensiand is based on the
experience of New South Wales, where the system of
boarding-ont State children with their widowed or
deserted mothers has been in operation for some time.
The experience of New South Wales has shown that if
the allowances are the same as in the case of stranger
foster-parents much imposture arises, and a direct in-
centive is given to wife desertion.

2. Provision for increasing the allowances on account
of the boarding-out of State children has been made on
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thi Est'imatvs' for 1907-8, and the necessary amending
regulations have heen prepared. Effect will be given
to those regulations as soon as the Estimates have been
passed.

ELECTION STATISTICH.

_ On the motion of Mr. SUMNER (Nundah),
it was formally resolved—
That there he laid on the table of the House a
veturn showing —
1. The total number of votes polled at the late
election.
2. The number of women voters.
3. The number of votes polled for—
‘a) Governulent candidates ;
ihy Opposition candidates;
(¢) Labour candidates ;
i) Independent candidates.
4. The numnber of applications for postal votes issued.
5. The number of postal votes returned.
6. The number of postal votes polled in town elec-
torates.

7. The number of postal votes polled in country
electorates.

NEW RAILWAYS.

TaBLING 0F PLANS AND COMMISSIONER'S
REPORTS.

The SECRETARY TFOR RAILWAYS
said: I beg to lay upon the table ¢f the House
the plans, sections, and books of reference of the
following proposed railways :—

Caboolture to Woodford (North Coast line),
17 miles GO chains.
Boyne Valley Branch (North Coast line), 51
miles 73 chains.
New Zealand Gully to Yeppoon {(Emu Park
line}, 20 miles 12 chains.
Extension of the Atherton Railway (Cairns
Railway), 31 miles 14 chains; and
Extension from Kannangur to Blackbutt
(Brisbane Valley Branch), 28 miles 29
chains.
1 may sbate that thisis the first batch of railways
that I have‘to lay upon the table of the House.
The object in bringing down these five is that
they may be passed, so that we can get the men
who are out of employment to work upon them.
(I?ear, hear!) Talso beg to present the reports
of the Comunissioner upon the five railways, and
move that the papers be printed.
Question put and passed.

ADDRESS IN REPLY.
RESUMPTION OF IDEBATE.
On this Order of the Day being read—

Mr. ARMSTRONG (Zockyer): The plans of
the railways laid on the table by the Secretary
for Railways a few minutes ago is sufficient
excuse for me not detaining the House at any
great length, but I do not wish, on behalf of my
constituents, to give a silent vote on the question
of the Address to be presented to His Excel-
lency. With the first and second paragraphs of
the Address I agree, and with nearly she whole
of the rest of it I disagree. The matter has been
debated at great length, and I merely wish to
say that my electors, when the question was put
before them at the late election, did not look
upon the question that had to be decided as
the _constitutional question and the action taken
by His Excellency. The question they thought
of most importance was whether the Upper
House should be, at the will of the Premier
for the time being, swamped in_order to give
effect to his policy. They looked upon that as
the only question, and sent me here unopposed

[Hon.G. Kerr.
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to voice their views. Their opinion is dis-
tinctly in favour of the action taken by His
2xcellency, and aithough the matter has been
very fully debated, I do not think what trans-
pired up to the dissolution and since has been
properly stated. Supposing, instead of granting
a dissolution, His Excellency had sent again for
Mr. Kidston, would he not have been in_the
position of being compelled to accept Mr. Kid-
ston’s advice? Would he not have had to
stultify himeelf in regard to his former action if
he had done so? That is the view my electors
took of the situation, and that is the view which
I distinctly take. 1 only wish to deal with two
portions of the Address which have been debated
here. Iirst of all the postal vote, and then in
regard to the inclusion of the farmers in the pro-
visions of the Wages Boards Bill. T very much
regret to think that the women of the towns and
more populous centres have gone back upon so
many of their sisters who live in the country,
because, as has been well said by the hou. mem-
ber for Albert, there are a very large number of
country women voters who will be disfranchised
unless the postal vote is allowed to then.

Mr. Ryraxn: The Government can (Fazette
more polling-places.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : You may create, of
course, polling-places at every little centre, and
I presume that every country school will be
made a polling-booth ; but even then there are
women living at considerable distances who can-
not leave their homes and children and house-
hold duties in order to vote. Then, again, apart
from the question of travelling, there are num-
bers of women who are subject to conditions
which make it absolutely impossible for them to
go to a polling-booth to record their votes. It is
no use labouring this question, because we shall
have anather opportunity of discussing it: but,
at any rate, my constituency, as being a country
constituency, is distinctly in favour of retaining
the postal vote with certain safegnards. Now,
dealing with the inclusion of the farmers in
the Wages Boards Bill, my constituents were
absolutely emphatic on the subject. What-
ever hon. members may say, the farmers in
the West Moreton district, where the bulk
of the farming in Southern Queensland is
carried on, were emphatic in regard to this
matter. As has been well said, if you are going
to include the farmers, and force them to pay
a definite rate of wages for certain hours of
work, it stands to reason that you will have to
pass legislation fixing a value for the produce
which they grow. Unless you do that you can-
not make a hard-and-fast rule as to the hours to
be worked and the wages to be paid. Aparb
from that, there are conditions attached to the
farming industry, as hon. members must know,
which do not operate in any other industry.
The farming industry, more than any other, is
dependent upon a bounteous rainfall, and unless
we get that we cannot secure any resulh. We
may spend as much on wages and seed as we
like, but the return may be insignificant in con-
sequence of the absence of rainfall. If, there-
fore, we pay these wages beforehand, it will mean
that the industry will suffer very cousiderably
through the farmers being included in the pro-
visions of the Wages Boards Bill. I hope, see-
ing that such a distinct expression of opinion
has been given by the farming constituencies,
with the exception of one in Southern Queens-
land, that it will have some effect on the gentle-
men occupying the Treasury benches, and those
gentlemen who support them on this side.
With regard to the remaining portion of the
Address, there is very little to debate at this
juncture. Most of the proposed programme
has been before us, and the principles of the
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proposed legislation hsve been accepted by the
leader of this side of the House. But the diffi-
culty with us is that, while we accept the prin-
ciples of proposed legislation, it is the details
which worry us. The principles may be good
encugh, as the principle of the Wages Boards
Bill is good, but it is the details upon which we
split. The present party in power proposes
legislation dictated by the Liabour party, who are
absolutely opposed to all the interests of the
primary producers.
A Lasovk MEMBER : Not at all.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : It appears to me that
they are, because thev say in regard to the Wages
Boards Bill that the farmers must pay a certain
wage for a cevtain day’s work.

Mr. Cowap: Who said that ?

Mr, ARMSTRONG : The Wages Boards Bill
says that.

Mr. 3ay: It is a matter of arrangement
between the employer and the employee.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : The farmers are paying
the wages their business will afford at the pre-
sent time, and their employees are content with
their wages. T ask any farming mewmber in this
Chamber if there has ever been a demand in his
district, on the part of the employees, for this
legislation ? It is an attempt to place on the
shoulders of the farmers a burden which the in-
dustry cannot bear. The class of labour that is
required in the farming districts is there, and
they are content with the wages we are willing
and able to pay. If you force us to pay an
amount which is impossible, it stands to reason
that the industry has got to suffer.

Mr, CowaP: Who is going to force you?

Mr. ARMSTRONG: The employees will
force it upon the employers, It is well known
to every member of the Chamber that for every
employer there are three or four employees, and
they can force the employer into a position
which he is absolutelv unable to occupy. Oneof
the effects, if this ix forced upon the farming in-
dustry, will be that we shall only ewploy the
best class of labour. The old men of sixty-five
and seventy, who are now pottering on the land,
content with the wages they are getting, will
have no place amongst the farmers. We shall
want the men to be at work by a certain hour,
and they will have to be kept going until their
eight hours are up. The elderly workers will
have to apply for an old age pension or for
admission into one of the asylums for the indi-
gent.

Mr. Ry¥LanD : Nothing of the kind.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : People who know least
about a business are always those who imagine
they know most. These hon. members here
who know absolutely nothing aboat the con-
ditions which prevail in that industry think
they can tell us how to manage our business.
It strikes me that we know what is kest for us.
Leaving that question, there is only one other
which I wish to refer to, and that is the ques-
tion raised last night by the hon. member for
Albert in regard to the price of land. I would
ask the hon. gentlemen on the Treasury bench
to consider whether they are not placing too
high a price on our lands. The value of land is
based on the return that can be obtained from it,
where you have a settled community ; but where
you have a new country like this the conditions
are different. It is not generally understood
that it matters little to the individual who has
to work the land whether the actual value of the
land is £1 or £40. The land is the material of
his industry, and if the land is of equal quality
in both cases it makes no difference in the result.

[13 Magch.]
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But if a man of small means has to pay a higher
price for his land he has so much the less to spend
on its development.

The SecrErary vor Pubrnic Laxns: Are
you suggesting that we are charging too much
for Crown land ?

Mr. ARMSTRONG : Yes.

The SecreTaRY FOR PUsLic Laxps: Where ?

Mr. ARMSTRONG : Jimbour, T hear, is one.
You gave so much for it that you are bound to
charge a very high price. 1 will bring the case
honse to the Miunister for Liands in another way.

The SecreErary ror Prsric Laxws: Take
ordinary Crown land.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : I am referring particu-
larly to the repurchased estates, and I wish to
show the tendency of the Administration. When
the Tarampa Kstate was repurchased by the
Philp Government the major portion of it was
resold to the settlers at 20 or 22 per cent. above
cost price. When the present Administration
came into power they did one of the most absurd
things ever known in the shape of public land
improvement by draining a large area of water
out of a swamp. The consequence has been that
the value of the surrounding land has been
fixed -at a price equal to that paid for the best
lands disposed of to the settlers by the preceding
Government. Here is a case in point: they
have raised the price of the land.

The SgcreTARY ror Punric Laxps : What is
the result ?

Mr. ARMSTRONG : The result is that the
people who purchased those lands will have the
greatest possible difficulty to make their pay-
ments, and will be unable to develop their pro-
perty.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PuBLIc Laxns: I don’t
believe it.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : I ask the hon, gentle-
man to get the reports of his officers. B-sides, I
know the country from end to end, and surely
my testimony is of some value.

The SecrEraRy roR Punric Laxps: I be-
lieve you are under a misconception. I have
not heard a single complaint. This is the first
I have heard.

Mr. ARMSTRONG: I dare say the hon.
gentleman has received no complaint from those
who gor their land first, because they got cheap
land, Take, again, the Coolabunia Scrub. The
value placed on the lands there is very much
higher than the value placed in other scrub
districts, such as Rosewood, which are close to
the metropolis. Those lands were taken up at
2s. 6d. an acre. For the other lands intending
selectors are charged £2, £3, £4, and £5 an acre,
Sonie years ago I moved the adjournment of the
House to call attention to the high price that
was being charged for the repurchased estates.
Even the Labour party must admit that if you
are going to make your secondary industries a
success, the raw product of your industry must
be cheap, and is that not equally true of the
primary industries? If you are going to make

your people successful in your prim-

[4 p.m.] ary industries upon the land. then

the raw material of their industry,
the land, niust be cheap toe. Thope to see some
effort made in this House to bring about this
position of things. I just want to say a word or
two with reference to the three-party system
in this Houase. I believe the country requires
us to do some work this session. (lear, bear!)
I take it that there are certain questions which
have been referred tc the country, and upon
which the country has given an expression of

Mr. Armstrong.]
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opinion. There is no question that we all hope
to see a democratic coalition in the Chamber,
and I think that, when these pledges have been
carried out, what the country is looking foris tosee
a strong Gowvernment formed with a strong demo-
cratic following behind it, which will enable thein
to carry on without having to worry their heads
about how they are going to get business through
and attend to the administration of their offices,
knowing they have a majority behind them to
carry out the necessary work which the country
requires, If that can be brought about, the
times are auspicious in Queensland to rise and
move ahead, and bring about a period of pros-
perity which she has not enjoyed for many years.
I hope hon. members will avoid all personalities.
I must say that I think there has been too much
of it indulged in. The country does not gain
anything from it, and it does not tend to ad-
vance business in any shaps or form. I shall
give support, under the distinet direction of my
leader, to the work that he believes should be
supported in the future. Until there is a coali-
tion brought about, I recognise that we have to
sit as a strong party in Opposition, opposing the
Government at every move; but, under the direc-
tion of my leader, I shall give all the help I pos-
sibly can to carry on the business of the House.
* Mr. ADAMSON (Maryborough) : In rising to
say a few words on the Address in Reply, I
desire in the first place to congratulate the mover
and the seconder of the Address on getting
through the initial stages of parliamentary work,
of having made their first speeches, which is
generally a particularly nervous period. T also
wish to congratunlate the hon. member for Albert
on the fine effort he has made in his maiden
speech, and I hope that these three gentlemen
will have a long and useiul parliamentary career.
I would, however, deprecate some of the personal
remarks which have been made in this Chamber
during the debate, and I particularly resent the
remarks which were made by the hon. member
for Fassifern the other night. I am sorry the
hon. gentleman is not in his place.
Mr. Maxx: He is never in it.

Mr. ADAMSON : No; he is neverin it except
when he speaks himsslf. However, that is a
side question now. I resent the remnarks he
made concerning Labour electors and Labour
members. He said it would not have mattered
what kind of man vou put up for a Labour con-
stituency, the Labour electors are of such a class
—they had so little intelligence or they were so
prejudiced ; there was something so undesirable
about them—that if there had been a brass
monkey puat up it would have been returned, I
want to say that that is a libsl on the Labour
electors of Queensland, and also on the mem-
bers who are here this afternoon.

Mr. RYLAND : No one pays any attention to
what he says.

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon. member
it not in order. The hon. member for Tassifern
spoke on the amendment, and consequently a
reference to a discussion that took place on the
amendment is out of order at the present time,
‘We are dealing with the general question now.

Mr. ADAMSON : I will not pursue that line
any further, but address myself to the general
question. T desire to congratulate the Govern-
ment, together with the party that I represent,
on the success which we attained at the poll.
I think that our combined forces will be able to
pass such legislation this session as will make for
the welfare of the whole of Queensland, and pro-
mote the wellbeing of all classes ; but it will
particularly advance the interests of the hard-
toiling masses—the workers of this State, (Hear,
hear!) We stand particularly as a working-

(M r. Armstrong.
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man’s party, and in every way we can we seek
to advance their interests, while we also seek
to advance the general welfare of the State. I
would also assure the head of the Government
that this party, during the recent difficulty in
appointing a Speaker, and also Chairman of
Committees, had no desire at all to embarrass
the Government. They only took the stand
which the members of the party considered to
be right and in harmony with the important
and influential position which this party holds
in the State and in this Assembly. Repre-
senting the number of electors that we do, and
knowing that we are one-third of the House, and
that but for the postal ballot we would have been
the largest party in the House, we wanted greater
consideration than the leader of the Government
was prepared to give us at first, as we thought
we had a right to some of the honours and
emoluments which are in the gift of this House.
(Hear, hear !) We are glad tbat this right has
been reeognised and conceded by the head of the
Government, even if he did it under pressure. I
regret the unwise and bitter, prejudiced and par-
tisan action which the Opposition has taken up
this session.

Hon. R. PHirp: Order ! You must not use
bad language.

Mr, ADAMSOW : You do not always study
your language ; it would be a good thing if you
did sometimes.

Hon. R. PHip: I do not prufess to be a saint
like you.

Mr., ADAMSON : I am glad the programme
of last session has been taken up, and I think it
will be carried to a successful issue. I think I
can say that while this party will give the Go-
vernment their loyal support in seeking to carry
out that programmie, it will also reserve its
undoubted right to criticise, and if necessary
amend, the Bills to be brought forward by the
Government. I deeply regret that we are not
able to take up the Bills which were adopted
in this Assembly last session, and send them
50 the gentlemen in the other place, and ask
them to give effect to the will of the people
of Queensland as expressed in 1907, and empba-
sised again in 1908, (Hear, hear!) This, by
an easy transition, it seems to me, leads me
to the constitutional question. While I do not
hold the present Government—and particularly
the head of the Government—blameless for the
recent political crisis, I do hold that the chief
offenders in this matter were the men at present
sitting in the cold shades on the Opposition side
of the House. (Hear, hear !} Isaythey are the
chief offenders, because they thwarted the will
of the people of Queensland, as expressed by the
repeated votes of the majority of the newly-
elected representatives of this country in this
House last session.

Hox. R. PHILP : Mr. Speaker,—I rise to a
point of order. Isitin order for an hon. mem-
ber to come into this House and read his speech
word for word as the hon. member for Mary-
borough 1s doing? It isa thing unheard of in
this House.

A GoverxMexT MEMBER: He is only using
his notes.

The SPEAKER: Order! I do not know
whether the hon. member is reading his speech
or not. It is for the hon. gentleman himself to
say whether he was reading it or not.

Hon. R. PHILP : He is reading a sermon to

us.

The SPEAKER : I cannot say whether the
hon. member was reading or not. That is for
himself to say.

Hon. R, PHILp : He was reading all the time.



Address in Reply.

Mr. ADAMSON : I am reading words which
suggest other words, I would suggest to the
hon. gentleman that it would be a good thing for
this House if the hon. gentleman would read his
speeches himself, instead of making the kind of
speeches he does from time to time.

LaBoUR MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr: ADAMSON : For a man who has been
twenty years in Parliament, and for a man who
has had the experience which he has had, I hold
that the speech he delivered the other night
was a shameful exhibition of an ill-prepared
speech, when the hon. gentleman might have
been prepared thoroughly on the question. How-
ever, that is outside the question.

Hon, R. PaIiLP: Is that language in order,
Mr. Speaker ?

The SPEAKKR : No; I do not think it is
quite parliamentary to say that anything an
hon. member does in this House is a shameful
-exhibition.

Mr. ADAMBON : T will withdraw the words
““shameful exhibition,” and I will say that it
was not such an exhibition as was to be expected
from a man of the experience of the hon. the
leader of the Opposition. I hoid that the advice
tendered by the Philp Government to His Excel-
lency the Governor was in spirit unconsti-
tutional advice; and though His Excellency
acted, In my opinion, within his undoubted
rights in digsolving Parliament, yet the advice
given him by Mr. Philp was ill-advice.

Hon. R. PHiLr: He isstill reading his speech.

Mr. ADAMSON : That advice was injurious
to the welfare of this State. It was tendered to
His Excellency by men who cared more for their
own party interests than theycared forthe welfare
-of the people of Queensland. That is my opinion,
at any rate, whatever opinion the hon. gentlemen
opposite may hold, and yet Mr. Campbell, the
late Minister for Railways, when he spoke at
Caboolture, had the audacity to say there that
the men in power were men who were not
bitterly partisan, but were men who represented
their conntry, and men who cared more for their
country than anything else, and he went so far
as to implore the aid of the Deity to send to the
country sauch men as these, and he quoted
these words from Oliver Wendell Holmes—-

God give 15 men @ time like this demands,
Great hearts, strong minds, true faith, and willing hands,

Men whom the lust of office does not kill,

Men whom the spoils of office cannot buy,

AMen who possess opinions and a will,

Men who have honour, men who will not lie.

And yet, all the time he belonged to a Govern-
ment which violated the spirit of the Constitu-
tion to obtain office, and who were then clinging
to office like limpets to a rock, or like a porous
plaster to the chest of a sick man. They cared
more about having to do with the Treasury chest
than they cared about the welfare of Queensland,
‘With your permission, Mr. Speaker, I will tell
this House why I think Mr. Philp and his asso-
ciates acted unconstitutionally in tendering His
Excellency the advice which they did. T am
reminded here that, in speaking upon this con-
stitutional question, the hon. member for Albert,
Mr. Appel, last night, as a lawyer, said—he did
not use the exact words, but he hinted it—that
““fools rush in where angels fear to tread.” At
any rate, he said that laymen sometimes talk
abeut things that lawyers, who are more experi-
enced in these matters, besitated to speak about.
Well, I am a layman, and I claim the right, as a
iayman, to have my opinion on the constitutional
question as it affected the recent political crists,
and I claim the right to utter my opinions on
that question just as other men have uttered
them here in this Chamber. I would like to
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say that, in my opinion, Mr, Philp and those
associated with him acted unconstitutionally,
because they advised His KExcellency to grant a
dissvlution notwithstanding the fact that the
late House carried what was practically a vote
of censure on them. It was a vote of want of
confidence five times in one day—and that
House was only a newly-elected House—a
House which had only been in existence about
six months. Now, I hold, according to our
unwritten Constitntion, that the Houre of Com-
mons in Great Britain and the Legislative
Assembly in Queensland are the controlling and
governing bodies in these countries. Here, as a
layman, I would like to give my authority for
making this statement. Professor Freeman, in
his ““Growth of the English Constitution,”
says—

We havenow a wholce system of political morality—a
whole code of precepts for the gnidance of public men,
which will not be found in any page cither of the
Statutes or common law, bnt which in practice are held
hardly less sacred than any principle embodied in the
Great Charter, or in the Petition of Right. In short,
by the side of our written law there has grown up an
unwritten eonventional Constitution, A famous
vote of the House of Commons, passed on the niotion
of a great statesman, oncc declared that the then
Ministers of the Crown did not possess the confidence
of the House of Commons, and that their continuance
in office was therefore at variance with the spirit of the
Constitution.

You will find that quotation on page 109 of Pro-
fessor Freeman’s book. Now, I hold that a
similar motion was passed by the Jate Assembly
in this House during Jast year, and that the tak-
ing of office under such circumstances as the
Philp Ministry did was a distinct violation of
the spint of the Constitution by Mr. Philp and
those associated with him. In order to clinch
this argument, let me again quote from Professor
Freeman’s book—

But in theeye of the unwritten Constitution the Prime
Minister and the Cabinet of which he is the head form
the main feature of onr syvstem of government. It is
plain at a moment’s glance that the practical power of
the Crown is not what it was in the reign of William
the Third, or even of George the Third. But the change
is due far less to change in the written law than
to changes in the unwritten Constitution. The law
leaves the power of the Crown untouched, but the Con-
stitution requires that those powers should be exercised
Dby such persons, and in such a manner, as may be ac-
ceptable to a majority of the House of Commons. In all
these ways, in a manner silent and indirect, the Lower
House of Parliament, as it is still' deemned in formal
rank. has become the really ruling power in the nation.
There is no greater contrast than that which exists he-
tween the humility of its former dealings with the
Crown, and even with the Upper House, and the reality
of the irresistible power which it now exercises over
hoth of them.

If this is true—if it is true that this Assembly has
the choosing, controlhng, and governing power
in this House—if it is above the Ministers, above
the Governor or King in the local affairs of the
State of Queensland—I hold thas Mr. Philp
violated the spirit of the Constitution when he
advised the Governor to grant a dissolution of a
six-months-old Parliament, and these words on
the Address in Reply are a proof of this matter—

We would also respectfully express our regret—

That Your Ixecellency should have seen fit to dissolve
a Parliament newly elected—a Parliament perfectly
able and willing to carry on business provided Your
Excellency took to your counsels advisers in whom
Parliament had confidence.

That a course was adopted injurious to the State’s
best interests through the delay involved (by the disso-
Jution of Parliament) in the earrying out of needful
publie works.

I hold that Mr. Philp and those associated with
him violated the spirit of the Constitution in
advising His Excellency to grant a dissolution
without Supply having been voted. Of course,
I know there are constitutional authorities who
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say that the voting of Supply is not at all neces-
sary now, that such a thing is becoming obsolete,
that Supply is not needful to the granting of a
dissolution. Professor Hearn says that, but I
am of opinion that the best authorities are
against the Professor. Mr. Kidston was right
the other night when he said the power to grant
Supply is the only way that the representative
Chamber can control the Executive authority.
Let me give you my authority for saying this.
Walter Bagehot, in his interesting book on the
TFnglish Counstitution, says—

Toe ultimate authority in the Toglish Coastitution
is the newly-elected House of Comimons. No matter
whether the question npon which it decides be adainis-
trative ov legislative; 1o matter whether it concerns
high matters of essential Constitntion or small matters
of daily detail; no matter whether it be a question of
making a war or continuning & war; no matter whether
it be the imposivg of a tax or the issuing of a paper
currency ; no matter whether it he a question relating
to India or Irelanda or London—a newly-cleeted IHouse
of Commors can despotically and finally resolve.

If that can be done in the British House of
Commons, this Assembly can do the same in the
local affairs of QQueensland. T shall now cite the
well-known case of Sir Charles Darling. Sir
Charles Darling was reprimanded by Mr. Cald-
well, the then Secretary of State for the Colonies,
and then recalled for acting in the way indicated
—that is, in granting a dissolution without
Supply baving been voted. The following is
what Mr. Caldwell said on that occasion :—

In these three respects—in collecting duties without
the sanction of law, in contracting a loan without the
sanction of law, and in paying salaries withont the
sanetion of law-——the Governor departed from the prin-
ciple of conduct announced by himself. I deeply regret
this. I am quite sure that all right, honest, intelligent
colonists will agree with me in thinking the powers of
the Crown ought never to be used to cultivate or facili-
tate any act which is required for an immediate politi-
cal purpose, but which is forbidden by law.

In my opinion those high authorities are against
the advice tendered to His Excellency by Mr.
Philp, and I hold that the Address in Reply is
perfectly right and perfectly in harmony with
our Constitution when it says—

We would further state—

That as representatives of the people of Queensland
we desire to place on record our disapproval of the
methods employed to obtain eontrol of £687,000 of
puhlic moneys, after the Legislative Assembly, in the
exercise of its undoubted rights, Tiad not only not
given ‘‘ express authority,”” but had absolutely refused
so to do.

That while we recognise the extensive powers of the
Royal prerogative with which Your Ixcellency is
vested, we yet maintain that constitutional practice
requires that those powers should be exercired by sich
persons, and in such manner, as may he acceptable
to a wajority of this Ilouse; and that the manner in
which Your Excellency’s late advisers counselled the
exercise of your powers was an invasion of our rights
as a self-governing people, and that this House here
reasserts its undoubted right—by granting or with-
holding Supplies —to control the I'xecutive Government
of Queensland.

I hold that in advising His Excellency to grant

a dissolution without Supply being voted Mr.

Robert Philp and those associated with him

violated the spirit of the Constitution.
OPPosITION MEMBERS; No, no !

Mr. ADAMSON : I donot care how often you
say “No.” I hold that the constitutional
authorities say that that is so, and I have heard
nothing from this side of the House yet to refute
that statement. But, further, I think the advice
tendered by Mr. Philp to His Excellency was a
violation of the Constitution because it was
given for a distinctly party purpose, and in so
far as it was given for that purpose it was selfish
advice, and Mr. Philp has placed the Governor
before many people in Queensland in the light
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of a party man. I do not say, indeed I do not
think, His Excellency is a partisan. I do not
think he would be so utterly foolish as to degrade
his high office by allowing himself to be dragged
into party politice. Nevertheless, that is what
Mr. Philp has done for His Excellency Lord
Chelmsford, and he ought to have known better ;
he ought to have had more regard for the high
position which the Governor holds thad to do
such a thing, Anent this matter, Sir Kdward
Bulwer Lytton, writing to Sir George Bowen,
said—

Remember that the first care of the Governorina
free country is to shun the reproaeh of being a party
man !

Lord Elgin also said— )

A Governor must give himself constitutional sup-

port. He must not manifest any bias towards any
party. Ile must not give a dissolution merely to
strengthen any party.
I am of opinion that Robert Philp advised the
Governor to grant a dissolution for purely party
purposes—he wished to snatch the reins of
power.

Hox. R. PHILP : I rise to a point of order.
The hon. member is reading his speech, and, in
disregard of the forms of the ITouse, he is allud-
ing to me as Robert Philp. I am now member for
Townsville. 'What this man is doing is reading
a sermon, and ho refers to me as Robert Philp
when I should be addressed as the hon. member
for Townsville.

The SPEAKER : Of course, the hon. member
is not in order in addressing the hon. member for
Townsville in that form, and he is more particu-
larly out of order if the hon. member referred to
objects to it, but there have been mistakes made
by hon. members in that respect all round the
House.

Hon. R. Pawwp: He is deliberately reading
his speech.

The SPEAKER : Asregards the hon. member
reading his speech, that is distinctly out of order.
I ask the hon. member whether he is reading his
speech or not ?

Mr. ADAMSON : I just wish to say, in reply
to the leader of the Opposition, that I never
intended to be disrespectful. I have no desire
to be discourteous or to say anything disrespect-
ful. I have not said a disrespectful word about
the hon. member personally.

Hon. R. PriLp: Yes, you have.

Mr, ADAMSON : I have referred to what he
has done politically, and have not referred to
him in his private capacity in any way, or to
him as a man. I am speaking about what he has
done politically. With regard to the paltry
objection he has made, it seems to me that it is
just about worthy of his attitude in other
matters, I wish to say that I am not reading
my speech. The points of my speech are written
out in paragraphs that I refer to as I go along,
and there are a great many more words uttered
than are written here. It is a pitiable thing that
Mr. Philp cannot find something better to cavil
at. Iam of opinion that the Hon. Robert Philp,
the member for Townsville, in advising His
Excellency to grant a dissolution in the way he
did, did it for partisan purposes. He did not do
it because he thought about the welfare of
Queensland, and I think he has placed His
Excellency in a very unenviable position in the
eyes of the people of Queensland and in the
eyes of the people of the British Empire as well.

