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168 Questions.

WEDNESDAY, 25 NOVEMBER, 190S.

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

APPROPRIATION BILL No. 1.
ASSENT.

The SPEAKER: I have to report that I
this day presented to His Fxcellency the Go-
vernor Appropriation Bill No, 1 for the Royal
assent, and that His ¥xcellency was pleased, in
my presence, to assent thereto in the name and
on behalf of His Majesty.

A message was also received from His Excel-
lency formally notifying his assent,

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. MANN (Cairns): With the permission
of the House, I desire to make a personal explana-
tion. Tam reported in this morning’s Courier.
and also in the Obsereer, as having said yester-
day—

We wonld sooner have the Port Alma Railway than a
good defence scheme.

The words I used were ** He,” meaning the Pre-
mier, ““would sooner have the Port Alma Railway
than a good defence scheme.”

DEATH OF Mr. BERNAYS.

The SPEAKER reported that he had for-
warded to Mr. L. F. Bernays a copy of the
resolution passed by the House on the 17th
instant, and that he had received from him a
letter, which he directed the Clerk to read to
the House, as follows :—

Toowoomba,
20th November, 1908.
The Hononrable the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly,
Brisbane. ’

Sir,—I have the houonr to acknowledge tlie receipt
of your letter of 18th instaut conveying the resolution
of the Legislative Assembly recording its appreciation
of the services of the late Clerk, JMr. L. 4. Bernays,
C.M.G., and its sympathy with his velatives in their
bereavement.

On behalf of my late father's relations I have to ex-
press their very sincere thanks for the gracious action
of the House in passing the above resolution.

I have the hounour to he,
Sir,
Your obedient servant,
L. F. BERNAYS,
QUESTIONS.
UNHEALTHY TMMIGRARTS.

Mr. HAMILTON (Gregory) : T desire to ask
the Premier, without notice, if his attention has
been called to some remarks made in another
place by Dr. Taylor when speaking on the
Addressin Reply. Dr. Taylor said—

A matter of neeessity was careful medical inspection
to prevent unheaitliy immigrants being hronght herc.
Cases had recently come under his notice where men
were hrought out who were calenlated to be a burden
on the State.

Will the hon. gentleman inquire if there is any
foundation for that statement ? l

The PREMIER (Hon. W. Kidston, Rock-
hampton) : I will give the hon. member and the
House full information, as far as I have any
knowledge on the subject. I may say that all
immigrants brought out here have to undergo
medical inspection before being shipped from
London. Two cases came to my knowledge
recently where it was quite evident—at least it
seems to me that it was quite evident--that the
medical inspection had been carelessly or per-
functorily gone through in the old country. The
Agent-General has been communicated with,
pointing out the need of more careful inspection,
and told that, if the doctor making the inspec-
tion is careless, to get another doctor,

[ASSEMBLY.]

Questions.

PORT ALMA AND BROADMOUNT.

Mr. HARDACRE (ZLeichhardt) asked the
Secretary for Railways—

1. What is the distance from Rockhampton to Port
Alma z/¢ the route of the proposed Port Alma Rail-
way ¥

2. What is the distance from Rockhampton 1o Broad-
mount zie the railway?

3. At wbat charge per tou has the Railway Depart-
nient promised the shipping companies to carry from
Port Alma to Roekhampton ¥

4, At what rate per ton per milc will this work out ¥

5. What charge per ton did the Railway Department
recently quote to & representative of the Dutch Mail
Steam Packet Company for the carriage of goods from
Broadmount to Rockhampton ¥

§. At what rate per ton per mile will this work out ¥

7. Will he state what is the justification for quoting
such increased rate fr i Broadmount to Roeckhampton,
seeing that the distance is considerably shorter than
from Port Alma to Rockhanipton®

The SECRETARY TFOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. W. T. Paget, Mackay) replied—

1. Thirty-five miles thirty-five chains.

2. Twenty-six miles thirty-nine chains.

3. The Commissioner agreed with the shipping com-
panies to accept, on certain conditions, 5s. per ton,
exclusive of whartage, as his proportion of the through
rate for general cargo between Rockhampton and other
ports, the weight to be charged a-cording to the ship’s
manifest, the loss, if any, in working and interest on
capital being assured by ilhe Roekhampton Ifarbour
Board.

4. This cannot be arrived at as the weight is charged
according to ship’s manifest, which is generaily arrived
at by measurement.

5. The Traflic Manager, Rockhampton, in reply to
their inqguiry, noted the mileage rates for 27 miles,
viz.:—First class, 12« 1d. ; second class, 16s. 7d.; and
third class, £1 2s. 6d., but on application being made
to the Commissioner he offered to quote the Royal
Dutch Packet Company a special rate for shipment
trafic between Broadmmount Wharf and Rockhampton,
and before doing so asked information as to probable
extent of business, to which the shipping company has
not replied.

At a meeting between the representatives of the
shipping companies and the department on the 13th
April, 1900, the Commissioner agreed to a special rate
of 6s. per ton, including wharfage on goods traffic
between Rockhampton and Broadmount Wharf. As the
conditions were not fulfilled and no traflic resulted, this
rate was never hrought into operation.

6. This cannot he arrived at, as the weight is charged
according to ship’s manifest, which is generally arrived
at by measurement.

7. The guotation of 6s. was never brought into
operation as no traffie resnited, and the Traffic Manager
was therefore quite justified in quoling the ordinary
mileage scale stated in answer No. 5.

Rammway EXPERT.

Mr. WOODS (Woothakata) asked the Secre-
tary for Railways—

1. Is it true. as stated in the Prisbane Courier of
23rd instant, that the Railway Cowmmissioner has
engaged in Engiand an expert to take up an important
position in the Railway Department*

2. What position is sueh expert to take up?

3. Did the Commissioner advise the Governor im
Council, as required by section 53 of the Railways
Act of 1888, which says that ‘““no appointinent shall
he made from outside the service unless the Commis-
stoners shall have previously certified under their
official seal to the Governor in Council that there is no
person in the railway service fit and qualified to be-
prornoted to such appointment, and shall have obtained
his sanetion 1o such appointment’ =

4. Is the Minister of opinion that there are officers
and men in every branch of the Government service
competent to satisfactorily fill any position in it?

5. It so, why should they be ignored and an outsider
appointed®

6. Has the State not suffered cnough already fron:
the blundersjof imported so-called experts®



Agents for Crown Lands.

The SECRETARY XOR RAILWAYS
(Hon, W. T. Paget, Mackey) replied—

1. No.

2 and 3. Sce No. 1.

4. I do not care as yet to express any opinion upon
the Qﬁiccrs and men in every branch of the Government
aervice.

5. Sec No. 4.

6. Possibly.

Mr, Woons : Perhaps you are going to engage
one from Russia, '

AnpIirioNal Dry Docx.
Mr, PETRIT (Zoombul) asked the Treasurer—

1. Have any reports been made by the Engineer for
Harbours and Rivers on the most suitable sites in the
Brishane River for an additional dry doek »

2. If so, will the Treasuver lay on the table of the
House the veports made on the various sites ¢

The TREASURER (Hon. A, G. C
vhorn, Enoggere) replied—

1. The EBngineer for Ilarbours and Rivers has reported
on certain sites suggested as suitable for a dry dock.

2. Yes. Inow doso.

Haw-

PAPER.

The following paper, laid on the table, was
ordered to be printed :—Regulations under the
Navigation Act of 1876,

LOCAL AUTHORITIES ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

LEeave 10 INTRODUCE.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
RAILWAYS, on behalf of the Home Secre-
tary, it was formally resolved—

That the Honse will, at its next sitting, resolve itself
into a Cominittee of the Whole to consider of the
desirableness of introducing a Bill to amend the
Local Authorities Act of 1902 in certain particulars,
and for other purposcs consequent thereon.

WORKERS DWELLINGS B1LL.
INITIATION.

On the motion of the TREASURER, it was
formally resolved—

That the House will, at its next sitting, resolve itself
into a Committee of the Whole to consider of the desir-
ablevess of intreducing a Bill to enable the Government
to assist persons in receipt of small incomes to provide
homes for themselves.

AGENTS FOR SALE OF CROWN LANDS.

On the motion of Mr. LESINA (Clermont),
it was formally resolved—

That there be Jaid on the table of the Ilouse a return
showing—

1. The number of persons, outside the oflice of the
Tands Department, who have been acting in Queerns-
land and other States as agents for the sale of Crown
lands and the introdaction of intending settlers.

2. Names of agents so appointed.

3. The amount paid to eaeh up to 30th June, 1905,

4. The number of settlers introduced per medinm of
such agents,

5. The area of land actually selected by these selec-
tors.

6. The number of free passes given to such intending
settlers.

7. Totul cost of such passes,
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LAND ACTS FURTHER AMENDMENT
BILL.
INTTIATION,

The SECRETARY ¥FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. D. ¥. Denham, Oxley) : 1 beg to move—

That leave be given to introduce a Bill to furtber
amend the Land Acts.

Question put and passed.

FIRST READING.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:

I move that the 13ili be now read a first time.

Mr. BOWMAN (Fortitude Velley): 1 desire
that the Minister should indicate to the House
in what form he wishes to amend the Land Act
under the motion submitted by him.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
The amendments are or a minor nature, for the
proper administration of the various Acts. T
can assure the hon. member that there is nothing
at all of a contentious nature in the Bill.

Mr., AIREY : Just a machinery Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS «
Quite a machinery Bill. The latter part is a
consolidation of various Acts, scattered all over
the books in one subdivision under Part IV.
T think the hon. member, and hon. members
generally, will recognise that there is nothing of
a contentious nature in the Bill

Question put and passed,

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

ADDRESS IN REPLY.

Want or CoNFIDENCE MoTION—RESUMPTION
or DEBatE.

* Mr. MAY (Flinders), who was received with
Opposition *“ Hear, hears,” said: I rise to sup-
port the amendment of the leader of the Oppo-
sition. I fully agree with everything that has
been said by the memnbers of the House, and
particularly these on our side of the House, in
giving the Premier a certain amount of vitupera-
tion and a certuin amount of abuse, which I
think he entirely deserves.
An OprostTION MEMBER : And good advice.

Mr. MAY : Yes; they alsogave him a certain
amount of good advice, which T hope that he will
follow in the future.

OrprostrioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear.

Mr. MAY : I can say that a great number of
the electors, especially those in my electorate,
have not bieen pleased with the Premier for some
time past. It happened that at a meeting of an
association of which T happened to be the
secretary at the time that we passed a con-
demnatory resolution on all those members
who left the ranks of the Laboor party, and
since that time we have had good reason
to take particular notice of the action of the
Premier, especially since the last election.
During the last election a certain amount of
friendliness was expressed between the two
parties who went to the country together-—the
Labour party and the Kidstonites—and we went
to the country on the great constitutional issue.
At that time the Premier gave us his word that
there would be no coalition at all with the Philp
party. It was felt that the continuous Grovern-
ment had been in power for so many years, but
they were now outof it and things were going
along smoothly with the Kidston and Labour
partiescombined in power, while a great many pro-
gressive measures were being passed. Last session
there were a great many progressive measures

Mr.May.]
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brought forward and passed, and they satisfied
my constituents in a great degree, with the
exception of the syndicate vailways. Then the
Premier started for England, and when he got to
Melbourne he made that speech io which he saild
he was entirely done with the Labonr party, and
that was the forernnner of what has since taken
place—namely, the coalition between the Philp-
ites and the Kidstonites. During the election
campaign I said that such a eoalition would come
to pass, but the Kidstonites throughout the
country would not believe me, and said that they
had more faith in the Premier than others had.

Mr. MuRrPHY : They had too mmuch faith.

Mr. MAY : Yes, they had too much faith.
They said: ““No, the Premier is a progressive
man, and he will never return to the retrogade
side of the House ” e have many things to
speak about, but we will be able to deal with
them in the debate on the Address in Reply.
With regard to the question of immigration, I
can say that I know that in both the Flinders
and Gregory districts in the past year a great
many people have come up there from the
South, and that meant that our owa men have
not had sutficient work to carry them through to
the end of the year. There are large numbers of
men walking about our electorates in the North
and North-west who are wanting employment
and canuot get it, vet at the same tiniz we are
importing ilmnigrants every day in a wholesale
manuer from the old country. Another thing,
t00, they are bringing domestic servaunt girls out
here under false pretences. T believe those who
are sending them arve receiving £1 a head for
all they can send out. The girls ave pro-
mised that when they get out here they
will get from 13s. to 30s. a week. In the recent
shipment of domes:ic ser\ ant girls—I can speak
positively on this, and, if necessary, bring evi-
dence to support what T say-—not one of the girls
who were engaged as domestic servants were
domestics at all.  Some of them were barmaids,
and some had been working in factories, but out
of the whbole nuniber of twenty-five nat one of
themr had been in domestic service at all in
England. They came out with the idea, as
they told the matron who bad charge of them,
that they were going to ger 13s. a wesk at the
very least, and most of them expected to get
30s. a week, and they were also told that after
they had been out heve a few months, owing to
the fact that there were more men in the country
than women, they were going to get married to a
squatter or someone elss of that kind, (Laugh-
ter.} A great many of them were brought out
under false pretences.

OprposTTION MEMBERs : Hear, hear !

Mr. MAY : I would like to refer to one
little matter—that is, the bit of a row there
has been between the hon. senior member
for Ipswich and the Premier, with regard to
the judgeship. T think this is # mutter in
which the Northern part of the State shounld
receive some consideration.  Whenever the
judges are appointed, there is never any consider-
atiun given to the barristers residing in the
Northern portion of the State at all, although I
say that we have equully as good men in the
North az we have got in the South. (Hear,
hear !} And their claims should be considered
as well as those in this city. 1 am not going to
detain the House for any time on this question,
as most of the matters will come up for discus-
sion again on the Address in Reply. After the
Cong itution struggle which we had recently, I
can say that there are a good many electars from
where T come from who would rather see Mr.
Philp in power in preference to the Kidstonites.

The SPEAKER: Order ! As I have already

pointed out, hon. members addressing the Houss

[Mr. May.
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Address in Reply.

should refer to other hon. members by the name
of their constituencies. 'The hon. gentleman
referred to Mr. Philp just now. He should
have said the hon. member for Townsville.

Mr. MAY : Some of my electors would rather
see the hon. member for Townsville in power
than the present Premier, We, in the North,
reckon that this coalition has done us the
greatest amount of good. It has consolidated
the Lahour party up North, and it has resulted
in bringing those half-hearted Labour supporters
and Kidstonites straight into the Labour party.
If we had an election to-morrow you would find
the Labour party would come back far and
away stronger than what we have done in past
elections.

OrposrrroNn MEeMBERS: Hear, hear !

* Mr. PAYNE (Mitchell): The Ministev for
TLands and the other membsrs supporting the
Government, in speaking on this question the
other evening, tried to prove by figures that the
present coalition was sanctioned bV the people of
Queensland during the last election. I claim
that no such sanction was given. [t mnst be
within the memovy of every hon. member of this
Chamber, as it is within the memory of every
individual member of the general public, that
the parties now supporting the Government went
to the country at the last general elaction
as two distinet parties—namely, the Kidston
party on the one hand and the Philp party on
the other hand.

Mr. CAMPBELL:
party ?

Mr, PAYNE: They also went as a distinet
party—as the Labour party. Fach leader
of those distinct parties told the electors
that there would be mno coalition, and

that was the distinct understand-

[4p.m.] iung on which those two parties were

returned. The senior member for
Townsville, in addressing the electors of Rock-
hampton, told them he was not going to coalesce
\\wh the Kidston party; and the Hon. the
Premier, in addressing his constituents in
Rockhampton, said he was not going to coalesce
with the Philp party. If either of those
leaders had told the electors that there was to be
a coalition between the two parties, I am sure
that neither wonld have been returned with half
the number of their respective supporters.
{Hear, hear!) I know that in my electorate the
electors said they would not vote for a Kidston
candidate ; they preferred to vote fuor Labour.
They remarked that they always knew wihere to
find a Labour man, but they could not place a
Kidston caudidate. I am perfectly certain
that if this coalition had been made a plank
at the last general election the parties new
forming the Government would not now be on
that side of the House; and [ am satisfied that
if the Labour party had run candidates for
every electorate they would have topped the

What about the TLabour

poles by thousands as a party vote. Had
the voters known that there was to be a
coalition between the two parties opposite,

many of those who cast their votes for Kidston
candidates would have cast them for Labour.
I fail to see how the Minister for Lands or
any other hon. geotleman can say that the
present coalition was sanctioned by the people
of (ueensland at the last election.  Everything
goes to show that the electors voted dead
'wamst the coalition. Whatever they may want
in the future, at the last election they did not
want a coalition of the two parties opposite;
and, to my mind, this coalition 1s a distinot
breach of trust with the electors. The last
general election was fought on two distinet
guestions, There may have been three ; but the
two burning questions were the unauthorised
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expenditure incurred by the senior member for
Townsville, who was then Premier, and the un-
sonstitutional action of the Governor in granting
a dissolution to aminority in Parliament.

Mr, Baryes: [t was not unconstitutional.

Mr, PAYNYE: Whether it was unconstitu-
tional or not, those were the two questions that
were brought [irominently before the electors at
the last election. 1 am not now arguing whether
the action of the Goveranor was technically un-
constitusional or not. Placards denouncing the
unconstitntional action were sent flying through
the coantry like gum leaves; cartoo s of Lord
{helmsford were posted up in every public place ;
and the public mind was worked up to a state of
excitement.

Mr. Barxes: You worked it for ali it was
worth.

Mr. PAYNE : 1 say that the public mind was
in an excited state on account of the idea that
the people were losing their freedom. T don’t
think it was possible for any man to have dune
more to create that excitement in the minds of
the people than the present Premier, who went
out of his way 0 convince the electors of Queens-
land that he and these who worked with him
were fighting to preserve what theic forefathers
had fought to secure centuries ago. T remember
him standing on the flonr of this House during
the erisis, and I am willing to adinit that older
members of this Chamber than myself were
carried away by the effects of the speech he made
on that oceasion.  We know the patriotic pro-
nises that weve made on this question, and we
know the sincere pledges that were given ; but
what has hecome of the whole lot 7 They were
simply a loss and a heap of fireworks, and nothing
has Leen done.  Then again, this coalition has
surroundings that are such as would prevent any
fair-minde d man from giving it his sappors. The
hon. wember for Brisbane South, Mr. Aivey,
speaking here the other evening, told us that
arrangements had been made for this coalition
hehind the backs of four of the Ministers. The
Premier talks alot about being frank and candid.
bus I see nothing frank or candid in making
negotiations for a coalition with the Philp party
when four members of his Cabinet knew nothing
about what was going on, 1t seems to me that
there was something fishy about it ; and-I say
thas the fact of the negotiations not being
fair and square and above board is a reason
for being opposed to the coalition. I re-
member that the Premier, in the speech he
delivered on the floor of this House on the
occasion to  which I have referred, called
the then Ministry a €Queen-strest Ministry.
In fact, he said that termy was too broad--he
called them a Courier Ministry.  In the name of
common sense, what would you cali them now?
The Premier has made a great many promises
to this Chamber, and I have been informed
by one of bis late Miunisters that when he went
to England he would interview the Colonial
Office in reference to the action of the Governor,
but we heard nothing at all about that. He
created great enthnsiasm at the last crisis, and,
to sum it up in a nutshell, it was all fireworks
there was no honest intention in it ; and the more
a man sees through it, the more he is convinced
that the Premier, at the time of that crisis, was
letting off a great deal of ficeworks, Something
has been said in reference to the unemployed in
this State. I do not know how they compiled
those nuwbers, but I do know this—a more mis-
leading statement has never been placed before
this Chamber. The Premier said, according to
the official figures, that there were eighty-six
unemployed in Queensland.  Why, I have seen
more than that in my own electorate, During
the last recess I have seen more than fifty shearcrs
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unemployed, and who have never done a tap of
work this year. The hon. member for Charters
Towers also pointed out there weresome hundreds
of unemployed in Charters Towers, and the hon.
membher for Gympie pointed out there were un-
employed there, I do not think it is a good
thing for the country to make a statemcut that
there are unemyployed if there ave not. I think
it would be a very bad thing also to say there
are no unemployed when numbers are looking
for work. It must be a very faulsy method of
compiling these figures, because I am satisfied
they ars very misleading. ‘They want to wipe
that particular oftice out altogether, and put it
on a sounder footing., There is another inatter
T will just touch on in reference to this un-
employed question, and I mentioned the matter
the very frst time I addressed this Chamber.
Tt is one of the greatest importance. There 18 a
number of nuemployved in Central Queensland-—
local people who are dependent on the indus-
tries, and strangers are given the work.

Mr. THorN : Why is that 7

Mr. PAYNE : T do not want to make a bogey
of this question. 1 have been through Central
Queensland, baving travelled many thousands of
miles, and in every shearing-shed [ came to in
Central Queensland daring the last recess, 75
percent. of the men shearing there were strangers.
I do not say strangers have vo right there; 1do
not think we should stop men coming from the
southern States here, but 1 do say that it is not
& very patriotic spirit fur those men who are
running the industries, such as grazing, o give
preferencs to southern 1nen, and the local men,
with their wives and little children to support,,
are not given an opportanity to earn sofficient
money to keep then in the ordinary necessaries
of life, 1 say there is something wrong ahout
that. I donot think it would be & good thing to
compel employers of labour to engage any parti-
cular wan ; I think he shoald bave ghe right to
please himself ; but, all th'ngs Leing equal, the
local man, who is dependent for his existence on
that particnlar industry, should have the pre-
ference, and it is not being done now, Iremember
when the Premier was in Longresch one time, a
deputation niet him there, auvd he received it
very warmly. On that occasion he threw new
light on this matter. 1de #aid it was« bad thing
for Queensland ; they paid no income tax and
there was none of the money earned in that par-
ticular industry distribnted through the State.
He said he did not know what he conld do, but
he would do what he could to see that something
was done so that the Jocal labourers shonld get a
chance of work., Xurther, another point in
reference to this unemployed question: I re-
member last June—the leader of this party may
be able to throw some light on it—last June 100
men landed from Victoria in two bouts on the
strength of a paragraph they had seen in a Incal
paper saying if they cawe here they would get
six mwonths’ employment in the caneficlds, and .1
went to the Treasury with the leader of this
party seeking to get sufficient money to take
them back.

Mr. Bowyax: Quite true,

Mr. PAYNH: While I am one of those men
who believe we have a very big avea of country
to settle in (uesnsland-~I think we want thou-
sands of people here--but 1 think it is a very
bad thing to bring a lot of working men here,
into a market that is already overflooded. It is
said the Labour party do not believe in imnugra-
tion, but that is not true.  We know very well
the progress of this great State of Queensland
can never go ahead without population.

Mr. Hanrrox : Of the right sort.
Mr. Payne.)
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~ Mr. PAYNE : But what we object to is bring-
ing immigrants here under false pretences—
dumping them down here and allowing them to
enter a labour market which is already over-
flooded. I would just like to go back to my pre-
vious remarks in reference to the appeal made to
the electers at the last general election—the
appeal that was excited by the Premier in refer-
ence to the freedom and liberties of the people of
Queensland being at stake. The electors of
Queensland responded to that cry ; there is no
doubt the electors of Queensland at the last
general election responded to the cry that was
raised for the liberty and freedom and the safe-
guarding of the people of this State, by sending
back twenty-two Labour members and twenty
odd Kidstonites—we were one on that par-
ticnlar question. The TLabour party and the
Kidston party, as far as the constitutional
question was concerned, were one, and the
perple of Queensland at the last general election
made no mistake in deciding that they did not
want—they did not require any party in power
that attempted to usurp the freedom and liber-
ties that were given to them by their forefathers.
That is another reason why I think this present
coalition 1s a violation of the trust of the electors
of Queensland that was given at the last election.
Another reason, I think, why the people of
Queensland should not be satisfied with this
Government is, that there is no promise by the
Kidston party for an amendment of the Workers’
Compensation Act. I do not believe there is
one (uestion in Queensland at the present time
that requires more immediate attention than an
amendment of the Workers’ Compensation Act.
I speak with a knowledge of thissubject, because
in my own electorate, had it not been that the
workers have a very powerful organisation
behind them, a great many of them would have
got nothing. In eight cases out of ten, they
had to fight in the court. The employer's
did not care. 1 have seen several of them,
and they say, ‘“This is not a matter for
us. We do not lose whether the men get
burt or not. We have them insured.” The
trouble is with the insurance companies. Ib
every case the insurance companies try to heat
the men out of their due, or else the men have to
go to court. I know of three cases in which the
psurance compabies have come along, and
offered men who have been injured a Jumip sun.
The men did not accept this at first, and
the companies kept them hanging on for
a couple of months, uvntil eventually they
accepted the amount offered by the insur-
ance companies, which was not the amount
they were entitled tn receive under the Act.
We have been promised a Bill providing for
State insurance under the Workers’ Cowm-
pensation Aet.  There is no doubt that the
insurance should be nationalised, and T hope
the Government will see their way to bring
in this Bill soon, and also a Bil to amend the
Act in such a way that a man will get compensa-
tion from the moment he is m]ured instead of
being kept out of it for a fortnight. There is
one little matter of a personal nature to which T
wish to refer before I sit down. The other
avening the hon. memb- r for Fitzroy stated that,
when the hon. member for Gregory was Govern.
ment “‘whip,” he always found how the Govern-
ment supporters were going, and then voted
with his own crowd o save his face. A more
incorrect, a more umnanly, or a more miserable
statement never fell from the lips of any man in
thiz Chamber. I shall refer to Heasard to show
exactly what took place on the oceasion referred
to.  On page 2,159 of Hansard fir 1905, the hon.
member for Gregory made some remarks in
advosacy of the principle of perpetual leases
which the members of the Labour party desired
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to have included in a Land Bill which was ther
before the Chamber. The hen. member for
Gregory had spoken in favour of the principle,
and the then Secretary for Lands said some-
thing in reference to the attitude taken up by
the Government ‘‘whip.” This is what the
hon. member for Gregory said in reply to the
hon. gentleman—-

It the Minister had notified the Committee that ho

would introduce the principle next year, it would have
saved a lot of discussion. As for the homily which
thiec hon, gentleman had delivered to him, if he thought
hecause he was (tovernment whip he was going to
swallow all his primeciples the hon. gentleman was
much mistaken. It the Government wanted a whip of
that sort, they had better look for someone else, He
was a member of the Labour party, and had never
departed from the principle involved in the clause;
but for the sake of Leing Government whip he was not
going to swallow his principles. Ie knew the opposi-
tion and intrigue which the Goverminent had had to
fight, and he had done his very best to try and assist
them on many oceasions, but he was going to stand hy
the principle of perpetual leases, because he had
always believed in it.
The hon. member for (Gregory then went to the
table, wrote out his resignation as * whip,” and
took it tn the then Premier, Mr., now Sir
Arthur, Morgan, who was illin bed at the time.
Mr. Morgan, to his credit, asked the hon. mem-
ber for Gregory to withdraw bis resignation,
and told him he could speak and vote as he liked.
Whatever differences of opinion there may be be-
tween members in this Chamber, it is a miser-
able thing when a man will get up and deli-
berately concoct a statement with a view to
injuring another hon. member in his electorate.

Mr, Cowar: It takes a lot of explanation.

Mr. PAYNE : The hon. member talks a lot
about the principles of the Lahour party, but we
know there was a period in the history of the
Labour movement in (Jueensland when a man
had to have a hackbone if he associated himself
with the Labour party. We had a Conservative
Government in power, and the whole powers of
the lJaw were used against us. At that time the
hon. member for Gregory proved himself a man..
Had the hon. member for Iitzroy been here at
that time, I am quite satisfied that he would not
have acted like the hon. member for Gregory.
The present Home Secretary and other hon.
gentlemen who were members of the Ministry
1n 1905 can get up and say whether I am stating
the truth or "ot

Mr. CowaPr: The “Votes and Proceedings”
show how he voted.

Mr., PAYNE: I am not accustomed to mak-
ing false statemeuts in this Chamber, and if
what I say is not correct, hon. gentlemen can
gel up and contradict what I have said.

Mr. ADAMSON (Afaryborough): In rising to
support the amendment moved by the leader
of the Opposition, T feel that I am acting in
harmony with fact, and that I am actineg in
harmony with whati\s righteous. But befove pro-
ceeding to address myself to the main question,
I wish to refer to two or three things which
dropped from hon. members during the course
of this discussion. 1 am very sorry to have to
refer to the speech delivered last night by my
friend, the hon. member for Clermont. He said
s0me thill"a which put this party in a wrong
light ; and unless he explains them, T, at any
rate, must run counter to him in my opinions
regarding those matters. Ior mst"mce he
stated that the Labour electors of Queemland
were not eareful concerning the kind of men
that they voted for. Of course, I am quite
conscious that he can explain that in a certain
way ; and, if he does explain it in that way, 1
have no quarrel with him. Bat I contend there is.
no party in this House, there is no party in the



Address in Reply.

world, which is more careful in the selesticn of
candidates than the Labour party, We take the
‘best method possible of trying to get the men who
are most in harmony with our principles ; and
again and again men have been refused the en-
dorsement of the Central Political Kxecutive
simply because their character did not come up
to the standard that we believed in. Amother
thing which the hon, member said last night was
also out of place, so far as a socialistic party is
concerned. In referring to the party which is
seated on the cross Opposition benches, and to
those like them, the hon. member said that this
party was too tolerant—that we needed to be
more bigoted, more intolerant, narrower, bitterer.
Personally, I hold that there is no party which
«can afford to be intolerant, and no party which

can less afford to be intolerant than
[4.30 p.m.] the Labour party. No socialistic
party can take the stand that they
are intolerant of other people’s opinions. Why,
to my mind, the essence of socialismi is based on
the principle of mutual respect, mutual regard,
and mutual helpfulness, I would remind the
hon, member of such words as those given utter-
ance to by the poet Whittier, when he said—

Not thine the bigot’s partial plea;
Not thiue the zealot’s ban ;
Thou well canst spare a love of Thee
Which ends in hate of man.

And I say that noman who hates his fellow man,
or engenders bitterness concerning his fellow
man, or who deliberately injures his fellow man,
can be a true socialist or a true follower of the
Labour party.

Mr. MAXWELL: Is that why you passed a ven-
debta against ex-Labour members ?

Mr. ADAMSON : I have passed a vendetta
on no one. A great party, in protecting its
rights, while not being vindictive personally,
must take a definite stand in relation to prin-
ciples. I am speaking against bigotry and
intolerance, not against definiteness, not against
a party having a definite programie and seeing
that its members subscribe to that programme.
T have no quarrel with that kind of thing, but I
say that neither this party nor any other party
<an afford to cultivate such sentiments as were
recommended by the hon. member for Clermont,
last night. I have nothing more to say concern-
ing the matter, but in order to place this party
in a right position before the country, I wish to
add that the principles of this party are based
upon love, based upon the Christian religion,
and that the great aim and end of the party is
theuplif ing andbetterment of humanity in every
way possible.

LaBour MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr, ADAMSON: Another thing T wish to
refer to is the speech which was made last even-
ing by the hon. member for Balimba. The hon.
member defended the coalition, and defended it
on the groned of patrivtism.  He took exception
to a statement my hon. friend the junior mem-
ber for Charters Towers made regarding the
definition of patriotism. The definition given by
my hon. friend was not his own-—it was the
definition of a greater man, and I suppose most
men wonldsay a grealer man than any man in
this House at the present time.

Mr, HaMIiLTON : Greater even than the hon.
member for Bulimba.

Mr. ADAMSOX : Yes; greater even than
the hon. member for Bulimba, and, from an in-
tellecrual standpoint, greater than any member
of this House. The definition was that of Dr.
Johns m. It may not be a true definirion, bat
that is a matter of opinion. That definition
was that *‘ Patriorism is the last refuge of a
scoundrel.” Ioveryone knows that patriotism, or
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love of country, has led men to do very strange
things at which we would blush. While speak-
ing of one’s luve of one’s native land, the hon.
member quoted Tennyson, and one hon. member
said that I was restless while he was making
reference to a poem of Tennyson’s, the Ode to
the Queen. The only thing I was restless about
was that the hon. member did not quote the
poemn properly. When I hear a man quote
poetry which he has down on his notes, I expect
him to quote it correctly. The hom. member
did not gquote the poem correctly, and he did
not quote it as far as he might have done. I
suppose he was referring to the Ministry on the
Treasury bench ,in this House when he quoted
the words—

And statesmen at her Council met,

‘Who knew the season when to take

Occasion by the hand and make

The bounds of treedom wider yet—-

The hon. member said ¢“greater yot,” but ““ wider
yet ” is right, and is much better. He might
have continued the quotation, and have given us
these words—

By shaping some august decree,

Which kept her throne unshaken stili,

Broad-based upon her people’s will,

And compassed by the inviolate sea.

Is the policy of the Government—the policy
approved by their supporters — ‘ broad-based
upon the people’s will 7

LaBour MEMBERS: No.

Mr. ADAMSON : Looking at the figures of
the last election one cannot help coming to the
conclusion that it is a make-shift Government, a
Guovernment of interested parties, a Government
of men who care more for themselves than for the
people’s will. Then, there is another spe-ch I
should like to refer to, and that is the specch of
the hon. member for Cook. That hon. member
told us that the Premier had given all to this
party, and that this party had given nothing to
the Premier. Having carefully considered what
has taken place duriug the last two sessions, I
have come to the conclusion that the boot is on
the other leg, that the truth is the other way.
That might perhaps be an extreme stats ment to
make, but, at any rate, it is a fair retort if the
hon. member for Co k holds that the Premier
has given all to us, for I can just as truly and as
righteously say that we have given everything to
the Premier. Personally, I wounld rather say
that we were mutually helping each o her, and
mutually have been trying to give the country
the laws that the country asked for. How far
is that rrue of the parties that are fused at 1he
present time? Were they working harmoniounsiy
together during the last two sessions ?  Everyone
knows that on all the principal measures passed
duringthe lasttwosessions the twopartiesthat are
now fused wereantagonistic, mutwna’'ly destructive,
seeking to burt each o'her. Awnd yet the hon.
member for Cook tel' sus that the Premier has
given us all, and that we have given him
nothing! I shall further refer to this mat er as
I proceed with my speech. At present I shall
merely say that it is a remarkahle thing that the
Premier should have sought an alliance wiih the
Opposition party, led by the hen. m. mber for
Townsville, My, Philp, and that he did uot ~e-k
to go on with his work in this House, trusting
to the sapport which would have been honestly
given to him by the Latour party. 1f he had
done that he would have acted more in harmony
with the wiil of the people, as expressed at the
last general election, than he is duing at the
present time. I also wish to mnke referer ce 1o
the speech delivered by the junior mewber for
South Brisbane, Mr. Airey. 1 want to s.y that
that sj.eech was vne of ‘he best sprec' es | have
listened to in this House. For bitii g sarcasm,

Mr. Adamson.]
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pungent humour without undue bitterness, for
the production and correct marshalling of facts,
for chaste, forcible language, for fine literary
allusions, for appositeness of expression, and
for epigram, no speech that I have heard in this
House was better than the speech delivered by
the hon. memlber for Brisbane South. He placed
the situation in a very clear light, and it seems
to me it is a very sad thing that when one man
has supported another sc sirenuously, so readily,
and so willingly, and has fought for him so
courageously as the hon, member has done for
the Premier, he should be thrown overboard
after all he has done for the Premier and his
programme. There is another thing I should
like to refer to, and that is the episode in con-
nection with the senior member for Ipswich.
Whatever anvone else may think, mv sympathies
are with the hon. mewber for Ipswich. He
may not be without faults. I do not know that
any man in this House is withont his faults, 1
am cuite sure I am not. The hon. member
may have done some things he ought not to have
doe. I havenever met a man whohasnot. But
I could not understand the bitterness of the
Honme Secretary in the speech he made in
reply to the hon. member for Ipswich, and
I could mnot help asking myself was there
not some political jealousy in the matter?
T could not help asking that; I could not help
asking myself, as I thought of things that had
taken place, was there some professional jealousy ;
was there some professional underhand work
going on_when the hon. member for Ipswich,
after having served as he had done in the posi-
tion of Attorney-General for five years, should
be refused the judgeship? Of course, we may
be told that it should be taken out of the domain
of politics altogether, and 1 for one subscribe to
that. T hold that such a position should not be
the glft of any politician, or should not, as the
Home Secretary said, be given to any man
simply because he was in a _position by political
accident. I think it should be given to the best
fitted man. I guite agree with that, but why
shoutd Mr. Blair have been the man who was to
be the scapegoat in this particular? And I could
not, as I watched the Premier while the hon.
member for Ipswich was speaking, but notice
bow he seemed to tirn a kind of yellowish,
green, black. (Laughter.) There was a peculiar
look about him as he listened to that speech, I
could not help saying to myself, well that is
a psychological revelation. The Premier to me is
a psychological puzzle, and that is how the thing
stands as far as I am concerncd. T think, how-
ever, that the hon. member for Ipswich will yet
get his chance politically, or his chance profes-
stonally, and I hope that in the future he may
have a successful career. Now, there was
another thing referred to in this debate. I refer
to the words of the Secretary for Public Lands
when he spoke in relation to the matter of this
party stultifying itself so far as the suspension
of the Standing Orders was concerned.  As one
of the party, I think we made a mistake in that,
and 1 want to say that others of the party have
thought that, but it was not as bm been said
SO ki dly by the versatile author of * ¢ Kosmos,”
or those who sre under him in that remqvk
able paper, the Brishane Zelrgraph—it was
not because we did not know the rules of
procedure, not because we were intellectually
anmemic, 15 was because we were politically
generous; it was because we did not want to
interfere with the public servants receiving their
salaries. - Some of us felt that we ought not
to have evan considered that, but since we bhad
moved a vote of want of confidence we should
have protested, at any rate, against the suspen-
sion of the Standing Orders, and personally I think

ghat that would have been the right thing to do.
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I only mention this because I want to convinee
this House that we are not such big fools on this
side as some people may seem to think we are.
There is ancther thing I want to refer to here,
and I want to speak about this as strongly and
emphatically as T can. The Premier said,

practically, that this party receives its pohcy
from its masters on the hill. Well, so far as T
am concerned, 1 do not believe that. (Hear,
hear!) T know nothing about that,

Mr. CoynE: And he knows it,

Mr. ADAMSON : I know of no master ex-
cept my constitnents. 1 own an allegiance to
the party to which I belong, and that party’s
policy, so far as I know, is framed in convention,
is submitted to the organisations, and it is
framed in a far more democratic way than any
other policy in this House, than any other policy
in Aus'ralia, in my opinion. So that when he
talks about our masters on the hill, it seems to
me that it would be a good thing if he would
just think about the masters that he has got.
What took place at the caucus the other day ?
He talks about caucus rule, and yet to-day he is
under caucus rule, and he has to take his orders
from the caucus, and the policy is to be coloured
by the caucus. The man who has said so much
against the caucus in the past is a caucus-ridden
individual at the present time. There was
another thing that I could not help noticing, and
I am glad that last night the Premier explained
this. He referred to the class to which the hon.
mentber for Fortitude Valley belonged. Well, 1
am glad he says that he belongs to the working
class. T am glad that it is not to be said of him,
““That he has forgotten the place from which he
grew, and thinks himself the Lord knows who 17
I am glad that he still thinks—

The rank is but the puinea’s stamp,
The man’s the gowd for a’ that.

Mr. W. H. Baryes:
the working class”

Mr. ADAMSON : There are some men who
think themselves a good deal better than certain
kinds of the working-class men, at any rate. I
am glad the Premier put his position right as
far as he is concerned. I wanted to remind hin:
of this fact—that it was wen of the class of the
bon. member for Fortitude Valley who made
hiws; men who have stood by him in times of
stress, and storm, and failure; men who have
helped him all the way through ; and he would
not have been the Premier of Queensland to-day
had it not been for men of this type. There is
another thing that has come out from time tc
time in this debate, and the Premier has made a
great deal about it—-that we are simply opposing
him personally. That is what he says. 1 have
never oppored him personally, neither outside
nor inside this House, and in any speeches I have
made I have simply dealt with the principles of
his policy., I say that he has not been true to
the principles of that policy, and because of that
I have condemned him as a politician—con-
demined his actions in not being faithful and
consistent with the policy that he Inid down.
But it seems to me now that when one speaks
about the hon. member for Roclkhampton, one
has to do 1t ““ with bated breath, with whispering
humhieness,” and one has to rementber that he
is the Primne Minister of Queensland.