Mr. KeoeH : The majority of the people of
Queensland said ¢* No.”

Mr. ADAMSON : The majority of the people
of Queensland said you were in the wrong in
every way.
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Mr. MaxwerL: They didn’t say “No’—
they said ““Go!”

Mr. ADAMSON : I would like to ask when
ought a dissolution to be granted? Constitu-

tional authorities, as far as 1 have

{4.30 p.m.] been able to consult them, seem to

agree that a dissolution ought only
to be granted in extreme cases, and rarely, if
ever, thhout bupply having been granted.
Governor Robinson in New Scuth Wales, and
Governor Weld in Tasmania, refused to grant a
dissolution unless Supply was first obtained.
Governor Weld wrote—

Nothing but the most extreme and eclear public

necessity would justify the Crown in dissolving after
Supply bad been refused.
He also told the Premier that, in the event of
Supply being refused, he would require him to
send in his resignation. The action taken by
these Governors was upheld by the leading
authorities in England. Can anyone who knows
the facts say that the hon. member for Towns-
ville gave advice in an extreme case or in a case
of necessity ? There was no need for a dissolu-
tion of Parliament. The House was willing to
go on with the business of the country. Hon.
members said that they would do everything
that the country had asked them to do, but
they would not support people who had got into
the position of Ministers in a way that was
altogether apart from the spirit of the Conslitu-
tion.

Mr. KroeH : Who created that posxtlon"

Mr. ADAMSON : There were many things
that tended to create that position ; but that has
nothing to do with the question. They gave
wrong advice, in my opinion. That is about all T
want to say on the constitutional question. These
are the three points in which I think the hon.
member for Townsville made a great mistalke.
He asked for a dissolution without any adequate
reason for asking for it ; he asked for it without
Supplies having been granted, when there was
no need for asking for it in that way ; and he did
it, in my opinion, for distinctly party purposes,
in order that he might get on to the Treasury
benches with those with whom he was associated.
Another question with which I would like to
deal briefly is the question of the Upper House,
because, after all, that was the thing that led up
to the crisisz. Everybody knows that it was the
reference of the leader of the Opposition to the
Hon. Mr. Thynne as the real Premier of Queens-
land that led to the Kidston Government taking
up the position theyv did last year. I ask, Isit
not about tinte that the Upper House was either
mended or ended? I would ask hon. members
to remember that since 1903 that House has
rejected a Bill to abolish the poll tax. It re-
jected an adult franchise measure, and a special
session was called to pass it. In 1905, in the
regular session, four Bills were thrown out; in
1906 other four Bills were thrown out; and in
1907 the Postal Ballot Bill and the Wages Boards
Bill were also thrown out.

Myr. Jenginson: That is not true—they were
not thrown out.

Mr. ADAMSON : Well, they were amended
insuch a way that the majority of the represen-
tatives of the people of Queensland were not
prepared to accept them. The amendments
were such as to destroy the intentions of the
Government in passing those measures. 1 am
not going to say what should be done with the
Upp r House. The head of the Government
will deal with that, and is already preparing the
way to deal with 11: but I want to say that it
is not true, as hon. members over lere have
said, that we were not returned at the polls to
support the Government in amending the Upper
House. It is perfectly true.
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Mr. KrocH: No; you were returned to make
away with them.

Mr. ADAMSON: That is true. We have
gone to the country for a number of years upon
that cry; but we agreed with the leader of the
Grovernment to fight this constitutional battle
together, and we agreed that, whatever his
policy was in amendmg the Upper House, if we
could not get its abolition, we would stand by
him and assist him in every way we could, asa
means to an end, and as a step in the right diree-
tion. Anocther thmg that has arisen out of this
crisis is the question of what is to be done with
the position of Governor in this State. Is a
State Governor, appointed in England, any
longer a necessity ?

Lasotr MewBERS: No, no!

Mr., ADAMSON : If we are to have a Go-
vernor, would it not be better to have an Aus-
tralian—(hear, hear!)—and would it not be
better to follow the example of Canada, and,
when the Upper House is done away with,
simply have a Lieutenant-Governor, appointed
by the Federal Parliament? What is the policy
of the Labour party in this matter ? The aboli-
tion of State Governors. We hold that, since
we have the Federal Parliament, and have a link
with the old country in the person of the
Governor-General, that is all that is required,
and we can do without a Governor appeinted
from the old country. As far as this party is
concerned, we will try to Dbring that about as
soon as possible. Another thing that it seems
to me lias arisen out of the crisis is—what is
best to be done in regard to the formation of
Ministries to control the business of this House ?
It seems to me that it has become undesirable
that any one man—whether it be in a tiff or
whether it be 1n any other way, should be able
to disorganise the business of this House and
this country in the way it was a few months ago.
I have come to the conclusion that the best
thing that can be done is to have elective
Ministries.

Mr. KeogH : T am with you there.

Mr, ADAMSON: I am glad there is some-
thing npon which we can agree, It would be a
goud thing to have elective Ministries, and then,
if anybody became dissatisfied, or was not able
to do just what he wanted, and wanted to get
out of the position, or to do something the House
did not want him to do, we could dispense with
his services, and take somebody else in his place
and the business of the country could go on
for the whole term of the Parliament. Per-
sonally, T advocate elective Ministries, and that
is another plank in the Labour pla.tfmm which
we will give effect to as soon as we can., I
come mnow to the question of the postal vote.
Some people sav that the postal vote ought to
be amended. When the time comes for discuss-
ing it, I shall give my reasons for bolding that
the only way to amend the postal ballot is to
end it—sweep it out of existence—aund prevent
the corraption that has been going on in the
country at the two last general elections. 1In
relation to the wages boards that the hon.
member for Lockyer talked so inuch about, I
want to say that such boards will not do any
harm to the farmers, Many of the farmers in
this State are intelligent men, who are quite
prepared for wages boards.

Mr. KEogH: No.

Mr. ADAMSON: Well, in the Dallarnil
Serub the farmers, as a whole, signed the nomi-
nation paper of the present member for Burnett,
and the Maranoa Farmers’ Association ex-
pressed their belief in wages boards. When
members get up and tell us that wages boards
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have to do with hours and with the arbitrary
fixing of wages, and all that kind of thing, one
cannot help laughing, and feeling that a man
who does that is either wilfully misrepresenting
things or else he does not know what he is
talking about.

 Mr. Jenkinsox: That is about your posi-
tion, if you say it does not contain those provi-
sions.
Mr. ADAMSON : Wages boards are simply
conciliation boards.
Mr. Je~xkiNsoN : That is ahsolutely untrue,
and you ought to know better than say so. You
don’t know the Bill.

Mr. ADAMSON : Have you read it ?

Mr. JeNkINsoN : T have read it, and under-
stand it, and that is more than you do.

Mr. ADAMSON: The hon, member was
referred to yesterday as a walking encyclopzdia
—there is no doubt his knowledge is gigantic;
and when he tells anybody to hold his peace he
should be silent; but if the hon. member says
that wages boards are arbitrary boards, then he
does not know what he is talking about, I
worked very hard for the hon. member in the
Fassifern district in order to secure his return,
and I have been very sorry for it. T am very
sorry indeed that I ever helped him.

Mr. JexkinsoN: You did it
nobody asked you to do it,

Mr. ADAMSON: You were very glad to get
the assistance of anybody,

Mr., JEXKINSON : So is every member of Par-
liament.

Mr. ADAMSON: I am sorry I worked for a
man of the character of the hon. member for
Fassifern.

Mr. JENKINSON : I am not likely to come to
you for a character. You have too bad a one
yourself.

Mr. ADAMSON : As far as my character is
concerned, it will stand putting alongside the
hon. member’s. However, that is my opinion in
regard to the Wages Boards Bill. Instead of
hurting the farmers, it will help both the farmer
and the farm labourer, and make the difliculty of
living a great deal less than it is.

Mr., JEXKINSON : You do not believe that.

Mr. ADAMSON : T do. I believe it honestly.
Now, wo have had during this debate a great
deal of talk about rowdiness at public meetings,
and the man who has made the most noise and
interruption this afternoon is the man from
whom we have heard most about it. I want to
say that it seems to me that at very many public
meetings the difficulty is caused by the men who
are speaking. And the Brisbane Press—the
unfair Brisbane Press, the base Brisbane Press,
the Press that stooped to the lowest depth to
which it could stoop—did more to bring about
rowdy public meetings in and around Brisbane
than anything else. I would just like to read an
extract here from John Morley’s ““ Compromise,”
because it seems to me very appropriate to this
particular question. He says—

Then there is the newspaper Press, that huge engine
for keeping discussion on a low level and making the
political test final. To take off the taxes on knowledge
was to place a heavy tax on broad and independent
opinion. The multiplication of journals delivering
brawling judgwents unashamed on all things all day
long has done much to deaden the small stock of indi-
viduality in public verdicts, and to make vulgar ways
of looking at things and wvulgar ways of speaking of
thein stronger and stronger by formulating and repeat-
ing and stereotyping them incessantly from morning
until afternoon, and from year’s end to year’send. [For
a newspaper must live, and to live it must please, and
ity conductors suppose, perhaps not altogether rightly,
that it can only please by being very cheerful towards
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prejudices, very chilly to general theories, loftily dis-
dainful to the men of principle. Their one ery to the
advocate of an improvement is some sagacious silliness
about recognising the limits of the practicable in
politics, and seeing thie mnecessity of adapting theories
to facts. As if the fact of taking a broader and
wiser view than the vulgar crowd disqualifies a
man from knowing what the view of the vulgar
crowds happens to be, and from estimating it at
the proper value for pvactical purposes. Why are
the men who despair of improvement to be the
only persons endowed with the gift of discerning
the practicable? It is, however, only to0 easy to
understand how a journal ting for a day shounld
limit its view to the possihilities of the day, and how,
being most closely affected by the particular, it should
coldly turn its back upon all thatis general. And it is
easy, t00, to understand the reaction of this intellectual
timorousness upou the minds of ordinary readcrs, who
have too little natural force and too little cultivation
to be able to resist 1he narrowing and deadly effect of
the daily iteration of poor short-sighted common-
places.

That extract seems to fit the case of the Brisbane
Press. It iterated and reiterated the same
things day in and day out for weeks und months
until one came to the conclusion that the articles
that appeared the day before were the same
articles put in on the following day with some
sentences transposed. There was nothing ori-
ginal in them on the question of socialism, and
they only placed a one-sided and garbled state-
ment concerning its ad vocates before the electors,
And that brings me to another thing I want to
refer to—the statements made by the hon, mem-
ber for Bulimba. He made a statement in some
of his speeches to the effect that socialists were
seeking to undermine society and to break the
marriage tie,

Mr. W, H. BarNEs: Some of them, I said ; is
that not correct?

Mr, ADAMSON : If it is true, it is not only
some of the socialists who do that, but also some
of the individualists. There are good men on
the socialist as well as on the individualist side.
There are religious men on the socialist as well
as on the individualist side, and if the hon.
gentleman knew that—as he admits he knew it—
why did he use an argument of that kind ?

Mr. W. H. Barxgs: Evidently you did not
like it.

Mr. ADAMSON : It did not injure me one
iota, but I considered that it was unfair.

Mr. W. H. Barngs: You tried to down me.

Mr. ADAMSON : I knew the hon. member to
be a good man, but I hold that Tom Mann, and
others to whom he alluded, were quite as good
men as he is, and as earnest in seeking the good
of humanity. Perhaps some hon. members do
not know Tom Mann, but I do.

Mr, JEngINsoN : Tom Mann was fined for
adulterating beer.

Mr. MaxXWELL ; And you have been fined for
libelling people.

Mr. ADAMSON : If the hon. member had
been treated as he should have been, the South
Brisbane Herald would have been suppressed
before now. I want to say that one of ihe lead-
ing men in the Christian church in America,
Lyman Abbot, utters words like these—

Socialism and Christianity, then, agree in two funda-
mental respects. They both aim to secure the reorgani-
sation of society, and such a reorganisation of society
as shall give greater diffusion of virtue, intelligence.
and power to the people. In these two respects they
are allied, both are social and both are democratic in
their purpose.

And Washington Gladden says—

Every Christian who understands and carnestly
accepts the teachbing of his Master is at heart a
socialist, and every socialist, whatever may be his
hatred against all religion, bears within himself an
unconscious Christianity.

Those men know more about religion and
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Christianity than the hon. member for Bulimba.
In a book just newly published, and written by
the Rev. Mr. Campbell, of the City Tabernacle,
London, and dealing with the question of Chris-
tianity and the social order, he deals with the
question of socialism and the marriage tie, and I
advise the hon. member to get that book and
read it. If he had read a course of socialistic
literature he would know that while there are
some men who are not all that they should be,
there are others who are working in every way
for the advancement of all that is highest and
best in life. Regarding this matter a recent
writer in London Opinion says—-—

The rights and wrongs of socialism still fill columns

of the daily papers, and one finds socialists now-a-days
evervwhere. In the church, Father Adderley, Rev.
Percy Dearmer, afew deans, and perhaps a bishop. In
the chapel, Mr. Campbell, Dr. Cilifford, Mark Guy
Peurse, Rev. J. Rattenbury, Rev. Mr. Pughe, and
many others. In literature, Mr, Cunningham Gra-
hame, Mr. IL G, Wells, Jerome K. Jerome, Robert
Blatchford, and many others. In the theatre, Mr. G.
B. Shaw and Mr. Granville Barker. In secience, Dr.
Alfred Russell Wallace and Sir Oliver Lodge. There
are socialists in the I{ouse of Cominons, and the heir to
an earldom has announced his adherence to the faith.
It is even rumoured that two socialists ave members of
the Stock Ixchange, but this secems doubtfud.
T want to tell the hon. member for Bulimba that
whatever he may say about socialism and the
marriage tie, it is simply an election cry, and
does not refiect any credit on his head, it does
not reflect any credit on his heart, and does not
reflect any credit on his Christian principles.
Now, just a word or two in regard to my own
electorate. I hope the Secretary for Lands will
take notice of the fact that we are very desirous
of having some railways built in the electorate of
Maryborough, and we hope that in the next
budget of railways our district will be remem-
bered.

Mr. KrocH: You have done very well up to
the present.

Mr. ADAMSON : We want still to do well,
both for the public and for our constituents. I
will bring my remarks to a close with a word or
two from the propagandist staudpoint. Why
does this party exist at all? It exists in order
to better conditions for the hard toilers of the
world. It exists in order to make the land laws
of the world more humane and more in harmony
with what they ought to be than they are at the
present time, e hold that the land question
is the bedrock question. We hold that the
leasehold system is the best system ; and, if we
could have our way, we would not permit the
sale of Crown land in any quantity at all.

Mr. W. H. BarNES : But your party sep-
ported the sale of Crown lands.

Mr. ADAMSON : We sanctioned it simply
because we were supporting a better Iot of
people than those who are now on this side, and
it must be admitted that they sold land, avd
not in very small quantities either; whereas,
if the Opposition could have their way, they
would sell all Queensland if they possibly
could. The reason why we take this stand
on the land question is that two-thirds of
England, nine-tenths of Ireland, and nineteen-
twentieths of Scotland are held in ownership by
a small group of persons. In New South Wales
over 50,000,000 acres have been alienated, and
about one-half is in the hands af 703 piople or
institutions. So, at least, says Coghlan in his
latest book, published just before he left this
country. There is another reason why this party
is here ; that is, to try to get some of the wealth
that is produced for the wealth producers—to
do away with the middleman, who gets {far more
of it than he ought to get.

Hon. R. PHiLP: Have you never been a
middleman ? 4
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Mr. ADAMSOXN: No. Since I was ten years
of uge I have been a worker, a servant of the
people, trying to elevate them to the highest and
the best. And the men with whomr 1 am asso-
ciated are always trying to lead them to some-
thing higher and better. Here is how land has
been exploited in (Great Britain and America :
Half of the wealth of Great Britain is held by
one fifteen-hundredth part of the population.
It is as if a cake were cut in half, one-half being
given to one man and the other half being divided
amongst 1,499 men. In 1898 the estates of seven
persons were proved at over £45,000,000. In
America, 1 per cent. of the population owns
54'S per cent. of the wealth; 10°9 per cent. of
the population possess 32'0 per cent. of the
wealth; 381 per cent. of the population have
130 per cent. of the wealth ; whilst 6,250,000
farmilies, forming 50 per eent. of the population,
are put down as having no wealth. President
Rooseveldt has been compelled to deal with the
trusts and to control the power of the money
lords, and the conssquence is that the financial
magnates of Awmerica are fighting against him
tooth and nail, and seeking to prevent his re-
election in every way they possibly can. An
eminent American writer has said—

King power, slave power, money power! Two of
thiem have fallen. Who will tackle the third® It will
he no operation of pin pricks, but it will require a sharp
knife, a steady hand, and a determined heart. As
Andrew Jackson took the United States Banlk by the
throat, so the selfish gamblers of to-dav, whose authentic
exploits arc chronicled in our magazines month after
month, and in the daily reports ot investigation com-
nittees, and whose pawns are flesh and blood, must be
shorn of their privilege and sent back chastened to the
place ot equal opportunity with their feliow citizens.
We need 4 man who will go into the Senate of the
United States, and into the Ways and Means Cominittee
room, with a whip of small cords, and it ishigh time he
was here.

‘Washington Gladden, lecturing in 1905 before
the students of Yale College, said—

There is no man in any prison in this country who
has done a hundredth part as much to make society
impossible as hus been done by any one of our political
leaders. The man who by the corrupt use of money,
corrupts caucuses and conventions, and debauches
candidates and voters, thus poisoning at the source
the streams of political power, is the most dangerous
man in society to-day—albeit his guilt is shared by
those managers of great corporations who furnish him
with corruption funds, Ifour notions of justice were
clearer, such men would not he abroad in society.
Compared with the destructive influences ot such men,
how harinless are most of the criminals shut up in our
prisons.

We stand here as a propagandist party —a party
that wants to make 1t possible for the use of land
to be obtained as cheaply as possible for the
toiling mass of men in this country and in the
world, We want to do all we can to prevent the
products of labour from going to the few, and
distributing them among the many. The great
problem of to-day is distribution, We have got
socialistic production, and the few are getting
hold of the money. We want socialistic distri-
bution, and this party with which I am con-
nected stands for a policy which will bring about
a fair and just distribution of wealth and the
settling of people on the land in the best and
most humane manner, and in the way best
calculated to cause the prosperity of QQueensland
to be great in the future, What we want to do
is to help men to make a comfortable fireside for
“weans and wife,” because we feel that to be
““ the true pathos and sublime of human life.”

Hox. D. ¥, DENHAM (Oxley): I will not
detain the House very long. Indeed, I shouid
not have spoken at all but for the fact that last
evening I was unfortunately unable to record
my vote owing to an attack of influenza, and I
am unwilling that the Address in Reply should

Hon.D. F. Denham.)
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go through without a protest on my part against
the paragraphs in it reflecting on His Excellency.
I have not had an opportunity of hearing the
various speeches on the Address. I read the
speech of the Premier as reported in one of the
daily papers, and I gather that he has changed
his opinion in regard to the stuffing of the Upper
House,

Mr. Cowarp:
time being.

Hox. D. F. DENHAM : On the other land,
he has another opinion which is in the dir ect
opposite, namely, that the Council
was to be packed to its fullest capa-
city. Already the numbers have
been added to by two appointments, bringing
the membars of the Upper House to the largest
number that I think it has ever bad. Yet his
private view is that it should be abolished. I
say that I think, with regard to the matter that
he was dlxcussmg, he had two views. Had he
been at liberty to exercise his own private and
mature judgment, I duvubt very much whether
he would have included in the Address in Reply
all those references to His Excellency. He may
lave done that, but, if left to himself, I think it
would not have contained the references to His
Excellency the Governor. It is apparent, in my
opinion, that in this he has been stirred by a
large section of the House, who have not hesi-
tated at any juncture to exprers themselves in
terms more forcible than polite in regard to
the representative of the King. However, as
he has chosen to incorporate in the Address
in Reply matters which, in my view, are
entirely a reflection upon one of the most able
Governors who has ever occupied that high
position here—(hear, hear !)~I can do no more
than enter my protest againstit. In my mind
there is no business at all in this Address in
Reply. If there were business in it, then there
would be something in the nature of a concrete
resolution which would be visited upon those
who had been the transgressovs. Xurther, [ am
satisfied that there is no business in it, because
all those clanses to which the leader of the
Opposition has taken exception might surely
have been omitted, as there are two Bills
referred to here which evidently have reference
to the same matter—namely, the Constitutional
Referenduimn Bill and the Audit Act Amendment
Bill. I take it that the hon. gentlemen who
occupy the Treasury benches have discovered
that we acted in a perfectly constitutional way ;
indeed, the only unconstitutional parties were
they who declined to vote Supply when it was
asked for. The hon. gentleman who has just
resumed his seat referred to Governor Weld, in
Tasmania, but the case has been quoted in a
very partial degree. If he had quoted fully he
would have seen clearly enough, and the House,
too, would have seen that His Excellency
Governor Weld did not deal with the question
of Supply. Lord Chelmsford—I am quoting
now from Hansard of last year, page 1783—did not
refer in his wemorandum to the question of
Supply, because he thought that the Crown
ought not beforehand to express its decision
upon a theoretical question nobt immediately
before it, and because he had no right to sup-
pose that Parliament would depart from the
most usual and constitutional course of voting
the necessary Supply for that period that
must elapse before the meeting of Parliament.
I say that they who acted in an unconstitutional
way were those who refused Supply ; it was not
unconstitutional, but, as I submitted last session,
it was irregular, and the irregularity is to be laid
upon those who were desirous of creating the con-
stitutionalquestion. The Addressin Reply might
have gonethrough last Thursday night quite easily

[(Hon. D. F. Denham.
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had iv been framed in such a manner as the
Address in the Upper House, in which all
offensive references were omitted ; but for reasons
best known to the Government themselveb they
have chosen to attempt all this display of power,

because there is no businessin it at all. Happlly,
the Constitution places the Governor in a per-
fectly sound position—a good thing it is so, and
I hope it may vot be amended so as to place any
future representative of the King in a position to
be unable to grant a dissolution even if Supply
is not accorded, It is not usual that any House
should refuse Supply ; it is most unusual, but it
has cccurred that a House has been dissoived
without Supply being given, not only in Aus-
tralia, but in the old country first—not Jately in
the old country, because constitutional usages
and practices do not allow of a departure of that
class. Nuw, the Guvernor’s Speech opens by
saying—

The programme of business submitted to Parliament
last year was interrupted by a political ecrisis, only
three or four of the Bills introdnced passing hoth
IHouses.

The sixteenth Parliament of Queensland was a
failure—a blight in the history of Queensland ;
and the blame of that rests solely upon the
egotistical Premier, who was then Premier, and
is Premier to-day. But for his egotism the ses-
sion would have come to a close in the ordinary
way, the business of the Chamber have been
completed to a greater or less extent, and the
alleged list of railways would have been taken,
But the Premier frustrated the work of the ses-
sion in merely a fit of spleen, and from a purely
egotistizal spirit.  You recollect, Sir, that when
he was appealing to the constituencies of Queens-
land as the leader of a party—and hoping at that
time to constitute a new party—he spoke in a
very firm tone as to the sitvation which a Pre-
mier should occupy. And here again he appears
to have a second entity, because before the con-
stituencies he lays down a certain ideal, and in
the House he is prepared to accept the opposite
of the ideal. As though there was no other man
capable of leading a Parliament, he said: “‘If T
an to be continued in the respons1ble position of
Premier of the State, you must give me a cohe-
rent party at the back of me. T will have no
more divided allegiance. I will have no more
parties pulling different ways.”

An HoxouraBrE MEMBER: We had that last

session,

Hox. D. F. DENHAM: I am saying this
position is uunchanged. Just as the three-
party systemm was introduced in the Assembly
last year, so the system is here to-day. I say
that wag the epirit of the man before the public,
but when he comes here he is prepared to accept
quite a different situation. Last year he
adjourned the House, and he told us on the
special adjournment that no man has a right to
be Premier unless he has direct power from the
country. Now, isthere any onein this Chamber
would say that that is the position to-day? He
says that no man has a right to be Premier
unless he has the power, and certainly it is
apparent to everybody that he is withous the
power, otherwise the Address in Reply might
have gone through last week. The whole week
was lost in securing the appointment of a Chair-
man of Committees, Had he been in control of
the Houss that might easily and readily have
been fixed up, but a week is wasted, and the
business of the country to be delaved I hope
the Address in Reply will go through to-night,
but I still fondly hope that the good sense of this
Assembly will prevail in deleting those words
that are a blemish on a reply from this Chainber.

Mr. W. H. Bar~Ngs : Hear, hear!
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Hon. D. ¥. DENHAM: I say again that
the failure of last session entirely lies on the
shoulders of the Premier. He failed to make an
arrangement on three repeated occasions with
the Labour party, especially the last rebuff after
having written thein that unwise letter in order
to direct public attention to the Upper House.
It has been said that the Opposition in the
appeal to the country omitted the grave question
on which this House was dissolved, but that was
not so. We claim that we put that question
before our constituents in a proper way, but the
party headed by Mr. Kidston, and the party
headed by Mr. Bowman, did not put the ques-
tion before their constituents in that form. We
elearly understood the situation. Ve have here
the Governor’s own words that the questiou
submitted to him was one which affected the
constitution of the 1Tpper House. This is what
the Governor said in his reply to the address
sent from this House—

The paragraphs 2, 3, and 4 of your Address deal with
the constitutional position of the Upper Ilouse.

That is the great constitutional issue with which my
late Premier invited me to deal.

I declined becaunse I considered thc matter too graye
for a Governor to touch without a mandate from the
peopie.

By the exercise of the prerogative of dissolution the
people are asked to say what they wish done.

Mr. GRANT : That was the position you would
not face in the country.

Hox. D. F. DENHAM: That was the
position which we did face everywhere. (Govern-
ment laughter.) Xverywhere we had a hearing
that was the question which we put before the
electors.

Mr. GRANT: You had a fair hearing in Rock-
hampton.

Hox. D, F. DENHAM : I never had a better
hearing or a quieter audience in my life than I
bad in Rockhampton.

Mr. GRaxT: And yet you shirked the quos-
tion.

Hox. D.F. DENHAM: No; Ididnot. The
question was one which affected the Constitution
of the Upper House, because Mr. Kidston asked
the Governor to recognise the right which lay in
him to nominate a number of men to the Upper
House. The Labour party were for abolishing
the Upper House, while we were for making it
an elective Chamber.

Mr. MaNxN: You admitted that something
wanted doing.

Hox. D. F. DENHAM: These were the
questions which were put before the people.
All the talk about the ditficulty and obstruction
with the Upper House was mere tireworks,
The only questions which the Legislative Council
dealt with in a very firm manner last year were
the Elections Acts Amendment Bill and the
Wages Boards Bill. Now, so far as the Elections
Bill is concerned, there were two more sessions
before a general election could come round; and
that Bill could have been carried over to this
gession, and reintroduced, and there wounld have
been very little harm done by that, and it would
have obviated the harm that was done by inter-
rupting the business of the country.

Mr. Maxx: There might have been a by-
election,

Hox. D. F. DENHAM : There were seventy-
two by-elections — or rather elections for
seventy-two members as it happened, so a by-
election would not have been of such vast
moment as interrupting the business of the
country to hold a general election, The other
measure was the Wages Boards Bill. That
question had never been before the country, but
we were quite willing for the Wages Boards Bill
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to pass—and so were the Legislative Council—
all except that part of it which included farmers
in its operations.

Mr. Woobns : It was your side that brought
it into the Bill.

Hon. D. F. DENHAM : No. I am not going
to discuss that question very much, as there are
others who wish to speak. We put that question
before the country, and we told the people that
the cause of the trouble was in connection with
the Upper House over those two Bills, neither
of which was any justification for the interrup-
tion of the affairs of the country. But, unfortu-
nately, others who went before the country did
not put the question that way. They did not
tell the people what the Governor said here.
They said that the Governor was seeking to de-
prive the people, through their representatives,
of their rights, instead of which no greater act of
democracy—if I may use such an expression—
could be passed than the appeal which the
Gowernor practically made to the electors to say
what they wished done to the Upper House. He
wanted a mandate from the people, and he ap-
pealed to the people, It was one of the greatest
democratic things that any gentleman could do,
and yet it was said that ‘‘the (Governor was
seeking to take from you your right of control
and your home rule.”

Mr. MANN ;: Hear, hear!

Hox. D. F. DENHAM : An hon. gentleman
on the other side says ‘‘Hear, hear!” which
leads me to think that that was the kind of talk
which he indulged in at the late election.

Mr. MaxN : Hear, hear!

Hox. D. F. DENHAM : Instead of the
Governor depriving the people of their rights, he
paid greater respect to them. He said, ¢ Here
is a question which the two Houses have failed to
determine, and you have to determine it, as 1t
affects a great constitutional issue.” We put
the question to the people as it was put by the
Governor, but that was avoided by others who
went to the country. Now, what is the answer
of the people? The House is in just the same
state as 1t was in last year. There are three
parties almost equally balanced. If there is
any answer at all that has been made by the
people, it is that the farmers shall not be in-
cluded in the provisions of the Wages Boards
Bill.