Mr. Airey: Tt is mentioned seven times in
the Governor’s Speech.

Mr. ADAMSON : We are told that the Jews
used the word “Jehovah” only on very rare
oceasions, and they paused long before they used
the word and it seems to e that, before one
speaks i Queensland of Mr. Kidston and his
politics, one has to halt and think whether one is

Don’t we all beleng to
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going to please him, even if we are only going to
criticise him fairly, I do not think it is a fair
thing to take ap ‘that position, and it seems to
me there has been too much whining of that sort.
Coming to the amendment moved by the leader
of the Opposition, I want to say that I support
his ainendment becanse I look upon this coalition
as a coalition of a politically 1umoral nature.
It is said on every band to-day that no public
nen can be trusted, and that feeling has been
intensified by this coalition.
Myr. HARDACRE : Hear, hear !

Mr. ADAMSON : Somebody has said that
the time for moving this motion of want of con-
fidence was inopportune, and that if we had
been a wise party we should have been certain
we could have carried the amendment before we
proposed it in this Chamber.  Well, we are not
sure that we are not going to carry it.  Some of
us believe we are going to carry it, but I hold
that party interests and party welfare ought to
be put aside sometimes, no matter what may
follow, and we ought to take our stand fearlessly
whether we are going to be defeated or not for
what we believe to be the right thing, and for
that which the people of this State wants, John
Bright used to say that the Government of any
country ought to be based on the moral law—
ought to be based on the Decalogue. 1 want to

say that the coalition which has taken place is
based on a subversion of the moral law-—a rever-
sion of the Decalogue.

Mr. HARDACRE : Hear, hear!

Mr. ADAMSON : T hold that thisis a puln:m~
ally immoral coalition, and that never before in
the history of Australia has the politics of the
country heen dragged in the gutter the way they
are through this coalition—politically, I mean.
Now, T want to consider this, You will find
that any coalition with the Philp party was
denounced by the Premier in his Rockhampton
manifesto.  [-want you to listen to what the
hon. gentleman said in his policy speech in Roclk-
hampton. He says here—

But it is due to the publie that I shonld make a frank
and eclear statement as fo the circunstances which
resuited in my parting with Mr. Denhaw. (Hear, hear!)
Many ofyou, ofcourse, know that for some weeks prior
to my return from New Zealand a great deal of
negotiating had been going on amongst certain gentle-
men in the southern part of the State. chiefly in
Brisbane. The general object of tlie negotiations seems
to have been a rearranceuient of the Government and
of parties.  On my return to Queensland I found that
Mr. Denham’s ides of dealing with the situation was
that the overnmoent should coalesce with the Philp
narty. (Laughtev.) This extraordinary proposal,if I
had agreed to it, would bave meant that, whilst I was
to be graciously permitted to remain Premier, I shonld
have to remove from the Cabinet turee or four
Ministers who have always been perfectly loval—{hear,
hear )—who have discharged their several duties ably
and well, and against whow I have never had reason to
utter one word of complaint. (Applause,; It would
also bave meant something infinitely worse than that.
It would have meant the betrayal by the Government
of a large number of the men who had trusted and sup-
ported them in the last Parliament—({hear. hear D—1many
of whom bave got into serious political trouble because
of their loyalty to us.

And T would like this House to listen to this
part—

But apart from 1his, the personal aspect of the
muattey, such a proposal, if earried out, wonld have been
demor,\h ng in the extreme to the tone of our public
life—(hear, hear j—and injurions to the hest interests
of Quecnsland. (Applause.) I told Mr. Denbam these
tlhings, and that his proposal for an alliance with the
Philp party was a matter which 1 could not seriously
entertain or discuss, aud that public affairs would not
he dealt with on these lines whilst I remained Premier.
(Loud applause.) Ministers had arranged to meet on
the morning of Thursday, the Ist of Iebruary, for the
purpose of discussing the details of the Government
policy. Bnt, before entering on such a work, T thought
it desirable to ascertain whether Mr. Denham was still
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of the same opinion with regard to amalgamating with
the Philp party. 3Mr. Denbam, when spoken to, frankiy
admitted that he intended to joiu the Philp party
whether his colleagues did so or not. It was therefore
deemed advisable that Mr. Denhaimn should retire from
the Cahinet— (hear, hear!i—the other Ministers pro-
ceeding with the work of formulating # policy without
his assistance. From this statement of the fuets you
wili see that the Government policy which I am going
to lay hefore you to-night had no bewring whatever
upon Mr. Denham leaving the Government., (Hear,
Tiear s Ile had never scen the programme —{Mr. KErR ¢
That’s the pomt J—und even at this mornent does not
know what it i». (ilear, hear ) It is therefore quite
clear that the character of our programme had nothing
whatever to do with hix retiremeny, The one and only
difference between 3r., Denbham and his colleagnes was
that lLe wished to make an alliance with the Philp
party, and we refused {o entertain so extraordinary a
proposal. {Applanse.)

And yet, while h2 said that in his poliey speech
at Rockhampton, he has carried it out now.
And at a later date than that he said worse
things about the hon. member for Townsville.
Just listen to what he says here, in speaking
during the constitutional contest. He refers to
the importance of it. This was a statement he
made at Rockbampton on the Sth of Janunary,
1008—

Tiu IMPFORTANCE OF 11 CONTES
The Philp reactionaries fully rewlise how important
this contest is. They will try to throw dust in your
eyes, they will try to get von to believe it is not worth
bothering about—a little dispute about the postal vote,
a wages hoard, or something etse. They know how im-
portant this struggle i~.  They kunow that the forces of
democracy aund of reaction ave at death grips over this
gquestion. 1Men with any sense of deeency in them
would hardly have clnug to oftice as the Philp Ministr
have donc if they did not know that it was thel
desperate chance. (Loud applause.)

Yet he has given them another chance-

The rcal truth oi the matter is that Mr. Phxlp brought
about this election simply as @ desperate gambler who
is ruined already makes one desperate last throw to try
to recover himself. Now, realising as tliev do the im-
portance of the contest, as 1 have already said, they
arc not likely to stick at trifles to win. They have put
oft the election to tlte last day they could put it off
without allowing some thousands of 1nen to vote who
went on the roll at the December court. They have
chianged the day of polling from Saturday to Wednesday
for no other resson than this—that they will prevent
hundreds, probably thousands, of working men in
Queensland irom being able to exercise their vote and
volce.

Then, again, he says worse things than even
that. At the close of his speech he said—

Ijust want to say one word in conchision. I have
purposely refrained from touching on 1any questions
as T wish to focus public attention on the main issue
the people have tosettle. I liave even refrained fr-m
referring to the cowmposition of this miserable Thilp
Minwstry—a Ministry that-was the langhing stoek of its
own party, the Courier Ministry—Dheceause if cvery man
in it had been an angel from heaven,if he had heen a
Rockhampton man—ilsughter) —if they had held office
as these men have beld office, if they had got hehind
the Governor and. from that temporary shelter, fiouted
and denied the people of Queensiand, [ would call upon
vou to denounce them ail the same. In this country
no Ministry who defies the people, who intimidates and
threatens the representatives of Queensiand, must he
permitted to shelter behind the Governoy. (Hear.
hear!} Itonghtto be fired ont, dragged out, and made
an example of, and such an example ax will be a warn-
ing to all who in the future way have a desire to put a
profane liand on self-government. Just thesec wores in
coneclusion. I vou forget everything else when polimg-
day comes, remember that they, and they only, have
rights who dare maintain thent. (Loud and continued
applause.)

OrprosiTioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. ADAMSON : Well, this man, who could
use such forcible language as that, a few months
after betrays the confidence of the electors aud
joing with the men the electors had rejected,
and gave them a place on those Treasury
benches.

Mr. MaxwerL: Crucify bim.

Mr. Adamson.]
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Mr. ADAMSON : No; I do not want to
crucify him. I will trace the history of this
coalition. The present Premier, I hold, has
been calculating for this coalition for the past
two years. What was the result of the 1907
election ? There were twenty-eight Philpites
returned with twenty-five Kidstonites, seventeen
Labourites, and two Independents; and then
Mr. Philp sought this coalition—sought it in
1907. 'When we decided to sit here on the back
Opposition benches as an independent party the
Premier knew that he was not going to drag us
at his heels; that we had our distinet policy,
and we were going to stand for what we believed
to be right, as our electors told us to do. What
did he do? When we took our places on the
Opposition cross benches the hon. member began
to intrigue with the hon, member for Townsville.
Listen to what the Hon, R. Philp told the
electors on the 17th of January last, when
speaking at Toowong in support of the candida-
ture of Mr. Maecartney, This is the report of
Mr. Philp’s speech which appeared in the Mary-
borough Chronicle—

The Premier (Mr. Philp) to-night addressed a large

and enthusiastic meeting in the Masonic Iall at Too-
wong in support of Mr. Maeartney, who at present is
absent in England. Mr. Philp spoke at Iength on the
eveuts which led up to the dissolution of Puarliament.
He said that early in last session Mr, Kidston sent for
him, and he (Mr. Philp) discussed with him the yuestion
of the smalgamation of the two parties.
But there was another question, although the
Prewier yesterday denied the statement made by
the hon, wember for Croydon, Mr. Murphy,
that the DPremier said he would be Agent-
General. 'Why, in 1907 he had made up his
mind to be Agent-General, and T am of opinion
that if he cannot get his own way over there he
will go home as Agent-General. And I think
that if he does the Philp party will then be
convinced that he is a man who cares more for
p]lace and power than for anybody or anything
else.

Mr, KrogH : He will make a very good man
there,

Mr. Bowmax : You want to get rid of him.

Mr, ADAMSON : Tt is very amusing to listen
to the hon. member for Rosewood.  Sometimes
he is berating the Premier, and sometimes prais-
ing him,

Mr. PrTRIE : He is not the only man who does
that,

Mr. KroeH: I give praise where it is due.

Mr. ADAMSON : This is what Mr. Philp
said in regard to that matter in his speech at
Toowong— :

For the greater psrt of the time they were discussing
the Agent-Generalsh'p, hut he did not know whether
Mr. kinston wanted him to go to London or whether
Mr. Kidsron wanted to o himseit, However, he gave
the late DPremicr to understand that be (Mr. Plnlp)
would not go.

So that in 1907 the Hon. the Premier, who told
us yesterday, in replying to the hon., member for
Croydon, that he was not thinking about the
Agent-Generalship at the caucus meeting, had
had it in his mind <1 this time. And yet, while
all this was going on, the Premier was secking to
bring the Labour party under his heel. And
everybody remembers that while he
was tryving to do this the momentous
trip of the “ Lucinda” to k place ;
and after they had their confab and refreshments
down there the Prensier came back saying he
could not stomach the hon, member for Towns-
ville, and he had then to accept the divided
allegiance he siid he would never accep’. And
this party, notwithstanding the way he had in-
trigued against them, vave him the hest possihle
sup ort he could bave. He could not have got
better from any hody of men. What seciion
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was it that gave him most trouble during the 1907
session It was asection of his own party—the
blacksoilers, as they were called. Those were the
people he was afraid of in passing democratic
measures ; he knew the Labour party were behind
him in passing them. And the hon. member for
Oxley was intriguing with this party to draw
their support from the Premier, and, to a certain
extent, he succeeded. We know that the hon.
member for Townsville said in a certain place
that the trne Premier of Queensland was in the
Legislative Council, and was the Hon. A. J.
Thynne. Then there came the deadluck with
the Legislutive Council, and out of that deadlock
came the resignation of the senior memher for
Rockhampton ; then the assumption of office by
the hon., member for Townsville, and the forma-
tion of the Courier Ministry.

Mr. A1ruy: The first Courier Ministry ; we
have the second one now.,

Mr. ADAMSON : VYes—the first Couricr
Ministry., Then there came the dramatic scenes
in the last sittings of the 1907 session. Every-
body remembers that constitutional speech of
the Premier; everybodyremembers the memoran-
dum drawn up to the Governor; everybody
remembers the five or six divisions in which the
Philp party were defeated, and how the Premier
charged them with clinging to office though
defeated ; everybody remembers how we met
after the last sitting of Parliament in the Opposi-
tion room and how the Premier asked us to stand
by him in this constitutional fight. I said to
him, “Mr, Kidston, T have made up my mind to
retire from politics; but you have a<ked us to
tight this consti:utional fight. T will stand and
do it.” I promised to do so, though I could not
afford to stand and do it ; and many others did
the same thing. And what did he say of us in
connection with that ¥ He said this—

I just wish to say that I amn proud of the men who
have stood by me in this matter. I know that many of
them. having undergone the cost and worry of »n elec-
tion only six months ago, no matter how confident
they may be of the continued trust and confidence of
their constituents, do not want to be put tothe cost and
worry of an election six months aiter they have just
fought one ; and I do not wonder that there has been
much anxiety felt by members on both sides of the
House—hecause there is no difference in regard to
that particular point. I do not wonder that there has
been 4 good deal of apprehension felt on this matter.
And all the more, because of that, am I prond of the
way in which the men of this party have stood by this
great principle. without regard to the conseyuences to
themnselves. After a term of tfour years in office this
Government goes out of office without having heen once
defeated.

QrrosiTioN and Lasotrr MeMBERs: Hear, hear !

Mr., KIDSTON: This Government goes out of office
hecinse they belicve in the right of the people of
this country to manage their own affairs.

Then take the elections of 1908, when the Labour
party ~tood shoulder toshoulder with the Kidston-
ites. VWhatwas the result ? Thenumbersreturned
were twenty-five Phiipites, twenty-five Kid-
stonites, and twenty-two Labouriter. From
that general election the Labour party was the
only party that returned strengthened to this
House ; the Philp party was weakened ; the
Kidston party remained practically the same, If
the 1908 election said anything, it said that the
Premier should work with this party in seeking
to puss democratic measures which the people
wanted, You remember the fight that took
place in connectin with the ¢ lection of Speaker,
and then in connection wih the election of
Chairman of Commirtees, and how the Premier
treared us in those matters though we had stood
by him at the general election.  On the Address
in Reply he used these words

I said at the time that I was proud of the men who
stood with as on that occasion, because if half a dozen
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of them had liked to go over and support the Philp
party tl conld have saved themselves from the risk
and ceriain eost ot an election.

Mr. Kroou: Which they have regretied ever since.
I want to say that I have never regretted stand-
mg by the picsent Premier at that time ,ancd T
do not helieve any member of this party 1801m§
it.  We went out to fight the constitutional
fight, to fight for self-government, to prevent
Queensland from being trested as a Crown
colony, and we came back victorious, Yet the
man who got most out of the fisht—-who got the
“perks” of office and all the comforts and power
of office—is the man who has thmwn us aside
and joired with the men who said the hardest
Ehmg about him at the time.

Mr. W. H. Barnes: Did you not say hard
things about him ?

Mr. ADAMSON: Tt seems to me very
peculiar that the hon. member for Bulimba
should be supporting the present Promier after
all he said about that hou. gentleman. That
leads me to ask this: Was 1t right for the
Premicr o say he conld not get on any longer
with the Labour party 7 That is the statement
he made here before he went to Melbonrne ; it is
the statement be made in Melbourne; and he
mnde the same statement in the «ld country.
Take the measures passed during the past two
sessions,  In 1907 we passed the Children’s Conrts
Act, Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, Income Tax
Act Amendment Act, and the Appropriation
Acts.  In the 1908 session we passed the Consti-
tution Act Amendment Act, Lsnd Surveyors
Act, Fuctories and Shops Act Amendment
Act, Iilections Acts Amendment Act, Old-age
Pemm us Act, Technical Instruction Act, Wages
Boards  Act, Inspeciion of DMachinery and
Scaffolding Act, Sugar Works Guarantee Acts
Amendwent Act, Land Acts Amendment Act,
and the Guarantee Ratlways. Those measures
we help-d him to pass,  Yet he.said he could
not get on ary longer with the Labour party. In
what did weoppose him?  We opposed him in
four things during those two sessions.  First,
when he wanted us to give up our separate
identity as a party ; second, when he wanted us
to allow himto amend the Wages Boards Bill in
a certain way so as to please the farmers’ repre-
sentatives—and had it not been that we stood
out again<t him he would have. amended it in
the direetion wanted; third, on the question of
syndicate railways—and whatever anybody may
say in this House they were syndicate railways,
and they are syndicate railways still ; fourth,
we opposed him in the matter of the Appropria-
tion Bill. What was said in the Governor’s
opening Speech, at the opening of Parliament
in the firss session of this year, about that
£687,000 of unauthorised expendltuu Just
listen to what was said—

The late Parliament refuscd Supply to show its dis

approval of my laie advisers, but as I was of opinion
that the country should decide on the constitutional
question of the relations of the two Ilouses of Parlia-
ment. on the advice of my late advisers, I dissolved
Parliament, and on their further advice antho-ised the
expenditure of £657.635 without express Parliamentary
authority. Yon will, therefore, be asked to pass a
special Appropriation Bill to cover the amount so
expended.
And yet, what was said at the close of that
sexsion? What was sald by the Minister for
Education in another place in relation to the
matter 7 This is what he said—

APPROPRIATION BILL No 4.
TirsT READING,

This Bill, received from the Assembly, wasread a firs
time.

The SECRETARY TFOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
I move that this Bill be read a second time. Iwnay say
that it is the Annual Appropriation Bill. The first clause
appropriates the whole of the ex penditure for1907-8,and
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confirms and legalises evervthing, and the second clause
grants Snpplies from the 30th June, 1808, onwards—
fromi the consolidat: d revenuc, £350, 00(‘ from trust and
speeiud fands, £100,000; and from loan fund. £100.000 ;
that is to it gy uts Supply for the months of July
August, September, and October of the eoming year, I
move that the Bill be now read a second time.

And we find that that was condoned by the Go-
vernment before the Bill was brought into the
House, And yet they said there was to be a
special Appropriation Bill pussed,  Of course ig
has been =aid we were not sufliciently wide
awsalke ; that the Labour party were not up to
snuff in this matier ; they did not see so quickly
as they ought to have seen. There migit be
some truth in that. We did not éxpect that a
man who filled the position of the Hon. the
Premier would have made one statement at the
beginoing of the ses«ion and, without eversaying
a word about it, acl quite contrary at the end of
the session,

Mr. BOwMaN:
close of the session.

Mr. ADAMSON: Yes; thatis so.  He said
this mutter would be dealt with separately, I
say, granted that we were not alive n the
matter: What are we to say abous a man who
would intrigne in that way in matters of so vital
importance as the passing of the Supplies of a
counfry, when he had promised thev would he
thoroughly discussed, and a special Bill brought
i for 167 Can it be said truth fully that the
programme of the hon, member forTownsville
of 1907 and the Rockhampton programume of 1907
are more in common than the Labour platform
and the Kidsten pregramme? That is what has
heen said now—that the programme of the hon.
member for Townsville and the programme of
the hon. member for Rockhampton—that is the
Government programme—v ere more in harmony
than the Labour platform and the pv()tfmmme of
the hon. wember for Rockhanepton. I do not
think that that is true, and 1 will prove thab
before I go much further. I want to refer to
another fact, that the hon. member for Townsville
issned another manifesto at the elections in 1908,
and I want you to listen to what the Premier
said about that wmanifesto, This is what he
sa10l—

Though I did not reguire to isste amanifesto, Mr,
Philp bax issued a manifesto, and T regret to say it is
an  exceedingly  poov  deliveranee—(hear, hear )—
characterised by kis usnalinconsequence and incapacity.
This feeblencss resliy makes Mr. Philp ditlicult to deal
with., It would be easier to deal with a stronger man,
He produces an atinosphere of helplessness. T want to
call your attention to one or two things in counesction
with the mwnifesto. It filled {hree and a-half columns
of the Horininy Fufletin, and in that space there is less
than o columun devoted to 4 statement of the issue now
before the conntry. It is a misleading statement at
that, as I witl show ; but Mr. Philp evidently wants to
swamp the country with his promises. Ile evidently
wants to blind the people of the country, for he puts a
glare of prowises in their eyes xo that they will not be
able to sce what is the resl issue tht} have got to
settle. [ trust that the people will not be carried away
Ly Mr. Philp’s promises. I recoived a w re to-dy from
a Northern const ;monm it was from a cundidate
there—a Lubour man  He wired to say that the Philp
candidate there had promised, on the autbority of Mr.
Phiip. that he would et a sugar-mill for some particular
distriet there—I torget the name—but it was near
Ingham, and he wante: to know whether [ would
anthorise him to make a like promise. (Laugbter) I
told that candidate that I was very sorry; but if 3Mr.
Philp bad descended to that kind of thing, I was not
going to make any promises. (Applause.)

He repeated it towards the

He says that the manifesto issued by Mr. Philp:
at the beginning of this year wus a weak thing,.
an inconsequential thing, a poor thing in every
way ; and the hon. member for Townsville
created an atmosphere of helplessness. And
yet he tells us to-day that that programme is
like his own programme, What have we to say
about it? That the Kidston programme is an
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178 Address in Reply.

inconsequential programme ? Mr. Kidston, too,
creates an atmosplhere of helplessness; and prac-
tically he has become so helpless before the eyes
of the people that he has got to get the help of
another man ag helpless as himself, and they sit
there, an inconsequential party, according to his
own statement, with a poor, weak programmnie.
Even on the unrealised portion of the Rockhamp-
ton programme, I wantto show there is more in
common with the Labour platform than with the
Philp programme. 1 havethese programmeswith
me, and anyone can take them and examine them
for themselves-—what has been realised and what
is unrealised. I find that the agreement of the
Kidston and Philp programmes is in the fol-
lowing items :—Land policy, Ininigration policy,
Education reform, Liguor Law reform, and
Torres Strait service, Kidston and the Labour
party agree in the following matters :—1st,
Comprehensive Mining Act, which will include
power to mine on private property ; 2od, KEduea-
tional progress; 3rd, Trade Disputes Bl j dth,
State Insurance under the Workers’ Compensa-
tion Acht; dth, Reform of the Liquor Taws;
6th, Superannuation Scheme for Public Ser-
vice; Tth, Development of the Agricultural
Bank Act, by advancing cheap money to
build houses ; &th, Reform of the Divorce Laws ;
9th, Redistribution of Seats in the Iegis-
lative Assembly, but no reduction of mem-
bers; 10th, A Torres Strait service.  And
there is another matter in which we agree with
him, and that is irigation and the conservation
of water, 1 want to ask: Is it right for the
Premier to say that he conld go no further with
the Labour party? Is it vight to say he had
more in commnn with the Philp party than our
own platform? T can prove that his statement
i not in sccordance with facts, The poliey hon.
members opposite have to-day—the policy of the
hon. gentleman whois at the head of the Govern-
ment—is & different policy to what was put
before the Rockhampton people and the people
of Queensland in 1907. And why do I say that?
I say that because he has not an opportunity to
carry out his Rockhampton programme accord-
ing to his own ideals. What was said at the
cauncus meeting last Thursday? T want you tn
listen to this—I referred to it already partially,
but I want to read from the Cowrier report.
This is what he said—

A feeling was expressed in some of the speeches that
the way would be made miuech easier for members if
business likely Lo be contentious, or to he misunderstood,
were explained to tliem prior to being placed before the
1Iouse, although it was admibted this course might not
always be convenient.

And yet the Premier told us in this House that—

The proposal which I made to that joint meeting of
the two parties wus this: It was to be understood that,
so far as I was concerned, no promise, direct or implied,
has been made to induce anyone to agree to thie proposal.
The proposal was this—

“(L) Are the members pow present prepared to ap-
prove of me as their leader, and to adopt my Roeck-
hampten programme of TFebruary, 1907, as the pro-
gramme of aunited party ¢

“(2,) Arvethey turther prepared to give me, as Prewmier,

as free o hand with regard to any rearrangement of the
Cabinet which may be necessary as I should have if T
had just been commissioned by His Exeellency to form
a Ministry =’
He tells us that, and yeb at the next meeting of
these two parties he is told he must bring down
his measures to the caucus—they must be sub-
mitted there.

Mr. Maxw: Caucus rule.
Mr. MaxwgLL: That does not happen to be

true.

Mr, ADAMSON : Well, why is it reported
in the Courier?

Mr, MaxwELL: Sometimes people
things that are not true.

[Mr. Adamson.
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Mr. MANN ¢ Just like you.

Mr., ADAMSON: The hon. member for
Burke tells me that it it not true. Well, the
Premier himself practically admitied it in this
Chawber the other night. He said that his
policy would take the colour of the members
who sat with him. That is to be the policy of
the Premier. The man who has dencunced the
caucus—the man who talked about the masters
on the hill—has got other masters, and he has
got to submit to caucus rvule. And this is the
“strong man”! “How are the mighty fallen.”
The reputed political Samson of Queensland has
been shorn of his strength, and he is made to
grind at the mills of the Philistines !

An HownovranLe MEeMRER: The
stines.” (Laughter.)

Mre. ADAMSON : T just want to glance for a
moment at the nature of the party opposite. It
is a peculiar conglomeration. There is a part of
the old continuous Ministry ; there is a part of the
old Philp Ministry ; o part of the Kidstonites, a
part of the oid Labourites. It is altogether a pie-
bald Ministry. As the hon. mewmber for Herbert
d, it is a heteroganeous mixture of discordant
atoms, and it may fall to pieces at any time. As
soom as ever their interests closh, they are so
discordant that they will fall to pieces. They
have no coherent and comion policy. Tt is
simply & patchwork poliey, that has been brought
together by self-interest, by greed of place and
power, and it may cramble at any moment. T
now want to dwell for a moment or two on the
fact that the Premier has anuounced his hos-
tility to the Federal Lazbour party and to the
Commonwealth generally. T would ask, What
has the Commonwealth Government done to
injure the States? What is the Commonwealth
Government proposing to do to injure the
States? TIs the Commonwealth Government not
elected by the same electors as the State
Legislatures are? We find that there has
been returned to the States by the Common-
wealth £6,000,000 or £7,000,000 more than need
have been returned. We know that the Com-
monwealth Government has benefited Queens-
land particularly by its sugar policy. We know
that during the time of drought and distress the
Commonwealth starved its own services in order
to help the States. We know, too, that the
Commonwealth Parliament has passed better in-
dustrial legislation for the workers than the
States Legislatures have, and we believe our-
selves that industrial unification would be a good
thing so far as industrial legislation is concerned.
At least T do. Then, too, what about the finan-
cial proposals? Why, they are all, as it were,
in solution. Nobody can tell what is going to
happen, and it is a matter for experts to deal
with. It is a matter for the best men in the
States to come together and try to find a way
of solving the difficulty. And yet the Premier
says that he is going to fight the Federal Labour
members, and that it will be a sad day for them,
and so forth, and so forth,

My, THORN: The best of experts have at-
tempted to solve it.

Mr. Maxy: Are you one of them?

Mzr. THORKN : No ; the Premier is one of them.

Mr. ADAMSON : The experts have placed
their proposals before the country, and not one
of them has been adopted. The Premier of
Queensland has made his proposal, but they are
all in solution, and some @ media has to be
discovered before the question can be settled.

Mr. THORN: That is only your opinion,

Mr. ADAMSON : That is proof to me that
the hon. member has never read the proposals
that have been made for the settlement of this
financial problem. He cannot have read the
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Address in Reply.

proposals made by Mr. Harper, Sir William
Lyne, King O’Malley, and ever so many others
whose names do not come up in my mind at the
present time. If he had read them he would
have known that there had been proposals made,
and that the matter is still in solutnm In
proposing  to ﬁght the Commonwealth the
Premier is untrue to his best traditions; be is
untrue to the best of his p’lat life, and to the
best polisical work of his pass life. " What is he
going to do? e is going to array the forces of
capitalism to tight the democratic forces. He is
setting Austrailans agaiost Australians in a war-
fare which, in iy opinion, is a warfare of greed
and selfishnesss for place and power. Ile says
that he is going to do this for patriobic
reasons. Otber penple are saying that the hon.
gentleman caves more for pldm, and power than
he cares for anything else. As T have gone about
the country during the last few weeks, and in
my howe at the weel- end, men have been saving
to me, ““ Public men caunat be trusted.  We vote
for certain men, They say they will do certain
things, and tuﬂy betray us. It only means that
others, when they get the chance, will do like-
wise.”  Omne man who said that to me was a
Labour man. I said, “Well, you ave a Labour
man.  Get twelve other Labour nen to come
and say that to me, and you can have my resig-
nation to-morrow.’

Mr. Trorx: That is all right; but we shall
see in a few vears you will change your mind,
like ali good men.

Mr. ADAMSON : We need not look a few
yvears ahead. Tampre p"m:d tosay that, now, if that
18 the idea of public life in Queensiund—that the
men at the head of affairs are not to be trusted—
if the electors are saying that, and if a majority
of them think that, I shall be glad to get ont of
public life to-morrow, and not have that stain on
my character. There is another thing that wa
referred to yesterday by the hon. member for
Gympie, and to which I have referred in other
places. The Premier has been set up as an
example for our boys to copy, asa pattun for
our youth to imnitate, so far as our national life
is concerned.  Well, T want to ask, is hiz example
an example of honesty, of open-mindedness, of
generosity, of unselfishness in the service of
Queensland 7 A great many people think not.
And, if it is not, then I hold that he has no
right to be held up as an example for our boys
to imitate. I hold that he stands before the
people of Queensland as & raan who is secresive,
as a man who is selfish, as & man who has served
himself, first and always. It cannot be said of
him that ‘“he came, not to be served, but to
serve.” One of our poets has used words like
these—

Were a star qnenched on high,
Tor ages would its light

Still falling downwards from the sky
Burst on our wondering sight.

And, when a great (good) man dies,
For years beyond our ken

The light he leaves hehind him lies
Along the paths of men.

Is the light that William Kidston is shedding poli-
tically a light for people to walk in ? I hold not.
The words that can be aptly applied to him are
the words of one of his national poets. That he
will—

Gto down to the vile dust from whence he sprung,

Unwept, unhonoured, and unsung.

Mr. LrsiNa : And ‘‘unhung.”

Mr. ADAMSON : The hon, member for Cler-
niont says ““unhung.” Well, I hope that before
very long, politically, he will be hung, and that
he will pass out of political life. I would
appeal to the Premier, and to those associated
with him, I would appeal to hon. members
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opposite, to do something to remove this feeling
of suspicion concerning public men and the
public life of Queensland. It is being said
everywhere. I wounld urge upon those men who
were once Labourites to walk over heve when
the division bell rings—(Government laughter)—
and vote to send to oblivion, or to send to
London, the man who has betrayed the prin-
ciples that he said he believed in.

Ay, MaxwrrL: ““Judge not that ye be not
judged.”

Mr. ADAMSON : That is a good maxim. I
wonder if the hon, member knows what it ineans
—Do uot be hasty in your judgments. Do not be
censorious unduly.

My, Maxwenn: Hear, hear!
in your judguwent.

Mr., ADAMSON: :
clusion that vou know everything,
that everybody else knows nothing,

Mr. W. H. Bagyes: Why don’t you apply
that to yourself this afternoon’?

Mr. ADAMSON: That is what it means.
But, if vou read on in the same chapter from
which that quotation is taken, you wiil find this
said : “ Hvery tree iz known by its frufts.
Therefore by their fruits ye shail know them.”
And it says something more—*‘* Beware of these
who come among you in sheep’s ¢ othmg,

but m\valdly are ravening wolves,”
[6.30 p.mn.] (umuohtel) The Great L(—mrf who
said *“ Judge not, lest ye be ]udffed”
did not say that we weve to puf our reasoning
faculties aside, He said that we should know
men by their fruits, and we have a right te
judge them by their fruits., A week or two
befure the coalition was formed, some members
on that side spoke to ine, and they said the
hardess things they could say about the Premier,
and yeb we now find those hon, members joined
with him in this coalition.

Mr., D. Hunrer: You have no right to repeat
private conversations,

Mr. ADAMSON : I have not said who those
members were, nor have [ repeated what they
said ; but, in any case, the hon. member for
Woolloongabba should be one of the last men in
this Chamber to make that remark. There is a
stain on the political life of Queensland through
the electors baving been betrayed in the manner
they have been by the formation of the present
coalition ; and I hold that if there were an
election to-morrow the Kidston and Philp parties
would come back to this House in very reduced
numbers. For the sake of the purity of political
life in Queensland I ask hon. members opposite
to come over here and say by their votes that
the Premier shall not remain in office any longer.
I want to close with a passage which you, Sir,
brought to my notice. I ask hon, members what
is the best thing in life? Is it better to have
place and power and wealth, and things of that
sort, or to have honesty and purity of life and
purpose ? To the men who are striving for place
and power, irrespective of fitness for those places,
I would say, in the words of Lecky, which you
yourself, Mr. Speaker, taught me—

Do not be hasty

Do not come to the con-
and think

Look down, lock down from your glittering heights
And tell us ye sons of glory, x
The joys and pangs of your eagle flights,
And the trinmph that crowned the story.
* * *
The rapture that thrilled when the goal was won,
The goal of a life’s desire;
And a voice replied from the setting sun:
“Nay, the dearest and best lies nigher.””
* * *
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How oft in such hours our fond thoughts stray
To the dreéam of two idle lovers,

To the yvonny wife’s Kiss, to the child at plav,
Or the grave that the long grass covers?

# * #

And little we’d reck for power or gold,
Or for all life’s vain endeavour,

1f the heart could glow as it j’lOWCi of 0ld,
And if youth could abide for ever.

There is somet} m)g better than place and power,
and the thisgs that men strive so mueh after,
and that is honesty of purpose and purity of hfe,
politically and otherwise. I would remind the
Premier that an eminent poet said—

A wit’s a feather, and a chief’s a rod.
An honest man’s the noblest work of God.

HoN0URABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

* Mr. BARTON (Brisbane North): I have lis-
tened to the speeches which have been delivered
by hon. members sitting on the Opposition
benches, and, as a newcomer in this House, I
must say that my political education has been
improved, or ought to have been improved, by
the amount of knowledge which has been poured
into my ears. Members claim that on that side
they have only one justification for their action,
and that is that they satisfy their consciences ;
while the only justification that members on this
side can plead is that they are united by self-
interest, Like my hon. friend the hon, membear
for Woolloongabba, I am rather in a quandary
as to the reason why I am sitting here, and stitdl
more so as to the reason why 1 should sit over
there with the Qppositien, If T were to sit over
there, L should probably be received in the same
manner as the hon. member for Clermont re-
caived some hon. memhers who have gone
over to that side, and that is inadmissible.
Yet T am, according to the doctrine of hon,
members opposite, absolutely unjustified in
sitting on this side of the Chamber. I am led to
make that remark because, unfortunately, my
name, or at all events the name of the commercial
interest I am identified with, has been brought
into this debate by various members, notably the
hon. membsr for Gymple, the hon. mewmber for
Clermont, and the hon. member for Leichhardt.
Those bon. members are somewhat in error in
coming to the conclusion at which they have
arrived—namely, that I personally have derived
some bepefit from the fact that the hon. member
for Rockhampton has been Premier for some time
past.

Mr. Coyne: No,
pany a concession,

Mr. BARTON : I know what is meant, and T
should like to put a few facts before hon. wmems-
bers which will enlichten them on the subject.
I hope the House will excuse me referiing to a
matbser of this sort, but in view of the erronesus
nature of that conclusion it ought to be corrected.
(Hear, hear !} This is not a matter of yesterday.
At the beginning of 1903 the Valley people
wanted electric light.  TPower to supply that
electric light was applied for by my company,
The Guovernmens at that time was the M rgan-
Kidston Government, and they ve'used the
application of my company, and granted the
necessary authority to a local cuompany. Of
course, I have to be thankful to the Morgan-
Kidston Government for doing that. For two
years thatcoinpany held theauthority granted, and
then died without doing anything, because they
regarded the venture as unremunerative. A few
mouths later my company applied again to the
Kidston Government for a concession—the same
concession under the Act as has been granted in
other parts of Queensland, including Toowooinba
~—namely, a concession for forty-two years. For
the first time in the history of the administration
of that Act a company was refused a conces-

[Mr. Adamson:

no—that he gave your com-
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sion for forty-two years. e were offered one for
fourtecn years, Naturally that offer was refused,
as work under such conditions would he unre-
munerative. All through the year 1907 my com-
pany battled for a concession for forty-two years,
and up to the end of that year it was refused by
the Government. At the end of that year the
company were offered a thirty-two years’ conces-
sion.

Mr. Bowxax : That was by the Philp Govern-
ment.

Mr., BARTON: No; by the Kidston Go-
vernment before they weut out of office. We
refused that offer, and when they we ent out of
office we tried to get a forty-two years’ conces-
sion  from the Philip Government, but, as
hon. members know, the Philp Government
came to an end very soon. When the Kidston
Government came into office again, they sent wy

company a peremptory letter, st tating that we
could take the thirty-two years’ concession or
leave it, Hon. members oppobi*e will therefore

see that I have nothing to thank the present
Government for, and that, according to their
arguments, I should sit on thp other side of the
House. If Ihad been sitting in opposition tothe
Grovernment my company would probably have
got what other companies have got—n concession
for forty-two years.  That concession has never
been refused to any company but mine,

Mr. Bowwan: Was it refused to your com-
pany for the reason you give?

Mr. BARTON : I understand that no honest
Governuent ever dared to give to a supporter
what thev gave to their opponents. I say that
js s0, because I understand from: the gentlemen
on the other side that the only reason for sitting
on this side is self-interest, and hers am I not
obtaining the reward which is suppesed to be
the reward of gentlemen on this side ? Ihavelost
ten yezars of my life through this Government
being too honest, or uttenmr'" to the poiiticsl
maralities that are, T nndmsmnd acknowledged,
and certainly T think 1t would be an unfortunate
result if T conld not get what anybody else could
get. What I wish to say is that my convictions
made me a Kidstonite, and my interests make
me an Oppositionist, and I have a diffieulty,
after what I have learnt from gentlemen oppmne
who have been doing all the teachuw Accord-
ing to them I oughh £o sit on that side fur my
interests, and on this side for my convictions,
and it is difficult to reconcile all these things. i
shall have much pleasure in voting against the
amendment,

Mr. SUMNER : What is your reason ?

Mr. BARTON : My reason is this : I antici-
pated that, when this Government came hefore
the House, no arrangement wounld be made, that
the Government would be in difficulties because
they had two parties agaiust them, and only
their own party—ahout 30 per cent. of the House
-—to uphold them, and we should have a
succession of short-lived Ministries. I thought
that such would be the result, and that eventu-
ally out of chaos would be evolved a coalition
Government. As the Labour party say that
their programme preveuts themn from combining
with any party, and sivking their own principles
to any extent at all for the purpose of a coalition,
a coalition with them was ab-olutely impossible ;
and if we had gone all through chaos, and
wanted to get any form of government at all, we
wou'd have had to come to some method of
coalition ; and cnalition is only possible with
those parties whose principles do not prevent a
coalition taking place. The only party in the
House which could possibly coalesce was a party
of that kind; and I think, considering the
differences of opinion—
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Mr. Covxe: Why then did you go to the
country on the principle of no eoalition with that
party ?

Mz, BARTON : T &id not.

Mr. Coynu: Your Premier did,

Mr. BARTON : T do not know whether no
coalition was his principle. The fact is that we
went to the country on two matters—the consti-
tutional question

An HoNourABLE MEMBER : A bogey.

Mr. BARTON : It maay have been a bogey—1
do not know as wmuch as some hon, gentlemen
know, but they made a bigsong abeut it if it was
a bogey. We went to the coustry on that ques-
ticn at all events, and in my electorate and all
around that was the question. We were sent here
to pub right something that was wrong.

Mr. Coyxr: And you did not do it.

Mr. BARTON : We did it. It has been said
by the late Attorney-GGeneral that it was not un-
constiturional.  We ave not all lawyers, and we
cannot all tell what is constitutional,

1

r. Starxer : He said you were wrong.

Mr. BARTON : T nuderstand that the legal
interpretation is that it was not illegal, and that
it was not uneonstitutional,

An Hoxoursnne MeyseRr: No, you are wrong.