OrposiTION MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : No, no !

Hox. D. F. DENHAM : Yes. FEvery farm-
ing constituency in Queensland, with the excep-
tion of Cambooya and Dalby, have returned
members who are opposed to the inclusion of the
farming industry in that measure, And I think
that the hon. member for Cambooya told his
electors that he would support an amendment to
eliminate the farmers from the operation of that
Bill. I think that is so.

Mr. SUMNER: Yes, that is so.

Hox. D. ¥. DENHAM : Well, we have every
farming constituency, with the exception of
Dalby, which is largely a pastoral district as well
as farming, returning members opposed to the
inclusion of farmers.

Mr, MaNN: My electors welcome it.

Mr. KrocH : Your electors are nonentities.

Hox. D. ¥. DENHAM : I do not agree with
my leader that the electors decided in favour of
the abolition of the postal vote. Seeing that the
postal vote was used at the last election by 50
per cent. more than the number who used it at the
previous election, we must recognise that it is
of some value to the country.

Hon. D. F. Denham.}
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Mr. LexnoN : There were 300 new justices of
the peace put on to work it up.

The HoME SECRETARY : It also got you five
seats.

Hox. D. ¥. DENHAM : Instead of having
the postal vote witnessed by a justice of the
peace, we might have it witnessed by two elec-
tors. I am not sure that it would not be better
to have all the election done by postal vote
rather than deprive the electors of that means
of expressing their views. However, it is a
vote I am not much wedded to myself Lecause
it is not of much need in Oxley. Only those
who were going away or who were sick made
use of it at the last election. How are we to
look at that answer from the electors? If we
look al the number of voters behind the parties
we will find that there are more voters behind
the Opposition party than there are behind the
Labour party, and there are more voters behind
the Labour party than there are behind the
Government, so we have the extraordinary
anomaly of a Government representing the
g mallest number of voters in the State.

Ar. Huxsad : No.

Hox. D. F. DENHAM : I wiil quote from an
authority which the senior member for South
Brisbane will recognise as a good one—the Bris-
bane Worker. It says—

Labour, with 10,000 more votes than Kidston, secured

three fewer seats; and Philp, with nearly twice as
many votes as Kidston, got only the same number of
seats.
So as a matter of fact, the party to which I am
allied have the largest nuinber of wvoters behind
them. Therefore, the answer to the question of
the Governor, who asked for a mandate from the
people, is that the mandate should be voiced by
the Opposition and not by the Treasury benches;
and, if not by the Opposition, then certainly
by the Labour party, because they have far more
voters behind them than the other side have.

Mr. KrocH: It would be far better if the
Labour party were in office instead of that crowd
over there. (Laughter.)

Hox. D. I'. DENHADM : If there is one ques-
tinn which stood out more than another at the
late election, it is the nrgent need for a redistri-
bution of seatz. That need is emphasised by
the result of the late election, hut no reference
ismade to it in the Governor’s Speech. As a
party we hope that the Government will find it
convenient in the Elections Bill they propose to
table to provide, if not for a reduction in the
number of members, certainly for a redistribu-
tion of seats. When we look at the Speech we
see that it is a brief one, but brief as it is there
are some inaccuracies in it. One would, how-
ever, have little fault to find with the Speech,
or with the Bills mentioned in the Speech, if it
were not for that which follows, My chief
ground of complaint is with regard to the Reply
which it is proposed to send to the Governor,
and which might be greatly amended. The
Speech opens with the statement that—

My advisers are of opinion that it is highly desirable
that the remaining portion of that programme should
be carried out, and it will accordingly be placed before
you for your consideration,

I think that programme will find very little op-
position from this side of the House, because the
bulk of the measures we thrashed out last year,
and there is no use in reiterating the speeches
made then. As to railway construction, it was
a real pleasure to hear the Minister for Railways
introduce five railway proposals this afternoon.
Those railways are much needed. There is no
doubt that the interregnum, or interruption, in
their administration was a convenient thing for
the Government, because at the time they went
out of office they had not the plans of those rail-
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ways ready for submission to Parliament. They
were backing and filling, and could not make up
their minds what railways they would build,
and there was so much political wire-pulling that
they had not got the plans ready for presenta-
tion to Parliament when the dissolution took
place. As far as the railways presented are
concerned, I am exceedingly glad to find that
the Government are making a start with railway
construction.

The SECRETARY ron RAILwWAYS: You know
the reason the railways were not tabled.

Hox. D. F. DENHAM : Because you were
not ready. '
The SECRETARY FOR RaILways : No.

Hown. D. ¥. DENHAM : I am glad that some
railways have been introduced, and that they
are going to be built under the Railways Act
passed during the time I was in office, As far
as my recollection goes, I was associated with
each one of those railways when I was a member
of the Kidston Government in January, 1906,
immiediately after the closing of the session of
1906, during which session I introduced the
Railways PBill that afterwards became an Act.
T hope that the provisions of that measure will
be largely availed of in railway construction.
After that measure was passed we early deter-
mined that a certain number of railways should
be submitted to Parliament under its provisions,
the idea being to have plans prepared as soon as
possible, so that Parliament might have business
to go on with, but, unfortunately, it was October
before anything definite was arrived at, and the
railways were not submitted. With regard to
the statement that—

The result of the recent elections has clearly demon-
strated that the people of Queensland are strongly of
opinion that the evils arising from the occurrence of
disagreements between the two IIouses of Parliament
shounld be prevented—

T do not think the Upper House ever obstructed
after a question had been settled by a general
election. Once a question was submitted to the
electors at a general election, and the electors
pronounced their verdict on that question, the
Upper House offered no obstruction.

Mr. Staner: Didn’t it throw out the Fran-
chise Bill introduced by the Government of
which you were a member after the House came
back from a general election ?

Hox. D. F. DENHAM: There was a short
session at the beginning of the year, and that
measure was then passed by the Council. If the
Wages Boards Bill was such an urgent measure
that it was desirable that it should be placed
on the statute-book without delay, the Govern-
meut could have taken the same course and have
called Parliament together in January so as to
give the Upper House another opportunity of
dealing with the Bill. I quite recognise that
there may be differences of opinion between the
two Houses, but it would be a lamentable thing
if the Upper House were to becomne the mere
creature of the Premier for the time being,
becauwe then it would be simply a repeating
Chamber. At present the measures which are
passed here are subject to revision by the other
Chamber, and Ithink that, onthe whole, the other
Chamber has revised measures with advantage to
the State. I may not bein agreement with that
House on all points, but it does not necessarily
follow that they were wrong when we have
ditfered. However, we shall see what the Go-
vernmen?t propose to do when the Constitutional
Referendum Bill eomes before the House. With
reference to the mail service, and the possibility
of bringing the steamers up to Bulimba, I am
glad that the Orient service has been such a sue-
cess, and I hope the Government will be success-
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ful in bringing the steamers up to Bulimba, I
do not know what the members for Brisbane
South will have to say about that proposal, but
I know that in the past there has been a strenu-
ous objection in South Brisbane to making
Bulimba the terminal place for oversea steamers.
At one time it was thought that Pinkenba should
be the terminal place for oversea steamers, but
there were strenunous objections against that.

Mr. StvnNER: It is a step forward bringing
thems up to Bulimba, and we may get them up to
Brisbane in time.

Hox. D. ¥. DENHAM: I consider that
Bulimba is distinetly preferable to Pinkenba,
because we have the tramway to Bulimba, and
passengers by the various boats can come up to
the city. At present passengers cannot do that,
because the steamers do not stay long enough at
Pinkenba. I am not speaking of the Orient
steamers, which stay there two or three days, but
of the Japanese and other lines of steamers
which are there only a few hours, so that there
is not time for passengers to come up to Bris-
bane. KEvery year oversea steamers are made
larger, and, with their increase in size, there
will be greater difficulty in getting round the
point in the river; but it is possible that in
time they will be able to come right up to Bris-
bane. I congratulate the Government upon their
nerve in announcing in this Speech that they
contemplate even bringing the steamers up to
Bulimba, because I know that in the past Bris-
bane South has demurred very strongly to a pro-
ject of that nature. With regard to the Bills to
be brought before us, some of them are old
friends, and we know their contents pretty well.
The Wages Boards Bill T am an admirer of. It
is rather significant that in New South Wales
they propose to abolish the Cornciliation and
Arbitration Court and substitute therefor a
wages board.

Mr, StusErR: We have o strike to-day asa
protest.

Hox. D. F. DENHAM : Yes; they have got
a strike in New South Wales. The North Coast
Company were paying under the award 1s. 44d.
per hour for overtime, and the other people were
paying 1s. 8d. per hour for overtime, but
although they were paying the amount awarded
by the court, there is a serious strike which
may influence the whole coastal trade of Aus-
tralia. It is apparent, therefore, that a wages
board is more effective in dealing with matters
or this kind than a compulsory counciliation
and arbitration court, The Address in Reply
submitted to this House is in marked contrast
with that passed by the ILegislative Council.
Had a similar Address to that adopted by
the Legisiative Council been presented to this
Chamber it would probably have been agreed
to in one sitting. It is rather an extra-
ordinary thing that the (Government should
be championing constitutional practice when
they are contravening constitutional practice in
a most pronounced manner. On two occasions

they have appointed a rejected can-
[6.30 p.m.] didate to the Upper House—on one

occasion a non-portfolioed Minister
—and on this occasion they have made him a
portfolioed Minister although rejected at the
polls.

Mr. Lrsiya ¢ It is indefensible,

Hox. D. ¥. DENHAM : It is indefensible.
At the same time they endeavour to pose as
constitutionalists while they flout public opinion
by these two appointments,

AnHoNOURABLE MEMBER : You werea member
of a Ministry that set that rotten example.

Hox. D. F. DENHAM : I have no knowledge
of any former Government doing such a thing.
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Mr. LENNON: What about Mr, Drake’s ap-
pointment as Postmaster-General after he was
defeated for Enoggera ?

Hon. R. PuirLp: He was not defeated. He
left this Chamber, and went to the Upper House.

Mr. Woons: What about the Hon., F, L
Power?

Hox. D. ¥. DENHAM : Aay way, two
wrongs do not male a right ; and if the leader of
the Government was such a strict constitu-
tionalist as he claims to be, it is a marvel that
he makes such strange lapses as these.

Mr. LEsixa : That is what the Wovker points
oub.

Hox. D. ¥. DENHAM : Then, again, if he is
a strict constitutionalist, how is it that he can
sanction the waste of time that we have had—
nearly two weeks wasted—which would not have
eventuated if the hon, gentleman had been in
control of the House. He could not get a mere
adjournment, He only got the adjournment
last week by the consent of the leader of the
Labour party. If that hon. member had been
determined that evening, the Chairman of Com-
mittees could have been appointed, and the
business of the House proceeded with the follow-
ing evening, No ; the Premier is not in control.
He said last year that no man has a right to be
Premier 1inless he has the power to direct the
policy of the country. The hon. gentleman
certainly has not the power to direct the
policv. He cannot even appoint a Chairman
of Committees; and, as was pointed out by
the hon. member for Clermont, the Worker this
week points out that he made it a party
question one day, and then climbed down a
few days afterwards, and made it a non-party
issue. It is a pity that the leader of the Go-
vernment should have traveshied his power and
insulted His Excellency the Governor by insert-
ing in the Address in Reply expressions like
these—posing as a strong constitutionalist when
he is guilty of gross violations of our Constitu-
tion himself. He is indeed a Premier by posi-
tion—a Premier by grace. And yet such a
Government as this asks the House to reply to
His Excellency’s Address in the terms of this
motion! T hope the motion will be amended so
that it will contain no reflection on, at any rate,
a large number of members of this House.

Mr. Lesiva: The amendment has been dis-
posed of.

Mr. MaxwgLL: You were away when the
division took place on the amendment.

Hox. D. ¥, DENHAM: I was away yester-
day owing to an attack of influenza, and I would
not have been present to-day only that I wanted
to voice my views. No Government has ever
wasted more time than the present, The whole
of last session was lust, and two weeks of this
session have been lost. We want to get on with
a lot of railways—I am glad some of them have
been introduced. We want to get on with our
immigration policy and with land settlement.
The country is tired of playing with politics. T
only hope that the Government will give us
some really useful legislation so that this country
can thrive, and that all this nonsense and talk
about the Constitution will be dropped, because
there is no business in'it. (Hear, hear !)

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick), who was re-
ceived with Opposition cheers, said : The hon.
member for Maryborough claimed for his party
certain congratulations, to which I think that
party are justly eotitled. Indeed, I have been
waiting since my advent to the House to hear

_ someone else than a member of that party voice

such congratulations. Really they should have
come fromasource outside the membership of that

Mr.G. P. Barnes.]
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party. Tamgladto help to make good the missing
link, Everybody will rememberthat the position
of the Government to-day is largely due to the
faithful services rendered to them in the country
by my friends on my left. Indeed, I doubt
whetber, if those services had not been rendered,
the party opposite, numbering twenty-five,
would have numbered half that, Their position
is entirely due to the splendid aid rendered them
by the l.abour party during the late eventful
contest.
Mr. HuxzaM: They are very grateful.

Mr, G. P. BARNES : They are very grateful,
but we have been waiting for evidence of that
gratitude,

Mr. Lesina: The hon. member for Barcoo is
no doubt very grateful.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: The very little grati-
tude that has been shown by Ministers was
drawn out of them, and, although the membhers
of the Labour party were pretty well pleased
with the appointment of the Chairman of Com-
mittees, yet that was a very small mite to get
in return for al] their services, Tet us hope that
a fuller recognition of those services will yet be
given. At any rate, the friends opposite, I can
see, are in very joyful anticipation of the benefits
that are going to accrue tu them as the session
proceeds. I am glad that another omission
which has struck me in connection with this
debate has also been supplied by the hon. mem-
ber for Maryborough. He referred specially to
the mover and seconder of the Addressin Reply.
I add my word of commendation for the work
of the mover and seconder of this Address. It
is but tardy recognition for them to have to wait
until the end of the debate before such a duty,
and so well performed, considering the difficul-
ties of the position, was recognised. Intense
sympathy is due to the hon. member for Bris-
bane North and to the hon. member for
Toowong on account of the exceeding difficulty
and the great unpleasantness of their task.
Their position was indeed an exceedingly
arduous one, and I am glad, in some faint
way, to make reference to the cffort they have
made. Under the circumstances, they cer-
tainly acquitted themselves to advantage. I
hardly see how the performance of that act can
meet with the approval of the electors they
represent, and it seems to me that it wasan
unfair thing to ask two men who represent con-
stituencies which are fairly evenly divided in
their political opinions to voice the feelings of
such a doubtful and compromising nature. It
was no kindness to those two gentlemen to ask
them to undertake the service they did undertalke.
Those gentlemen have not only to satisfy their
own constituencies, but they have to satisfy a
wider constituency outside.

Mr. CowaP : They are satisfied.

Mr. G, P. BARNES: T doubt if they could
be satisfied. The electors were fairly evenly
divided as far as numbers were encerned, and
I doubt whether the leading constituency of this
State will view with approval the voicing of
sentiments which have never previously been
heard in this Assembly, It is something for the
citizens of Brisbune to remember that the man
of their choice conveyed the sentiments of the
Ministry, which, put in the most mild way, are
of an exceedingly doubtful and unwarrantable
nature. I do not think any compliment was
paid to the mover and seconder of the Address
n asking them to move it, and T do not think
any compliment was paid to the constituencies
which they represent by asking the members to
undertake such a duty. No charge of censure
was levelled against the members of the late
Ministry, although those gentlemen, or most of
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them, are here to answer for themselves, and are
perfectly ready and willing to answer any charge
that may be made against them.

Mr. SuMxER: We cannot make any im-
pression upon them,

Mr. G. P. BARNES: The trouble is that we
cannot make any impression upon the other side.
‘We may pour constitutional truths into your
ears, and still you remain ‘‘ Doubting Thowases.”
‘Whatever has been said by the other side does
not in the least alter the outstanding fact that
what was done Dy the late Government was done
in a perfectly constitutional manner.

Mr. MaxN: Does that include the Maryvale
Estate purchase?

Mr. G, P. BARNES: I am not going to be
drawn off the track by references to the Mary-
vale Estate, although I may here state that it
was one of the finest purchases ever made by the
Governient.

The SECRETARY FOR Ratnwavs: It was a good
purchase for you.

An HoNoURABLE MEMBER: You have to thank
it for a lot.

The SPEAKER: T ask hon. members toallow
the hon. member for Warwick to speak without
interruption. Hon. members should bear in
mind that he is a new member, and should not
be embarrassed with interruptions. (Hear,
hear !)

Mr. G. P. BARNES: I will deal with the
Maryvale Estate at the proper time, and am
perfectly willing to answer any questions in con-
nection with the purchase of that estate as far as
my knowledge goes. I may say, in passing, that
in the event of that estate being offered for sale,
within one week it will go off like ripe cherries.
People are hungering for it, and waiting for it.
Indeed, during the past few weeks I have been
asked to use my efforts in order that certain
blocks may be allotted to certain people. (Laugh-
ter.) I only mention that to show that the
estate is already in considerable demand. T will
now return to the point from which T was drawn
by the interjection of the hon. member who
referred to the Marywale Estate. In my opinion,
the electors have had ample evidence placed
before them as regards the constitutional ques-
tion, at least from the standpoint to which T have
referred, and I think few unbiassed people
would for a moement doubt the wisdom of His
Excellency the Governor’s decision in this dis-
pute in allowing the matter to be settled by
the people. In so doing, he recognised the
people as supreme, apart altogether from the
dispute over the Wages Boards Bill and the
postal vote. The Governor concluded that in
the interests of good government it was essential
that the dispute should be referred to the people,
and it was about the only course that could have
been adopted at the time. The Premier had
applied to his allies, the Labour party, for
support, and on that being declined, the resig-
nation of the Government followed. Appar-
ently it was not intended that the resignation
should he accepted. It was never meant to be
taken seriously. It was meant as a kind of
object lesson to his friends, in order that they
might be heeled into action. A more intenss
support was wanted hy the then Government;
and the way in which that was to be hrought
about was on the lines which the hon. the
Premier had decided upon. With only twenty-
four followers, what could the hon. Mr. Kidston
do? He had said that good government under all
the circumstances was an impossible thing. Mr.
Philp, with thirty-one followers, tried, and he
found the task too much for him, and two parties
who had previously declined to co-operate in one



Address in Reply.

direction, on account of their strong antipathy to
the Philp party were brought into line by the
action that was taken. Once they agreed upon
a common standpoint of endeavouring to thwart
the members of the Opposition, they had no
difficulty in combining together in their refusal
to grant Supply. The Hon. Mr. Kidsson failed,
The Hon. Mr. Philp failed, and there was no
one left to appeal to.

Mr. Ryraxp: Yes.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: Yes, there was the
leader of the Labour party, with seventeen fol-
lowers.

Mr. Ryrann : The best of the lot.

Mr, G. P. BARNES : What Mr, Bowman re-
quires is a sense of responsibility, and we have
seen in the old country how responsibility has
sobered down men like John Burns and others.
They at once respond to the claim, The claims
of the Labour party were not so great as those
of the present Government. It seems to me that
where a leader representing thirty-one votes
failed, and a leader representing twenty-four
votes failed, a leaderrepresenting unly seventeen
votes could not have the least possible chance of
conducting the government of the country. Why,
then, under these circumstances, throw the
whole responsibility on His Hxcellency for fol-
lowing the only course open? A more impartial
decision could scarcely have been come to by
him., There is one thing in connection with this
question that we are apt to lose sight of, and
which His Excellency must have been cognisant
of. At the election in May the only party that
improved their position in the country was the
Philp party.

Mr. Rynaxp: What about the election in
February ?

Mr. G. P. BARNES : We had hoped to
improve our position, and bus for untoward
circumstances we would have doune so. At the
election in May the Kidston party anticipated
coming back with increased strength. What
was the decision of the country? The country
did not hesitate, but sent themn back, instead of
thirty-seven strong, redaced by one-third of
that number. They came back a party of
‘twenty-four—a discredited party. The reply of
the country was very emphatic. The Opposition
went out seventeen strong, and came back thirty-
one streng. Was this not, then, sufficient
gvidence that the country had lost confidence in
the Kidston party? And although the Philp
party, in May, were not returned strong enough
to govern, they were the only party that had
improved their position in the eyes of the
electors. His Excellency the Governor was
aware of this, and he granted a dissolution to a
party enjoying by far the largest share of the
confidence of the country, and which no one
could cavil at. Apart from that, it was known
that there were a number of Mr. Kidston’s
followers who were then uneasy in their position.
It was an open secret that at any moment thoss
hon. members might consider they were studying
the best interests of their constituents and of the
State generally if they walked across the House.
And, with that in view, with their position im-
proving in the country, and the possibility of
their position improving in the House, there was
ample justification for the stand which His Ex-
cellency took on that occasion. Now that the
elections are over everything should be done,
one would think, to calmthe feeling which existed
during the late contest. As the elected of the
people, it is our duty to get to work and do our
best to legislate in the best interests of the
country, and endeavour to serve the people to
the best of our ability. But we arenot helped in
this direction by such an Address in Reply as
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the one before us, nor are we helped by the
knowledge that one of the first acts of the
Premier—a Premier with a following of only
twenty-four or twenty-five—was to openly insult
322 recently appointed justices of the peace; and,
in insulting them, he insulted the community
from which they were taken.

The SECRETARY ror RaiLways: Sowme of
them were 1:aid 10s. a day at Charters Towers
during the election,

Mr. G. P. BARNES: I know nothing of
that. Sofar as my knowledge goes, no doubt as
to the eligibility of any one of them has ever
been raised. Those that T am acquainted with
—and I am acquainted with a number of them—
are, without exception, men of the highest
character, who would bave done honour to the
position, It is nothing short of a scandal that
some of our best citizens should be insulted as
they have been—summarily deposed froin a posi-
tion to which they had been called in the ordin-
ary course of things by the then Ministry. It
was a vindictive, a cruel, thing to do; and I
trust that, although they may not appreciate the
honour, the Government will reinstate the whole
of those justices to the positions from which they
have been deposed.

Mr. KrocH : They will not accept it.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: I donot know anything
about that. At any rate, it would be a righteouns
thing to do, and is the only just course the
Ministry can pursue. I say that a wrong would

be infliced nupon them in the event

[7 p-m.]

of a portion of the number being

reinstated, and not the whole num-
ber, I trust that further injury will not be
added to the insult by that course. I do not
intend dwelling to any great extent onthe mea-
sures proposed to be introduced, as we shall
have better opportunities for discussing them
when they come before us. I prefer just shortly
to consider what has not been said, aud to refer
to further subjects which have been but barely
referred to ; and these may be classed, perhaps,
under four leading heads, and are recognised to
be questions of the greatest moment at the pre-
sent time—namely, railways, land settlement,
immigration, and water conservation, regarding
¢ach of which I shall be as brief as possible. We
hold the best information to-day, I take it, that
we have had for some time, and the way in
which that informmation has heen demonstrated
to us this afternoon is certainly of a most en-
couraging type. I refer to the laying on the
table of the House of certain books of reference
which have to do with the railway proposals of
the Government. We are glad to know that
railways are going {o be pushed on as soon as
possible, Just one little bit of disappointment
seizes one that, instead of five railways, a larger
number have not been named. However, we
take this as a small instalment, and trust that
the balance of the thirteen or fourteen railways,
the particular routes of which are very well
known to hon. members, will bs introduced in
due course. This great State of ours cannot be
developed without railways and roads. The
country at this time is erying for a forward rail-
way policy. We are helpless to develop our
rescurces unless new country is opened up by the
building of railways in various directions, and it
will bs impossible for this State to compete
in the markets of the world unless provision
of this kind is found for them. This side
of the House, I am sure, will facilitate every
niovenient, so long as it commends itself to
them, in connection with the pushing for-
ward by the Government with their railway
policy. ~So lnng as due consideration is given to
the proposals, no better work can be done in the
developing of our State than by the building of
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;allways. Our railways at present are paying
i a manner that we have rarely seen, and
which has not been eclipsed in years gone by ;
and indeed they will pay better still if the num-
ber of feeders is increased as the main lines are
extended. I. hope-that, in the five proposals
intimated as likely to be -carried out by the
Ministry, they will not lose sight of the great
advantage which will accrue to this State by the
linking up of our various railway systems. Hand
in hand with the building of rajlways must be
the throwing open of land for close settlement.
I notice that we are to have an amended Land
Bill, and I agree with the hon. member for
Albert that the aim should be to induce settle-
ment under the old homestead clauses, especi-
ally in connection with the Act of 1868, under
which the niost beneficial settlement in conneec-
tion with our State has taken place. The idea
should be to enable settlers to secure land in
homestead areas at a low figure. Residence, I
repeat, is a matter in this connection of first
and paramount importance, and it is the only
way in which the speculator can be met. If we
secure to the country the settlement of our lands
upon those homestead principles we need have
little to fear in this connection.

Mr, Cowar: Never mind the farmer ; give the
speculator a chance.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: Ifarmers are the bone
and sinew of the country, and we want to in-
crease them as much as we possibly can. While
on this subject, I may say that it has often struck
me that the country is badly informed if it is
never told as to what we possess, and as to what
land is available. I would like to see¢ the Minis-
ter for Lands issue inmstructions to every land
agentin the State to rzport upon the area of land
available for settlement in their various districts,
such reports to state the character of the coun-
try, how watered, the rainfall, and for what
purpose such areas are most suitable. Out of
670,000 square miles of country, only about
600,000 acres are under cultivation. There must
be tens of millions of acres in different parts
which are niore suitable for the plough, and for
closer settlement, than they are for the use to
which they are at present put. The position,
then, is this: That barely 1 acre ont of every
(640 acres is being put to the best and most
advantageous use in the interests of the State,
Of course, it would be absurd to Imagine that the
whole area of this vast State of ours is suitable
for the plough ; but, allowing for these great un-
suitable areas, there must be a vast area which is
suitable, and waiting for close settlement. Well,
with the land we have in the State, we want to
make it easy for the people to get on to it, and
we want to make them contented and satisfied
when they are on the land. I disagree, to some
extent, with the expressions made by the hon.
member for Albert last evening regarding the
price of land. Hereferred to the fact that under
the old homestead clauses land was thrown open
at 2s. 6d. per acre. While that might be a desir-
able thing to do under given conditions, the con-
ditions are not identical at the present time to
what they were then. I was speaking to a
farmer only a few days ago, and he referred to
the old times when land was offered under the
homestead area clauses at an exceedingly low
rate ; but, owing to the great advantages which
accrue to farmers in these days in the matter of
improved machinery, greater facilities in send-
ing produce to the markets, as well as to
the fact that there are greater markets existing
for those goods, land is worth infinitely more
to-day than it was twenty-five or thirty years
ago. However, be that as it may, we want to see
the land made available for the people and at
the lowest possible price. Hand in hand with
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the building of our railways and the opening of
our lands must go that bold immnigration policy
to which the Premier has referred on various
cecasions. I am not in favour of an indiscrimi-
nate importation of people nor of bringing them
here before we are ready for them. ™The thing
would b= manifestly absurd to dump down all
kinds of people ere the land is made available
for settlement and ere there is work for them to
do. But there is a vast difference between
going to the excess in that direction and doing
notbing at all. There is room for a steady
inflow of people so long as they are of the right
kind and of the right stamp. [ noticed in
a newspaper that [ toek up just now that
reference is made to the fact that in Scot-
land—providing proper facilities are offered and
proper terms come to with the shipping com-
panies—there are thousands of people who are
willing to come to this land of ours. Our
plan, then, sbould be in the first instance to get
our land scheduled, and then go to the farming
centres of the old world and endeavour under
good inducsments to arrange for men with
families and means to come to our State. There
is no sense whatever in going to the large cities
and to lay out one’s officers in order to secure
those who stand at the street corners and bring
them here. Go to the rural districts, and there
you may secure the men we want.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
crying in the wilderness.”

Mr. G. P. BARNES: Ido not thinkso. I
am not sure whether the hon. gentleman is
referring to myself as “a voice crying in the
wilderness” or whether it might be that any
lecturer or officer of the State who may be sent
home, that his voice might be considered *‘a
voice crying in the wilderness.” I donot believe
that, If our land is what we say it is, and what
I believe it to be, then forany man who wants
to settle on the land we can offer the highest
advantages and the best inducements to them to
come here. I helieve that the first thing for us
to do ov to know is what we have to offer in a
broad, general sense. I do not believe that this
Assembly—that the members of this House-—are
awar= of ‘what we possess. When this is found
out, Ibelievethat the best means for inducing the
best stream of settlers would be for a selection
to be made of farmers of various nationalities
to proceed to the old couatry. The great
bulk of these men were what someone termed
paupers when they arrived here ; many were ina
position of affluence, or at any rate in positions
of comfort, and I would deems it a privilege,
if it should ever come my way, to nominate
worthy citizens who will fill that position with
benefit and advantage to the State. Before
going on such an errand, certain areas would be
reserved for them, and they would malke them-
selves conversant with the character of the
country offered. T believe some object to the
group system. I do not care myself what system:
1s adopted, or how the land is laid out, so long as
people are brought here. It is people we want.
Bring them in groups or bring them in single
families, it does not matter so long asthey are
brought here under one system or the other
That seems tometomatter but little, asit is people
we want, and people we must have. Another
great question is that of water conservation, and,
with others who have expressed themselves, I
regret exceedingly that nothing has been done
in this particular direction. If my memory
serves me correctly, a sutn of money was placed
on the Estimates previously for this special pur-
pose, but, so far as we are aware, nothing what-
ever has been done in carrying out the wishes of
the Flouse. This is a question more important
than one is likely to jmagine.. At the present.