Mr. BARTON : T shall be glad if T am
wrong. We must remember that the Constitu-
tion of our country is really the result of a series
of battles, and thag this series of battles really
make sonsti ution, and when we had that
fight it was ruerely torproteet our rights, We
thought it was wrong and we held an election,
and if it were constitntional we helped to make
it unconstitutional. We put that Ministry out,
and it is a message for all time to the people
of this country that the Queensland people
thought it was unconstitutional, and wanted to
make it uncoustitutional. T am perfectly satisfied
that that was the reason I came out in this par-
ticular electorate, and I am glad the result was
as 1t was,

My, LisiNa: What was the second issue of
the elections?

Mr. BARTON : To my mind it was that the
finences of the country wonld not be properly
Iooked after in the hands of the Ministry which
was then in power,

My, Airry: Opposition to that party put you
in for Brisbane North.

Mre. BARTON : Tam simply trying to justify
my position. L belleve it is a proper thing on
an oceasion like this to justify and testify as to
what one has done,

Several wewmbers iuterjected.

The SPHEAKER: Order! These interjec-
ns are interfering with the hon. wember
addressing the House, T inust ask hon. members
to cea-e from interjecting,

Mr. BARTON : T am perfectly satizfied that
if we had gone through six, twelve, or eighteen
months of chaos, the best result to be hoped
from that very painful process of chaos would
have been » coalition,  As a coalition is impos-
sible with the gentlemen who are now in Opposi-
tion, the only basis for a solid and substantial
Government 1s the present coalition,  If it fails
we shall have chaos, and the hon. gentlemen in
Opposition may have the chance of coming back
here strong enough to form a Ministry of their
own ; and, apparently, such a Ministry is the
only one they can support.

Mr. Covyxe: Why have a coalition at all ?

Mr. BARTON : T am astonished to hear an
kon. member asking why have a coalition at all.
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The fact which we have been advacating all the
time is that we should have retained the control
of utfairs. The other side have asserted that the
Ministry should have worked in the same
manner as it woeked at the beginning of last
session—that is, in a sort of cealition with the
very party who are opposing this eoalition now.
Their feeling was that the Government of this
country could have been curried on by trying to
unite two parties, one of which had as their
fuudamental prineiple that they could not sup-
port any Govermment excepting one in which
they had a majority of Ministers,

Mr. Covse: Has any Government in the
TFederal Parliament yet had a majority of their
own ? .

Mr. BARTON : That may be, hut we hope
to establish it now, and I hope for the next fow
years it will be possible to carry it on, and there
will be & majority bebind the (zovernment which
will epable them to carry on and satisfy the
wants of the conntry, in administration as well
a5 in law making, because they must remember
that Government does not exist simply for the
purpese of passing their laws through the House
and arguing abous such matters, hut their ad-
minigtrative powers are fully as imporiant as
their Jegislative powers.

M. SumNer: More so,

Me, BARTON ¢ Perhaps more so. We passed
legislation last session — notably the Wages
Boards Bill—that will demand all the skiil in
administration that can possibly be placed at
the disposal of the comntry. 1 repeat that I
shall have much pleasure in voting against the
amendment.

My, NEVITT (Carpentaria) : The hon, mem-
ber who has just resumed his seat said he had
to testify., I may say that I have a short
testimony to make as to why I consider the
amendment which has been moved by the leader
of the Opposition should be carried in this
Chamber, and T-also want to deal with some of
the idiosyncrasies of Queensland politicians,
particularly of the present Premier and the
Minister for Lands. It his caunsed me to look
over Queensland history for the past 20 years,
and I fingd that there have been several coalitions
before, and they have ali had a disastrous result
for Queensland. T believethat if tuis coalition
is going to live for any considerable length of
time thie same disastrous resuits will follow. In
looking back during the time that Sir Thomas
AMellwraith was Premier of Queensland, whit do
we find? We know that the principal planks in
his platform were coloured labour, syndicate
railways, and alienation of lands.  Oa the other
hand, we have Sir S, W. Griffich, the leader of
the second party, who classified as a moderate

Liberal, His first programme consisted of these
measures—Bill to amend the Criminal Code,

Bill to amead the Ewployers’ Liability Act,
Bill to repeal the Act relating to the introduc-
tion of labour from India. These are character-
istic Bills of modified Liberals.  Now, these two
giants fought against each other for a number of
years, Kventualliy they found that it was to
their interest—and it has been stated times out
of number that self-interest is always at the
bottom of such coalitions—that these two parties
should enme together and wo longer fight as
enendes in the country. They came together ;
T think it wasin the year 1893, For some eleven
years prior to that they had cccupied the position
of Premier alternately, one in and the other out.
Tn the next Parliament the other one would be
in and the other out. The result was that in
part of the time of Sir Thomas Mecllwraith’s
Ministry there was supposed to have been a deal
in steel raile.  So strongly did the then Premier,

Mr. Nevitt.]




182 Address in Reply.

Sir 8, W. Griffith, feel over this watter that he
took a trip to England to find out as to whether
it was not possible to impeach the other gentle-
mait.  If the present Premier of Queensland
had done bis duty, or done what he said he was
going to do, he would have impeached the
Premisr who oceupied the position of Premier
at the will of Chelmsford only at the end of last
year and the commencement of this year, Dut
for some reason or other, which personally I
have never been able to find out, these two
giants have come together———

Mr, LEsiNa @ Giants, do you call them !

Myr. NEVITT : They have come tegether in a
siiilar manner to what the two giants cume
together in 1803,

A Lapovr MEMBER: These are two pigmies,

Mr, NEVITT: An hon. member behind me
says these ave two pigmies, and T believe that
that will be proved the next time we go to the
country. I firmly believe that on the unext
appeal to the country the people of Queensland
will realise that at least they will give the party
a trial who have never gone back on their prin-
ciples or their promises, which is the party now
sitting on the Opposition benches.

Hon. R, Purrr: Nonsense |

Mr, NEVITT : Thehon. member says ‘ Non-
sense,” but can any hon. member opposite offer
any evidence that this party has at any tiine
broken the promises which they made in the
country or in this House?

Bon. R. Paicp : Yes; you have.

Mr, NEVITT : We can give scores of such
breaches regarding the hon. .gentlemen who
occupy the other side of the Chamber to-day.
They have frequently broken their promises.
Before I have done, I intend to bring before the
notice of this Chamber one or two justances at
least where they have broken their promises,
To go back, in 1908 the present Premier found
that the dark shades of opposition were not
congenial to him. He made overtures to the
then Speaker, Mr, Morgan. Mr, Morgan had a
certain following in this Chamber, and the two
of them between them got a sufficient following
to form a Ministry, with the result that those
who had sat on the Government benches for so
long had to go into opposition, and, when they
came over here, they were not comfortable,
They tried their best from day to day to upset
the Government. Intrigue was rampant —
equally as rampant as it is at the present time
= in the pavty sitting on the Government
benches, with the result that there was a party
formed 1n this House, and on the death of the
then Minister for Mines, Mr. Browne, those
people wha were sitting on the Opposition
benches had got suflicient support on their side
to support them

Hon. R, Pritre: Do you say that that was an
immoral coalition ?

_ Mr, NEVITT: If that coalition was an
immoral one T do not know what you would call
the present one.

Hon, R. PuiLe: Quite moral,

 Mr. NEVITT: The Opposition was then suffi-
ciently strong to prevent the Government from
carrying out the business of the country, with the
result that the Government of that day got a dis-
solution and went tothe country, What was the
result of that election? Why, the gentleman
who led' the party, who said that that coalition
was an immoral one, was almost annihilated in a
political sense.

Hon. R. Puirp : No.
[Mr. Nevits.
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Mr. NEVITT: T say alwost annihilated,
because his numbers werereduced by 50 per cent.
in comparison with what they came to the
Chamber with at the previous election.

Hon. R, Piire : The same thing happened to
your own party only three years afterwards.

Ly, NEVITT: My party are well able to
defend themselves in the country ; but you are
not in the position to defend yourself,

The SPEAKER : Order ! T have laid it down

n saveral cccasions—and 16 seems strange that
I have to lay it down again with every member
who rises to speak—ihat hon. members in re-
ferring to other bon. members in this House
must refer to them by the names of their consti-
tuencies, I take this opportunity of saying that
I will insist on that Standing Order being fol-
lowed in this respect, as it is absolutely necessary
to preserve the courtesy of debate.

TowvourapLk Muybers : Hear, hear !

Mr. NEVITT: I have no intention of dis-
obeying any. ruling from the Chair. The hon.
member for Townsville interjected, and 1 could
not resist the temyptation of replying.

The SPEAKER: T do not want the hon.
gentleman to wisunderstand me. I did not say
anything about the hon. gentleman replying to
the hon, member for Townsville.  He is quite in
order in doing that, but he must vefer to the
hon. member by the name of his electorate and
not by his nawme,

HoxoUrABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr, NEVITT : It was some Lime later on—in
1906, I believe—when the hon. gentleman con-
sidered that it was to his interests to leave the
ranks of the Labour party. After he left the
ranks of the Labour party it is not too clear what
his position was, except that it was to retain the
position of Premier of Queensland. However,
the fact remains that he left the Labonv party.
He went to the country some little time after-
wards and said that he intended in future to
have no nndivided allegiance, but he came back
in aminority, He had not sufficient backing to
form an Administration, and it has been said
that priov to the meeting of Parliamnent he had
his resignation written out, and was going to
tender it to the Governor, Lord Chelmsford.
Why he did not tender that resignation
that was written out has never been made
clear. T understand that he tried his best at
that time to form a cealition with the then
Opposition, led by the hon, member for Towns-
ville, and apparently it was unsuccessful. It
has been said that after that he formed a
coalition with the Labour party. It has been
made clear by the leader of the Labour party
that a coalition was never entered into by this
party with the Kidston party. The Labour
party told him clearly and distinctly, through
the mouth of the leader of this party, on the
floor of the House, that if he introduced legisla-
tion not in conflict with our platforms he would
get our undivided support, with the resuvlt that
during the whole of that session the ILahour
party supported him, and I scarcely think there
was an absentee from the Tabour party at any
time from the division lists, when the Labour
party were supporting him, I say that the
Premier cannot say the same of his own party.
I have already pointed ocut where previous
leaders of parties in this Touse have practically
done the same thing before. The
time came when the present Premier
could not keep himself allied with
the party he was instrumental in forming—
namely, the Kidston party, and he found it
necessary to throw them overboard, as the hon,
member for Brisbane South, Mr. Airey, said, to

7 pom.]
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form a coherent, progressive, and homogeneous
demccratic party. 1 would like to know how
the Premier is going to get some of the members
on that side to support the measures in the
Governor’s Speech placed before us on the pre-
sent occasion.  Amongst the promised Bills is
one to restriet the leasing of land to aliens.

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon, member
will ot be in order in dizoussivg the Governor’s
Speech until the amendment has beca disposed
of.  If he wishes to do so on the main question,
he will be in crder, Tn the meantime, he mn
confine himself to the amendinent, or connect his
remarks with it.

Mr. NEVITT: I think Ishall he able, Mr.
Speaker, to connsct my remarks with the motion
hefore the House. T find, on lovking through
Hansard, the members on that side going to gup-
port the present Premier’s policy are Messrs.
Philp, Forrest, Keogh, Stodart, Moore, Hanran,
and J. C. Cribb. They have already voted in
this Chamber against the restriction of leasing
land to aliens, and I would like to know how it
is possible for these members, who voted against
that Bill, to prove to this House that it is equaily
essential no» to pass that Bill as it was in those
days to keep it from being placed on the
statute-book.  In 1904 the present niember
for Townsville stated that a wave of insanity
had spread over Queensland. What caused him
to make that remark was the fact that the party
he then led had been practieally annihilated at
the polling-booths.  According to the sare line
of argument, the hon. gentieman is one of those
people whom he diagnosed as being insane,
because he is a party to keeping on the Trea-
sury henches the same men. [ think it was
during the same session the hon. member for
Townsville stated that he would not trust the
present Premier with a farthing candle. What
do we find now ? He is prepared to trust him
with the Treasury of Queensland—because he is
now sitting behind that geutleman, and ap-
parently is going to back np his policy in this
House. There are many idiosyncrasies in par-
liamentary life, and apparently this is one of
them, These two gentlemen werve stated by
the Hon. the Secretary for Public Lands to
have un affinity for each other, T looked up
the definition of “affinity,” and I find that
it is “a relation constituted by marriage; an
alliance ; a similarity ; chemical attraction.”
What affinity did those twe gentlemen possess
when they were on the hustings appealing for
the suffrages of the people ? The Premier stated,
in speaking of the hon. wmember for Townsville ;
“But apart from this personal aspect of the
matter, sach a proposal if carded cut would
have be:n demoralising in the extreme to our
public life and injurions to the best interests of
Quesnsland,”  The present Premier said that
at Rockbampton in 1907, He also said the hon,
member for Townsville had “no se=ns» of
decency”; yet we find them sitting together
to-day. Aud the only explanation we can con-
ceive is that they are sitting together for their
own personal ends,  On another ocession the
present Premier referred to *“ Philp, a sick devil,”
Yet they have now fallen into ezch cther’s arws
like two lost friends meeting again.  On another
oceasion the hon. gentleman spoke of  this
miserable Philp Ministry,” and ““the Courier
Ministry.”  Aud now we find them to-day sitting
cheek hy jowl. Another expression wused was
“ Peevish Philp.” That was on the 15th January
of the present year, And, again, he said of the
hon. member for Townsville that he was ‘“not
a man who would stick at trifles.” In forming
this coalition, it seems that the present Premier
has lost every political virtue he ever possessed.
It is questionable whether he possesserd them or
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whether it was only lip service. On the other
side of the ledger we have some neat and loving
expressions used by the hon. member for Towns-
vilie towards the present Premier. On one ocea-
sion he stated that he did not think this was the
sort of man the electors wanted to he Premier of
Queensland ; he did not think that wus the sort of
man to make the country prosperveus.  Evidently
the hon. member for Townsville thinks very dif-
ferently nos, though these words were ustered
only eight ov nine wonths ago. He also
calied the present Premier utoerat” and
“a fool,” we find them sitting together
to-day. Still furiher, we find that he charged
the hon. gentleman with ““dishonourable conduct,”
and with being ““the biggest rat that Quecus-
land pos-essed.”  Those are some of the loving
expressions made use of by the hon, member for
Townsville towards the present Prewier.” On
another occasion he called the hon. gentleman
“a knave” and “a trickster.”  He said the
women of Queensland saw through Mr. Kid-
ston’s trickery and knavery, and voted for the
Philp party, because they knew that Mr. Kidston
did all he could to take the vote from the women.
Mind you, that was in February of this year.
Three days later the electors of Queensiand
spoke, and the only party they could give any
more confidence to than was given nine months
before was the party sitting on these Opposition
benches to-day. We were the only party that
went to the country and came back with an in-
creased majority. There was not one member
now sitting on the Uppoesition benches prior to
the election of February of the present year but
what came back.

Mr. W, H. Barxus: How mauy of your
people were helped in by their association with
the Premier?

Mr. NEVITT: T shall deal with the hon.
member for Bulimba directly. i

a

(Hear, hear !} 1
was remarking that this was the only party that
went to the country and came back with
increased numbers—that the country could trust
with any more confidence; and I say if the
late Philp Aduniinistration had vot been in power
at the time they would not have cowe back with
even twenty-five followers. A good deal of
corruption took place even at the last election,
and before T have finished I shall deal with the
Minister for ILands, who, at that particular
time, was administering the Home Department,
and { will show that he, at all events, should not
be in the present Ministry, and that the people
of Queensland are very indignant that such a
gentleman as that should be one of His Majesty’s
advizers, Oun ancther occasion the hon. membey
for Townsville said that Kidston was kicking
himself—

Mr. hidston had resigned in a [t of pigue, and had
been crying and whining ever sinee. (Launghter and
applanse.)  He did not know a man in Quesnsland
who had ki < himea1f as Mr. Kidston had done since
hie resigned ofice,
Porsonally, I was one of those members in the
House at that time who supported the present
Premier in his action, and the party that I
belong to, speaking generally, suppovted DMr.
Kidston, and particularly that part of his pro-
home rule for

gramive where he advocated
Queensiand., There was a danger—no matier

what the hon, member for Townsville may say——
there was a danger at that particular time of
home rule being taken away from the people of
Quesnsland.

Mr. W. H. Barxgs: Why, it was referred to
the people.

Mr. NEVITT: Yes, but not at the wish of
the hon. mew.ber who Interjects. Tt wasreferred
to the people of Queensland, but if the leader of
the party and his followers had been aware of
the facs, when he went to the Governor, that it
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would lead to a dissolution, he would nat have
acted as he did, and a number of his followers at
thab very time made no secret of the fact. They
sald, “FHad we known it would mean going to
the wunmv we would never have taken up “the
attitnde we ald. And I think the hon. membel
for Bulimba is one of them, too.

Mr. W. H. Barxes : No.

AMyr. NEVITT: the hon,
Townsville says—

Ar. Kidston was a man of ability, but not stahll ty.
'\[r Philp also emph ol the fact that Mr. Kidston

1l abused the Soci party, and eallad them un-
gm!eful dogs—~the men whose supp.rt he was now
seeking,

Again, member for

These are the loving expressions from one to the
other of the two hon. gentlemen wio now fin d
themselves in that happy position of, I may sa
ruling the destinies of Queen dand.  As W(Lw
stated by the hon, member for Townsville, in the
refreshment rocws last year—he sai: mu real
Prem of Queenstand was in the other Cham-
ber—Mr, ” hyl,ne\' T think it can be as truly
stated to-night that the res] Premier of (Jueens-
land is the hon. memnber for Townsville ; that
the hon. member for R«ckhampton is no longer
the real Premier of Queensland, becaure hc
admitted that fact in reply to the leader of th
Labonr parby, when he sald the future m;;nla-
tlon of tlns country would he coloured by tne
Ynajonty of the following behind him. Tf that
15 not saying the hon, hmmber for Townmn?e
who took over twenty-five followers, is zoing to
be the real Premier of Queensla 1d, what does it
mean? I do not thivk vou can take any other
interpretation from it,

Ax HoXOURABLE MeMBER :

Mr. NEVITT : Yes, majority rnle. This is
what the Pren stated on the foor of this
House the other night—

Never hefore the lion.
Labour puri

Majority rule.

menther was leddor
did any leader of the party

of the
Or UNY Culens

of the party in this Ifouse ever go to the Trades Hall for
instructions as te what they were to do in a matter of
parfismentary procedure.

After

what I have stated—sgiving
ssions made use of by the how. member, he
has gone back on all thoss statements—oan
we not helieve thehon. menber for Croydon
when he stated ““it was done at your house”?
The Premier, in reply to the hun. member for
Croydon, made the following statement ;—

I may say he evidently thought it was a wmuch better
place to he in, or e % old not have hean there.

you the

What a beaubifal evaiive way of gett ing ont of a
viry intricate question! Ay ;)alustlv at that
time he did not go to the hill, but be fetched
those from the hill to the flat to consult him.
That i the only interpretation you can take
from thut expression,  Then, again, he made use
of this expression—

‘There is nof a public man in Anstralin, who takes the
part of the State Parliaments in this matier, who is not
lampooned by the Sydney Hulielin. Nothivg he ean do
with reguyd (o any master is good or right, because
they want a party there who will work for unitication,
I renember, in November last, when therve was
a jo n*t caucas held in the now Opposition room,
the pressut Premier told us he had had sent to
hiny a letter or an article from the b‘“?npy Bul-
letin that they were going to publich on the
stitntional question,  On that  particular
sion there was no lampooning about the
pres sent Premier. o, it was quite the reverse,
and you find he tI‘IUCGa the Sydney Bulletin when
it suits his own particular cass, Anyone who
has followed the pohuc 1 history of the Sydney
Bulletin must naturally come to the conc‘usmn
that it has done more for Australia than ever
William Kidston has done or is likely to do.

The SPEAKER : Order, order!
[8r. Nevits.
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] NEVITT : And if the hon. member for
R(Jd\h(wlptrm had only followed, to some extent,
the lead of the byd.ncy Bull bm, he would not
‘have found himself in the po-ition he finds
himself to-day-~the leader of a party despised by
the mejority of the electors of Queensland—and
when they get an ounmtulutv of expr?ssme;
themselves, I am fumly of opinion that it will
be in no uncertain voice, and that the hon. mern-
ber for Rockbampton will not come back with a
following that will enable him to retain his pre-
sent position on the Treeasury benches, Later
on in the same speech he said—

It was quite impossible for the Governuient to earry
out the material progress portion of the Roekhampton
programmie so long as they depended ou the suppors of
the Labour party. I do not particulariy dwell on the
faet, but theugh I have given the Labour party a great
deal of what they wanted, my ouly reward has been
e, and 1o tell the truth I was getting 2 little tired
ahuse.