“A volce
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time, for instance, vast quantities of water are
running to waste. It is a time of plenty, and
the idea should be to conserve an amount of
this water in times when it is running past our
doors. What an important part irrigation and
water conservation is playing in the various
countries in the world!'—India, Egypt, and
America in particular : and in the adjoining
States great attention is being paid to this matter,
I bave read of the wonderful transformation
which has taken place in connection with some
of the great irrigation schemes which have been
entered into by other nations of the world, and
the wonderful results which have followed,
especially in the arid lands of America. 1
remember in one instance where land was
offered for 10s. an acre, but when it was put
under a system of irrigation it went up to
some £30 per acre; and, indeed, it is said that
land so irrigated brought no lessa sum than
£100 an acre, and in odd instances even up to
£400 an acre.
Mr. Huxuay : That was cultivation.

_Mr. G. P. BARNES: VYes; it was cultiva-
tion. Tf one had time one could go very fully
into this matter. Anyone who reads the reports
of what has been done with the arid lands of
America will have his eyes opened in a wonder-
ful manner, and will become a better informed
man as regards the benefits of irrigation. About
six months ago, when the Maryvale Estate was
offered to the Kidston Government, the War-
wick Chamber of Commerce, realising the advan-
tages which must accrue to the State from the
adoption of a system of water conservation and
irrigation, suggested that a portion of that
splendid estate should be reserved for the
special purpose of an irrigation colony. The
situntion of the estate, with its surrounding hills
and ravioes, is such that it lends itself to a
system of water conservation, and I trust that
the Government will see their way to reserve a
portion of the land for the purpose I have indi-
cated. DMildura, which has only 9,000 acres of
land under irrigation, is suppoerting a population
which numbers 4,500, so that, on an average,
there are about 2 acres to the individnal.

The SECRETARY FOR Ratnwavs: The latest
reports from Mildura are to the effect that male
persons cannot get work there, and that only
women and children can get empioyment.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: If that is so, there
must be something wrong in the industrial con-
ditions which prevail there. The place may be
over-peop'ed for its size, T do not know whether
it is or not, but I do know that some 4,500 per-
sons derive a livelihood from that land at the
present time. Anyone who knows the Downs,
and knows the character of Maryvale, will
realise at once that the country is so rich, and
the lay of the country of such a nature, that it
offers the finest opportunity for the introduction
of a system of water conservation and irrigation.
The things I have mentioned will help to bring
about what we need, and what we must have if
we are to retain our country. There must be the
opening up of the country to close settlement,
the building of railways to give employment to
some who come here, and the adoption of intense
cultivation by means of water conservation and
irrigation to provide further employment for
the people. These things will help to hring
people here, and that is what we want. The
hon. mewber for Albert referred yesterday to
the East—to the growth of China and Japan;
and, to my mind, it is a criminal thing that
nothing has been done by the various States of the
Commonwealth in order to people this land of
ours. A real danger threatens us. Japan is
increasing in population at the rate of about one
and a-half times our population every year, her
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lands are closely settled, and are fast being
worked out, and unless we are up and doing—
unless we people our land ourselves—it will be
the duty of some other nation which does not
possess shoulder room to take advantage of the
vast areas we have unoccupied. We have a
great empty territory, and it should be the duty
of Ministers to study how we may, with as
little delay as possible, people that territory
properly and profitably. We have for about
five years enjoyed a time of unexampled pros-
perity, as is shown by our expanding revenue.
Railways in 1902 netted 4£375,5694, and in
1906 they netted £791,949. This increase in net
revenue is only in keeping with the increase
in cur flocks and herds, and other live stock,
For instance, horses increased from 399,622 in
1902 to 452,916 in 1906 ; cattle from: 2,543,471
to 3,413,919 ; and sheep in round numbers from
7,000,000 to 14,000,000. Other live stock in-
creased in proportion. Our exports increased in
the same period from £9,171,323 to £12,754,289.
These facts prove that we are in a condition of
prosperity, and lead to the point which I wish
to make, which is, that notwithstanding onr
growth and development, notwithstanding the
evidences of our prosperity, our population has
been stagnant. Our population remained the
same at the end of 1006 as it was in 1902, Not-
withstanding the natural incresse in our popula-
tion, our numbers have increased by only 22,500
during that period. The question arises,
What is the cause of this? The times have
been prosperous, and the years have been
opportune for development. What is the reason,
then, that advantage has not been taken of
this signal opportunity to see that our popula-
tion is increased and our resources developed ?
The verdict the country gave in May Jast was
due to the fact that the Government of the day
did not perform their duty satisfactorily to the
State, and did not keep pace with our develop-
ment and see that the population of the country
increased correspondingly. The country expects
something to be done. The country expects a
bold immigration policy to be adopted. We
recognise that it would be absurd to dump down
innumerable groups of people in the country
unless we commence to develop our resources on
other lines than those hitherto followed. I had
intended to say something about the Wages
Boards Bill and other matters, but I know
that other members desire to speak, and I
shall therefore confine myself to a few brief
remarks on the Wages Boards Bill. T trust
that, nowithstanding the fact that the Wages
Boards Bill is again to be introduced, the
sympathy of this House will go cut to the men
who do not desire to come under

[7.30 p.m.] that measure. The farmers have

not made any request to be brought

under it. They are satisfled with the present
position of things, and the voice of the farming
communities is altngether against their inclusion
in the Bill. At least two of the seats lost to
the Government were lost on account of the
inclusion of farmers in the Bill. The hours of
labour and the conditions are not such as to
make the Bill suitable to mixed farming or to
the great dairying industry. I notice that an
0ld Age Pensions Bill is to be introduced. I am
very glad of that, and I trust that the all)wance
will be fairly liberal, so as not to do away with
the finer feelings of the people. My earnest
attention will be given to a measure of that
kind. T wish something had been done to in-
clude a Redistribution of Seats Bill in the
Government programme. If the people were
represented as they should be, this party would
be thirty-five strong, the Government party
would only be fifteen in numbers, whilst the
Labour party would number twenty-two.

Mr.G. P. Barnes.]
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Surely it is high time for the introduction of
such a Bill. However, I take it that the matter
of greatest concern, in whatever way it may
app:al to hon. members, is the desirableness of
bringing about a better understanding between
eapital and labour. Capital and labour are to a
large extent at war with each other, This
gshould not be. Why should we set one class
against another? Why should one section be
seeking to worlc tothe disadvantage of the other?
Should the opportunity offer, I will do all T can
to improve the lot of the worker and to make
his condition in life satisfactory to himself and
to the people of this State. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. MITCHELL (Maryborough): Perhaps
never in the history of Queensland has there heen
a more important debate than the one before the
House at the present time. The unfortunate
thing, and vhe surprise to most members of the
House, is the manner in which it has been
taken up by the Opposition—or I might say the
manner in which it has not been taken up by the
Opposition, because this constitutional ques-
tion is one that should have been defended to
the bitter end by those sitting on the Opposi-
tion benches. They took up an attitude last year,
and occupied the Treasury henches in a manner
that has newer been known in the history of
British politics. The hon. member for Albert
last night referred to the fact that laymen made
a pretence of understanding law in a manner
that his profession sometimes even avoided.
Now, this great constitutional question isnot so
much a question of points of law as it is a ques-
tion of the Coustitution Act—an Act which has
not been written for one particular line, but
which has been built up first by precadent and
then by practice, and it is ouly where prece-
dent has become practice that it has become
'a part of the Coastitution. Many precedents
have been given from time to time; but
these precedents have never become practice, and
therefore have never become parts of our great
Constitution. The manner in which the Opposi-
tion have taken up this great question has been
an object lesson to us. They have hunted for
precedents from every part of the world, and
they have brought forth precedents which have
never become part of our Constitution. What
we want to do at the present time is to find ous
what is really meant by the Constitution, which
we consider has been offended in high placss—
which has been offended by the attitude whieh
the late Government took up a few months ago ;
and, after finding out what is really meant by
the Constitution, to see how greatly these people
offended in the position they took up at the end
of last year. If we begin tofind out on what our
Constitution has been built up, we will find that
it has been through certain precedents, which have
become practice ; and we might go right back to
Runnymede, when John Lackland was compelled
to sign Magna Charta. That was one of the
precedents that established a system of practice
—that the Commons were to have a say in the
management of the affairs of the country. Then,
in jumping along history, we might see what
happened to Charles I. when he attempted to
resist the people. We might also find out that
there was a time when the Constitution was held
sacred, and the power was vested in the church,
Then the King and the church disputed for
supremacy ; and the time came when the people
of Great Britain demanded, not only a right to
say something, but when they demanded the
right to say all—when they considered that they
were the sovereign authority in determining
what was the Constitution, and how it
was to affect the people of the country. We
know that our Constitution has been built up
on the English Constitution, and we know
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also that, now that the p:ople have become
the sovereign power, it is right not only for
the gentlemen who may hold the King’s pre-
rogative, but also for advisers who are not in
power by the will of the people, to give way to
the Assembly, which’is all-powerful because it is
respousible to the people. In November lasta dis-
pute arose between His DMajesty’s representa-
tive and the then Premier, Mr. Kidston. We
know that Mr. Kidston resigned, and that Mr.
Philp was sent for and formed a Ministry. My
object in going back to precedent and practice
was to show that in practice we expected and
considered, as an Assembly, that it was the
duty of the Governor, knowing the weak-
ness of the Philp party in forming a Ministry
that could not get Supplies from Parliament,
to have recalled Mr, Philp and asked Mr.
Kidston to continue his Ministerial work.
Some may say that such should not have been
the case. Now, we know that in 1390 a case
very much of this kind happened in New Zea-
land. At that time the Earl of Onslow was
Governor of New Zealand, and the Atkinson
Ministry, who had been in power for a consider-
ahle time, were about coming to their end. Sir
Harry Atkinson was anticipating a possible seri-
ous defeat at the polls, and he decided that it
would be necessary for him to try and get a num-
ber of members appointed to the Counecil, so that,
in the event of the Balance Ministry getting
back to pcwer—which they did—he might be
able to block demccratic legislation in the other
House. He applied to Governor Onslow for
eleven nominees to the Council, and he was
granted six, which was considered a very fair
number under the circumstances.  Immediately
after that the election tock place, and resulted
in the Atkinson Ministry being seriously de-
feated, and Balance coming back to power.
Balance, when he returned to power, found
things exactly as he anticipated. Legislation
was blocked in the other House, and he could
not by any means he adopted in the Assembly
get his measures through the Council. The
result was that he applied to Governor Onslow
for the appointinent of eighteen ncminees to the
Council, and Governor Onslow decided, as hiy
term had nearly expired, that it would be wise
to await the arrival of the Earl of Glasgow, the
new Governor. To this Balance consented, and
in 1892, when the new Governor arrived, he
asked for the appointment of eighteen nominees,
and he was offered twelve. He was determined,
however, that he would get what he asked for.
Governor Glasgow refused, and communication
was opened up with Lord Ripon, who, in conmu-
nicating with Lord Glasgow, instructed him that
when he had any measures to discuss with his
advisers he was to discuss them from every point
of view, but in the event of his advisers still
maintaining that they had a right to what they
were asking for, it was his duty to give way
because they were responsible to the Assembly,
and the higher power, the people. Now, I con-
tend that that case is on all-fours with the case
of the Kidston Ministry, Lord Chelmsford, and
the Philp Ministry last year. I intend later on
to give a quotation from “Todd” referring to a
case which happened in Canada, which is almost
identical to the present case. The Macdonald
Ministry were defeated over a slight incident—
the site for a Government House; and Mr.,
Brown was asked by the Governor-General to
form a Ministry, but he was distinctly in-
formed by the Governor-General that on no
account would he grant a dissolution, and was
told to communicate that fact to his colleagues.
The result was that he formed a Ministry,
went to the Iouse, was defeated, and
returned to the Governor-General to intimate
the state of affairs. The Governor-General then
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recalled Macdonald, and refused to grant a dis-
solution because the Ministry at that time had
only been a few months in power, and the season
of the year was unsuitable for a general election.
That is exactly the same position that the Kid-
ston Ministry were in at the end of last year,
and it shows that 3r. Philp, in his advice to the
Governor to grant a dissolution, acted wrongly.
The Governor, actiug on the advice of Mr.
Philp, made amiost serious mistake.

The SPEAXER : Order! Hon. membersare
gettiug into the habit of addressing other hon,
members by name. I must ask them to remem-
ber that the rule is thaz hon. memkbers shall be
referred to by the name of their constituencies.

Mr, MITCHELL: I say there has been a
mistake made, and this mistake was the cause
of the people’s representatives being sent to the
country. When the late Ministry went to the
country, instead of taking up the defence of
Lord Chelmsford, they introduced into discus-
sion every possible thing but the question at
issue. They never for a moment tried underany
circumstances to defend their action. They never
for a moment tried to defend the mistake into
which they had led Lord Chelmsford, but they
introduced the cry of socialism versus anti-social-
ism ; they introduced the marriage tie question ;
they introduced the question of the confiscation
of property ; and I may just say here that in
some towns—in the town of Maryborough, for
instance—the argument was raised, in order to
frighten the people into voting for those who
were representing the late Ministry, that if
socialism was introduced people would lose their
identity. TFathers and mothers would simply
become numbered, and the children themselves
would simply be numerical incidents in connec-
tion with the family. They were told that their
cottages would be confiscated by the socialists,
with the result that they would becowme poorer
and the socialists would become richer. All
these questions were dragged in, and the great
constitutional question was left out in the cold.

Mr. W, H. BARNES : Whas members of the
late Ministry spoke in Maryborough during the
last election ?

Mr, MITCHELL : I did not say the members
of the late Ministry spoke there. I referred to
persons who were standing in the interests of the
late Ministry. In connection with that I say it
was a cowardly attitude on the part or the late
Ministry and its supoorters. Not one of them
attempted to defend Lord Chelmsford for what
he had done, and not one of them raised the con-
stitutional question in favour of what had been
done at that particular time., I say it was very
cowardly indeed, because if Lord Chelmsford
made a mistake, certainly he was led astray by
the gentlemen who were at that time his advisers.
The mistake was in granting a dissolution to a
Government which could not command a
majority, and which could not command the
Treasury, The first thing, according to our
Constitution, that enables a man, or men, to
take up the position of Premier and the positions
of Mianisters, is to find cut if they have the con-
fidence of the Assembly, and if they have the
people of the country behind them. The ques-
tion of the three parties has been dragged in,
though for what purpose I do not know, except
to hide the real question at issue. We contend
that, whatever they may say, they have no
right to question what parties are in the House,
or from whom the Premier gets his support.
All that either the Governor, or the Premier,
or anyone in authority has to concern himself
about is the Premier who has got a sufficient
majority of votes in the House to enable him
to carry on. That is the only person who is
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entitled to hold the position cf Premier. It
has been proved over and over again in the
debate—frum this side and the Government
benches—that Mr. Kidston, as Premier at that
time, had full control of the House, and that
the late Premier had no control of the House.
He had neither power to get Supply, nor power
to adjourn the House, nor the power to do
anything, Yet, when he asked for a dissolu-
tion it was granted him, which we consider at
that particular time was a mistake. In deal-
ing with those fundamental principles, it is
only 1ight to say that the Ministry who had
caused the Governor to make the wistake
should have defended him, and would have
defended him if they had been men of spirit,
even 1f it cost them their seats, because he was
not in a position to defend hiinself. The leader
of the Opposition accused the present Premier
of cowardice in attacking a gentleman who had
not the opportunity to defend himself in this
House. Whose duty was it to defend that
gentleman if those who were responsible for his
action would not do it? They had not the
courage to do it; they are to blame, and if
there is anything to be done in the way of cen-
sure they should get if, whatever may be said
about His Excellency. I donot want to dwell
longer on this question. I will only say that
whether a vote is to be taken upon it or not, it is
impossible to get up in the House and speak
on it without feeling very warm on the sub-
ject—very warm indeed, but not angrily so.
There is a difference between being warm
and earnest when you see that a great and
serious blunder has been made and getting
angry with the petty squabblings of little men
with little minds who try to obscure the great
question by dragging in perso- alities. Who is.
to blame is the great question that has to be
decided. Before sitting down, I may say I was
very pleased indeed to see that, according to the
programme of the Government, they intend to
reintroduce the Old Age Pensions Bill. This
really is a matter that is very desirable. And I
do not think we should keep the old people wait-
ing until that Bill is passed. When the Bill was
brought forward six months ago the old people
were anticipating the possibility of getting their
income raised from 5s. to 10s. per week. £60,000
was set aside for that purpose. Six months have
gone and the Bill is not ready yet. I contend
that it is the duty of the Government—because
they have it in their power, without any resolu-
tion of the House—to immediately raise the
allowance to 10=, per week. We can afterwards
deal with tlhe Bill on its merits ; and, in case the
Bill should be rejected, I think the indigent
allowance should stand in that way. We should
not wait till next month. Let the increase com-
mence from the 1st March.

Mr. W. H. Barngs : Do you expect the Go-
vernment to follow the policy of the Opposition ?

Mr. MITCHELL: I do not expect the Go-
vernment to follow any policy that emanates
from the Opposition side of the House, but if
they adopted my suggestion they would be doing
something that would be acceptable to the demo-
cratic portion of the electorates.

Mr. Bowxax : They have stolen some of our
planks.

Mr. MITCHELL : They have stolen a lot of
our planks, and would steal them again to-
morrow if they had an opportunity of doing so.
The hon. member for Bulimba claims that 1t is
their policy, and he only adopts the
old method of *“dishing the Whigs”
by saying that they would begin in
January to increase the old age pension to 10s.
Did they begin in January as they promised
the people? No. It was like many of their

Mr. Matchell.]

S p.m.]



140 Address in Reply.

promises—it went to the winds, and it was never
referred to again. I am very anxious in this
matter, and I think that the Government, having
had that £60,000 on the Estimates, should begin
immediately to use it, and let the Bill take its
chance when it comes along. Another reason
I have for adopting this attitude is that there is
a proposition that the Commonwealth should
very shortly take up the question of old age
pensions, and it is just possible that this State
may find it advisable to hold over their old age
pension scheme nntil they see what is going to
be done by the Commonwealth, In the event of
that taking place, the old people will still be
hanging on and only getting 5s, a week,
Mr. LEsiNa : And dying before they get it.

Mr. MITCHELL : Yes. If the indigent al-
lowance was raised from 3s. to 10s. a week, the
Bill, instead of being hurried through, could be
considered in a way that would make it not only
acceptable to the House but acceptable to the
country, =0 I hops the Government will seriously
consider the advisableness of taking that step.
I am also glad to se= that they are going to
bring up their raillway policy so quickly, not-
withstanding the fact that the hon. member for
Moreton and other members intimated that
there were no railways ready.

Mr. W, H. BarNEs : Only one,

Mr, Bowiax: There were five laid on the
table to-day.

Mr. MITCHELL: If there was only one
ready at that particular time, there must have
been others just on the verge of readiness, be-
cause, if they had not been in an advanced stage
of preparation, there would have besn no possi-
bility of their being laid on the table to-day, so
that I think there must have been some mis-
understanding on the part of the late Minister
for Railways.

Mr. Bowyax: Misrepresentation.

Mr. MITCHELL : You might call it misre-
sentation.

Mr, W. H. Barvgs: It has not been denied
by your side.

Mry. MITCHELL: Oh yes; I read where the
Premier denied it, and told the people to whom
he was speaking that there would have been
twelve railways that would have been ready.

Mr. W. H., Barxes: It was a question of
faith.

Mr, MITCHELL : It was not a question of
faith, but it was knowledge. They had know-
ledge of what had been dene in the department,
and they were prepared and ready to place those
railways hefore this Assembly when they had an
opportunity of doing so, so if there is any one to
blame to-day for the unemployed not having
those railways to go on with it is the Minister
who advised Lord Chelnsford to dissolve Parlia-
ment. There is not the slightest doubt that it
was not the interest of the country that tempted
them to do that; it was not their patriotism, nor
their love for right and duty, but it was their
desire to get the salaries and hold the positions
of Ministers of the State.

Mr. LesiNa: You were after the boodle,
brother.

Mr. Bowxax: Place and power.

Mr. W. H. Barnes: It is satisfactory to
know that there are one or two patriots in this
House, including yourself.

Mr. MITCHELL : I do not think that I have
ever claimed to be a patriot, but I am quite sure
that anyone who knows the hon. member for
Bulimba will never make the mistake of calling
him one. There is one thing I would like to
speak about. I have mentioned it every time I
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have spoken on the Address in Reply, and about
two years ago I thought I was near getting
something done in the matter, and it is this:
Nearly all the members on this side of the
House have got up and fought for the poor
unfortunate farmer who is bheing starved tc
dewth. They are talking about immigration,
and the great advantage it would be to have
more people settled on the land; but there is
one thing we neglect—that is, cur secondary in-
dustries, and until we devise some method
whereby we can assist and increase our secondary
industries we will never get the class of immn-
grants that we want.
Mr. LEsINA ; Start State workshops.

Mr. MITCHELL: We have men coming here
as tailors, machinists, and under various guises,
pretending to take up land, but they know
nothing about land, and when they come out
they trek from Queensland into thie other States,
where they have an opportunity of getting em-
ployiment in the industries in which they have
been trained. The result is that Queensland has
to pay the immigration fees for these people.
When they arrive they say, ** What is the use of
coming here? I am a mechanic; there is no
work for me, and it is necessary for me to go te
New South Wales.” 1 do not wish to cease
offering the money gift they receive—that can be
kept going ; but there is surely a way of devising
some method of manufacturing our own agricul-
tural implements and many other things re-
quired here, and by that means to encourage
mechanics from other countries to come here.
Just let me give an evidence of that. When
those engines were about to be constructed for
the railways, [ know that both Evans, Ander-
son, and Co. and Walkers Limited had to send
out of the country in order to get mechanics to
come here to do the work required to be done.

Mr. W. H. BaBNEs : You said they would not
stay here.

Mr. MITCHELL: I say if we were to devise
gome means by which we could increase our
industrial works we would get a class of
mechanics to come and stay here. There were
a number who came here expecting to get work,
but they could not go on the land, and they
went out of the country to seek for work.

Mr, Lesiza: Why should they stay here
when they could go to New South Wales and
get an old age pension?

Mr. MITCHELL : I hope that the Govern-
ment will show sympathy with the old people,
and also show sympathy with the mechanie—
that they will not only put it in words but put it
into action, so that this House will be able to
commend it, and the country will be able to
approve of their action.

Mr. COYNE ( Warreno), who was received
with Government and Labour cheers, siid: I
desire to make a few remarks on the Address in
Reply before the debate closes. I do not intend
to speak at great length, as I understand that it
is the intention of the Premier, if he possibly
can, to close this debate to-night, in order that
we may get on with the work of the country.
Like the senior member for Maryborough, who
bas just resmmned his seat, I am very pleased
indeed with the number of humane measures
that are foreshadowed in the Governor’s Speech,
and in the main principles of them. I will give
the very best support whieh I can to them.
When these measures come before the House I
will probably find some reason to disagree with
the matters of detail contained in them. How-
ever, in the main T will give them my support.
The first one that has taken my eye in con-
nection with this matter is the Elections Act
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Amendment Bill. (Hear, hear!) If that Bill

does nothing else than remove that postal vote

hovror it will do very good work.

. LaBoUR AND (GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear,
ear !

Mr. COYNE: Besides that, I understand
thatthere is a provisioninitforthegroupingofthe
ballot-boxes of the small polling-hooths. I hope
that will be carried out. I hope, also, that the
law will be made in such a way that it cannot
be violated without the official respounsible for
its violation being ssverely punished, because
in the greater number of iustances where the
Elections Act has been violated the officials
have Dbeen to blame. In none of the Elections
Acts which have been passed up to the present
time have there been any penalties provided
for breaches of or violations of the law by the
officials administering that law. There should
be some provision made for penalties for such
corrnption as has taken place in the past;
and we should, therefore, apply penalties to
the officials who are responsible for the wrong
adminstration of that law. I also hail with
delight an Old Age Pensions Bill. (Hear, hear !)
I trust that the measure will not be surcounded
by the humiliating, irritating, unnecessary, and
bemeaning provisions which were contained in
the Bill introduced last year,

My, LesiNa : That was a scandalous measure,

Mr. KrocH: Who introduced it ?

Mr. COYXNE: It does not matter to me who
introduced that measure, but if the Bill which is
to be introduced this session has those provisions
in it then I can assure this House that those
humiliating provisions will be met with the
greatest possible opposition that I can give to
themn. (Labour hear, hears!) This indigent
allowance, which we have had for a number of
years, has been found to be a failure. There is
one case in my district which I will relate. An
old gentleman who was in receipt of the in-
digent allowance of 5:. a week tried to keep
his aged wife as well as himself on this 5s.
a week., She made application for a similar
amount for herself. The department said, ¢ We
will give you an indigence allowance all right,”
and they did so. But in what manner did
they do it? By taking half-a-crown away
from the old chap and giving it to the old
woman, making it 2s. 6d. a week for each, I
say that is disgraceful. And yet we boast about
an advanced, civilised country! I think that to
take 2s, 6d. away from a man’s 5s. a week, in
order to give it to his aged wife as an indigent
allowance, was an insult to those people. It is
not only an insult to them, but it is an insult to
the intelligence of the electors of this State who
allow such a thing to obtain init. I see that
there is a Land Act Amendment Bill fore-
shadowed ia the Governor’s Speech. Iam not
too much wrapped up in these Land Act Amend-
ment Bills myself, because I look upon them
simply as a matter of patchwork. I think if the
Miunister for Lands was well advised he would
consolidate our land laws. Now, I am not going
to lecture the Minister for Lands. I think that

have a right to give expression to my
opinion in this House—(hear, hear !)—and 1 hope
that while 1 am doing so it will be nnder-
stood that I am not lecturing the Minister for
Lands. (Hear, hear!) But I think that the
Government would be well advised—and the
Minister in charge of the Lands Department
would be well advised, too—if he introduced a
consolidating Act which would simplify the
land laws of this State. I venture to say that
among all the lawyers in that very eminent
professicn there are very few who thoroughly
understand our land laws at the present time,
Therefore, I say that our land laws should be
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consolidated and simplified more than they are at
the present time. In connection with our lands
adwinistration, I regard as a most important
factor in the close settlement of our lands—more
especially in the back blocks that are not fit
for agriculture-—the sinking of artesian bores to
provide water in the great immense dry tracts of
country that we have out there away from the
agricultural districts, and out of the rainfall
area.

Mr. LEsiNA : They should be put on the stock
routes, too.

Mr. COYNE: Yes; on the stock routes, too.
That interjection of the hon. member for Cler-
mont reminds me, in connection with the stock
routes, that in my electorate—in Augathella,
which is a main stock route from the Centre and
North of Queensland to the South, there is
scarcely any water—not sufficient, at any rate,
to water stock for the greater portion of the
average year which they get in that portion of
the country. When the senior member for
Fortitude Valley was the member for that dis-
trict—the Warrego—he endeavoured to get a
certain sum placed on the Estimates for half the
cost of sinking an artesian bore at Augathella,
where the water could be got at a reasonable
depth, and the Government promised to lend
the other half to the local authority there on the
usual terms. Although that has been promised
for a number of years it has not been done yet.

Mr. LesiNa ¢ Demand it.

Mr. COYNE: Yes; from my place here in
the House I demand it. That bore is required
not only for the residents of Augathella but for
the people of Queensland who send their stock
from the Northern Territory and from: Central
and Northern Queensland to the Southern part
of the State, aud they all pass through there, as
it is one of the main routes.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It is one of
the most important stock routes in Queensland.

Mr. COYNE: Yes, it is one of the nost
mnportant stock routes in Queensland.  In con-
nection with land settlement and close settlement
of land, I take it that the Government intend
to facilitate the settling on the land, as
much as possible, of landless people. Well, if
that is so, I would point out that those landless
people, as a rule, have a very limited supply of
capital, They might have suflicient to pull
through for the first few years—say five years—
which are the most trying years of a settler’s
life even in ordinarily good seasons. OfF couree,
I am in favour of lessees. I am not in favour of
any other tenure but leasehold.