=

1 do not kuow how to take that expression,
whether it was ouly touting to the Labour party
to put their platform on the statute-book—to
get their support to retain him on the Treasury
benches—or whether it was the Premicy’s own
particular programme, or whether he }xelievu{} in
that particular part of the programme. Iivi-
dently it was the reverse, and he only did it in
order to get the support of the Labour pavty,
because he states he found 16 nnpossm]e to put
the Rockhampton programme into practice. I
defy him to state one measure that has bheen
numeratedsin the Rockhampton programnie
that this party opposed—the Labour party sup-
potted every measure that came before this
Honse last session with the exception of two.
That just reminds me that even there he
betrayed the members of this Fouse, because
somewhers at the latter end of Octuber, the hon.
member, who was then leading the Qpposition,
asked the Premier as to whatl ““’x\]dtl()” waslikely
to be introduced before the close of the session.
e enuwerated two ov three Bills, but there was
no mention of the two measures that this party
eu,nfu‘t’n]y opposed.  The hon. gentleman dis-
tinctly states that there was no likelihood of
carrying the Rockhampton programiue with the
help of the Labour party. Well I, ag one of
the Labour parby, distinctly deny that, and I
can speak for every member of this party, I am
sure. 'They would have supported every plank
of the platform which the hon. geutieman
placed before the electors of Queim;lar d at the
iast election.  We practicaily p\emwu ourgelves
to do so. Bvery measnre introduced that was
nob in conflic
our support ;
SUPPOTT on e

with onr platferm would have got
and

gentleman got our
Did wnot the hon.

: #t joint caucus of the two
. S Twan proud of you men. T am prouder
s William Kidston to-day than I was to be
Preuuu of Cueensland a week ago, ()wmg to
the way in w! uch youiuen bave stuck to me.” In
speaking and actmg as he has done, the hon,
gentleman has acted against the expressed wish
of the electors of Queensland.  What were the
w which the hou,
port of this party last se-sion?
Constitution Act Amendment Bill, Klections
Act Awmendwment Bill, Factories and Shops Bill,
Wiges Boards Bill, AL ichinery and chﬁohhng
Iu\pectum Bill, Old-sge Pensions Bill, and
other measures. Did the party now sitling on
that side support him ?

Mr. W. H, Banryus: Yes,

Mr. NHEVILT: Why, the leader of that
party said, when speaking on the second reading
of the Old age Pensions Bill, that there was
no necessity for the Bill —that we could in-
crease the indigent allowance, And yet we

the hon.
casion,

{ije}
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now find the Premier saying thele 13 no chance
of carrying the Rocl (hfunpton programme with
the assistance of the Labour party. It makes
one’s blood cmdle when you hear such expres-
sions from men of the type of the hon, member
for Balimba—a man who said that the Pre-
mier had been dxummed out of his native town.
The hou. member has not yet withdrawn that
remark, made on the floor of this House, and yet
we find him to-night sitting behind the Premier,
prepared to do anything. ~ One ov the other has
forfeited his political virtae or principles, if
either of them ever had ;«ny. It was stated
in the Brisbanc (ozrrwr that the hon. member
for Rockhampton, the then "zemler, had made
1 secret ment with the hon. member for
vt his leaving for Bngland.
member hay never \et deniel the
statement, shywing that he never took even his
collsagues into his confidence.  Prior to leav ing
for Iingland, what did he scn te the hen. mem-
her far qxwvc“, the late Attoruey-General?
* Blair, when 1 enme back again, your tarn may
come.” Tt did come. Wo all kuow how it
e, He gave the hon, meanber a kick-ont,

\\hlc vonly goes to prove what I have th'eadv

L.Lu[——t}mt if he ever possessed any pulmcdl
vn'v*ue, he ce‘z\amlv bas lost it,  Another expres-
sion made use of by the Premicr was this: 1
do uwot hesitate t0 say that the best thing has
bean done,  Whether it plen%s the Labour
party, or whether it suits the Labour party, is
not a factor in my wind at all. I believe the
arrangement willsuit me.” That means, * From
my peint of view, T will he able to retain £1,300
& vear while T oeenpy my present 1 ii:-n, with
the extra given in of a choice between two motor
cors.” If it is needed that 1 shouid give any
further veasons to prove the m.h(rnmnt I can
only vefer you, Sir, and all the people of (guem 8-
land, to the hon. gen tleman’s own expression
where be said, “It will suit me. 1t dees not
matter whom else it displeases. I am now going
to eowe to the present Secretary for Lands
Privy to my leaving Bri-l;me befors the last
election, T went to the Hom uqm:tmen\, and
asked th\l‘l to let e know \Vl hat polling-places
were going to be gazatied. They sent a wire to
the then returning '\hum‘ at Normanton, and I
wired back on 9th December—-

Am advised hy late acting returning oflicer that Doil-
ing-places atlas decuOv\~1utw and tiat there cannot bz
less this time.

The homn,

Auny unbiassed individual—any man who stood
ou she floor of the House the other night and
id thas he nlaced coaniry before party—on the
ceipt of such a telegram would have gazetied
the previous polling-piaces.  After the receipt of
that Leugmm I mked thiat Kalkadoon and
Donaldson telograph stati should be further
progiaimed as polling-places, The ithen Home
Secrebiry, the pres:nt becretarv Lands, wired
for furtiier information, aud this was the reply
that he got—
PMIu‘ ‘ufm o ome Kalkadoon 22 jailes fz‘«)fh Lioyd's
L‘i—'(‘H()h papalation about
ex from Cowan Downs
nearest polling-place last election population about
fifteen,

Cowan Dowus 1s shout 120 miles from Norman-
ton, snd 130 or 140 miles from Cloncur
%plmed for a polling-place at what was practi-
(,m) a half-way h\;11~e~ua1ndv the Donaldson
telegraph station, which wonld he 70 miles each
way. Lat the hon. gentleman who puts country
before party said, “‘No,” alt} wough he was in-
formed by the returnin ‘officer that there were
likely to be fifteen votes recorded there. FHe
- would not give them any facilities for recording
their votes., This is the gentleman who places
counéry before party.  As has been said, ¢ How
many crimes have been committed in thy name?”’
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This was not enough for the hon. gentleman.
He seut a further wire asking for more informa-
tion, and this is the veply he got—

About 108 men working in and near Kalkadoom,

advise it be made a polling-place, at present decline
recommend Donidson,
Although he had stated the day hefore that there
were fi teen people likely to record their votes
there ! T wounld like to know where he got this
information from. I found in the papers in the
hon. gentleman’s own handwriting ~-

Lloy@’s Camp and Thornton practically
Cowan Powxng, 150 miles from Normantou,
sotie 0f then not Cowan Downs men.

IXerbert Vale, 65 mifes Jvom Cunooweal, Inst election
few rabbit fencers, now bnly two voies.

The hon. gentleman should telt this House where
he got t‘uc in uation  In the first place, it
is falze information, Sccondly, if the hon.
gentleman acted up to his declaved policy of
putting counbry before party, he would not
have acted in the menner he did,  What are
the facts In conumection with this matter?

deserted.
five votes,

Thornton, which was a polling-place at the
election 1n 1907, is 40 wmiles from Movestone

Downs, and there were twenty votes recorded
there 1 mwy favour and two in favowr of my
opponent ; if the truth could only be
known, the hon gentlenmn took his inlormation
from that political pmr"an (md gazefied those
placesoff the list ofy pnl‘mu places, a althiongh he had
advertised four or five days bpfme that Thornton,
Herbert Vale, and Yelvertoft were to be pf»]hrw-
places. Theo be states that he puts country before
v time. That is why be
[7.30 p.in.] 1 1Ltmg on the Treasury bench
“he i sacrificing his own private
interests so that the country may progress,
That is the way he deals vut justice to the wen
and women of Qvn‘er. and,  Only a few months
ago I was out at Thornton, and I meta ladv who
told me that she hadridden 40 miles from Thoro-
ton to Cowan Downs to record her vote. Had
Morestone Downs bean proclaimed a polling-place
e wounld have been able to w from her
waggzen to the poliing-Looth, as she was with her
husband at th b '311«\9 Is that a fair way to
treat the wen and wumen who have borne the
heat and burden of the day, and who have made
the country vhat it is to-day ? I consider that
the actien I am z’cfem.ng to 1is one of the
greatest disgraces that has ever bt*(n perpe-
trated Dby the Home Secretary’s Departinent.
Duaring 1 Tast cxwu, when the’ l‘ thinates were
going thml 1 casually mentioned a portion
of the m(n tr) the Committee. Since then
I have get further information. I have been
round the country sceing those people who
weve deprived of their votes. Seven gentlemen
rode wi the lady I have wmentioned from

Thornton to Morestone Downs to recerd their
votes,

Others had o remain at Thornton, some
‘ere not ahle to ride, others
and My, und
,ir. ay. Steel, and Mr,
Treeman, were disfraz ;chmhed And they were
disfranchised by the hon. gentleman who SAYS
be puts country before party every time. If
that is putting country before party, then the
people of Queensland want ns move of it, and as
jung as members of this party have a voice to
declaim they will always decry such action
thmughoub the length and breadth of the %mue.
Buxtxer information bhas come into mv posses-
sion, including the following telegram from the
hon. gentieraan to the returning officer at Nor-
manton :

It has been suggested that Cloncurry is outside the
electorate a polling-booth there is unnecessary Please
advis
‘Who suggested te the hon. gentleman that Clon-
curry should be cut out as a polling-booth for the

Mr. Nevitt.}
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electorate of Carpentaria? These are questions
which the hon. gentleman should answer, At the
Jast election nineteen votes were recorded for me
and only three for myv opponent at that place,
which proves the political partisanship of the
hon, gentleman in suggesting that it should not
be appointed a polling-place, The gentleman
who gave him the information that a polling-
hooth was unnecessury at Clonewrry knew that
only nine months before it was against the then
Government or Philp party, and he was puliing
the strings down here all he knew. The hon,
ventleman who now oceuples the position of
Secretary for Lands accepted his advice, or acted
on what he was told by Mr. James Forsyth.
Some people might c¢all his ion honourable.
but I canuot classify it as such. But, not sat
fied with the statement of the returning-othecer
that there were over twenty votes likely fo be
recorded at Cloncurry, and that he conld nob see
his way to advise that it should be struck off the
list of polling-places, he tried what he conld do
to get the returning-officer to recommend that
othar polling-places should be cancelled. The
following wire was sent by the hon. gentleman to
the returning-officer :—

Is it necessary to retain polling-places Lioyd’s Cainp
and Calkadoon Reply urgeut.
Those places also would have been struck off the
Jist had I not sent a wire to the ¥lome Secretary
telling him that I had been stucl up for twenty-
one days on the Leichhardt River, and that
there were a number of creeks and rivers be-
tween Liloyd’s Camp and Calkadoon, and that
there was every likelihood of people in that
district being prevented from recording their
votes nnless those places were proclaimed. The
following wire wassent to the hon. gentleman :—

Lioyd’s Camp is about 12 miles from Katkadoon 1x-
pect seven to twenty-five votes there Bcelieve kangaroo
shooters and miners from 3fount Oxide vote at Thorn-
ton Diffiendt to get definite information about IIerbert
Vale and Yelvertoit DIrobably two or three votes at
each Tt is 70 wiles froin Cowan Dowus to Donor's
il and about 65 miles from Ilerbert Vale to Lawn
Hill Advise Clouenrry be retained as polling twenty or
more votes there Doubtful if they have time to secure
postal ballots  Cloncurry mail threc weeks overdue,

If any proof were wanted of the state of the
country at that time you have it in that tele-
graw, in which it is stated that the mail tetween
Cloncurry and Normanton was three weeks over-
due. And yet the hon. gentleman, who to-day
occuplies the position of Minister for Liands, then
gave instructions to cut out Herbert Vale, Thorn-
ton, Yelvertoft, and Cowan Downs as polling-

places. Had there been in the office of the
Home Secretary at that time a gentleman

whe  wished to promote the welfare of the
country, he would have proclaimed many more
polling-booths all over Queensland in order to
enable the peaple to record thelr votes with as
little incomvenience as possible, Instead of re-
ducing the ;number of polling-places, and dis-
franchising many electors. But the then Towme
Secretary, who now claims that he always puts
country before party, cut out as many polling-
places as he could where 1 was likely to obrain
a mejority over my opponent. Js it likely that
we shall get a fair deal from that gentleman in
the future? Judging from his past actions, I
say we are not likely to get a fair deal from him
where his private or party interests conflict with
the public interest. In order to prove that some
electors in my constituency rode 75 miles to
record their votes, and had to do so because
some of the old polling-places were cancelled, 1
shall read an extract from a letter T have received

from an elector of Carpentaria. Fe says—
1 was at Herbert Vale and rode down with five others.
We letft eight men at the fence as on account

of heavy rain horses could not he procwred. There were
4lso two women voters.

[Mr. Nevits.
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Now, if Herhert Vale had been a polling-booth,
as recommnended Ly the returning ofhicer in the
first instance, these people would have been able
to record their vot Jrurther, he say

I may suy we rode 75 miles to vote and 75 baek.

They did not have the opportunity of recording
their vote, And he goes on further to say that
between the timne of writing that 1:tter, the Gth
of February, and the da‘e the election wes ad-
journed to, on account of the presiding otficer not
beingable to get thers in the first instance, there
was a period of from twenty-one to twenty-eight

He states in that letter that if necessary
vere prepared to ride that 75 miles again,
That weuld not have been necessaryif we had had
aman occupying the position of Home Secretary
who was prepared to give every party a fair and
square deal. Before concluding my remarks on
this particular phase of the present enmbination,
T may mensiun ons libtle fact that caused me to
w the conclusion that Mr., James Forsyth,
the late member for Carpentaria, was the gentle-
man who gave the information to the then
Home Secretary,  Amongst the correspondenc
in the Home Secietary’s Office [ found « wire.
interviewed Mr, Watzon, my oppsnentin Burle-
town, and asked him if he would send a joing
wire with me to the Home Secretary a-king him
to reinstate these places as polling-booths. He
consented to do so after consulting his com-
mittes. Although he consented to do that, he
considered it was necessary to send this wire to
Mz, Forsyth—

At Nevitt’s request have sent joint telegram Home
Seer-tary to Herbertvale Yelvertoft Thornton Cowan
Downs reappointed polling places.

That particular wire is amongst the papers in the
Home Secretary’s Office, so [ do not think this
House or the country want any further proof of
the fact that the then Home Secretary took uis
instructions from James Forsyth.

Mr. MaNy: Now he wants to get into the
Upper House.

Mr. NEVITT: In the earlier part of my
remarks I gave the House the benefit of a few
of the expressions that had been made use of by
the present friend of the Premier. We find that
Mr. Forsyth has recently returned from a trip to
London. He was interviewed on behalf of one
of the metropolitan papers, and stated in that
interview that he was very pleased to find that
the Kidston and Philp parties had ecome to-
gether. T donot know how long it is since Mr.
Forsyth becsme pleased, becanse it will be ve-
membered that he said on the floor of this Cham-
ber that the then Premier was nothing but an
Aberdeen Jew., Some of my friends at the back
gay that was a very fair estimate of the hon,
gentleman’s character-—that may be ; it is not for
me to say—bhut the same gentleman at a later
perind wtated shat he had not the marmers of a
blackfeilow. (Laughter.) Andyet we find this
same gentlemsn stating to the Press of Brisbane

that he was very pleased that th two old
political opponents had come together. Now,

what is the inferesce to be drawn from that? As
1 said before, there can be only one inference to
be taken from it, and shat is that it suits their
own private interest, That is the sole reason
that has brought these two parties together, and
what we, as a party, have to fight.

Mr, J. M. Huntes : Country before party.

Mr. NEVITT: Ves, country hefore party.
I do not think I shall ever forget that expression
of the Minister for Lands. Further, he stated
that there was a great affinity between the
two parties, Itis a well-known factin chemistry
that if two distinet chemicals come into coutact
with each other there is very likely to be trouble.
The same will apply in political life, when two
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political opponents come together in the manner
in which the hon, member for Townsville and
the member for Rockhampton have come to-
gether, Why when it was first mentioned, oust
of one packet a few grains evidently fell and
got mixed with a few grains of the other
packet, with the result that there was an
explosion. Six of his own followers deverted
him, would not have any truck with him, and
before very long I am afraid that a few wore
grains will get out of those packets, and there
will be a greater explosion in political life than
ever the people of Queensland have yet wit-
nessed. We, as a party, are of opinion that
when that explosion does come about, when we
face our masters, we will be sent back in sufficient
numbers to occupy those Treasury henches, and
to deal ount legislation for the welfare of the
people of Queensland—by that class of the
people of Queensland who ave the picneers, and
who have made Queensland what it is to-day.
That is the class we are working for, s=nd which
we have been working for in the past, and which
we intend to work for in the future. The class
the hon. gentleman spcke of the other night—he
can work in their interests if he likes, but that is
the class we are going to travel with and work for.
In conclusion, all T can say is that I sincevely
hope that the amendment which has been moved
by our leader will be carried, so thas the people
of Queensland will have an earlier opportunity
than some people think of this party oceupying
the Treasury benches, and 1 am quite satisfied
tlllat the people of Queensland will be satisfied
also,

Mr. KERR (Barcoo): Before I address myself
to the amendment of the leader of the Opposi-
tion, I would like, with other hon. members who
bave spoken, to express my sympathy with the
friends and relatives of the victims f the aceident
which has taken place at Mount Morgan—{(hear,
hear 1)—I may say the two accidents which have
happened there—and we also comuend the Go-
vernment fur the prompt action they have taken
to have an inquiry into the acecident. But we
cannot get away from she fact that it would have
been much better if, in appointing a committee
of inquiry, an impartial committee had been
chosen. We have a capable warden at Mount
Morgan—a man who has proved, in the various
appointments which he has held in the State,
that he is a capable officer—but, instead of
appointing him, the Government have appointed
a gentleman from Brisbane to preside over the
inquiry. 1 have no doubt they had reasons for
that, as they perbaps believed that the warden,
being on the field, might be biassed in some way
or other, and would not have given the impartial
opinion which the Government required. But
we find that one of the gentlemen who is impli-
cated-—that ix the Chief Inspector of Mines—
went, at the request of the Government, to
Broken Hill, to wake inquiries there.  He cught
nottobave been at theinguiry as an adviser to the
chairman and asking questions of the witnesses;
he ought to have been as a witness tc prove
that the action which he had recommmended would
have prevented the accidents that took place.
Therefore, 1 think that the Government were
wrong in appoiniing one of their own officers.
Why did they appoint bim? There was no need
for it, as there are any number of capable men
in this State, and the Government need not have
appointed him—-

The SPEAKER : Order! If the hon. member
intends to make more than a passing reference
to this matter I shall have to rule him out of
order on the amendment, e can only make a
passing reference to it. I cannot allow the hon,
member to go further into it than T allowed
other hon. members.,
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Mr, KERR: I was only making a passing
reference, just as was done by the hon. member
for Gympie and the hou. msmber for Fitzroy.
However, T will deal with that matter later on,
although [ am still of theopinion that the Govern-
ment world have done very well in getting some
impartial expert on that inquiry board. Before
dealing with the amendment on the Address in
Reply, I may =ay that I have had the privilege,
asya also have had, Sir, of listening to something
like fifteen cr sixtecn Addresses in Heply de-
livered in this Chamber since I have been &
member, and I can say that this is the only
Address in Reply I bave heard in which the
mover of it got up and notified the Government
which he was sibting behind that he did not
believe in the programme that it had brought
down.