LaBour MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. COYNE: I am in favour of the leasing
system, and I think if the Government provided
that the lessee should pay ne rent for the first
five years, provided he effected permanent im-
provements equal in value tu the amount of
rent remitted, I think that would be doing
something towards brirging about settlement
on the land. I was very pleased indeed
to hear from the hon. member for Albert, when
he made that splendid speech of his yesterday
evening, that the farmers were paying a very
good wage to their employees. Now, a Wages
Boards Bill, I understand, is for the purpose of
bringing all the industries that are provided to
be brought under it into line in the matter of
paying good wages. And it is only those who
are paying bad wages, or what is ordinarily
called “sweating wages,” who have to feara
Wages Boards Bill. I might say, before I pro-
ceed further with that subject, that I am not too
much wrapped up in a Wages Boards Bill. I
would prefer very much to see a Compulsory

Mr. Coyne.]
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Arbitration Act in place of a Wages Boards
Bill. I say that because I do not think there
are the same facilities provided in a Wages
Boards Bill as there are in a Compulsory Arbi-
tration Act. This opinion I have formed after a
study of the operation of wages boards in other
States of the Commonwealth,

Mr. W. H. BARNES: What about compulsory
arbitration in some of the other States ?

Mr. COYNE: I was just going to refer to
that, I presume the hon. member is alluding
to the Arbitration Act in New South Wales,
which everybody admits has signally failed in
its object. The reason the Arbitration Act of
New South Wales has failed in its object—and I
may say that it was doomed from the very time
it was passed—was becavse of the bias of those
who administered the Act.

. Mr. Lesixa : There were lawyers administer-
ing it.

Mr., COYNE: Yes. There were men ad-
ministering that Act who had no sympathy at
all with its object. The only man in the
Ministry of New South Wales who had any
sympathy with the Aet was Mr. B. R. Wise,
who is now in England. He introduced and
forced the Act through Parliament. I do not
think that any member of the Ministry who
were in office when it was introduced, or any
member of any Ministry who have since been in
office, had the slightest sympathy with the
measure. They did not believe in forcing men
to pay a decent wage to their employees, But,
if we cannot get a Conciliation and Arbitration
Act, we shall have to accept what we can get;
and, although a Wages Boards Bill will not go
nearly as far as I should like to see a measure of
that description go, still it is worth while giving
it a trial. It will certainly improve the condi-
tions under which a number of employees live.
I might here refer for a moment to the Federal
Conciliation and Arbitration Act, which has
given complete satisfaction to everyone concerned
in the decisions which it has given up to the
present time. The people connected with every
indnstry which has sought protection under that
Act view it with the greatest satisfaction. The
hon. member for Bulimba, the hon. member for
Albert, and the hon. memher for Lockyer,
referred to the Wages Boards Bill as applied to
farmers,

Mr. W. H. Barngs:
at all.

Mr, COYNE : The hon. member for Warwick
made an wd misericordiam appeal to members
that they would not for goodness’ sake make it
apply to farmers. We have been told that
farmers pay the highest wages paid in any in-
dustry, primary or secondary.

OrposiTION MEMBERS : So they do.

Mr. COYNE : If they do, why do they dread
the Wages Boards Bill?

Mr. MackixTosH : The farmers do not want it,

Mr.COYNE: We know that the farmers
do not want it, but the farmers’ employees do
want it, and this House is as much called upon
to protect the employees as to protect the
farmers,

Mr. MackixTosH : I mean that the farmers’
employees do not want it.,

Mr. COYNE: The members who sit behind
the Kidston Government will, 1 take it, vote in
favour of the Wages Boards Bill, which the Pre-
mier indicated at Allora would apply to every
industry as far as he was concerned. The hon.
member for Albert and the hon. member for
Warwick said they did not mind applying the
Wages Boards Bill to the secondary industries.

[Mr. Coyne.
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I think that is a case of applying it to the other
fellow. If it is poison, try it on the dog~—try it
on the other fellow.

Mr. GraysoN: The conditions are different.

My, COYNE: I do not see that the conditions
are ditferent. I take it that an employee in that
industry has as much right to be looked afterin
legislation as the man who employs him. For
that reason I firmly believe that that measure,
or any similar measure that may be introduced,
will get the united support of the party with
whom I sit. There is one Bill forecasted in the
Governor’s Speech that 1 am going to oppose
with all the strength I possess—that is the Bill
for a referendum on the question of Bible reading
in State schools. I will offer that measure my
strenuous opposition. I do not believe it is the
function of this House to interfere with people’s
consciences. I do not think there is any urgent
demand for such a measure from the people of
this State. It would be a very handy thing
at a general election to divert the minds of
the people from the real questions which they
should be concerned about; but, while I hold
that it is the duty of every bonest-minded man
in this Assembly, or outside it, to support any-
thing that we can justly deal with, I do not
think this is a question which comes within the
provines of the Legislature. In dealing with
secular subjects we are on common ground, but
when it -comes to a question of religion we
should halt, and I feel certain that the party
with which I sit will vote solidly against that
measure. At any rate, whether they do or not,
I know what I am going to do. I have dealt
with this matter before my constituents, and
have told them that I intend to oppuse the
measure.

Mr. W. H. Barnes: And yet you advocate a
general referendum.

Mr. COYNE: Yes, I advocate a general
referendum, and if a Bill providing for such a
referendum were introduced to-morrow it would
have my support; but this is one of the most
contentious matters that could be brought before
the House or the people, and I do not think a
referendum should be taken on ilie subject of
religion, I notice that there is a proposal to
amend the Workers’ Compensation Act. If that
amendment is in the direction, as I believe it is,
of allowing compensation from the moment an
injury is received by a workman, it will bhave
my heartiest support. I also note that mention
is made of a Rabbit Boards Act Amendment
Bill, This rabbit board business is something
that I have given considerable attention to.

Mr. XeocH : That is a national question,

Mr. COYNE: Yes. I donot mind the hon,
member for Rosewood being a socialist, and
shall be glad to receive him with open anns
when he becomes sufficiently converted. While
I admit that the rabbit boards have done very
good work in the past, and are likely under
proper management to do fairly good work in
the future, still, looking at the experience of
other States, I can see that in connection
with the rabbits we have a great industry lying
hidden because of want of encouragement to
export rabbits from Queensland.  If encourage-
ment were given to export rabbits, that would
go a long way towards exterminating the rabbit,
and such a trade could be worked in conjunction
with the laws which are in force at the present
time. If the Minister intends to do something
towards opening up an export trade in rabbits,
so that it may assume the dimensicns of the
rabbit trade in New South Wales, Victoria, and
New Zealand, be will bave my strongest sup~
port. There are a few matters which are not
mentioned inthe Speech that I should like to draw
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the attention of the House to for a moment,
I should like to draw the attention of the Secre-
tary for Railways to the fact that the accommo-
dation on our railways at the present time is
simply disgraceful. (Hear, hear !} More especially
) does this apply to the accommoda-
[8.30 p.m.] tion provided for sevond-class pase-
gsengers. The Western mail to
Charleville and Cunnamulla is simply a disgrace,
Women, children, and men are all huddled to-
gether in what can be called by no better term
than dog boxes, wherethe atmosphere is poisonous
to little children who may be on their way down
here to obtain medical treatment, or are return-
ing after it. They bhave to live in that stifling
atmosphere during the hours of the night and
day. There is not one day in the year when that
state of things cannot be found on the Western
mail, and it is the duty of the Government to
make better provision for the travelling public.
While T agree with railway extension, I also
believe we should make the best possible pro-
vision for traveliers before we go in for spending
too much money in extending our railways.
Mr. W. H. Barngs: Get your leader to make
a demand, and it will be carried out at once.

Mr. COYNE: I do not believe that, That is
only the hon. member’s jocular way of putting
things.

The Pre:MIER : It would be better to do both.

Mr. COYNE: Yes. In the other States the
accommodation is palatial compared with the
accomodation provided in Queenstand. It is not
so bad, of course, with regard to first-class
passengers. I have seen the Western mail
running with five or six empty first-class com-
partments, while people are huddled together in
the second-class carriages like a lot of sheep.
Another thing to which I would like to draw
the attention of the Secretary for Railways is
that it is absolutely cruel to ask people—and
more especially women and children—to travel
long distances without proper lavatory accom-
modation. (Hear, hear !)

An HoONOURABLE MEMBER:
no water bags.

Mr, COYXNE : I hope that before the session
closes there will be an amendment of the
Shearers and Sugar Workers’ Accommodation
Act, making provision for the better accommo-
dation of station employees. (IHear, hear!)
There is a great deal of dissatisfaction among
the station employees at the present time at the
Act being so one-sidel. When shearers and
rouseabouts come to a shed, they get very good
accommodation. When the station employees
are working about the shearing-shed they get the
accommodation provided under the Act, but
when they go to the station they have to live in
dog kennels. T am also reminded by the hon.
member for Flinders that it would not be a bad
idea for the Secretary for Railways to take into
consideration the rotten accommmodation pro-
vided for permanent lengthsmen on our railways.
(Hear, hear!)

Mr. W. H. Barxes: And for
stationmasters, too.

Mr, COYNE : There isanother public depart-
ment to which I hope some attention will be
given by the Government during this year.
There is a growing feeling of dissatisfaction in
the Police Force at the very bad treatment they
are getting from this and past Governments.
At the present time the men have to buy their
own uniformms, They must also be in a position
to go about in plain clothes. They must always
be well dressed and look respectable, and the
outcome is that some of the very best men that
we require for the Police Force are looking for

Then there are
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scmething else—anything rather than remain in
the Police Force. It is also true that men are
going to the other States of the Commonwealth
to take up positions in the Police Forces there
rather than remain in Queensland, where they
are being treated so tyrannically. The leader of
the Opposition, the hon. member for Bulimba,
and the hon. member for Oxley referred to the
fact that the late Government were in a quan-
dary as to what they should do in the matter of
paying the public servants.
Mr. KeogH : Well, they paid them.

Mr. COYNE: Exactly so, and so might the
hon. member, if he got into a bank, pay the em-
ployees in the bank, although he would not have
any authority to do so.

Mr, W, H. Barxgs: He would have to get
authority to get in, though.

Mr, COYNE : Yes; a key would do that.
Mr. LuNNON: A skeleton key ?

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. COYNE : The leader of the Opposition
said that he was compelled to pay the publicser-
vants—that there was no alternative for him. He
was the principal adviser of His Xxcellency. I
think there was an honourable alternative open
to the hon. gentleman, and that was to resign
his position and allow someone who had the con-
fidence of this House and of the people to pay
them legally. The hon. gentleman who now
leads the Government had the confidence of this
House.

Mr. KroGH: I deny that.

My, COYNE: The memorial sent to the
Governor at the last moment proved that incon-
testably.

An Oppositiox MeyBER: He had resigned.

Mr. COYNE: I am not forgetting for a
moment that the hon. gentleman resigned. He
may have done wrong, and I am not here as an
apologist for him; and probably before this
session closes, or before this Parliament comes to
an end, if the hon, gentieman introduces some-
thing on which I cannot see eye to eye with bim,
hon. members will find that Tam just as strongly
in opposition to Lim as the members sitting on
the direct Opposition benches.

Mr. W. H. Barxes: You will vote for the
Government all the time.

Mr. COYNE: I do net see any logic in that
position. 1 am just stating what I came here to
do. I am not here to champicn the head of the
Government, because he can do it better for
himse!f than I can do it for him. But I say
that the only honourable course open to the late
Premier was to have resigned his position, and
hand it over to someone who had the confidence
of this House and of the country. (Hear, hear !}
I notice the cheerful way in which some of the
members sitting in direct Opposition refer to the
fact that they came back representing an in-
creased number of voters.

Mr. Krocy : 83,000,

Mr. COYNE : Another hon. member—and I
believe one of the chiefs of the direct Opposi-
tion—said over 100,000. Well, I suppose a
handful of thousands does not matter either here
or there with those hon. members. However, 1
will take the word of the hon. member for Rose-
wood that it was 83,000, Now, if the senior
member for Townsville went to the country with
a lesser numiber of electors behind him than he
has got now, what has happened since then? If
he thinks he has the confidence of the people, by
what method of logic does he come back to this
House and sit in the cold shades of Opposition,

Mr. Coyne.]
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instead of hanging on to his position by reason
of the extra number of voters who are behind
him and his party.

Mr. W. H. Barngs: It is the unfair electoral
rolls. (Laughter.)

Mr. COYNE: Something always happens.
Mr, CowaPr: They always have an excuse.

Mr. COYNE : The honourable course for the
hon. gentleman to have followed was to have
come back to this House as the leader of the
Government—in the same position as he went to
the country — drafted his Address from the
Throne, as was done by this Government, drafted
his Address in Reply, brought it before this
House, and stood up and defended his action
when he went to the country ; and when he went
to it in a manner which, I believe, if just that
one question had been submitted to them, 90
per cent. of the electors would have declared to
be illegal. If he was an honourable man, he
would have come back and defended his position,
and taken his gruel as a man in this House.

AMr, PaciET: Then he would have bsen charged
with hanging on to office.

Mr. COYNE: They had good reason for
hanging on to office. You have the very best
reason in the world, and if it is not a good
reason, then let us not hear any more about the
extra number of voters who were behind the
leader of the Opposition at the last election.
If that were the only subject submitted to
the electors, of ,course we would get a definite
answer ; but there is very little chance under our
present party system of going to the electors
with a clear-cut issue. Something always
happens to cloud the issue, and I cannot at this
stage help referring to something which has been
referred to by wome other hon. members, and
that is the way in which the hon. member for
Bulimba libelled the party with which I have
the honour to be associated. The hon. member
said, on the 6th January last, in his address in
the School of Arts at Bulimba—

Looked at fairly and squarely the present contest
was between socialism—the socjulism which aimed at
religion and the marriage tie; the socialism of Tom
Mann and Keir Hardie—and anti-socialism.

The hon. member will not deny those words.
They were printed by his chief Press supporter.
and sent broadeast throughout Queensland.
am suve the hon, gentleman is heartily ashamed
of having used those words, and heartily ashamed
of the Press which printed them-—a Press which
printed lies about the party of the humanity to
which I belong—printed lies about me person-
ally, and based a leading article on its own mis-
report.

Mr. LEesixa: No wonder you were elected.

Mr. COYNE: Now, I firmly believe that the
moral character of the hon. member for Bulimba
is of the very best—(hear, hear !)—and I also say
that the moral character of Mr. Keir Hardie,
who is respected by millions of the inhabitants
of Great Britain, is equal to, and will bear
favourable comparison with, that of the hon.
member for Bulimba.

Mr. W. H. BArNES : You successfully kept
him from Queensland during the general elec-
tion.

Mr. COYNE: The Labour party of Queens-
land would have welcomed him here if it had
been possible to get him here. I will conclude
by saying that there is one Bill foreshadowed in
the Speech which shall have my hearty support.
I refer to the Bill to amend the Audit Act. If
that Bill only succeeds in preventing a repetition
of the brigandage carried out by the hon. mem-
ber who leads the Opposition and his followers
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when the dissolution was brought about, it will
do excellent work, and I say we ought to be
thankful to any Government who will bring in a
measure of that description which will prevent a
repetition of the disgraceful acts of the Opposi-
tion members, I trust, before the session closes,
that all the Bills foreshadowed in the Speech
will be passed, with the exception of the Bible in
State Schools Referendum Bill, which will have
my most hearty opposition. All other portions
of the programme of the Government meet with
my most hearty approval, and I will do my best
to help them put that programme into active
operation for the benefit of the people and the
country.

* Mr. WINSTANLEY (Charters Towers): Itis
not my intention to cceupy very much time, as
I recognise quite fully that I have not been sent
down here to try and see how many pages of
Hansard I can fll, but in order to help in the
passage of useful legislation. At the same time,
I should be neglecting my duty if I failed to say
a few words on this occasion in reference to the
constitutional qnestion. I donot provose to deal
with it as it has been dealt with this afternoon,
but I do want to say that it was one of the
prominent questions in my constiluency. We
were told by the other candidates that there was
no constitutional question, or that it had nothing
whatever to do with the election. As far as
they possibly could they tried to cloud the issue,
and throw dust in the eyes of the electors. But
the electors were not to be lightly turaed aside.
They recognised that there was a constitutional
quésiion ; that their liberties had been infringed,
and that their freedom was likely to be curtailed.
For that reason the electors of Charters Towers
saw fit to return me and my colleague, and a
vote was recorded such as has never been re-
corded at any previous election in the history of
the State. In spite of all that was said tothe
contrary, the people recognised that someone,
whoever it might be, had blundered, and I am
quite satistied that they expect something to be
said, and something to be done, which will make
this kind of thing impossible in the future.
Now, a great deal has heen said about the regret
expressed in the Address in Reply. 1 am confi-
dent that the electors of Charters Towers will be
surprised at the nioderateness and care with
which this regret has been expressed. Iam
quite satisfied on that point, and I think, for the
sake of future generations, it should be made
quite clear that the things that have happened
during the past few months shall not again
happen in this State of Queensland. We have
heard it said again and again that the Governor
did a perfectly legitimate thing in referring the
matter to the people, and if the Parliament had
run its course the probabilities are that he,would
have done a legitimate thing, but the question
arises whether it is necessary to go to the
people every five or six months for a man-
date, or whether the elected representatives
cannot be be trusted to go on as long as they pos-
sibly can, and until all the resources of the House
have been exhausted. I think the electors gave
their unswer clearly and emphatically at the
election before last, and they have given it much
more emphatically on this occasion. There can
be no mistaking the opinion of the electors in
most of the electorates. I am confident that the
constitutional question was one of the prominent
questions on which the electors decided, and the
people are expecting that something will be done
permanently to prevent the kind of thing that
has happened—of advantage being taken to try
and score at the expense of the country and with
very much inconvenience to all concerned. Now,
something has been said ahout justices of the
peace being appointed before the elections, and
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it has been pointed out that a very serious
wrong was done in striking those men off the
Commission of the Peace. I do not think a
wrong was done, unless it was when they were
put on. I am talking about one I know of.
At Charters Towers seventeen additional justices
were appointed just previous to the election,
although there were quite enongh of them before
to do all the work that is necessary to be done.
Out of those seventeen that were appointed, I am
safein saying that at least ten, if not twelve, were
appointed because they were friends of the Minis-
terial candidates, and for the express purpose of
taking part in the election. If there is any
doubt about that point it can be cleared away by
turning up the applications for postal votes, and
finding out who witnessed those applications, and
who witnessed the ballot-papers. Iam told that
the names of those men were not sentin the
usual course to the police inspectors—perhaps
for good veasons. They were sent to the electoral
association, while they took off some of whom
they were "doubtful. At any rate, these men
were appointed for an express purpose, and they
did the work they were expected to do as far as
was in their power.

Mr. JENKINSON : A certain percentage of them
were recommended by the present Premier.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : I know nothing about
that, but I am certain he has done the right
thlng to strike them off the roll. A good deal
has been said about the postal vote, and how its
abolition is going to deprive women of their
right to exercise the franchise. A great interest
has been displayed on this side in the women,
and yet when they had the opportunity to give
them the vote they refused to do so, and de-
prived them of the right to vote as long as they
possibly could. We ali know that the right of
women to vote was given, not by this side, but
by the other. A good deal has been said about
people being a long way from the polling-booths,
and about women being unwilling or unable to
leave their homes to record their votes. I am
confident that when that return is placed on the
table which was moved for to-day it will be
found that where the people live furthest away
from the polling-booths most women went to the
poll, and where the electorates were most com-
pact the postal vote was most used. (Hear,
hear!) Charters Towers is one of the most com-
pact electorates in the State, and there was a
larger postal vote recorded there than in any
other electorate in the State. There were 2,775
applications made, and over 2,500 postal votes
recorded.

Mr. Kex~a: What became of the balance ?

Mr, WINSTANLEY : I could tell you, but
I will not. As to the abolition of the postal
vote depriving women of their vote, I make bold
to say that more women are deprived of the free
exercise of their vote by the postal vote than will
lose their vote in the other direction. (Hear,
hear!) There is no doubt in my own mind that
a very large number of women, at Charters
Towers at all events, who exercised the postal
vote did so under pressure—under influence that
had no right to be brought to bear upon them.
It is a well-known fact that enemies of mine
went round when the women were by themselves
—when their husbands were at work—and told
them that if the socialists were returned their
husbands would lose their billets, and they would
lose their property and everything they possessed
—that it was going to be divided up. Last time
this was successful, and the men who were re-
turned to this Chamber made it a boast that it
was through the postal vote. However, it will
be a good thing when not only the postal vote is
abolished, but when even canvassing is abolished,
and when people are allowed to exercise their
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own free will and free choice as to who they will
vote for. (Hear, hear!) For those reasons I am
pleasad to find from the programme of the Go-
vernment that there is to be an amendment of
the Electoral Act. One of the best things that
can be done with the postal vote is to abolish it
altogether. It is said that the system can be
amended, and that this and that can be done. T
hope nothing of the kind will be attempted.
The postal vote favours the men with money,
and I am satistied that, if it is allowed to con-
tinue, moneyed men could win nearly every
election in she S:ate. And money is found
to a large extent on the one side. I do not think
that even the hon. member for Bulimba would
recommend a system which places the poor man
at such a serious disadvantage as compared with
the rich man. Let me say that the question of
the Legislative Couancil occupied a good deal of
attention at the Charters Towers election. I am
one of those whoare infavour of entirely abolish-
ing it. I believe that not only in Queensland,
but throughout the Australian Commonwealth
and in the old country, thoss institutions have
outlived their wusefulness, and are a clog to
democratic legislation. Though the other place
may not throw out Bills, it inay reduce them to
an absurdity by its amendnients. But if it is
not possible to abolish the Upper House, we will
do the next best thing ; we will bring it into line
with the House which represents the people of
the country. I am in favour of old age pensions.
I believe there are people too independent to
ask for the indigent allowance under present
conditions—men who have spent their lives in
develoving the country, and who have given it
of their best. Like others who have spoken, I
think the present allowance should be doubled
even before the Bill is passed. People talk
about what the poor deserve and what they
do not deserve. [f everybody was dealt with
according to their deserts things would be very
different from what they are at the present
time. Some of them may be to blame for their
present position, but we ought not to be too
severe on them now that they are in the ** sere
and yellow leaf,” and are, some of them,
practically sta.rvmg to death. 2MIention is also
made of a Land Act Amendment Bill. I do
not know what is involved in that Bill, but my
own personal conviction is that the land question
is the root question of every other question,
and things will never be what they ought
to be until the land question is dealt with
in a much more radical manner than has
ever been the case up to the present time.
Plans and specifications of railways have been
laid on the table this afternoon, and we are ex-
pecting to see land opened up A good deal
has been said about men being b1ouvht from
other countries to occupy our land, and yet we
find people who are here, and anxious to get on
the land, cannot get on unless they are prepared
to go 20 or 30 miles from a railway. Then the
question arises whether the land

[9 p.m.] along the railways already made is
being put to the best use it can be.

I say it is not.  One need not go 20 or 30 miles
from this great city before you can find land
unoccupied and not put to the bhest use it
could be. What is really needed is that the
owners, whether large or small men, who are
playing a ‘“dog-in- the- -manger ’ policy, should
be made to put it into use. They should be
compelled to do it, and I ani confident there
would not be such an outery for land as there
is at the present time, if it was not profitable to
keep it out of use and wait for increased value
and unearned increment. I know I shall be
accused of being hard on the poor farmer, but I
have just as much sympathy for the farmer as
anyoue else. I am satisfied that the farmer who

Mr. Winstanley.]
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is a user of the land would find it to his advan-
tage, but the man who wants to get a rent from
someone else, and keep it out of use for future
value would, if we had taxation of land values,
find it was unprofitable to keep it. I am satis-
fied that this is one of the lines on which a
change will have to take place in the future.

Mr. W. H. Barxgs : There is plenty of land
in Brisbans which is not worth as much to the
owners as it was thirty years ago.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : So much the worse
for those who bought it; they thought it was
going to increase in value. But take land in
Brisbane bought twenty years back, and there
is no question whether iv has increased in value.
People who went and bought land like Mr.
Barnes speaks about, and did Bot view it, and it is
in a swamp, find, of course, it is not worth so
much, but the land in Brisbane and other
growing centres increases in value. I say this
belongs not to the individual but to the com-
munity, and what belongs to the community
should be taken for the community, and used
for social purposes.

Mr. KrocH: That is socialism.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : That is socialism, and
it is a very good thing. I do not want to take
up much wore time, but the thought struck me
which the hon, member for Warrego expressed
in bis speech. We are told that the farmers are
the best paid, the best housed, and the best fed
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H in the State, and yet they regard with

of any with
horror the idea of three men from one side and
three men from the other being appointed, with
a chairman, and discussing from their own point
of view whether they are given a fair deal or not.
We have heard these employers, and 1 think it
would be interesting to hear some of the em-
ployees, and I am confident if we could hear
them we should hear a different story from what
we have heard already. But from what I have
heard of the wages boards, [ do not think it is in-
tended that they should impose burdens or any-
thing of an arbitrary nature, but it proposes, and
T think rightly, togive these men an equitable
deal; and I say that any man who works for
wages, if he is not in a position to protect him-
self, as is often the case, is afraid of expre:s-
ing his opinions for fear of losing his job.
It 1s the duty of the House to do somiething to
protect him in that direction, and see that he
gets a fair and equitable share of what he pro-
duces. (Hear, hear 1} Then, in connection with
the Workers’ Compensation Bill, we are told
that there is to be an amendment, not only in
the direction of compensation commencing im-
mediately a man is disabled, but many other
irritating and irksome restrictions are to be re-
moved, and I believe that after the experience
the Government have gained the Act will be
made more workable —made to apply more
smoothly and more effectively to those who are
unfortunate enough to be disabled; or, in the
event of losing their lives, those thev may
leave behind them shall have a fair and
equitable compensation for the loss they
have sustained. Then, too, T think that the
Government show that they bave some regard
for the Northern portion of the State, by stating
that they have called tenders for the Torres
Strait mail service. I am glad the North is
going to receive some consideration in  this
direction, and I am satisfied that it will be a
direct benefit to Northern imerchants and
importers, and also exporters of minerals and
other products, when they send them direct to
the KEuropean market, instead of by way of
the Southern parts of the State. Then there
is another question, which is not mentioned in
the Governnient’s programme, that concerns us
more than anything else which is mentioned
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in it; but I do not think that that means that
the Government are going to neglect it on that
account —and that is the mining industry. Pro-
bably somnething could have been mentioned
in that direction. T do think that the mining
industry, not only of Charters Towers, but
throughout the State, is entitled at the pre-
sent time to the earnest and serious considera-
tion of the (Government. There can be no
question that in the times gone by, particu-
larly in the years of famine and drought, when
the farming, pastoral, and agricultural industries
were suffering, the mining industry of the State
was the stand-by, and helped to pull the State
through and keep it from a state of insolvency.
Now the wheel of fortune has turned, and it is
admitted that the farmers and pastoralists are
enjoying prosperous times ; but the mining
industry has evidently fallen on evil times for
some reason or other. DMany causes contribute
to the present depression, but it is there and has
to be dealt with ; and I think that the Govern-
ment ought to aerlouali consider the present
position of the industry, and do something really
substantial and creditable to encourage it, like
the Government has done for other industries in
the past. The dairying and pastoral industries
have been helped and developed by subsidies as
well as by grants, which have placed them
in a good position and enabled those engaged
in them to earn a fair remuneration ; and
I claim not merely as
8 pauper’s dole, but as a right—that the Go-
vernment bhﬂl]ld at the present time consider
the number of unemployed there is on most of
our mining fields, and not only push on these
railways to agricultural districts and mining
fields as well, but do something to help the
mining industry through the present depressed
conditions, and place it on a better footing. I
hope during the present session to have an
opportunity of helping through some of this
useful and much needed legislation, which will
help to make the lives of the men and women
in Queensland better, help them to earn an
honest living, to live in comfort, and to bring up
their children so that they shall be a credit to
the State, and that the men and women of
Queensland in the future will fare better than
they have done in the past.

HoxoUrABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. JACKSON (Kennedy): The charge is
sometimes made that hon. mewmbers in this
House often speak to the gallery. I do not
think that a charge of that sort can be wade
to-night, when we look up and see the empty
benches in the gallery. I believe, however, that
the absence of ladies and others on this occasion
is due not to the unimportance of the debate, but
to the inclemency of the weather. I would like
first of all to congratulate the new members of
this House on the excellent speeches which they
have delivered. (Hear, hear!} From the clear-
ness with which they have expressed themselves
T think they will become creditable members of
this House. I am the first member who has
risen from this side to speak to-day. It some-
times happens that the Opposition charge us
with beicg muzzled. I have been listening to
the observations made by the various speakers
on the Address in Reply, and I have noticed
that the older members of the House have
pretty well confined their remarks to the con-
stitutional question; while the new members,
and very naturally ton, covered a wider ground,
and dealt very largely with the Governor’s
Speech. As the Governor’s Speech is very
much a repetition of the Speech which was
delivered last year, and gives a précis of the
various Bills that were forecast last year, there is
no occasion for the older members to deal with
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these measures, because we had that opportu-
nity last session. And although it is a con-
venient opportunity, when an Address in Reply
is moved, for members to deal with matters
connected with their electorates, I do not
think it would be fair on this occasion for
myself to cover any wider ground than the
great constitutional question that has been so
much discussed during the present week. There
are, as I have said, very many questions that a
member would like to discuss, but opportunities
will be given as the session proceeds to deal with
questions affecting one’s electorate and with the
legislation indicated. 'There are two reasons
why I think we should not indulge in any
particular discursiveness during this debate,
We should remember that, as I have said,
the constitutional question is the big question
before the House, and we should also re-
member that we are in the ninth month of
the financial year, and there is a great deal
of work to be done, for the Xstimates have to
be passed agnin, and we have a very large bill
of fare indicated in the Governor’s Speech. Now,
I have risen not so mnuch for the purpose of
making original observations on the constitutional
question, but for the purpose of giving a few
quotations and precedents. I may say now that
1 have no special veneration for precedents, laws,
customs, or opinions unless those precedents,
laws, customs, and opinions appeal to my reason.
A man’s reason should really be his final court
of appeal. My view of the question is, firstly,
that no Ministers should be in office after Supply
has been refused. Secondly, there should be
no dissolution after Supply has been refused.
Thirdly, there should Le no State money ex-
pended by the Government after Supply has
been refused. Now, with regard to the first
assertion that I made, that no Minister should be
in office after Supply has been refused, I would
like to point out that the power of the purse, or
the right of granting Supply, has been the weapon
used for hundreds of years past by the House of
Commons to get rid of Ministers of the Crown
who were objectionable to the House. In the
fourteenth century the House of Commons told
one King to remove an obnoxious Minister—
Suffolk, the Chancellor—but he at first refused.