Orposrrion MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. KXERR : Ths junior member for Mackay,
in the course of his speech, distinetly said—and
at the sarae time there were evidences of dissen-
sion among other members on that side of the
House—that ke, for one, was unot taking any
Trade Disputes Bill if it was the Trade Dis-
putes Bill of the last session.  When we find the
gentleman who has been chosen by the Govern-
ment to move the adoption of the Address in
Reply speaking in such a frank manner, can we
wonder that a meeting was called of the sup-
porters of the Government next morning to con-
sider their position? The Premier, and those
who have spoken from the Government side of
the House, said that the coalition has been
formed on the lines of the Roeckhampton pro-
gramme. The senior member for Fortitude
Valley, who wmoved the amendment to the
Address in Reply, said he objected to the pre-
sent DLlinistry retaining office because they had
not consulted the people of this State, and
because he believed they had not got the confi-
dence of the people as recorded at the ballot-box
at the last election.

Oprosirion MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

My, KERR : The hon. gentleman pointed out
clearly what his position was. What was the
Rockhampton programme? So far as I can
remember of the Rockhampton programme—and
I was present when the Premier delivered his
poliey spesch-~one of the first items in it, and in
the Premier’s opening speech at Rockhampton,
was, ““No coalition with the Philp Government.”

OvpposrTiox MueuprERs : Hear, hear !

Mr. XKERR : The hon. gentleman laid that
down clearly and distinctly., He was most
emphatic on that point. He pointed out that
that was, as it were, the basic principle that he
was going to the country on, and the other part
of the programme followed on naturally. The
Premier also pointed out that he, for one, wanted
no divided allegiance, and that the prograinme
he was going to the country on was no coalition
with Philp.

Oprosition MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

My, KERR : What do we find at Townsville ?
The then leader of the Opposition, in expound-
ing his policy to the electors at Townsville, .an'd
through them the people of this State, laid it
down clearly that there was to be no coalition
with Kidston.

Hon. R, Paie : Why do not you quote my
speech ?

Mr. Maxy:
Mareeba.

Hon. R. Pmue: That is not true.

Mr, Woons: Yes, it is,” You said it half a
dozen times,

He said the same thing at

Mr. Kerr.]



188 Address in Reply.

Mr. KERR : I will come to that later on.

Hon. R, Puirr: T said T would not join a
Ministry with Mr. Kidston as Premier.

My, KERR : That is a distinction without a
difference.  Mr. Kidston, speaking at Rock-
harapton

The SPTRAKER: Order!
““The Chief Secretary.”

Mr. KERR : The Chi¢f Secratary, in speaking
at Rockhampton, in dealing with the hon.
member for Oxler, the present Minister for
Lands, said~-

The oneand only difference between Mr. Denham and
his colieagues hat he wished to wake an ullinnece
with the Philp g we refused te entertain so
extraordinayy »
Mr. Denham’s proposal was made, as you are
aware, in the mouth of Janunary, 1907, and it
had this to recommend it—shat it wes wade to
the Premder before a general election. M.
Denhan alvo sald that if they went to the
country, and the people did not suppert that
proposal, then the country wonld have spoken
on, the matter,  The difference between ths
coalition that has been formed by the present
Premier and that proposed by the hou. member
for Oxley was that while . member for
Oxley’s proposal was made before an slection,
when the country could speak upon it, 3r,
Kidsten's propesal has been made after a general
election, when the couniry eannob speak on it
for two years,

Mr. Amry: And when the country pro-
rounced against it,

Mr. KERR : And when the conntry had pro-
nounced most emiphatically against thxscoalition,
There is no getting away from the fact that there
are & nunber of mewbers sitting cn the Govern-
ment benches at the present timme who, if they
had run as Philp candidates, or who, if they had
said they wou'd support a coalition between the
Philp and Kidston parties, would never have
been elected as members of this Chamber.

OrrosirioNy MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. KERR : Do you think the hon. member
for Rockhampton North would lisve been re-
turned if he had said that he was in favour of a
coalition with the Philp party ?

OprositioN MeMBERS: No, no!

My, KIERE 2 Do you thirk the hon. member
for Brisbane North, Mr. Barton, would have
been veturned if he had said he was in favour of
a coalition with the hon, member for Townsville ?

Mr. VWoons 1 Nao.

An OrpposittoN Mespur: What about Too-
wong ?

Mr. KERR: Do yon think that the hon.
member for Toowong would have been elected if
he hind said he was 10 favour of a coalition with
the Philp party

Mr. Woons : No,

Mr. KERR . And the same thing wonld apply
to others sitting on the Government benches.

Mr. J. M. Huster: Cambooya,
and Woolloongabba,

Mr. KERR: The Premier says that he ap-
pealed to the country at the last election on the
Rockhampton policy, and the Rockhampton
policy was construction of railways, immigra-
tion, free grants of land, Torves Serait mail ser-
vice, referendnm proposals, wages boards, Trade
Disputes Bili, nationalisation of grammarschools,
and old-age pensions. There are very few of the
items mentioned in the Premier’s poliey speech
that are now left to be dealt with; and T want
the country to remember that the portion of the
Premier’s policy, as presensed to the electers of
Rockhampton and afterwards placed on the

[Mr. Kerr.

You should say
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statute-book, was not carried by the assistance
of the men now occupying the Treasury benches
and those supporting them. The present Minis-
ter for Lunds opposed the Wages Boards Bill.
We had them opposing the abolition of the postal
vote; and they oppo:ed the other measures
brought forward by the late Government.
Hon. R. Puire: That is not se.

Mr. KERR: And we had some of them oppos-
ing the Old-age Pensions Bill.

Hon. R. PurLp: No.

Mre. KERR: If the how. member for Towns-
ville turns up Hansard, he will find that he said
there was no neszd for the Qld-age
Pensions Bill, because the indi-
gence allowance could be extended.
And the hon, ruewmber for Lockyer opposed ity

Hon. R, PaILe @ I did not oppose the Bill, all
the same.

Mr. KERR: They did not oppose the Bill,
but they cpposet it in its vital principle. Ina
leading article” publizhed in February, 1905, in
the Reockhampton Bulletin, the organ that
officialiy represents the Premier, it was stated
that “AMr, Kidston wiil neither retreat into the
rigid conservatism of Mr. Philp nor be hurried
iuto the wild schemes of Mr. Lesina But
what has he done? He has thrown him-
self into the arms of the hon. member for
Townsvitle. T remember when the Pramier
caine to his party and explained the proposal
he was= about to make. The proposal made ab
the joint wmeecting of the part was not
the first proposal made by the Premier. The
hon. gentleman had other proposals, but he
thought she hon. member for Townsville would
not swallow them.  If he had thought the hon.
member for Townsville would have swallowed his
first proposal, the proposal made to the joint
meeting would have been quite different. The
Prewier, in explaiuing the matter to his party,
said, ““ Did you ever know of an Upposition who
completely gave themselves away like the Oppo-
sition are doing 7’ He said, “They are quite
prepared to accept our proposal; they arve quite
prepsred to come in behind ns, to accept our
policy, to swallow up rump, stump, lock, stock,
and barrel—(laughter)—with the exception of the
Tiade Disputes Bill.”  The hon. member for
Townsville asked him what about the Trade
Disputes Bill, and the Chief Secretary said,
“That is in the Rockbampton programme; bug
you do not need to swallow it all; you do not
need to take every item of it.”

Hon. R. Puirp: He never sald that to me.

Mr. KERE : He said that to hig colleagues,
and I think the late Treasurer can bear me out
in that. He said, “ There is no need for you to
swallow it all ; it can be easily amended.” Yes,
it ean be eusily amended so that its grandfather
would not know it, That is what will be done
with the Trade Disputes Bill.  'We krnow that
the Premisr did not appeal to the country at the
Jast election on the Rockhampton programuwme,
Those who have followed his speeches will
remember that he appealed to the country on
the proposal to sack the Governor. And he
was going to deal with the Governor after he
got back to the House. One of his pro-

[8 p.ra.]

po was to limit the power ¢f the Council;
and that Bill was brought in and passed.

Another of his proposals was to smash the Philp
party for spending money without the approval
of the House,  You remember whut a noise he
made in the conntry about this matter, and how
he appealed to the conntry to return him and his
supporters so that he might smash the Philp
party.  And we know how he did it.

The TrEasURER: You helped to endorie the
spending of that mouey.
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Mr. KERR : T just want to make it clear that
I donot shirk res ponsxhxhtv forany of my actions
while I wasa member of the Cabinet. I am
not one that does a thing, and then is
ashamed or afraid to acknowledge that they
have done it. | am gunite prepared to take the
respousibility for anything I have done, and I
will ask no one to hear my sins,

Orrostrioxy 3sMBeERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. K¥ERR: But this was the policy the
Premiar went to the country on, The Premier,
on 13th January, 1908, speaking at the Exhibition
Building, said—

I have been twelve years in the Queensland Parlia-
ment and never was I so proed of being a member of
it than when my supporters s1id to Robert Philp that,
dissolution or no dissclution, they would not have him
at any price,

That is what the Premier said in refereunce to
those who supported him during the constitu-
tiovnal crisis.  And then he suid—

This nian, Robert Phnp deceived the Governoy a8 to
the possibilities of the Le, sgislative Assembly, and by
means of that got the Governor to assent to a digsolu-
tion, and no sooner Had he got a dizsolution than he
abandoned the reason which the Government ve to
Justify the dissolution. First they lied to the Governor,
and then they lied to the people.

That is a quotation from a speech made by the
Premier in the Fxhibition Building. Inaf is
the man who accused the pressnt member for
Townsville, and those who were sapporting him,
of having Jeceived the Governor of this S ate
about the possibilitiesof the Legislative Assembly,
and getting a di\solution, and then he says,
““ First they lied to the Governor, and then they
lied to the electors.”

The SPEAKER : Order, order! A great
deal of latitude is allowed in speaking of a party
orin making charges against them asa party,
but it is not in o1 to say that the hon,
member for Townsville, or any other hon.
member, led to the Governor, or to anybody
else. What would not be in order in the House,
cannot be introduced by way of quoting what
someone else has said outside the House,

Mr. KERR : This is a quotation, and T under-
stand quotations arve allowed

The SPEAKER: Order! Quotations can
only be allowed subject to the condition I have
laid down. It is a well-known ruling of Mr,
Speaker Prel, in the House of Commons, that a
reﬂecm(, qnotation, that would be nnmoper if
made in the House, cannot be used in the way I
have mentioned. I did not bake any objection
to it when it was used towards the party, because
a great deal of latirude is allowed in speaking of
a party, bus such expressions are distinctly out
of order when applied to an individual member
of the House.

Mr. KERR: I may have applied it too per-
sonally towards the hon. member for Townsville,

Hon. R, Purrp ; It is just like you.

Mv. KERR: There is this about it. It was
not I who used the words, it was the hon.
gentleman who is now embracing him, the gentle-
man whomhe isnowsitting behind and supporting
in this House. A gentleman who is now—I was
going to say bis leader, but we know very well
that he is not his leader. He is not rawgm\*ed
by members on that side of the Chamber. The
hon. member for Normanby, in speaking the first
day the House met, referred to the hon. member
for Townsville as leader.,

Mr. StuxER: Force of habit.
Mr. KERR: The hon. member for Oxley

twitted the hon. member for South Brisbane,
Mr. Airey, with having run with the Premier

=
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and aided aud abetted him in a policy, although
he had =0 bad an opinion of him. The hon.
member for South Brisbane did not abuse the
Premier with regard to his general political
career at all.  No one who listened to the hon.
member for Brishane South could say that he
abused the Premier in any way.

Mr. J. M. Huxter: When vou speak the
truth they call it sbuse.

Mr. KERR : He simply attacked the Premier
on his scandalons action 1 forming a coalition
that he told the electors and all bis sapporters in
the couniry that he had no intention of forming.

Mr, Haninrox: He said there would be no

coalition.

Mr. KRR : That is my stand also. The
Premier’s carver contains a greas deal that is
praiseworthy, as the hon. member for Brisbane
South said when he spoke—a good deal that
is praiseworthy ; but his last step has been the
betrayal of the men and weren that have sup-
portod kim throughout the ]engt}v and breadth
of Queensland. There ic no getting away from
the fact that the Premier, and the hon, mem-

ber for Brisbane South, and myvself, stumped
the country to form a middle party. The
Prewmier and ocurselves thought that it was

necessary to have a middle party in politics,
Not only did we travel the country from
Cunnmnu.la right up to the Gulf, but we
also gut a large number of men and women
of this State who agreed with us, and
who became part and parcel of the middle
party, and believed in the principles advocated
by that party. The middle party was brought
into existence for this reason: There was a
large number in this State who did not believe

in the extreme conservatism of the how. mem-
ber for Townsville, and as a party they did not
believe in the extreme socialism of the hon.

member for Clermont.  (Laughter.) There was
a large number of that opinion, and the Premier
stumped the eountry to geb the people to believe
in him, and he formed a party, and what do we
fin'1? The very man who endeavoured to bring
that party into existernce has sold 1t by furmmcr
a coalition against all the pwinciples of honesb
government in this State.

Oprosirtion MeMBERS : Hear, hear!

My, J. M. Huxter : What was the price ?

Mr. MaxN: £1,300 a year and two motor
cars.

Mr. KERR : The Premier made a great point
when he said that he never approached any
member with a view to inducing him to join the
coalition. But the hon. gentleman did no tell
the members of this House and the people of the
country that he laid an embargo upon his
Ministers before he left for Hngland that they
should not ﬂidre% any public meetings with
regard to a conali‘ion.

OrpositioN MEMBERS : Ha, ha!

Mr. Bowyan : Silence does it.

Mr. KERR : He said that they were to allow
the public to come to a decision, and it would be
the opinion of the people without the influence of
politicians.

The HOME SECRETARY :
strong a term.

Mr. KERR : The late Secretary for Lands
will probably remember that, when I went to
Gayndah to open the rallwa.y in my official
capacity of Secretary for Railways, an address
was presented to me by the mayor of Gayndah,
and that special mention was made of a coalition
in that address, and the wish was expressed that
the three-party system should become a thing

Mr. Kerr.]

You are using too
(Opposition Jaughter.)
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of the past. I spoke pretty plainly at the rail-
way station, and said that I, for one, was net in
favour of a coalition,

Mr. Murneany : Hear, hear!
heard you.

Mr, KERR : In the evening, at the banquet—
with very bad taste—the matter was again
brought up and thrust upon me. 1 replied to
what was said more fully, and my remarks were
reported in the newspapers; and I then gave
the reasons why I did not favour a coalition.
Then one of the Ministers reported me to the
Premier. (Opposition laughter.)

Mr. DIANN : Barlow, Barlow !

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. KERR : T was veported to the Premier.
The Premier did not wiite to me, but he wrote
to one of my colleagues, and said that he thought
I ought io have let the matter alone.

My, CAmpBELL @ Fear, hear !

T was there and

Mr. KERR: Now the matter was thrust npon
me. It was not of my secking, No man can
say that I ever broached the question. There
are members sitting on the other side who can
bear me out that, when I was travelling round in
my capacity as Secretary for Railways, though
the question of a coalition was brought vp—by
two members on that side of the House—at one
place in the Warwick district, in particular—I
never referred to it at all,

Mr. GrRaysoN : Hear, hear!

Mr, KERR : But, when the matter was forced
upon me at Gayndah, T expressed my opinion,
and the watchdog of the Cabinat reported it to
the Premier. (Opposition laughter.)

Iy, Bowarax : Who is the watchdog ?

Mr. Maxx: Barlow!

Mr, Lesiva: J.T.B.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. KERR : T will say this about the late
Secretary for Lands—that, though we may bave
differed when we were sitting in Cabinet on
matters connected with his electorate, and in
connection with my department, yet, when I re-
signed from the Ministry, the hon. gentieman
was the only one of iny late colleagues who wrote
to me expressing his regret at my leaving the
Ministry.

OrprosrrioN MEMBERS ¢ Hear, hear !

The HoME SECRETARY : Because I sincerely
did regret it.

Mr, KERR: T shall never forget the hon.
gentleman’s expressions of regret.

Mr. Maxx: Heis agentleman.

Mr. KERR: The Premier made a great point
about not holding out avy inducements to mem-
bersto form a coalition. Asa matter of fact, this
thing has been carefully engineered eversince the
last election. I do not say the Premier has gone
round begging members to help him; but the
matter has been negotiated by one emissary and
another, by suggestions and hints, and indirect
aASSUrances.

Mr. LEXNON : “ A wink is as good as a nod to
a blind horse.”

Mr. KERR: Nearly every member of the
Opposition knew, without hearing directly from
the Premier himself, that he was ripe and ready to
fall into their arms. (Opposition laughter.)

Hon. R. Purme: That is not so. That is
quite untrue.

Mr. BowsmanN: This is the chapter of Revela-
tions.

The SPEAKER : Order, order !
[Mr. Kerr.
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Mr. KXERR : I bad it on the word of one of
my late colleagues some months ago that it was
common tallk among the late Opposition that
vacancies were to be created in a very simple
manner, namely, by one Minister being wade a
judge, by another being appointed Agent-Gen-
eral———

OrrosiTioxy MEMBERS : Ab, ah!

Mr. CanpBenn: That has not come off.

Mr. KERR: Morveover, it was quite likely
that a third Minister would retire from the
Council.  Those were the inducements that were
held out to bring about a coalition.

Mr. CawpBELL: No inducements were held
out at all,

Mr. Coy~E: Timber concessions.

Mr. X¥ERR: The hon. member for Brisbane
North, Mr. Barton, said this afternoon, I have
nothing to thank the Goverrnment for,” and he
went on to say that he would have done betier
with the (Government if he had been a supporter
of the hon. member for Townsville. We all
remember what was said in this Chamber last
session about the City Rlectric Lighting Com-
pany and the concession that was granted to the
hon. member.

Mr, Harpacre: Hear, hear!

Mr. KERR: Now, I want to know from the
hon. member if he saw the Premier when he was
at home,  (Opposition laughter.) It was a
wonderful thing how, on the Premier’s return,
the Press immediately discovered that one, if
nob two, hon. members who had been at home,
were going to sit behind the Premier. 1Did those

gentlemen interview the Premier in
[8.30 p.m.] the old country ? I think I shall be
able to prove before 1 sit down thab
at least the hon. meniker for Brisbane North had
an interview with the Premier, and that he did
very well at that interview, The junior member
for Brisbane North must have had more than
one interview with the Premier, for some most
important public business in which his company
was concerned had suddenly to Le stopped for
some mysterious and oceult reason best known to
himself and the Premier. Doesthe hon. member
for Brisbane North know anything about an
allotment of land at the corner of Margaret and
William streets ?
YMr. Barron : That you tried to take from me?
es.

Mr., KERR: The matter I am speaking of is
not a private matter, and in what I am about to
say there is nobreach of Cabinet confidence. The
Government proposed to buy certain river front-
ages which abut on William street, with the idea
of building public wharves and rentirg them to
shipowners. An important shipping company
had made an offer to rent the wharves at £2,000
per annum. The scheme, if carried out, would
have been amagnificent thing for Brisbane. The
Government bheld certain river frontages from
the bridge downwards, and other frontages were
required in order to give them the right of
access to Margaret street. The allotments to
which I specially refer now abut on William
street. Those who remember Pettigrew’s Sawmill
will know the site I refer to. The Government
purchased two allotments, and there remained
one or two more at the corner of William and
Margaret streets, which it was necessary to
secure—allotments belonging to the Brisbane
Electric Light and Power Company. The initial
proceedings for the resumption of those allot-
ments were taken a few months ago, but all of
a sudden those proceedings were stopped. The
Premier probably can tell us the reason why
they were stopped. I thought that on his return
the proceedings would be resumed, but they
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have not been resumed.
told, is under consideration,
ﬁshv, T think.
The PREMIER :
fishy, and why ?
The TREASURER :
raised ?

Mr., KERR : Yes, but were not the legal
difficulties got over?

The TrReAsvrER: Noj;
decided yet.

{HRR : The legal difficulties were not
reasoun for dclay The hon. gentleman and
the Premier know what were the reasmms for the
elay. The bon. member for Brisbane North

ys the Government want to take his allot-
ments from him, Thw bon. member knows that
under the Public Works Tands Resumption Act
the Govermment can resume any Iand required
for public works. I have heard the senfor mem-
ber for Brisbane North, and other hon. mem-
bers interested in the c‘t\, point ont in this
Chamber, with a good deal of emphasis and with
a good H~ il of reason, that the river frontages
shonld e secured, in ordet to pm\x\ie whalfage
accommeodation for shipping which is likely to
come here in future years.

Hon. 1. B. Jnommsr :

Mr. KERR : 1 am glad to hear the hon. mem-
ber says the same now.