Mr. KEocH: That was a long time ago.

Mr. JACKSON : Yes, but there were brave
men in the House of Commons in those days.
The King said that at their behest he would not
remove the meanest scullion from his kitchen.
But Suffolk was first dismissed, and then im-
peached. The historian, commienting on the
incident, remarked that for many years after-
wards Parliaments were weak, and Kings and
their Ministers unscrupulous., In Klizabeth’s
reign, members of the House grew bolder, but
Wentworth was imprisoned, and memnbers were
frequently imprisoned for criticising the Crown.
Whipping, the pillory, slitting the nose, and ear-
cropping were frequently resorted to, and fines
of £12,000 were inflicted.

Mr. W. H. BARNES : T am afraid that nothing
like that would happen nowadays.

Mr. JACKSON : I do not think there is any
chance of anything like that happening nowa-
days. Charles I. once dissolved Parliament,
which only sat for three weeks. Now, I think
it is fortunate for us that we are living in
more democratic days, and the metnbers of the
House of Commons or the Legislative Assembly
can now discuss the Sovereign’s action without
running the risk of being subject to fines or
imprisonment, or any other of the methods of
punishment to which I have referred. I think
we are in a much more democratic century than
the men whom I have been referring to. I was
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going to point out that in these days we have
liberty of free speech, We have the right to
discuss the King or Governor, if we take the
proper means of doing so.

Mr. W, H. BarNEs : And yet your leader
referred to his actions as similar to things
existing in Russia.

Mr., JACKSON : It might have been fairly
true in connection with the point he was making.
But I am pointing out that we have the right, if
we desire to do so, to discuss the action of the
Crown. There may be a feeling amongst hon.
members that the King or Governor is not open
for discussion, The common idea is, of course,
that we should criticise the Ministers who gave
the King the bad advice as we might think, but,
as you are well aware, under a substantive
motion the action of the Governor is open for
criticism, and we have the right to criticise so
long as the motion is drawn in proper terms,
and proper language used in the debate. It is
then perfectly in order and perfectly parliamen-
tary to criticise the Governor, and to reflect
on his actions if we think fit todo so. I have no
wish during my remarks to say anything offensive
of His Excellency. I was very glad to hear the
Minister for Lands, in his speech last night,
speak in such nice terms of Lord Chelmsferd,
and those of us in this House who have come
into personal contact with His Excellency will
re-echo the words of that hon. gentleman.
Although I think the Governor made a mistake
in connection with this business, yet I have the
highest opinion, not only of himself as a kind
and hospitable gentleman, but of his ability.
All the same, we venture to think that he made
a mistake in accepting the advice which was
tendered to him by the late Premier, Mr, Philp.
This debate will be historic to some extent, or if
the debate is not historic, there is no doubt that
the circumstances which led up to it will be his-
toric in the future. 1 want to point out to hon.
members that this Address in Reply is not only
a vote of censure on the preceding Government,
but it is also a vote of censure on the Governor
of Queensland. That is the only conclusion one
can come to after reading the Address in Reply,
and it was expected, I believe, by the people of
Queensland that we should not remain content
with censuring the preceding Government, bhut
that some action should be taken by the repre-
sentatives of the people in connection with the
Governor who granted a dissolution of Parliament
under the circumstances which existed last year.
In order to show hon, members, in a few words,
that what I have stated is correct—that is, that
the Address in Reply is really a censure on His
Excellency—I would ask them to consider what
the Address affirms. First, it affirms that the
last Parliament was justified in refusing Supply ;
sccondly, it affirins that the Governor should
not have dissolved a newly-elected Parliament
able to carry on business; thirdly, it affirms
that the Goovernor’s action 1n dissolving Parlia-
ment was injurious to the best interests of the
State. That is a very strong indictment, but I
suppose every one of those assertions can be
proved. TFourthly, the Address affirms that the
House disapproves of the late Government’s
methods of obtaining control of £687,000 of
public money ; fifthly, it aflirms that the Gover-
nor should only exercise his prerogative in
accordance with the will of a majority of this
House. Those are briefly the assertions con-
tained in the Address in Reply. I want to
go through those various assertions, and justify
them as briefly as I can. In order to justify
the first assertion—that the last Parliament was
justified in refusing Supply—it is necessary to
explain briefly why the present Government re-
signed. We all know, of course, what led up to
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the resignation of the present Premier ; but it is
necessary toplace the reason cn record in order
to make my argument continuous. We know
that the Premier went to the Governor and gave
him certain advice—that is, he advised the
Governor to grant him the power to remove
obstruction in the Upper Chamber—and the
Governor declining to take that advice, there
was no alternative left but for the Hon. W.
Kidston to tender his resignation. I Lknow it
has been said that he could have followed the
example of Mr. Ballance, of New Zealand ; but
it is generally held by people with whom I have
come in contact that the Premier took the
most manly and honourable course in tender-
ing his resignation to the Governor, instead of
asking the Imperial Government to intervene.
Personally, I think the Premier took the
correct view of the matter. Asregardsthe claim
made by the Premier that the Governor should
have given him the right to nominate members
to the Upper House, I shail give one or two
quotations in support of that contention. I
have not risen for the purpose of making any
original observations, but for the purpose of
placing on record the opinions of constitutional
authorities and eminent writers on the subject.
If it can be shown that the Premier in the old
country has the right to nominate men to the
House of Peers, then I think it follows that the
Prime Minister in this State has the same right
as regards the Legislative Council.  If that right
exists in the old country, then the democrats
of Queeusland will claim that the same right
exists here. My first quotation is from Walter
Bagehot’s ‘“ English Constitutions,” where the
writer says-—

The ordinary and common use of the peer creating
power is in the hands of the Premier.

My second selection is from the work of Sir
Richard Anson, D.C.L., entitled “The Law
and Custom of the Constitution.” At page 179
Sir Richard says—

With regard to restrictions on the Crowi’s right to
create peers, one may say that the right to confer the
dignity of the peerage is as to the United Kingdom un-
limited.

‘We know that under our Constitution there is
no limit to the number of members of the Legis-
lative Council.

Mr. W. H. BArNES : There has always been
an understanding on that subject.

Mr. JACKSON : I do not know that there
has been an understanding, and I do not think
the hon. member can show that there has
been any understanding on the question. Can
the hon. member give me any authority for his
statement ?

Mr. W. H. BarNES : No; the very fact that
it is an understanding shows that I cannot give
you an authority for the statement.

Mr. JACKSON : Again, Sir Richard Anson,
at page 298, says—

The Queen might, without exceeding her legal rights,
double or treble the number of the House of Lords.
This prerogative is one which we are in the habhit of
regarding as a more practical safeguard of the Cousti-
tution than the Royal veto on legislation, because from
time to time the House ot Lords delays measures which
a considerable number desire to be passed, and the
ultimate resort to a creation of peersis then regarded
with satisfaction by those who favour the measure
delayed.

Lord Brougham makes the following observa-
tions on the subject of the creation of peers :—

This prerogative has, upon several occasions, been
exercised to influence the proceedings in Parliament.
Lord Oxford carried a (uestion of importance in the
Lords by a sudden creation of twelve peers, in the reign
of Queen Anne. JMr. Pitt greatly extended the influence
of the Crown in the House of Commons, and diminished
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the importance of that hody, by transferring many of
his adherents among the landed gentlemen to the
Upper Ifouse. In recent times the Government, of
which I formed a part. backed by a large majority of
the Commons and of the people out of doors, carried
the Reform Biil through the Lords by the power which
IIis late Majesty had conferred upor us of an unlimited
creation of peers at any stage of the measure.

The Premier’s action in making the recommenda-
tion to the (overnor which he did is supported
by the authorities T have quoted;
[9.30 p.m.] and, when we consider how the
Philp Governmeut were brought
into power last year, seeing that they were in a
minority in the House, the statement made in the
Address, that the last Parliament was justified
in refusing Supply, is amply borne out. The
next statement in the Address is that the
Governor should not have dissolved a newly-
elected Parliament able to carry on business.
Well, I think the arguments I have already
brought forward bear out that contention. The
next statement is—
That a course was adopted injurious to the Dbest in-
terests of the State.

The Premier, in the course of his speech, dealt
with that matter very satisfactorily. But the
best interests of the State were not only injured
by the dissolution because railways were not put
through the House, and because other things
were not done, but what is of as much im-
portance as the material interests that I have
just referred to is the fact that the dissolution
was an injury to the State from the constitu-
tional point of view.

We desire to place on record our disapproval of the
methods employed to obtain control of £687,060 of
public moneys.

I would like to read one or two quotations on
that point. Butbefore I deal with thatpoint there
is another to which I wish to refer. The leader
of the Opposition quoted some precedents from
“Todd.” His desire was to show that our
Governor was justified in dissolving Parliament,
although Supply was not granted. e quoted
very extensively from * Todd,” dealing with the
well-known case in 1877 in New South Wales,
when Sir Hercules Robinson refused to grant a
dissolution unless Supply was granted. But the
leader of the Opposition did not make out a
good case in that quotation. It practically did
not bear out his argument at all. The only
exception that was taken to Sir Hercules
Robinson’s action by Sir Erskine May was to
the form in which he dealt with the proposal
that came from his Primme Minister in connection
with the dissolution. In that year Sir Hercules
Robinson refused on two occasions to grant a
dissolution unless Supply was first granted;
and the only censure—1if it were a censure—which
was passed upon him by the home authorities
was that hie should not have made the condition
that Supply should first be granted, He should
have said whether he would grant a dissolution
or not without making that condition. There
have not been many cases, as the leader of the
Opposition tried to make out, where dissolutions
have been granted when Supply has been refused.
T only know of two. There was one case in New
South Wales in 1872—a very well-known case
indeed, when Lord Belmore was Governor. I
think it would be interesting if T referred to
this case, because what happened in New South
‘Wales in 1872 has happened here within the last
few weeks. Lord Belmore dissolved the New
South Wales Parliament without Supply being
granted. Mr. Piddington had moved an amend-
ment for an address to the Governor, protesting
against a dissolution, and it was carried by
38 to 19. Now, the same procedure was
adopted here by Mr. Kidston. He moved an
address, as we all know, asking the Governor
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not to dissolve Parliament; and it was carried
by a very large majority. But in New South
Wales, on the occasion referred to, the House
was prorogued the same day before the Address
could be presented. The House was dissolved
a few days afterwards, and the Government
paid the civil servants by an arrangement with
the Bank of New South Wales. The civil
servants were paid by the Philp Government
directly, on the Governor’s warrant, I under-
stand. In New South Wales the Government
do not appear to have been game to do what the
Philp Government did. T believe there was an
Executive minute passed approving of the
arrangement that the Bank of New South Wales
proposed to make withthecivilservants, whogave
a kind of order on the Government to the bank
for their salaries when Parliament voted them.
Although the Government of New South Wales
did not take the high-handed course of daring to
pay the civil servants when the money had not
been appropriated, the electors showed their in-
dignation with regard to what the Govern-
ment had done by rejecting them at the
polls, just in the same way as the electois
of (Queensland treated the Philp Govern-
ment only a few weeks ago. The Government
resigned in New Souath Wales—they did not
wait to meet the new Parliament—just in the
same way as the Philp Government resigned
before the House met. A writer, in giving an
account of this incident in New South Wales,
states that the new Assembly, notwithstanding
such resignation, passed and placed on record
by thirty-six to eleven an emphatic condemna-
tion of the proceedings of the retiring Govern-
ment, including, specifically, the transaction
entered into with the bank for the payment of
the civil servants without the authority of Par-
liament. I believe the people of Queensland
expected some action to be taken by this House,
not only in connection with the action of the
Governmment, bat in connection with the action
of the Governor. We are going a little further
than the Parliament of New South Wales.
They were satisfied with censuring the retiring
Government,

Mr. W. H, Barnes : If you thought that was
sufficient, would that not be the proper thing
now?

Mr. JACKSOXN : I am not arguing that that
was sufficient in 1872. I am only pointing out
that they considered then that it was sufficient.
1But, as { have already explained, the Govern-
ment in New Socuth Wales did not use puablic
money, the same as the Philp Government have
done, but they made an arrangement with the
bank, and therefore were not so guilty as the
Philp Governinent.

The PrEMIER : They dodged the q-uestion.

Mr. W. H. Bar~Nes : The money was paid, so
where was the difference ?

Mr. JACKSON: We are supposed to be
living in a more democratic age than the people
of thirty-six years ago; and I am not sure
whether the Parliament of New South Wales
should not have taken stronger action than they
did as a protest against the action of Lord
Belmore. Lord Belimore evidently thought that
he had made a great blunder, because heleft the
colony—in fact, he left before Parliament met.
He thought it was desirable so to do. With re-
gard to the question of the Government spend-
ing public money that has not heen appro-
priated by Parliament, an authority on that
subject might be interesting to the House.
On the question of dissolution without Supply
being granted, I have not given any authority
on that very important matter, but I propose to
place on record the opinion of Lord Brougham,
because, after all, the question of dissolution by
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the Governor without Supply first being granted
is the crux of the whole position. Now, Lord
Brougham, in *‘ The British Constitution,” on
page 261, says—

The Sovereign can choose whom he pleases for his
Ministers, dismiss them when he pleases, and appoint
whom he pleases to suceeed them. But then if the
Houses of Parliament refuse their confidence to the
persons thus named, or require the return to office of
those so removed, the Sovereign cannot avoid yvielding,
else they have the undoubted power of stopping the
whole course of Government,

And again he says—

Over the Parliament tbus essential to the adminis-
tration of public affairs the Sovereign no doubt has
great influence. IIe can at any moment dissolve it,
provided the BMuriny Bill is passed, and the necessary
Supplies are granted.

Lord Brougham there lays down a condition that
the King can only dissolve Parliament provided
Supplies are first granted. That is the consti-
tutional procedure. Now, with regard to spend-
ing money not appropriated by Parliament, the
authority from whom I quoted at an earlier stage
says—

It is enough to say that none of the public money—
that is, of the money constituting the revenue of the
Crown—is paid except by parlinmentary authority.

In another place he says——
The sums voted to meet the Army, Navy. and Civil

Service Estimates cannot be legally paid uuntil they are
embodied in the Appropriation Act,

And further on again he says—

If Parliament did uot appropriate the Supplies of the
vear to specific purposes, the money which comes in on
account of the various items of taxation could not
legally be paid out to meetthe services nfthe year, except
in the case of such charges mpon the revenue as arve
permanently authorised by statute.

Now, it is clearly laid down by all constitu-
tional writers that woney must be appropriated.
Tt is not sufficient, for instance, that the Lower
House should pass an estimate, or even pass a
Sapply Bill. Tt must be an Appropriation Bill
passed by both Houses. It must become law
and receive the assent of the Sovereign before
the Government is justified in expending a penny
of the money.

Mr, CaweBeLn: The Kidston Government
expended £250,000 for railway material without
authority.

Mr. Woops : They knew they had a majority
behind them.

Mr. JACKSON: Of course it has been the
custom to spend what is known as unforeseen ex-
penditure.

Mr. CAMPBELL: What is the use of quoting
that authority ?

Mr. JACKSOXN :
method.
Mr. CAMPBELL : But you have contravened it.

Mr. JACKSON : The Governinent that spent
that money had the confilence of the House. I
am not receding from the position. I say that
action is unconstitutional and irregular, that
money should not be expended without appro-
priation, and that we should get on to the same
track as the House of Commons, where Supple-
mentary Fstimates are brought in before the end
of the financial year. But we have got nto a
loose way of spending money, and then asking
the following session for an appropriation. I
am not defending that custom. I say it is
wrong.

Mr. CaympBELL : Why should you censure one
Governmentwhile other Governments areequally
blameable ?

That is the constitutional
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Mr., JACKSON : This is a very different
matter. In the case of the Philp Government
Supply was actually refused by Parliament, and
everyone knows that, according to the practice
which has grown np here, an estimate is only an
estimate, and it has generally been considered
allowable to exceed the amount of the estimate.
But all the same, when the amount voted is ex-
hausted that money should be brought in as a
s_upplementary estimate before the close of the
financial year. To get over the difficulty it
woula be necessary for us to meet in May or June
and appropriate the money which had been spent
without an appropriation,

Mr. CavpBeLL : The £250,000 was for railway

material for railways that have only been tabled
to-day.
. Mr. JACKSON : Now I come to the most
important statement in the Address in Reply.
It states that the Governor can only exercise
his prerogative in accordance with the will of
the majority of the House. Exception has been
taken to that by hon. members, and I think by
some constitutional writers too, that if a prin-
ciple of that sort were conceded, it would enable
the House to take the power of dissolution from
the hands of the Governor into its own hands.
The Premier, when he was speaking the other
day, whilst contending forthis principle which
has been embodied in the Address, seemed to
admit that there might be special cases in which
even the majority of the House should not con-
trol the Governor or King in connection with
the prerogative of dissolution

Mr. W. H. BarNES: There have been many
cases.

Mr, JACKSON : T am simply pointing out
the logical conclusion that I am going to draw
from this assertion inthe Address in Reply, and
that is that a principle of this kind really does
take away from the Crown the prerogative of
dissolution. But there is another conclusion
that one may draw from it, and it is this: If we
concede this principle, it will also take away the
power from the Premier of dissolving Parlia-
ment. I would ask hon. members to note that
conclusion. That is to say, that if the Premier of
the day wanted a dissolution, whether he had
Supply or not, if he could not get a majority he
would not be justified in asking the Governor for
a dissolution,

Mr. CaMPBELL: Do you think that would be
a good position ?

Mr. JACKSON : T think it would be a good
position. It may nnt be the position held by
most writers on the Constitution, but we know
that the British Constitution has been broadened
from precedent to precedent. A docirine that
might have been regarded as absurd fifty years
ago is accepted to-day. In the same way, a
principle which we affirm now, aud whieh may
seem outragecus and wrong, may be regarded as
quite right ina few years’ time. I would like to
ask why the majority in a House should not
control its own dissolution? Why should not
members have the right to say that their Parlia-
ment shall last for three years? As a matter
of fact, we are supposed to be returned for a
three years’ terin., Why should it be in the
power of any Premier to go to the Governor and
advise a dissolution before the end of that term ?
. Mr. CaupBeLn: It might be in the best
interests of the country.

Mr. JACKSON : It might be, but I would
sooner trust the majority of the House to say
what were the best interests of the country than
any one man. I am supporting the principle
embodied in the Address in Reply, that a dis-
solution should not be granted except by the

L. Jackson.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply.

wish of the majority of the House. We cannot
ignore the other fact, that the same principle
logically fotlowed out will prevent the Premier
of the day, no matter who he may be, from try-
ing to coerce the members of the House to vote
in a certain way under the threat of a dissolution.
It is often said in Parliament, ““There is the
Premier trying to force us to vote for a particu-
lar measure by holding the threat of dissolution
over us.” I think it is a reasonable thing that
when members of Parliament are elected for
three years they should be there for three years
—it is’a very short time—and leave it to theelec-
tors to say whether they have doneright or wrong.
T have taken up more time than I intended ; the
quotations I have read have made my speech
very much longer than I expected it to be. I
may say, in conclusion, that although the consti-
tutional question has been debated to a large
extent during the last few days, it has really
been settled by the people of Queensland at the
general election. But all the same, it will be of
interest to those who may read Hansard in the
days to come, Similar cases may occur in the
future, and it will be of great interest to our
successors to find out what actually took place,
and what the reasons were for and against the
dissolution. As to the propesed legislation men-
tioned in the Governor’s Speech, if we feel in-
clined we can get through a great deal of work
in a very short time, and I hope that during the
next two or three months we shall get through
the programme laid before us by the Govern-
ment,

# Mr. MULLAN (Charters Towers): As there
is a general desire to conclude the debate to-
night, in order that we may get on to the railway
proposals next week, I will only occupy your
attention for a very short time. In the first
place, I would like to congratulate the Govern-
ment on the fact that they have placed in the
forefront of their programme for the session a
policy of railway construction. At the present
time there is a very great depression in the gold-
mining industry in the North, particularly at
Charters Towers, and that has thrown a large
number of men out of employment. The low
price of industrial metals hasalso had a similar
effect. The sugar industry, which usually
absorbs a great amount of surplus labour, em-
ploys very little at this tinie of the year, so you
will see that we are really in a very bad way,
and that this is a very opportune time to von-
struct railways in order to alleviate the distress,
which is very great in the North. In this con-
nection I would like to refer to a remark
made by the hon. member for Moreton last
evening, when he asked, Where were the men
to build these railways? That was an absurd
question for any member to ask, but it is
the kind of question usually asked.by members
of the Opposision. They recognise the iron law
of supply and demand, that when there is a de-
ficiency of labour in any line wages will go up,
and that when there is a surplus of labour they
will go down. Therefore, the conclusion they
come to is that if railways are constracted there
is a probability that wages may increase. Evi-
dently, the hon. member does not desire to see
an increase in wages. We on this side do desire
to see it, and therefore we ave perfectly consis-
tent when we say there is sufficient labour in the
State for the construction of those railways, and
if it is necessary to increase the wages of labour
a little, so much the better for the men con-
cerned. The hon. member wants to see a policy
of immigration introduced before the railways
are constructed, so that, if there is a large sur-
plus of labour, wages will go down.

Mr. CAMPBELL: What about the
States?

United
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Mr. MULLAN : The example of the United
States need not be quoted. There are more
paupers and millionaires there in proportion
to the population than in any other conntry in
the world. Another matter which has been dis-
cussed during the debate is the Upper House,

r ““another place ”"—I do not know what is the
proper method of describing it here, The three
parties went to the country with three distinet
and different proposals to deal with that House.
The proposal of the leader of the Opposition has
been absolutely wiped out by the electors. The
proposal of the Lahour party was to abolish the
Upper House altogether. I believe in that
principle as the surest aud the best, but if we
cannot get the whole of the House to assist us in
abolishing the other Chamber, we are prepared
to support a method which will pluck its fangs for
the time being, and render it practically useless.
That was the constitutional referendam, Our
party advocated abolition, but gave it to be

distinetly understood that they

[10 p.m.] would support the policy of the

Premier if they could not have their
own, so clearly and unmistaltably the majority
in the country decided in favour of the method
which is to be proposed. But whilst I am pre-
pared to support that proposal, I recognise that
it does not go far enongh, and 1 think it is only
2 matter of time when, after the introduction
of the proposal and the uselessness of the other
House is demoustrated, it will be completely
wiped out altogether. I hold, notwithstanding
the fact that I am prepared to conditionally
support the proposal of the Premier, that his
systemn does not represent the best way in
which the matter can be treated. For instance,
why should a measure have to be sent back to
the country for sanction if the representatives
were |sent here to do a certain thing, and they
passed the Bill? Why should it be necessary
to send that Biil back to the count:y simply
because the men in another place were disposed
toreject it ? I say if thereis to be a referendum
at all, that referendum or appeal to the people
should be direct from this Chamber, and not
from the other Chamber, which, in my opinion,
15 useless. It is perfectly clear that if this
House is in the future, as is asserted under the
method proposed by the leader of the Govern-
ment, able to insist on the passage of a Bill, the
other House must become useless, and if it is
useless, why should we retain it? You may say
it is harmless.

Mr. HaMinTox : It is expensive.

_ Mr. MULLAX : It is expensive, as my friend
interjects, and why should the taxpayer be
called upon to defray the unnecessary expense
of a House which would practically be us:less?
I think the proper method of dealing with it is
to wipe it out altogether,

Mr. HaMiLToN : Hear, hear!

Mr. MULLAN: And so long as the House
exists as a nominee Chamber—which, although
nominee, is ten times better than the system
proposed by Mr. Philp—so long will it be a
block on the wheels of progress. Why do we
have triennial Parliaments? Because we think
if we had Parliaments of longer duration we
would get out of touch with electors, Yet many
men in another place were appointed nearly forty
years ago by the most Conservative of Govern-
ments that ever sat on the Treasury benches of
Queensland, and these men so appointed, who
are supposed to be a check on hasty legislation,
are a block on progress in Queensland to-day.
It is absurd.

B 2. CAMPBELL: What about your own people
during the last three or four years?
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Mr. MULLAXN : I bad not the appoinment
of them, or some of them would never have got
there. (Laughter.) The hon. member for Albert
last night, in dealing with another matter, said
anything that is possible in Canada should be
possible here. Let us follow his argument to its
logical conclusion. If it be possitle for the
States of Canada to get on with one Chamber, it
should also be possible for Queensland to get
on with one Chamber. Seeing that one of the
States in Canada, which has only one Chamber
—Ontario—has a population of nearly 2,500,000,
it is a reasonable proposition to suppose that
Queensland with a little over half a million
should also be able to manage very well with one
Chawmber, Then, again, Canada can get on
very well with Lieutenant-Governors, and I
think if it be possible for Canada to do it we
also should be able to do it, and probably if we’
had been doing it we might not have had the
trouble to endure that Queensland has just

" passed through ; because I consider now that we

have a Federal Government and a Governor-
General, a Lieutenant-Governor would meet all
our requirenients ; and, whilst I have no desire
to sever those ““silken bonds,” which have been
rather grandiloquently referred to by our
friends

Mr. W. H. BARNES : Are you sure you have
no desire?

Ar. MULLAX : I have none, and I am just
as much in favour of the consolidation of the
British Empire as my friend, but I think it
would be to our advantage if we had Lieutenant-
Governors instead of (fovernors, and the Lieu-
tenant-Governors were to be elected or appointed
from the men of Queensland.

Mr. Hayiutox : Hear, hear !

Mr. Lesina : That will clear the way for Sir
Arthur.

Mr. MULLAN : A good deal has been said
about the postal vote, and I am very glad the
Government propose to wipe it out altogether, I
can claim to have had considerable experience in
connection with that matter—in conuection with
Townsville and Charters Towers, the two most
notorously canvassed places of any electorates
in the State, The leader of the Opposition
would not occupy his seat in this House to-day
but for the unfairness of the system of the pustal
vote. Not only so, but, as we noticed by a
question which was answered by the Iome
Secretary the other day, if the law when intro-
duced in connection with the postal vote had
imposed penalties commensurate with the
grievous offences that have been committed,
many of the immediate supporters of the gentle-
man who now represents the postal vote of
Townsville would probably be in gaol.

Mr, CaypBerL: That has happened every-
where.

Mr. MULLAN : It has happened to a greater
extent at Townsville and Charters Towers than
at any other place in the State. Itisbeyond the
conception of all honest men to think of the
methods that were employed in connection with
this postal vote at Charters Towers. The condi-
tions there, I will admit, lent themselves in an
extraordinary degree to it. There is one firm
there which controls, perhaps, the majority of
the mines, All or nearly all the managers are
the profeised followers of the same brand of
politics as the boss —or the joss, as they are
called there. The result of this is that these
men have held sway in the mines. And what
do they do? Be it said to their discredit,
nearly every mine manager on Charters Towers
was practically under the thumb of a certain
agency there, The manager went round and
took a list of the wives of the men employed

Mr. Mullan.]
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in his mine, calling at each individual house, and
practically by intimidation and everything short
of personal violence coerced those women to
record their votesin favour of his side. My
friend may smile. We have challenged contra-
diction on the public platform. T amnot saying
it under the shelter of this House ; T have said
it in Charters Towers,

%\T‘;r. Pagrr: How many postal votes did you
get ?

Mr. MULLAN : We got something over 800,

Mr, CaxpBeLL: You tried to prove your case
before the Elections Tribunal, and you failed.

Mr. MULLAN : I am not responsible for it
being tried before the Flections Tribunal. My
friend asked me how many postal votes we got,
I do not think it is a pertinent question, for this
reason: that we did it in self-defence, and for
our existence as a party. We had to try to

secure postal votes; and I claim that we secured .

them by honest means, and not by the despicable
methods resorted to by your party.

Mr. PagEr: Always virtuous.

Mr. MULLAN: If we had resorted to
those despicable methods, which we did not,
it would have been justifiable. And for
this reason: If my friend who interjects
met a man when going home to-night and
this man said to him, ““ Look here, you will have
to {:‘xght a duel with me. I will give you your
chomg of one of these modern revolvers, or if
you like you can take a pop-gun.” What would
our friend select? Would he select the anti-
quated weapon, or would he take the up-to-date
weapon? I think he would take the up-to-date
weapon just as any other person would do.

Mr. PAGET interjected.

Mr. MULLAN : At any rate, your party
went under at the election.

Mr. CaypBELL: It is a good thing yours did
not win.

Mr. MULLAX : In Charters Towers a perfect
reign of terror existed during the last election.

Mr. MurcaHY: It was the same at Gympie.

Mr. MULLAN : Every day was polling-day,
and every house in Charters Lowers was a
polling-booth, The tyranny that was 1esorted
to was never resorted to by any party in Queens-
land, or out of it, before in order to secure the
return of their candidates. Then, not content
with that, when we beat them fair and square,
despite the odds against 1s, as we were poor men
and they were rich men, they turned round and
stooped to the meanness of sacking the men who
had the hardihood and courage to assert their
manhood, and say what they thought in connec-
tion with the political situation.

Mr, W. H. Bar~gs: That is only your state-
ment.

Mr. MULLAN : It is my statement, but it
cannot be contraverted. You cannot contravert
it. I challenge you to do so. The wires are at
your disposal, and you can telegraph to Charters
Towers, and my opponents will confirm the
statements which I make here to-night. In con-
neciion with this pestal vote, or rather the
amendment of the Elections Act, I very much
regret that a clanse has not been introduced to
deal with canvassers. I quite recognise that
there is a principle involved in sending that Bill
back to the Legislative Council in the same way
in which it was rejected by that Chamber s but I
do hope that in the very immediate future some
steps will be taken to introduce a clause into
that Bill making it impossible for anybody to go
round canvassing on behalf of any candidate.
There are only two fair and square ways in
which an election should be conducted, and they
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are on the public platform and through the Press.
There are a great many methods of beating a
candidate, but I know of none so despicable and
none so degrading as that of the political—I do
not know what to call him—political assassin or
scoundrel who goes round and whispers a false-
hood concerning a candidate to an elector,

Mr. CAMPBELL : Your side are very excellent
at that sort of game.

Mr. Barser: They cannot hold a candle to

you.

Mr. MULLAN : Our side have something
good and something noble to fight for. Your
friends have not that advantags, and conse-
quently they have to stoop to the methods of
which I speak. A canvasser whispers these
falsehoods into the ears of an elector in such a
way that a man has no chance of meeting them.
I had some experience of it in Charters Towers,

Mr. CaMPBELL: No side uses intimidation like
your own side.

Mr. MULLAN« What power have we got to
resort to intimidation? We have no money, no
influence, we have no work to give, and we have
no men employed to sack, and we have no scur-
rilous Press to back us up. What chance have
we to intimidate anyone ? We have to resort to
something better than that, and we resort to it
successfully too.

My, CaypBELL : What about the intimidation
of your organisations?

Mr. MULLAN : I will give my friend who
interjects a sample of the intimidation for which
he was responsible. I dare say he had ahand in
the appointment of those illustrions 300 odd jus-
tices of the peace. (Laughter.) When a Govern-
ment assumess the responsibility of conducting an
election, in my opinion that Government is
sworn to administer the affairs of this country
fearlessly and impartially as between man and
man ; but your Government, which administered
the affairs of Queensland during the three acci-
dental months that you were in power—how did
they administer it ?

Mr. CaAMPBELL: Just as you describe.

Mr. MULLAN : Just as T am going to de-
scribe. Just so.

Mr. CAMPBELL : As you described just now-—
fearlessly and impartially.

Mr. MULLAN : Here is the way you did it.
At Charters Towers, about which I can speak
specifically, you appointed seventeen justices of
the peace. IEvery man of these seventeen
justices was a political agent. Iivery man of
them: was nominated by the Hlectoral Associa-
tion at Charters Towers. Not one of those men
was ever known to be a friend of the Labour
party, whilst every man of them was a pledged
supporter of yours. What greater and what
clearer demonstration of impartiality was ever
shown than that?

Mr. CaMppELL : Were any of yours rejected ?

Mr. MULLAN : We did not nominate any.
We never asked for them. We never expected
that the Government would have descended to
such despicable methods, and we never thought
they would take advantage of it, but your party
took advantage of it, You were playing a huge
gamble, as you thought it was the chance of your
lives. You thought that if you could once
scramble into office as a result of this gamble,
you would resort to legislation similar to your
administration, and thus manags to keep the
reins of power for an indefinite period. But
you were very unsuccessful, I am very pleased
to say. I am not eager to rnsh in with praise
for any Administration, but I will say this
of the Administration which now manages the



Address in Reply.

affairs in this State: that they are to be con-
gratulated for their justice and honesty in
repudiating this unmanly act of the late Ad-
ministration. A more gross violation of the
administration of Queensland, I might say, if
I were permitted, and a more corrupt act has
never been committed in Queensland than the
appointment of those justices of the peace by
the late Administration. I therefore think that
the Kidston Goverament is to be complimented
and congratulated on repudiating that act; and
I hope they will go further and repudiate, so
far as the Constitution and so far as the law
will allow, every administrative act committed
by the Philp Administration.
Mr, CaMPBELL : That is your opinion.

Mr. MULLAN : Yes, and I have a right to
my opinion. If a man has an opinion he should
not be afraid of expressing it.

Mr. CauPBELL : He should be fair, anyhow.

Mr. MULLAN: There is no room for a
middle sourse in polities to-day.
Mr. CaupBELL: There is for a fair course.

Mr. MULLAN: Evidently you were not
capable of conducting a fair course when you had
the opportunity as one of the administrators of
Queensland. With regard to the Wages Boards
Bill, I consider this Bill is most desired in the
interests of social justice, and I think it is unfair
for the farmers to say that it should not be
imposed on them. I claim that the clause which
included the farming industries should be just ag
readily imposed as those which include the
mining industry, which is also a primary in-
industry.

A TanotrR MEMBER : Or the pastoralists.

Mr. MULLAN : Yes; or the pastoralists.
The pastoralists are now affected by the Federal
law. Why should the farmer be exempt from
this law ? Who in this State is more comfortable
than the farmer? Who 1is more socalistic than
the farmer when he wants assistance from the
State ? In every conceivable way the farmer has
been spoonfed, time and again.  Why, £21,000
per annum is now being paid in subsidies to a
line of steamers to call here and take away the
farmers’ produce to the best markets in the
world.

Mr. W, H. BARNEs: What experience of
farming have you had?

Mr. MULLAXN : Perhaps I have had more
than the hon. member. I had the privilege to
be born on a farm—(laughter)—and I know
something about it, and T am not ashamed of it.
Some £25,000,000, roughly speaking, have been
spent in railway construction to assist the farm-
ing industry, and those railways have helped to
develop farming areas, and have enormously in-
creased the values of those areas. I do not
begrudge that to the farmer. I say the farmer is
entitled to all that, and I would give him more,
but, I ask, why should the State assist the far-
mers, whv should farmers be spoonfed at the
expense of the taxpayer, if the farm labourer is
not also assisted and protected by money from
the same source ?” That is a reasonable proposi-
tion. The farmer is a rank socialist when it
suits his purpose to be so, and heis an equally
rabid individealist when you ask him to give a
fair deal to his men. Why should a farmer be
able to ‘““sweat” his employees any more than a
factory-owner? Of course, I Lknow that our
friends tell us that they do not *‘sweat” their
employees. If they do not, then why should
they be afraid of the Wages Boards Bill? It is
optional, not mandatory. They need not come
under it if the persons engaged in the industry
do not desire to do so. The employee in the
farming industry is not likely to do anything
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which will injure the industry in which he is
engaged. He will be a reasonable and moderate
man, and will ask for no better conditions than
the industry can afford. I believe that once the
Bill is passed, if it is properly administered, the
farmers, of all men in the State, will most
appreciate it.  With regard to old age pensions,
I should like to make a few passing allusions te
them. The indigence allowance as it stands
to-day is not satisfactory, and is not acceptable
to Queensianders. We want an old age pension,
s0 that when a man has lived a certain time in
Queensland and has attained a certain age, he
shall be able to obtain an old age pension as a
right, and not as acharity. I hope thatno harsh
conditior:s will be imposed in connection with
the granting of old age pensions. In the
administration of the present indigence allowance
a single man is treated better than amarried man,
and it was proposed in the Old Age Pensions
Bill introduced last session to treat a single
man better than a married man. At the present
time penalties are imposed on married men
which should not be possible. If a bachelor is
suffering from infirmity or old age, and asks for
the indigence allowance, he invariably gets it,
but if a married man applies for the allowance
he is refused it on the ground, perhaps, that he
has a son or a daughter doing well somewhere,
and the onus is thrown upon him of proving
that he has no means and no one to maintain
him. That is deliberately imposing a penalty
npon a man because he has got married and has
discharged his respousibilities to the State, If
one man should be favoured more than another,
it is the man who has discharged his responsi-
bility to the State and brought up a family,
rather than the man who has remained a bache-
lor. T hope that the Bill to be introduced will
provide a reasonable rate of pension, so that our
aged people may be able to live in decency and
comfort, I hope also that the system which is
adopted in connection with many other Acts
will not be adopted in the Old Age Pen-
sions Bill,tha t is, the system of making Bris-
bane the standard as to the cost of living,
but that some medium place in the State
will be taken as the standard. While on this
subject, I may say that the leader of the late
Government promised that he would increase
the indigence allowance to 10s. a week. When
he made that promise the old people threw up
their hats and hecame extravagant, anticipating
that they would receive the 10s. a week imnmedi-
ately, and some of them managed to get an ad-
vance on the strength of that promise by Mr.
Philip. They have, however, not received that
increased rate up to the present time. I hope
the present Government will do something to
balance the matter, because these old people
have really been ‘‘ had,” and it would be only a
fair thing if the Government paid them the ad-
ditional amount necessary to bring up the
allowance to 10s, a week, say, from lst January
last. Ten shillings a week is little enough in all
conscience to keep body and soul together in a
place like Queensland.

Mr. W, H. Bagrxgs: The Government you
are supporting paid 2s. 6d. a week to some
people.

GovERNMENT MEMBERS : So did your Govern-
ment.

Mr. MULLAN : I do not know anything
about that, but T know that 10z a week is little
enough, and T hope the party the hon. mmember
for Bulimba supports will never have an oppor-
tunity of paying 2s. 6d. a week. Now, Ishould
like to make afew remarks regarding the mining
industry, At the present time there is a great
depression in the mining industry, particularly
in goldmining, at Croydon, Charters Towers,
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and Gympie. The present depression is cer-
tainly the greatest that has occurred in that
industry since I have been in the Comiron-
wealth.  When you come to consider the impor-
tance of the mining industry, you will, I think,
admit that it is entitled to some greater
consideration than it has received in the past.
Up to 1906 the yield of gold was over
£64,000,006. The wages paid in the mining
industry in Queensland doring 1905 amounted
to £2,211,000. There were 23,000 persons en-
gaged in the industry, and 123,009 persons—that
is, roughly spealking, a quarter of our population
-—directly dependent upon the industry. Hon.
members will therefore readily understand that
the industry is entitled to a great deal more
consideration than it has received hitherto. One
of the reasons why the industry has not received
much consideration in the past is that the
people engaged in it did not ask for considera-
tion, probauvly becuuse they did not want it, as
things were going very well. But now things
are otherwise, and the industry is badly de-
pressed, and we ask that something substantial
should be done in the shape of placing a
sum of money on the Estimates to assist in
prospecting, deep sinking, cross cutting, and
in any other way that mmay be suggested or
recommended by qualified persons appointed
to report on the matter. The agricultural
industry, and almost every industry in the
State, has received a considerable amount of
assistance from the State, and they have no
doubt deserved it, and Y think that now that the
mining industry is asking practically for the
first time for a substantial sum, it is'up to the
Government to do something good for it. This
is a national and not a party question, as it
means the development of our resources. It isa
question which affects the farmer almost as much
as the miner. The two industries are to a certain
extent interdependent. When the mining in-
dustry is in a flourishing condition it attracts
a large population, and this large population
provides & local market for the farmers’ products.
So that I claim that we are entitled to the sup-
port of the farming representatives to assist this
industry. Assistance has been given on a very
large scale in Western Australia, Victoria, and
in other places, and it has been of great benefit

to the industry, and it is reasonable
[10.30 p.m.] that the Government should do all
L in their power in this direction. It
is intended, I see, to introduce a Superannuation
Bill. As I have had some little experience of
this matter, I would like to make a passing refer-
ence to it. I hope that the gentlemen who frame
the Bill will be guided by past experience. One
of the things which led to the last scheme being
worse than useless, and which led to its repeal at
the request of the public servants, was that there
was 1o provision in it by which a man who re-
tired from the service could receive the sur-
render value of his contributions to the fund.
He forfeited everything, even if he had been
paying into the fund for thirty or forty vears.
That was not fair, and it was a serious
hardship in a young country like Queensland,
where n;en are constantly leaving the service to
better themselves. We are going to havean Qld
Age Pensions Bill, and, if it is not presumptuous
of me, I would suggest that, as public servants
are as much entitled to old age pensions as any-
body else, if the amount of their old age pensions
were paid into the superannuation fund by way
of subsidy, it would guarantee its solvency, and
I am sare would augur for success. Thereis one
matter which the Government have apparently
overlooked in their programme, but about which
I hope they willnot be remiss in the immediate
future—that is, a Trades Disputes Bill. We
realise that working men largely depend upon
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unions to protect them. Tinionshave done more
to advance us politically than perhaps Parlia-
ment. Unionsars responsible for the existence of
the Labour party, and I owe my position here
to the existence of a union. Working men
shouldtherefore ad vocate these unions. Asunions
are to the advantage of workers and for their
protection, it is the duty of the Government to
introduce a Trades Disputes Bill, which will pro-
tect the unions which protect the workers. In
reference to His Hxcellency the Governor, T
fancy that too much deference has been shown
to that distinguished gentleman—too much rever-
ential awe has been displayed altogether. The
Commons of England have the right to criticise
the actions of the King of England ; and, with-
out any disrespect to His Excellency, I claim
that it is the right of the representatives of the
pecple of Queensland to criticise the actions of
the Governor. provided they do it in a proper
and a respec‘ful manner. I do not intend to go
into the constitutional question, which has been
dealt with ably and exhaustively already ; but T
do say that the people of Queensland recognise
one of two things. The leader of the late Go-
verninent gave certain advice to His Excellency ;
the Governor appears to have accepted that
advice. Well, the people have not been able so
far to shoulder the responsibility. It has been
stated in this Chamber that the responsible
individual was the leader of the Government
who submitted that advice. But it cannot be
forgotten that the exercise of the prerogative
rested with His Kxcellency the Governor. It
was for him to say whether he would grant a
dissolution or not. And, rightly or wrongly,
the people are of opinion that the Governor was
guilty of a serious indiscretion, if not worse,
when he granted that dissolution to the late
Premier, who had neither the confidence of this
House nor of the country, and who was not able
to obtain Supplies from this House. The people
of Queensland, recognising that, expect to see
something practical done. They are not going
to be satisfied with a mere Address in Reply,
expressing regret. I admit that a good deal is
implied in that Address; and I expect to see, as
the result of its adoption, together with the
division which took place on the amendment on
it, some historic events happening in Queens-
land. But, if they do not happen, the people of
Queensland will want to know why.
OprosITION MEMBERS : Shame ! Shame !

Mr. BowMan : There is no *‘ Shame !” about

it.

Mr. MULLAXN : It is no ““Shame!” Itisa
serious matter.

LaBOUR MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. MULLAN : It is a serious matter that
the Parliament should be sent to the electors,
The whole of the electors were disfranchised for
three months through the action of somebody in
power ; and it has been laid down by Hallam—
one of the greatest constitutional authorities—
that there can be no greater sin or crime against
the Constitution than the disfrancbisement of
electors. He claims that the man who is guilty
of that is just as bad as if he‘headed a revolu-
tionary army against the State. Somebody has
done a serious wrong to the people of this State.
We have been involved in an unjustifiable ex-
penditure of something approaching £25,000,
and we have to pay our share of it. It isnot a
matter that is to be passed over lightly ; and,
whether this Chamber realises it or not—and L
think it does realise it by the fact that it de-
feated that amendment, and also by the fact
that this Address will, if not carried cn the
voices, be adopted by a substantial majority
in division—the people of Queensland want
to see something done in connection with
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the matter, and somebody will have to pay
the penalty for the crime that has been com-
mitted upon the people of Queensland. They
demand it, and I am certain they are going to
have their way ; and if this Parliament does not
do it, some other Parliament will have to. The
danger lies in that if something is not donea
precedent will be established, which may be
pointed to by future transgressors againsv the
Constitution. We do not want to give any man
the power to say in twenty or fifty years that
the Hon. Robert Philp, the hon. menibar for
Townsville,-did a certain thing, and got off scot-
free, or that a certain gentleman holding the
distinguished position of Governor of Queensland
accepted the advice which was tendered to him,
and his act was approved of. We do not want
to. establish a precedent that - will make it
possible for that to happen; and, therefore, I
think it the bounden duty of this THouse to see
justice done—justice, I hope, tempered with
mercy, but justice nevertheless. It is no light
matter for a Government to spend £687,000
without parliamentary authority. And it a
‘Government are competent to do this, they
are competent to doa great deal more. They
even bought the Maryvale Estate; and I hold
it wis a positive indecency for any .Govern-
ment to hang on to power as they did, and
transact any but absolutely necessary adminis-
trative business. No self-respecting Government
would have ever done the things which have
been done by the late Administration without
either the authority of the Parliament or the
people.

Mr. Bownman: Especially when they said they
were going to have clean hands.

Mr. MULLAN : Every man speaks accord-
ing to his own conception. They spealt accord-
ing to their conception of clean hands, but their
conception apparently is not as high as it might
be. Now, I will conclude by making a reference
to a statement made in this House. A gentle-
mau, referring to the Labour party, compared
them to brass monkeys, and lhe said that if
seventeen members wno were here during the
last Parliament had been labelled * brass
monkeys”

The SPEAKER: Order! That was a re-
mark which took place during a discussion which
has been closed. I called the hon. member to
order at the time, and the discussion upon that
point is closed.

Mr. MULLAN: In deference to your ruling,
I will not refer to the matter further than to say
that as a member of the party to whom allusion
was made, I have reason to believe that there is
a certain electorate in Queensland where if a
brazen monkey were to put up and were branded
““Jenkinson” it would be returned to Parlia-
ment.

The SPEAKER: Order! 1 think the hon,
member will agree with me thas it would be
much better to leave such matters unsaid.

Mr. MULLAN: It is with the greatest re-
luctance that I would encroach upon the dignity
of the House or run counter to the Standing
Orders, but I claim that any gentleman who
abuses his position in the House to cast a slight
on the party to which I have the honour to
belong must expect to be replied to, and so long
as I am in a position to do that without in-
fringing the Standing Orders, I claim that I
have the right to retaliate on any man who so
grossly acts. I would just say, finally, that the
policy of the Government includes some very
excellent legislation, and as far as I am con-
cerned, and I belirve as far as my party is con-
cerned, though I have no right to speak for
them, the democratic measures mentioned are
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entitled to our whole-hearted support. As far
as I am concerned, I will not falter in the
support I intend to give them. So long as
this Government introduces measures in accord
with my principles, so long will T support
them, and I will not look for excuses to offer
obstruction or block the path of progress. 1
also claim the right, if anything obnoxious to
my principles, or contrary to the platform which
I have signed, is introduced by the Government,
of offering it my strong opposition. I think we
have much to be pleased with and proud of in
the democratic measures which are included in
the programme of the Government, and I hope
they will be placed on the statute-book of
Queensland during the present session.

Mr. BARNES (Bulimba) : Mr. Speaker——
* Mr. McLACHLAN (Fortitude Velley): Mr.

Speaker—

The SPEAKER : T think it is the custom of
the House to give precedence to a new member.

Mr. McLACHLAN: At the risk of detaining
the House a little longer this evening, I propose
offering a few remarks on the Address in Reply,
and on the Governor’s Speech. It is not my
intention at this late hour to speak atany great
length, as I understand that the (Government
are anxious to close the debate to-night, so that
no time will be occupied next week in further
discussion of this matter, and that an opportunity
will be afforded them to proceed with their rail-
way policy, acommencement with which has been
made this afternoon. I hope that railway policy
will prove one which will be acceptable to the
members of this House, and that work will be
gone on with as speedily as possible, so that the
unemployed who are now in Queensland in very
large numbers will be relieved to an appreciable
extent, and at the same time the development of
this great State will progress, I am pleased
to note that included in the Bills mentioned
in the Governor's Speech are the democratic
measures which were interrupted at the close
of last year as a result of the interference
with the legislative machinery of the State by
gentlemen in another place. I recognise that if
there is any obstacle in the way of democratic
progress, and thought, and legislation, that
obstacle should, if possible, be removed, and it
is patent to everybody, both in this Chamber
and outside, that there is an obstacle in Queens-
land at the present time, and a very great
obstacle, in the pathway of progress. I am in
the habit of calling a spade a spade, and I refer
to the Legislative Council. I notice in the
Governor’s Speech there 1s a proposition for the
introduction of a Constitutional Referendum
Bill, the object of which measure, I presume,
will be to refer to the people measures which
have been passed through this House, and thrown
out by the Upper Chamber. Well, that is,
perhaps, one way of reforming the Upper House,
but to my mind it is only tinkering with the
question, There is only one way to properly
insnre the passage into law of legislation passed
bv this House, and that is to abolish the Upper
House altogether. There is a plank in the plat-
form of the Labour party which says that the
Upper House should be abolished ; and I am
perfectly correct in saying that if such a measure
were introduced it would find very pronounced
support from members sitting in this corner, and
also from a number of members sitting on the
Government benches, It is just possible, too,
that it might receive some support from gentle-
men at present occupying positions on the Oppo-
sition benches.

Mr. CoyxE: You do not believe that ?

Mr. McLachian.)
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Mr. McLACHLAN : T think there are one
or two on that side who, perhaps, might be in-
duced to vote for the abolition of the Upper
House. At all events, there is not the slightest
doubt that if such a measure were introduced
there would be sufficient men found in the
House to carry it. Whether it would be possible
to get a two-thirds majority in the Upper House
to carry a measure of that kind I am not
prepared to say. DBut I have it on fairly good
authority that it would be possible to so amend
the Constitution Act in the first instance that it
wonld not be mecessary to carry a measure of
that kind by a two-thirds majority. I believe
the question is being looked into at the present
time by legal men, and it is just possible the
Constitution Act can be amended in the way I
have indicated. 1If so, it will be brought under
the notice of the Premier, and probably he may
see the wisdom of introducing a weasure to have
that effect.

The PrEMIER : If you can show me how it can
be done.

Mr. McLACHLAN : T am glad to hear the
Preniier say so, and I can assure him that such
a Bill will receive the hearty and unanimous
support of every man sitting in this corner of the
Chamber, T notice in the Speech a proposition
to amend the Elections Act, I understand hy
the abolition of the postal vote. I recognise that
it is necessary that a measure which was thrown
out in the Upper House last session should be
returned to that House this session in practically
the same form, so that members of that Chamber
will be forced, as theresult of the general election,
to carry the measure in the same form as that
which they rejected last year. DBut I trust that
before the expiry of the present Parliament the
Premier will see his way to introduce a far more
comprehensive amendment of the Elections Act.
There are many things in our electoral laws which
require amending. Some of those have already
been referred to by previous speakers, but there
are one or two others to which no reference has
been made. At the last election a great number
of people were disfranchised through no fault of
theirown ; for some unknown reason their names
had been removed from the roll. Some were
members of the same family, who had been
living in the same house for years. Icould give
a number of cases of that kind that occurred in
Fortitude Valley, and from conversation with
others I find that it is not peculiar to Fortitude
Valley.

Mr. Woops : All over the State.

Mr., McLACHLAN : There must be some-
thing wrong with an electoral system which
permits men and women to be removed from the
electoral roll without any cause whaever. I
am not prepared to say whose fault it is, but
the fact remains that it 15 so, and I assert that it
is the duty of the Minister in charge of this
department to see if some means cannot be
devised wherehy a man or woman who has once
secured the right to vote should not have it
taken away on some flimsy pretence, such as
having moved their residence from one side of a
street to the other. There should be some system
introduced whereby once the right to vote was
secured it could not be easily lost. Another
necessary amendment is the fixing of the exact
day on which elections are to be held, and the
exact time at which the polls shall close. There
should not be a repetition of what we saw at the
last election, when the polling-day was altered
from Saturday to Wednesday, thus putting
glectors, .bnth male and iemale, to very great
inconvenience.

Mr., CaMPBELL:
toral law ?

[Mr. McLachlan.
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Mr., McLACHLAN: I am not concerned
about the Federal electoral law. I am referring
to this State, and I hope our Act will be so
amended that the day of election will be defi-
nitely fixed, and that that day will be Saturday.
I also hope that the time of closing the poll will
be fixed, so that it shall not be in the power of
any Minister to say that the poll shall close at 4,
5, or § o'clock. T would suggest that the time
be fixed for 7 o’clock, and made compulsory.
With regard to the Old Age Pensions Bill, it
was not my privilege to be a member of this
House when that Bill was introduced last ses-
sion; but I took some considerable interest in
the measure and in the discussion which took
place upon it. I hope the new Bill which it is
proposed to introduce will not be a fac simile of
the one introduced last year, but that it will be so
framed as to be acceptable to all the members of
the House. I assume that the Opposition are
humane men, and are prepared to admit old age
pensions as a right. I hope the Bill will not
lead to such divisions of opinion as were con-
spicuous last year, but will make the rec:ziving of
oid age pensions by those entitled to them:
an easy matter, which would not have been the
case if the Bill of last session had become law.
A good deal has been said during the course of
this debate, and a good deal was said during the
election campaign, about the Wages Boards Bill
—the way in which it was going to apply to the
different industries, and the tyrannical way in

which it would apply to farmers. I
[11 p.m.] do not profess to know anything
aboub farming, but I take this much
credit to myself—that I have, perhaps, an average
amount of common sense, and can read and
understand the provisions of a Bill introduced in
this House with, perhaps, most laymen ; and, in
reading that Wages Boards Bill which was intro-
duced last year, I do nnt see anything tyrannical
about the measure. The Bill simply provided
for an amicable settlement of disputes that
might arise between employers and employees.
If the conditions in an industry were such
that either the employer or the employee felt
it irksome, they had a right to call into exist-
ence the provisions of the Bill. If the con-
ditions in the farming industry are such as
we have heard described during the present
debate, and there is no possibility of any person
engaged in that industry having any reason
to come under the Bill, there should be no
objection taken by the representatives of the
farming constituencies to the Bill becoming law
with that particular provision in it. I do not
know whether I shall be in order in reading an
extract from a letter 1 have here from the
Courier, Mr. Speaker; but if I am not in order
you will soon pull me up.

The SPEAKER: Order! I do not know
what the hon. member is going to read ; but a
comment from a newspaper or letter on matters
that are under the consideration of the House
will be out of order. The bon. member will be
able to judge for himself how far that applies.

Mr. McCLACHLAN : Thisis a letter written
to the Cowrier on 2nd March of the present
year. It is on the Wages Boards Bill of last
vear, and I purpose reading an extract from it,
It is written by a farmer, and it shows that some
farmers have no fear of the inclusion of a pro-
vision in the Wages Boards Bill bringing farmers
under the Bill. It is signed by a gentleman
named Kalmund, of Moorland Station.

I welcome the measure, which, though only a pallia-
tive, tends to raise the standard of the average farm
labourer, as also farmers themselves, from veritable
slaves to at least the level of their city brothers. No
farmer who is economically aware of the fact that all
which tends to raise him and those aronnd him to a
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higher standard of living will feel any nneasiness if the
Pproposed measure becomes law. Whether the farmer
is, as at present situated. able to meet the requirements
stipulated in the Bill does not enter into the (uestion,
for the measure in principle is oune in the right direc-
tion. To ask that, because through lack of unity and
a want of economic foresight, whereby farmers are
themselves reduced to the lcvel of serfs, they should
seek to further their interests by striking at the point
of Jeast resistance, and deny their still more powerless
labourers the right to raise themselves and farmers
generally by tbe improved conditions which would
obtain, is both ignorant and cowardly.

Let farmers unite, and it they work six days, and
think hard on the seventh, they will come to the con-
clusion that it is more manly and intelligent to seek
justice from those who deny it them—those who stand
between producers and consumers, manipulating the
fruits of the earth won by his hard toil from nature.

That clearly proves there are some farmers in
the community who think that it would be a
correct and humane thing to include provisions
under which farmers could be brought under the
Wages Boards Bill. I may say that the letter T
have just read was prompted by a photograph
of this gentleman’s farm which appeared in the
Courier of the day before the date of the letter.
The Courier had taken notice of his farm, and
certain references made to it prompted him to
write she letter. There are many other matters
in the Speech with which T agree, but there is
one Bill foreshadowed, and which has been
already dealt with to-night by the hon. member
for Warrego. which I cannot support. I think
it is just as well when a member is addressing
the House for the first time, and an_opportunity
is afforded him of expressing his opinions on the
particular measures that are likely to come
before the House, that he should express himself
fully on any of the Bills with which he agrees or
with which he differs. T refer to the proposed
referendum in connection with the Bible in
State schools. Tt is just as well that the leader
of the Government should know that there are
some members of the Labour party who are
going to oppose that measure. When the Bill
1s introduced I intend to oppose it as strongly
as I can. During my campaign in Fortitude
Valley, the question was brocght under my
notice by my constituents, and I was asked my
opinion and leanings on it. I gave a decided
answer that I was opposed to the introduction
of any such measure, and opposed altogether to
the reading of the Bible in State schools, and to
the proposed referendum. I make this statement
in the House to-night, and later on, when the
measure is introduced, I will vote exactly in
accordance with the expressions which I gave to
my constituents. T think it is not right that
on a matter of conscience the people of the
State should be interfered with at all. It may
be said that the members of the Labour party
are in favour of a referendum. I say that I
am in favour of a general referendum, and
if the Government is prepared to introduce a
general Referendur: Bill, then it will have my
support, but I am not prepared to support any
measure of this kind brought in, whereby the
principle of the referendum will be introduced
simply for the purpose of an expression of the
opinion of the people of this State being taken
at the request of a very small minority. It may
seem strange that I should make reference to
something which is not included in the Speech—
I refer to a Mining on Private Property Bill.
Althongh representing a metropolitan constitu-
ency, it has been my privilege during my life
in this State to have had considerable experi-
ence on some of our mining fields ; in fact,
as both the hon. members for Gympie know, 1
was reared in the town which they have the
honour to represent. I know a good deal about
the mining industry, and I feel confident that it
would have been a good thing if the Government
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could have seen their way clear to have intro-
duced a Mining on Private Property Bill. And
in advocating a measure of this kind I am
simply advocating one of the planlss of the
Labour platform. We recognise, and everybody
recognises, that the mining industry is one of
the greatest industries in this State, and I say
that it is not fostered or encouraged to the same
extent it ought to be, and not nearly in a
proportionate manner to that obtaining in the
other States of the Commonwealth., I trust that
during the present session the Government will
be able to see their way clear to assist this
industry in ‘2 much more material manner than
has been the case in the past in Queensland.
There is just one other matter in the Governor’s
Opening Speech to which I would like to refer,
and that is the Central Technical College Bill.
I think the establishment of a central tech-
nical college will be a good thing, and will
no doubt be of great assistance to those people
who desire to partake of the privileges that
are to be found in those institutions. Another
advantage that would result from the intro-
duction of such a measure is that it would have
the effect of bringing more actively under the
control of the Government the technical educa-
tion of the technical colleges of Brisbane than
is the case at present. While on the subject
of education, I would like to make reference to
the system that has up to the present been
operating in this State whereby teachers in
private schools were able to gain admission to
the Education Department of the State. It is
well known that the channel through which the
teachers from the private schools were afforded
an opportunity of getting into the Education
Department was through the Provisional schools,
but I noticed in the last education report that it
is proposed—and, in fact, it is now being carried
into effect—to grade and staff those Provisional
schools with State school teachers. That is
being done, and the avenue through which
teachers from private schools were able to get
into the department is now almost closed to
them. I really do not know why there should
be any more difficulty in getting into the Educa-
tion Department of this State than there isin
getting into any other branch of the public
service. With the exception of the Xducation
Department, every department in the State is
open to every boy and girl free, provided they
can qualify to get into that department.

The SECRETARY FOR Rarmnways: Up to a
certain age.

Mr. McLACHLAN : Even thatis not granted
in the Education Department. All T ask is this
—and the Premier and the Secretary for Rail-
ways will adinit that it is a fair proposition—
that the same facilities should be afforded to the
children of this State, and to the teachers of this
State, to get into the Education Department as
is afforded in connection with the other depart-
ments.

The SECRETARY FOR RaAILwAYs: Should nob
the Provisional schools be staffed with as good
teachers as the State schools ?

Mr. McLACHLAN : T certainly say make
the Provisional schools as efficient as you can,
but having closed the channel through which
teachers from private schools were able to get
into the Education Department, you should
make the entrance to that department as free
as the entrance to any other department in
the State. It is not my intention to delay
the House at any greater length. I have
spoken a little longer than I intended when
I first rose. 1 trust, in conclusion, that as a
result of the legislation that has been fore-
shadowed in the Governor’s Speech, humane

Mr. McLachlan.]
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measures will be introduced, and that this
House will pass them, and that the people
of the State will benefit thereby, I feel
confident that the attention of this House
will be carefully given to every measure that
Is introduced, and when it reaches this Cham-
ber T hope it will leave it in such a way that,
if carried into law, the men and womeén—the
masses of the State—will benefit thereby., I
hope that there will be no block to legislation of
this kind in another place, and that the Wages
Boards Bill, and, if possible, a Trades Disputes
Bill, and all the democratic measures fore-
shadowed in the Governor’s Speech, will be the
law of the land before very long.

Mr. W. H. BARNES (Bulimba): 3Ir.
Speaker——

Mr. Grant : This is your second speech.

The SPEAKER: The hon. gentleman is in
order, as he spoke on the amendment before.

Mr. W. H. BARNES: I do not intend to
keep the House very long. 1 recognise, with
other hon. gentlemen who have spoken, that the
hour is late, and I am sure that it would De in the
interest of all parties if we closed the debate as
soon as possible. Might T be allowed to say
something on the lines stated by the hon. mem-
ber for Kennedy, Mr. Jackson—something in
regard to the new members. I am cortain that
a majority of the new members who have spoken
to-day have certainly impressed the House. I
would say just a word in that connection, and it
is this: It seems to me that it would be an ex-
ceilent thing if the hon. member for Charters
Towers, Mr. Mullan, were to follow the good ex-
ample which has just been set by the hon. mem-
ber for Fortitude Valley. The hon. gentleman
will find, if he is spared for any length of time
in this House, that it will be to his profit to
follow that particular line rather than adopt
the tactics which he adopted to-night, and
which I am sure no one will regret more than he
when he thinks it over in his quiet morments.
There_is another matter I wish to refer to.
There is an impression abroad, apparently, that
members who sit on this side of the House are
altogether opposed to men who may differ with
them in politics. The hon. member for Charters
Towers made a statement that an attempt was
made on Charters Towers to block certain men
because they differed from him in politics,

Mr. MuLLAN : T can substantiate it.

Mr. W. H. BARNES : All T have got to say
is that any person who tries to interfere with the
right of an elector, whether that elector is an
employee or somebody else, is doing a positive
injustice. (Hear, hear!) "I would like, even
at this late hour, to rewmind hon. gentlemen
of what occurred in connection with my own
business.  Mr. Midgley said he wanted to
oppese Mr. J. R. Dickson. He got three or
four weeks’ leave and contested the election, but
was defeated, and came back to his work
immediately. Sometimes people are led to
believe that we on this side of the House are not
anxious to do the right thing when a man
differs from us in politics. Very often people
who say those things are merely making a great
deal of noise, and very frequently think so on
account of what they would do themselves, The
hon. member for Toowong, Mr, Cottell, seconded
the Address in Reply, and I regret that he is not
in his place now, as I would rather say what I
have to say about him to his face than behind
his back. However, I am not responsible for
his absence,

HThe SECRETARY ¥OR RaILways : He isin the

ouse,
Mr. W. H. BARNES : He is certainly not in
the Chamber. The hon. gentleman, in speaking
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on the Address in Reply, referred to the Mary-
vale Hstate, and made some reference to the
question of clean hands. I wish to say here and
now that as ex-Minister for Lands I am person-
ally responsible for the transaction in connection
with the Maryvale Xstate, and I have no desire
to shield myself behind anybody. I should not
have taken the slightest notice of the remark
made by the hon. member for Toowong, because
the majority of people who know him will
attach very little 1mportance to any statement
he may make—he is so well known in the city
that any statement made by him is discounted
from the jump. But when the leader of the
Labour party and the hon., member for Char-
ters Towers, Mr. Mullan, who has a great
deal to learn—and if I mistake not will have
a few tumbles in learning—come along and
repeat the statement inade with regard to the
Maryvale Estate, I say there are two things
which they ought to do, and I challenge them
to do them. If they Lknow there is anything
improper in conmection with the purchase of
the Maryvale Estate, it is their duty in the
interest of the country to move for the papers,
and to ask for an inquiry into the matter,
and I now challenge them on the floor of this
House to do that. I commenced life right at
the bottom of the tree, and have worked my
way up gradually. I have done that by hard
work, and I am not ashamed of it. I have been in
the city of Brisbane for twenty years, I have
been associated with many industries, and
I say there is not a man in the community who
can point his finger at me and say that in my
commercial dealings, or in my private capacity,
I have done anything that is not clean, What
do we find to-night ? That the man who made
that charge against me, and who, I suppose, knew
I was going to reply to him, is not game to come
into this Chamber.

The HouE SECRETARY: He caught the ten
past 11 train,

The PrEMIER: Do you imagine that Mr.
Cottell has stayed out of the Chamber because
you are speaking?

Mr. W. H. BARNES: I know that the
leader of the Government would himself do any-
thing to avoid an issue. My own conviction is
that the men who are so ready to hurl such
charges across the floor of the House, who are
ready to accuse other,men of doing things which
are dishonest and wrong, judge others by what
they would do themselves. Again I challenge
those hon. members to call for the papers, and
move for an inquiry if they think there was any-
thing wrong in connection with the purchase of
the Maryvale Estate.

Mr. GRANT : Wasn’t it an improper thing for
you to do such a thing?

Mr. W, H. BARNES: It was not an
improper thing—it was done in the interest of
the community, who would be benefited by the
purchase of that estate. I am reminded by my
colleague, the hon. member for Moreton, that it
was found that the Maryvale Railway was on
the programme of the Government.

The SECRETARY FOR RatLwatys: Why did you
sign the contract on the day of the election ?

Mr. W. H. BARNES: I will show that there .
was nothing wrong in signing the contract on the
day of the election, and to do so I will deal with
the purchase from its inception. The present
Government, I do not think, were in earnest in
the matter.

Mr. BowMAN : Another insinuation.
Mr. W. H. BARNES : The Maryvale Estate

was offered to the present Governinent on the
29th June, 1907. A feature survey of the pro-
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perty was ordered on the 22nd Awugust. The
surveyor’s report was reczived on the dth Novem-
ber, and between that date and the 25th No-
vember the Philp Government came into office.
On the 25th November the matter was referred
to the Land Court. The Land Court’s report
was received on the 29th November. I believe
the Minister for Lands will do me the justice to
say that the property was under offer to the
Government till somewhere about the beginning
of Decemher. We felt that in the interest of
closer settlement it was exceedingly important
that the Maryvale HEstate should not be lost to
the community, especially in view of the fact
that the Maryvale line was among the projects
of the Government.

The SEcRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaNDs : I look for
some corroboration of your statement that we
were not in earnest in the matter.

Mr. W. H. BARNES : These dates are taken
from official records.

The SEcRETARY vOoRr PUBLIc LanDs: They do
not add any strength to your statement.

Mr. W. H. BARNES : When we found that
the offer of the property expired at the end of
November or the beginning of December, the
first thing we did was to get a renewal of the
offer, and that renewal extended the time to the
10th January, 1908. The owners of the property
didnotappeartobevery anxious aboutselling, and
it was with some difficulty that we obtained an
extension of the offer till the 10th January. On
the 10th January the offer was accepted by the
Government, subject to the terns of payment
being arranged. On the 22nd January a formal
offer was made under the Closer Settlement Act.
On the 24th January the vendors accepted the
offer, and on the 24th January a draft agreement
was submitted to the vendors. This draft agree-
ment was returned approved on the 29th Janu-
ary. On the 4th February the agreement was
received from the vendors signed, and on the 5th
February it was signed by the Minister. Asa
matter of fact the offer of the property was
accepted during the month of January, but
anyone who knows anything about business
knows that you cannot hurry the preparation of
legal documents. The explanation I have made
is perfectly straightforward and perfectly true,
and my reputation is not going to be soiled by
statements thrown across the floor of the Chamber
by men who, perhaps, have long since lost their
own reputations.

Mr. GraNT: What about the Mount Molloy
business ?

Mr. W. H. BARNES: There is nothing wrong
with the Mount Molloy business. Anything that
was done was done on the recommendation of the

proper officers of the department,
[11.30 p.m.] whose recommendations are usually

carried out. If the hon. member
thinks there was anything wrong in connec.
tion with the business, let him call for the
papers. We have heard a great deal about the
constitutional question, and we have been told
that when we were sitting on that side of the
House we did a great deal that was wrong. We
have been told that we did wrong in asking for a
dissolution. Now, at one period in the history
of Queensland there was a Government called
the Dawson overnment. They went to the
representative of the King for the time being,
and asked for a dissolution,

Mr. BowmaN: And it was refused because
they could not get Supply.

Mr. GRANT: There is no harm in asking for a
dissolution.

Mr. W. H. BARNES : What can be said of
the men who now denounce that kind of thing ?
I simply want to show the inconsistency of
some members of the Government. They had
only a small party then, and yet they were quite
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prepared to ask for a dissolution, and they
would have been glad if they could have got it.

Mr. Cowar: You got one, and you are very
SOITY Now.

Mr. W. 2. BARNES : Indeed, we are not
sorry ; and, if we had to go through the same
experience again, we would do just the sams,
because the country demanded that we should
tale the step we did., A great deal has been
said about land administration. It is very
strange that nothing has been said on the floor of
this House about the happenings in connection
with Jimbour. I am not here to say that there
was anything improper—that would be most
unfair; but I do say that the Government who
had to do with the purchase of Jimbour did what
was an exceedingly improper thing.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: Where
was the impropriety ?

Mr. W. H. BARNES: The impropriety
was in putting an extreme price on the land.

Mr. GRAXT : That was not their fault.

Mr. W. H. BARNES: It was their fault in
paying an extreme price for it ; and then, when
the Minister found that he had paid an extreme
price for the estate, loading the prospective
buyer of the Cumkillenbar portion with another
20 per cent.

The SECrETARY ror Pusric Laxps: And
may 1 ask what was your motive in reducing
the price on the ¢ve of an election ?

(Laughter.)

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Votes.

The SPEAKKER : Order !

Mr. W.H. BARNES: At the risk of taking
some time, I shall read a letter written by the
Under Secretary, to show that it was done on
his recommendation.

The SECRETARY YOrR PUBLIc LanDps: What
is the date of the report ?

Mr. W. H. BARNES: There is no date onit—

The purchase money paid for Cumkillenbar is at the
average rate of £3 10s. per acre payahle for the whole
estate, but us Cumkillenbar is of better quality than
the average of the whole eztate the proportionate part
of the total price to be attributed to Cumkillenbar, in-
cluding its share of the legal costs, is £87,370. The
minimum total selcction price therefore of this land, on
this basis, should be £96,107, or an average of £4 6s. 1d.
per acre. Detailed valuations obtained from the Land
Commissioner on the basis of a total valuation of
£100,6:00 range for particular lots from £2 8s. 6d. to £7
10s. per acre. as shown on the attached plan.

The late Minister considered it desirable to increase
these valuations by 20 per cent., sn as to provide
against loss through the inferior parts of the estate
possibly proving unsaleable, except at prices below
their proportionate cost, but. in view of the prices
being asked for neighbouring lands (Dalby Downs, for
instance), such prices can scarcely be expected to be
realised. The wisdom of unduly loading Cnmkillenbar
for the sake of the rest of the estate may be questioned.
It'must be remembered that nnder normal conditions
the other sections of the estate must have improved in
value at the time they successively fall into the hands
of the Governimtent during the next three years, and
meanwhile no payment has to be made on theiraccount.

The respective areas, dates of getting possession, and
proportionate value (on basis of average of £3 10s. for
the wbole estate, plus costs), are as fellow, namely :—

i Acres,
.. 18,023
i

Acres.  Acres.

Area 40,354 | 40,354

Dute when to be taken pos- Aug., | Aug., Aug.,
session of, and paid for, at | 1908, 1909, 1910,
£ 10s. per acre !

Proportionate part of price\ 51,536 135,324 153,094
of whole estate (including “
costs) to be attributed to
area

Minimum total 148,856 © 173,904

selection | 56,690
price of aren :

| £5. d.

Mininmum average selection | 3 2 11
price of area [

£s.d £ s d.
3139 4 6 2

Mr.W. H. Barnes.]
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In the foregoing I have assumed that the several
sections of the estate are to be so far regarded as
separate purchases us to reguire that the selection
price {or cach section must be at least 10 per cent,
above the proportionate part of the price of the whole
estate which should he attributed to that section on
the basis of its intrinsic value in relation to the whole.
Lven if this i3 pot legally necessary, I think that a
cautious policy demands it, but I donot think that any
further loading of the first section shonld beattempted.
By the time that the third and fourth sections fall into
the hands of the Government, two and three vears
hence respectively, land values in the district must
have increased sufficiently to admit of these areas
being disposed of on their own merits under better
relative conditions than affect Cumkillenbar at the
present time. While I think that ordinary caution
reyuires that an atteinpt shall he made to dispose of
Cumkillenbar at an advance of 10 per cent. on its pro-
portiouate cost, I should not liesitate, in the event of
it hanging fire, to recommend 4 reduction in its prices,
depending on the improved values of the other s¢ctions
two and three years hence to make good the reduction.

The land pow in possession of the Government has
heen designed into seventy-five portions of from 147 to
501 acres, with two isolated portious of 160 acres and
280 acres respectively. The land can be opened at any
time, except that several agents have been given oppor-
tunity of forming groups in respect of parts of it. If
immediate opening is desired, these agents should be
required to report to what extent they have entered
into engagements with would-be selectors in regard to
any portions.

Now, what actually happened? The agents
first of all were approached, and they said they
could not succeed 1n getting people to go upon
the land at the price.

The SECRETARY rok Punric Laxps: Might I
ask what agents said that?

Mr. W. H. BARNES : I will not give the
agents away.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PrBLic Laxps: I chal-
lenge you to name a single agent who said the
price debarred selection.

Mr. W. H. BARNES : Mr, Pulsford was one,
and before we took any action those gentlemen
were approached. Then, in addition to that, we
wete face to face with the fact that the adjoin-
ing lands of Dalby Downs, which were equally
valuable, were offered at a lesser price. The
land was thrown open under the best climatic
conditions, and instead of being takeu at an
advance of 10 per cent. with 20 per cent. off,
only a very small proportion was sold, and the
balance had to be withdrawn.

The SECRETARY ror PrnLic Laxps : Had to
be withdrawn ?

Mr, W, H. BARNES : At any rate it was
withdrawn.

Mr. Grant: How did you get that letter ?

Mr. W, H. BARNES : I got it in a proper
way. I am here to defend myself. The hon.
gentleman does not like the unpleasant manner
in which I am getting home.

Mr. GRART : I do not think a Minister has a
right to carry that away fron: the office.

Mr. W. H. BARNES: It is a copy, and I do
not hesitate to say that in connection with that
Cumkillenbar business there has been the
greatest bungle.

The PREMIER: You started out to prove im-
propriety.

Mr. W. H. BARNES : T will tell you where
the impropriety comes in. After the Govern-
ment #aid the land was worth so much, they
wrongfully gave £1 an acre more, and more-
over the land in question was in the electorate
of the Secretary for Lands.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Are you
casting a reflection upon a judicial tribunal ?

[Mr.W.H. Barnes.
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Mr, W, H. BARNES: I am not reflecting on
2 judicial tribunal. A further impropriety was
that the bank was willing to sell that land and
run the risk.

The SrcRETARY FOR PuBLic Laxps: They
were ready to sell Cumkillenbar.,

Mr. W. H. BARNES: Let me say further,
without any desire to injure this land, that I
believe before we have done with Jimbour—we
heard a great deal about the Seaforth Estate—
but before we have done with this there will be
a tremendous loss.

The Hoxrk SECRETARY :
McDougall’s opinion.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
remember your prophecy.

Mr. W, H. BARNES: Yes; and I hope I
shall have an opportunity of taking the hon.
gentleman round in sackeloth and ashes, when
he will have to admit that my prophecy was
correct. I am exceedingly sorry at this late
hour to have had to go 1nto this matter; but
it was my duty, after the attack that had been
made, to do so.

Mr. Bowmax: I will take you up at the first
sitting next week.

Mr. W. H. BARNES : I shall be very glad if
the hon. gentleman does. I challenge any hon.
member to prove any statement that would go
in the direction of showing that there has been
anything in my conduct of which I need be
ashamed,

The PREMIER : Although it is very late I
can hardly allow the hon. gentleman’s speech to
go without a remark or two. I have no desire
to charge the hon. gentleman with doing any-
thing improper—anything in a personal or moral
sense, or in the sense of working in his own
business interest, and I do not think anyone
has hinted at that.

Mr, Bowwax : Hear, hear!

The PREMIER : The hon. gentleman has
indignantly repudiated a charge which has not
been made.

Mr. W. H. BARNES : It was made.

The PREMIER : But it has been raised as a
blind, with a wiew of preventing people from
seeing the charge that was made-—namely, the
irregular and unconstitutional action of the late
Government in buying that estate.

Mr. GRANT : Situated as they were.

The PREMIER : The hon. gentlemen when
they went into office found that negotiations
had been going on between the late Government
and the owners of the estate for its purchase.
Why did they hurry the matter through in the
way they did?

Myr. W. H. BarNES : Because the offer expired
on the 10th January.

The PREMIER : It might have been a pure
coincidence that an election happened to take
place at that time, and that the hon. gentleman
and his colleagues were very anxious to carry
the two electorates which the buymg of that
estate would help them to carry. But it makes
ordinary people suspicious of such conduct, when
there does not seem to be any good reason for the
action taken. They undoubtedly influenced the
opinion of people in the two electorates.

Mr, W. H. Bar~es: No, no!

The PREMIER : Why, it was well known in
Warwick and Cunningham what a good Go-
vernment the then Government were in buying
the Maryvale Estate and building the railway.
They did not talk about it like the Kidston Go-
vernment, They made no idle promises, but

That is not Mr.
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‘they bought the estate right off. The hon.
gentleman knows quite well that it influenced
the elections up there, and 1 say there was not
the slightest need for the great hurry. Were
they afraid that somebody else would buy it ?

Mr, W, H. Barxes : The offer expired on the
10th January.

The PREMIER: These men ought to have
remembered that they were in office on suffer-
ance. They had no right there: Parliament had
refnsed them Supplies.

Mr., W. H. BArNES : We were legally there.

The PREMIER : I am not questioning the
legal right they had to be there, but the consti-
tutional right they had to be there. Every man
has & legal right there whom the Governor ap-
points there as a Minister, but he has no consti-
tutional right there if he is there against the
wishes of a majority of the House. Oceupying
that position, these men did not scruple to in-
volve the country in an expenditure of nearly
£90,000 when no harm would have been done by
a few days’ delay.

Mr. W, H. Barxgs: That is not a fact-
They were not prepared to extend the time
unduly.

The PREMIER : That is mere moonshine,
and would not deceive a child of ten who knew
the facts. There is nothing in the papers to
show that. As a matter of fact, itis not true.

Mr. W, H. BARNES : It is true.

The PREMIER : As a matter of fact, it is not
true,
AMr. W. H. Barxes: Isay it is true.

The PREMIER : And here is the remarkable
thing: Not only were they holding office in this
improper manner ; not only during the election
contest did they dothis thing ; but they actually
signed that agreement after they were defeated
at the polls.

Mr. W. H. Barxes: That is not correct. The
hon. gentleman is making, no doubt uninten-
tionally, a misstatement of the facts.

The PREMIER : The date of that document
is the 5th February. If the hon. gentleman
went to the office that day and signed that docu-
ment—-

Mr. W, H. BARNES: With the permission of
the House T will explain the facts of the case,
On the afternoon of the Tuesday preceding the
election—Mr. Scott was away—2>Ir. Shannon,
the officer who was acting for him, told me the
documents connected with Maryvale Estate were
ready for signature, and asked if T would come in
the morning to sign them. I went there at
10 o’clock the next morning and signed them
before going round to my polling-booths.

An HoxouraBLE MEMBER : You got the bene-
fit of that at Warwick.

The PREMIER : The hon. gentleman got the
full benefit by telling the people beforehand
that they were purchasing it. The mere fact
that the document was signed on the day of the
elections, or the day before, or the day after,
made no difference. Here is the remarkable
fact: that the hon. gentleman signed that docu-
ment, believing he was exceeding his legal
powers.

Mr. W. H. Barxes: No.

The PREMIER : He only signed it after he
got a letter from the vendors exonerating him
from personal responsibilities, It is a most
extraordinary thing that Ministers of the Crown,
carrying out their duties as Ministers, should
get a communication from the vendors of a
property that they should not be held personally
responsible if anything turned out wrong. Why
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could they not wait a day or two until they
ascertained whether they had legal powers to do it
ornot? Tt is impossible for the hon. gentleman
to say that that is a proper way to carry on
public business.

Mr. W. H. Barxgs: It was in the interests of
the community.

The PREMIER : The interests of the com-
munity had nothing whatever to do with it.
I do not believe, myself, nor do I think anyone
in the House believes, that the hon. gentleman,
or any of his colleagues for that matter, did any-
thing in a morally improper sense. Such a
thing, I am glad to say, has never been said of
any Ministry in Queensland. Bat they did this
thing in a manner which every man who takes
an interest in the proper carrying out of public
business must reprehend in the strongest terms
of condemnation. They made a deal binding
the Parliamnent to find £90,000—a Parliament
that had refused them Supply. The thing de-
serves the most severe censure from this House,
The hon. gentleman has said that no member can
point the finger of scorn at himn in his private
capucity, and I believe that is correct, but it has
nothing to do with the way in which he dis-
chargel his public duty. As a matter of fact,
there was=no urgency in the sale at all.

Mr. W. H. Barxes: There was, and vou
know it.

The PREMIER : T know this—well, T will
not say what I was going to say. There was
nothing to justify the Ministry in carrying this
thing through. And there was the doubt
whether they had the power to pledge the
country to the extent of £30,000. But they did
not buy the estate after all. The agreement is
not worth a snap of the fingers.

Me, WOODS (Woothakate): It iz not my
intention at this late hour to speak at any
length, but there are one or two matters I must
mention in justice to my constituents. I3efore
doing so I desire to congratulate the Govern-
ment on being able to come to the Chamber with
the programme they submitted last year-—one of
the most democratic programmes ever placed
before any Parliament in Australia. The late
Minister for Railways said the Government had
no railway policy. Wefind, on the eontrary, that
they have a very extensive railway policy. The
hon. gentlemen went to the country and asked

the people why they should pay

[12 p.m.] 3 per cent. for their railways. He

told the people that there would be
no railways buiit, but we find to-day there are
five railways tahled, and in the opinion of the
Comuissioner they will pay from the jump. In
answer to the hon. member for Cairns, the
Minister stated that Mount Molloy had conces-
slons granted on the recommendations of the
officers of the department.

Mr. W. H. Barngs: The Director of Forests.

Mr. WOODS : T will accept the stateinent,
but the official reply from the department shows
that the director made no recommendation.
The hon. gentleman is in the same position in
this matter as he was in connection with the
Maryvale Iistate. Perhaps he manufactured a
report from the Director of Forests.

MMr. W. H. Barngs : Is it not a fair deal ?

Mr. WGODS : The hon. gentleman asks if a
revision of the royalty after each year is not a
fair thing. Of course it is; but he knows there
is nothing in the agreement to prevent the com-
pany from cutting the whole 10,000,000 feet men-
tioned in the agreement after the first year. It
will be just as well for the House to know who
are some of the sharcholders in Mount Molloy.

Mr. Woods:]
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They are John DMoffatt, 6,000 shares; T,
Linedale, 2,000 shares; Sir Alfred Cowley,
200 shares; XK. H. Macartney, 50 shares;
Hon. J. ¥. G. Foxton and Mrs. Foxton, 100
shares; the Hon. Robert Philp, who was at the
head of the Government which the hon. member
for Bulimba was in when he gave this conces-
sion, 1,400 shares, Is it any wonder that this
concession was granted ? When the papers are
laid on the table of the House, I intend to move
that they be printed, so that theinformation can
be given to the country. Before this concession
was granied there were three or four qualified
timber-getters who had timber lying on the
ground. When the company got news by wire
that the concession was granted, these men were
ordered off the land and their timber seized by
the company, and the land commissioner in
Cairns, in order to preserve the rights of the
men, ¢2nt a communication up. I sincerely hope
there will be sufficient grounds for the Premier
and Minister for Lands to tell us it is in the same
position as the Maryvale Estate, and that the
agreement is not worth the paper it is written on.
From a report of the gentleman who interviewed
me on the matter, he said thatin going along that
road there was 1,500,000 feet of Cypress pine in
sight, and these people have the sole right over
16,000 acres of that land to reniove the timber,
Isincerely hope that the Government will take
some action In this matter, and prevent this
concession from being ratified.

Question— Adoption of the Addressin Reply—
put and passed.

The PREMIER: T beg to move that the
Speech of His Excellency the Governor be taken
into consideration at the next sitting of the
House.

Question put and passed.

SPECIAL ADJOURNLIENT.

The PREMIER : I move that this House, at
its rising, do adjourn until Wednesday next.
Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at {welve minutes past
12 o’clock.