My, J. M, HonTER: What does his colleague
say ?

Mr. KERR : His colleague says the Govera-
ment want to take the land fronm him or frony his
company. The Government had no intention of
taking the land from the lLon. meniber—they
ware prepared to pay a fair price for the land,
believing that it would be a magnificent thing, a
sp]endid investment, and a splendid convenience
for the public to have wharves running right
from mear Victoria Bridge to Margaret street,
I have stated that a shmnrg company were pre-
pated to rent the wharves at a rental of £2,000 a
year. The Press of Brishane was enthusiastic
about the proposal when it was mooted that the
Govermmneut were about to resume land for the
purpose of building public wharves for the
convenience of the people of this State. They
had purchased two allotments, and they had
given notice to the company represented
by the hon. member for Brisbane North, Mr.
Barton, that it was intended to resume their
land ; but proceedings were stopped because
theshon. member for Brisbane North saw the
Premier in London. (Hear, hear!) The hon.
meraber did not tell us aunything about that
matter when he was speaking this afternoon.
He did not tell us anything about bis objection
to wharfage accommodation being provided for
the city. We hear a good deal about wharves
being extended at Pinkenba and Bulimba. But
here was an opportunity of bringing vessels right
into the centre of the city, which wonld have
benefited not only North Brisbane, but South
Brisbane as well, and the wharves would have
belonged to the people of the State. The State
would have received a good rental for the
wharves from a reputable shipping company, so
that there would have been no loss to the
State by the transaction. DBut the matter was
hung up; there were no inducements held out.
The fact is that if something is not done soon
the whole matter may easily fall through, for
the shipping company’s offer will not stand for
ever, and they have already shown signs of im-
patience. Now, here is a scandalous state of
things. Some £4,000 or £5,000 of public money
has been spent in purchasing two allotments,

The matter, we are
That looks rather

When did it begin to look

Were not legal difficulties

they have not been

P

T say s0 now.
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and the money is practically thrown away unless
the Brisbane Blecsric Lighting Company s land
1¢ also secored.

Mr. BarToN : And you were offered the front-
age and would not take it.

M. Covye: How could they taleit after you?

My, KERR: No. Now, why was this matter
blocked while the Premier was in England?
Was it not to secure the allegiance of the hon.
member for North .jrlsbane" And why is it
delayed now? as I say, were
enthusiastic about the \Lheme, and the public
approved of it. It was a scheme of great public
importance, and has been hung up for a purely
political reason,  Let the Premier explain it if
he can,

OpPOSITION MEMBERS : r, hear!

Mr. KERR: What kind of light does this
throw on the assertion—is it Kidston light or
electric light? {Laughter.) What kind of light
does this throw on the Premier’s tion that
he never tried to i11ﬁuenc<-~ anyone on the matter
of supporting bim? The hon. member for Bris-
bane North swas returned opposed to the Philp

party, and he believes in the coalition, A lot of

Hea

them believe in the coalition because it suits
them.

My, Laxyow : It pays.,

Mr. KERR : The hon. member for Brisbane

South, in speaking on the Address in uepl}
wanted to know w‘xy an amendment of the
liquor laws had not been brought in.  He said
that our Hquor laws are probably the most back-
ward liquor laws in Australia.  There are good
reasons why the Government should take action,
but they will not bring in the Bill. Many of
their \tr(mg supporters are ag ainst it being
bl()uu'}t in. We will take Ruvl\hampton for
nple I have it on the authority of a mem-

ber of this House that Sunday closing is not car-
ried into effect there.

My, SvaneEr : Quite true,

Mr. Grant: It is carried out as well as in any
other town.

Mr. KERR : The hon, member is not correct.
I know townships in the West where the police
will even walk in at 11 o’clock, and every man
has to leave the hotel, and on the Sunday they
are watch ui very closely. Bnt in Rockhampton—
and the hon, member for Nundah corroborates
me——the Act is evaded, and it is well known that
it is evaded. Now, even the present Act is de-
fective, but if stringently administered it can do
excellent work., As I have said, there are cer-
tain towns—Rockhampton, for example—where
it is notorious that the administration of the Act
has become an absolute farce.

The TrEASURER: Why did you not bring that
under our notice when you were in the Cabinet ?

Mr. KERR : It was not brought under my
notice then. Will the late Home Secretary tell
me here, without a blush, that he tried to enforco
the Sunday Closing Act?

The TrREASURER : Certainly he did. Did you
ever say that is was not properly enforced while
you were a member of the Cabinet ?

Mr. KERR : No; I said it was not brought
under my notice.

The TREASUKER :
altogether.

Mr. KERR: But I know the hon. gentleman
has not enforced it in the manner that his prede-
cessor, the hon. member for Brisbane South,
enforced it when he was in the position.

The TREASURER : I made absolutely no change
in the system. I carried it on exactly as I
found it.

Those are two different things

r. Kerr.]
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Mr. KERR: Will the Home Secretary in-
guire if itisnot so?  An amendimens of the Act
is necessary, but strict administration of the
existing Act is even more necessary still. T find
that since the bon. member for Drisbane South
spoks ou the Licensing Acs, the Courier, the
paper that is now backing the present Premier
and his Government, has the information that a
delegate is to be sent to New Zealand. Now,
with what object ?

Mr. ManN: After stalling the thing off as
long as they ean.

Mr, KERR : Was the Chief Secretary him-
self not in New Zealand less than three years
ago

My,
then,

Mr. KERR:

Bowstax : He was studying railway laws
Did he not visit the towns in
New Zealand, and see how the Act was being
caried out tnere? It is not necessary to send a
delegate to New Zealand,

Mr. Lexxox: It is a sheer wasts of money

Mr. KERR: If he wsnts to introduce an
amendment of the Licensing Act, the only thing
it is necessary to send a (Jeleuatp to New Zea-
land for is to bluff the people of this State, and
no other,

OrrosiTioNn Mexsrrs : Hear, hear !

The HOME SECEETARY ;
flable.

Mr. Bowyax: You have got their laws to
guide you if you want to follow them.

Mr, KERR : There is no need to go to New
Zewland.,  The temperance people of this State
ask for three things at present, and the Govern-
ment have the information and can carry them
out if they desire to do so.  Iirst, they ask fora
reform of the licensing benches. They do not
want to have the licensing benches packed as
they are packed. All that they ask is that the
licensing benches should be constituted by our
stipendiary 1nagistraies. What do we find on
the pre\eut licensing benches? We find parti-
sans, say, of the tdn,me.drvep ople, and partisans
representing the liquor interest of this State,
sittirg on the bench, and very often it is carried
just with a majotity of one ; and we have other
ingtances. We have ouly to take up the Bris-
bane papers to sea how many times the licensing
bhenches are packed to get these licenses. Then
the second thing that is asked for is the exten-
sion of the local option clauses.

Mr, Amrey : The franchise.

My, KERR : They ask for an extension of the
franchige, Is there any need to go to New
Zealand for that?

OrrosiTioN MEMBERS : No, no!

Mr. KERE : There is no need to go to New
Zealand for the first thing that is wanted, and
there is no need to go to New Zealand for the
second thing—the extension of the franchise.

The SPEAKER : Order! I do not see what
this bas got to do with the question before the
House.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SPEAKER: I have allowed the hon.
gentlem.m a great deal of latitude. The matter
he i+ referring to may well be dlscu:.~6d on the
Address in Repl), but unless the hon. member
connects it obviously with the amendment I
shall have to rule hiin ont of order.

Mr, KERR : The amendment moved by the
hon. member for Fortitude Valley is to this
effect—

That the constitution of the Ministry is a violation of
the will of the people as expressed through the hallot-
box last February, and the Government therefore does
not possess the confidence of this House.

[Mr. Kerr.
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T am entitl:d to show, Sir, that the Government
are not sincare in lh?ll promisss about carrying
out the amendment of the Licensing Act, but I
will deal with that when the amendment is dis-
posed of, The Premier, in speaking at Rock-
hampton after they had formed that beautiful
coalition, said, in speaking of those who had left
his party—

These wmen have taken what they consider the honest
and right course, but whieh he (Mr. Kidston) thought
was the easy comse, That might seem a hard saying.

The hon. gentleman said that certain gentlemen
had left him, and added that they had takeo the
easy course. Now, I leave it to the members of
this Honse, and to the people of the country who
muy read itin Hanzard, to give their opinlons as
to who has taken the easy course. The course
which the hon. member for Drisbane South and
the other members with myself have taken iz one
that anvone who knows 'm"tmng about politieal
life knows very well is not the easy cource. We
had an example of that last night when an hon.
member attacked us in this Chomber, Do you
not think that those of us who were leaving the
Kidston Government, those of us who had sun-
ported the Premier in foul weather and fair
we 1thez, these of us who had helped to build up
the party with which we were connected and
who had broken away from the party we were
connected with years ago—do you think we were
taking the easy ¢ conrse? At that meeting, when
the late Minister for La,nda was expressing his
sorrow that certain members could not see their
way to follow the Premier in the course that he
was taking, the Premier said, * Those men are
going out iuto the wilderness,” and he was speak-
ing very coolly, because v»e were breaking our
allegiance—Dbrenking onr counection with a man
wi t*) whom we had been connected
Bowmax : It was he who broke his alle-

giance with sou,

Me. KERR ¢ A man who had hsen counccted
with some of us for twenty vears——

Mr. Bowyan : And whom you had ysur sus-
picions of years ago.

Orpos1rioN Mudpurs : Hear, hear |

Mr. XERR: T am not going to allow the hon.
member for Fortitude Valley to put words intc
my mouth.

GoverNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. KERR: I am giving my
ment,

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS

The SPRAKER : Order!

Mr. KERR: The Premier, when he wasg_ex-
pressing his sorrow at l:mcl\hampt(m at a }nfbhc
meefmg there, in mfelrmg to us sneered and
said, "lhey will 1ot be 1 long out in the wilder-
ness.” T can tell the hon, membher this: that
rather than I should join a coalition, or alliance,
as he formed with the hon. member for Towns-
ville—a mnan I have every respect for privately,
a man whom I have always respected in his pri-
vate life, but a man whom I have always fought
as a politician ever since I took any interest in
politics in Queensland—do you thmk it was
likely that I could follow a man w wm I had

always opposed and a man whom I will always
oppose because of his Conservative platform,

OrrosiTioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear |

Mr. KERR: T may have gone out into the
wilderness Howed it up with a sneer—
but the hon. member for Barcoo, when he takes
a step, weighs it ; and there is not a man in
Qupensla11d—~even those who are bitterly opposed
to me—who can say that I ever went back on
my word or wenbt back on any position I took
up.
GOVERNMENT MEMBERS ; Hear, hear !

own state-

Hear, hear !
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Mr. Lesixa: What about the Labour plat-
form which you went back on? That was one of
the worst things you ever did.

Mr. KERR: I will deal with that hon.
gentleman at the proper time. (Laughter.) Tt
was not the members who came over to this side
of the House who took the easy conrse. It would
havebeen much easier for us to have remained
on the other side of the House.

Mr. KroGH : Yes, £1,000 a year is not too bad. ~

M. KERR @ £1,000 a year might buy somne
people, but it will not bay me.
A GovERNMENT MeMBER: You had lost it.

Mr. KERR: I might havelost it, bnt I have
at least retained my honesty in politics.

Mr. WHITE: The Labour party don’t think
that.

Mr. KERR: I do not care what the Liabour
party think or what you think., There is this
about it: I will satisfy myself, and the man
who satisfies himself does very well. (Hear,
hear !) Who took the easy course? The Pre-
mier took the easy course. The Premier had
the Premicrship in one hand and the Agent-
Generalship in the other.

QrrosiTION MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. J. M. HuxTER: He might lose both yet.

Mr. KERR : He said he took great risks, but
he knew he was not taking any risks. Anycne
knows what the ballot was tobe. It was only to
be whether he was to be leader or not, Iknow
the Premier did not take any risk, because he
has never taken any risk since he has been on
the Treasury bench. The hon. gentleman is
alwaystalking about sacrificing himself—(Opposi-
tion laughter)—and he is still sacrificing himself
—on the altar of the Premiership. What a fine
fat burnt-offering—(laughter)—with Digby Den-
ham, the member for Oxley, as high priest !
{Laughter.)

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
" must not refer to other hon, members by name.

Mr. KERR: The hon. member for Oxley
went to the Premier early in 1907 ar.d made a
certain propnsal. The Premier told him he
would not havé the proposal, and pointed out

that it would not only be a betrayal

[9p.m.] of the party who supported him in

the House, but a betrayal of the
men and women who had supported him in the
counfry. The hon. member for Oxley left the
Ministry and sat in Opposition. You koow
what they called each other at Rockhampton.
The member for Oxley called the Premier a
renegade, and so forth ; the Premier replied and
called the member for Oxley a renegade. T do
not know which was right ; but I think if they
were to fight it out on the Address in Reply we
would find that they were both right. The
Premier, referring to a certain weeting held in
South Brisbane, at which he was denounced,
said he was reminded of a certain Pharisee
who went to the temnple and thanked God he was
not #s other men. When a certain politician
commented on the proposal made by the hon.
membher for Oxley for a coali ion eighteen
months age, he spoke «f it as demoralising to the
puhlic life of Queensland, and said that things
would not be dealt with on those lines while he
was Prenvier. Talk about Pharisees ! Here was
a fine specimen of one—a man who stood up and
thanked God he was not Mr. Denham, the
member for Osley. How deep a Pharisee the
hon. member was is only to be judged now,
wh n we see the complete somersault he has
turned, It is of a great deal worse deseription
than that propesed by the hon. member for
Oxley. The present Home Secretary, who was

19080
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Minister for Lands, T think has good reason to
say, ‘“The Lord save me from my friends!”
(Oppesition laughter). We heard the Premier
the other daw speaking on the Address in
Reply, and we know what he said when
he was asked why the late Minister for Lands
was taken from the Lands Dspartment. Itis
well known to the people of this State, more
particularly to those in and around Brisbane, and
those on the Darlivg Downs, and to the members
of this House, that the Couricr newspaper has
always been very bitter against the hon. member
for Dalby. It has criticised his administration ;
it has endeavoured to show up his failings ; and
it has made a set on his aetion in the matter of
appointing agents ; and what do we find in con-
nection with the formation of the new Cabinet?
That the Premier had to take the hon. gentle-
man out of the Lands Department. And we
saw in the Courier a few days ago that the
Cabinet were considering the fees paid to agents.
The Courter told them they must get rid of the
agents ; and the late Minister for Liands had to
be sacrificed on the altar of the Courier.

Mr. Lesiva : I think bhe was very foolish to.
start the agency business.

The HoME SECRETARY : That’s all you know
about 1t.

Mr. KERR: T will not weary the House by
reading all the Premier said in praise of the late
Minister for Lands, but this is what he said
afterwards—

1 believe that we are wanting in Queensland a root
and branch overhaul of the whole of our system of land
settlement and land administration.

Could there be a greater condemnation by a
Premier of one of his zolleagues than to say that
the department he has been administering wants
a thorough overhaul ? Now, I want you to
know what the Premier said further down in his
remarks. He said—

I hope as soon as the present bother is over—

Mark yon, there is going to be more changes.
(Opposition laughter.) He said—

T hope as soon as the present bother is over, that the
present Minister—

The hon. member for Oxley—

Or some other Minister in his place, will go into this
matter, because on it depends the rapid progress and
development of Queenstand,

OprosiTioN MEMBERs: Hear, hear!

Mr. KERR : I want to inform the Premier
that ke is not going to so easily get rid of the
hon. member for Oxley as he thinks. The hon.
member for Oxley made a proposal to him, bup
he vefused to accept that proposal, and the
result of the coalition is this : That the Premier
had to back down, and accept the man whom he
stated he had told to leave his Cabinet—he has
had to accept, at the bidding of the party and at
the bidding of the Couricr, the hon. member
for Oxlev bck into his Cabinet.

Hon. R. Puize: Itis quite untrue.

Mr KERR : He had to take him back.

The PrEyMIER : Who made him take hirm back?

OrprosiTioN MEMBERS : The Courier.

Mr, KERR: You know whn made you take
him back, Youknow very well you had to take
him back.

The PreEMIER: That is as bad as the hon.
member for Leichhardt ; we want some evidence.

Mr. Harnacrg: It isas good as the hon, mem-
ber for Leichhardt. It proves my statement.

Mr. KERR : The hon. member for Oxley is
there, and I know—I am not a prophet, nor the
son of a prophet—(laughter)—but I will tell you

Mr. Kerr.]



194 Address in Reply.

this: that they will make it that hot for the
Premier that he will be jolly glad to take the
Agent-Generalship. (Langbter.)

The PREMIER : Lt us hope no worse fate be-
falls him.
~ Mr. KERR: There is this about it—whoaver
is sacrificed, the Premier will not sacrifice him-
self. You can rely on that,

Mr. Bowmax : Heads I win, tails you lose.

Mr, KERR : When he finds he can no longer
retain the Premiership—

Mr. Coyne: He will {ake a motor car.

Mr. KERR : There is no need to take a motor
car—he will appoint himself to the Agent-
Generalship, and they can whistle.

Mr. Krocu: He is a fool if he don’t.

Mr. KERR : The hon. member for Dalby got
up last night and apologised.

The Hone SECRETARY : You are mistaken.

Mr. KERR: The hon. member for Bulimba
felt very indignant at what the hon. member for
Dalby said, which was quite correct. He did
not refer to himself. He has no need to refer to
himself, but he referred to hon. members sitting
over on this side of the Chamber, whom, he said,
could not bear the odivin of the Philp party. It
isquite correct. I state it, and I do not make
any bones about it. (Laughter.) I would not
be found dead alongside the Philp party. (Loud
laughter.) If anyone was afraid of the odium
of the Philp party, it was the Premier himself,
for he said he would on no account coalesce with
that party. Why? Because he was afraid of
this same odium.

Mr. W. H. BARNES : I hope you will die in such
good company.

Mr. KERR : That reminds me of what the
hon. member for Bulimba said last session—
what he said about the Premier being drummed
out of his native town.

OrPOSITION MEMBERS : And never apologised,

Mr. KERR: And the hon. member for
Maryborough, a fellow townsman, got up and
defended the Premier.

Mr., Huxganm : That"was a Labour man.

Mr. Graxt: I had to defend you from the
Labour party once.

Mr. KERR : The hon. member for Bulimba
made that statement, and he has never with-
drawn it, and now he is sitting ‘“cheek by
jowl” with that man. What sort of a feeling
could there be when a man like the hon. member
for Bulimba makes a statement of that kind,
and when asked to withdraw it, said he would
withdraw it because he was compelled to do so.
But he has never apologised to the Premier, and
if the hon. member for Bulimba is the man I
take him to be, he will get up in this Chamber—
it may be humiliating—he will get up and
apologise to the Premier, and to the House, for
having made use of those words—that the presens
Premier was drummed out of Falkirk—and he
has nothing to prove it. I want to deal with
this phase of the matter. Was it not the odium
of the Philp party that put the present Home
Secretary on to the Ministerial benches? You
will remember the time when he was Chairman
of Committees. You will remember the pair
that was made, and you will remember that
when the then Premier, the hon. member for
Townsville, had a narrow division in this House,
be resigned the Premiership.

Mr. KrogH: With a majority of two.

Mr. KERR: No doubt it is within the mem-
oryof every hon. member how thehhon. member for
Townsville and M, Cameron, thelate member for

[Mr. Kerr.
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Brisbane North, and also the hon. member for Cler-
mont—{laughter)—used to get up and remind the
hon. member for Dalby that he had been supplied
with money by the Philp party, and he de-
serted them.

Hon. R. Paitp: I never did.

Mr. KERR : Yes. Itisin Hansard.

The PREMIER : What kind of a man must you
be who associated so long with these people?

Mr. KERR : It was the odium of the Philp
party that put the hon. member for Dalby on
the Treasury benches. The BHome Secretary
stated that certain cross-bench members feared
that odium so much that they dropped their
portfolios.

Mr. MuLcaBHY: It would not make him drop

it.

Mr. KERR: Perhaps the Home Secretary
loves his portfolio too much to drop it. I had
reasons why I could not work with the Phiip
party, and I left the late Ministry in an hon-
ourable manner.

The TrEASURER: Of your own accord.

Mr. KERR: I left of my own accord. I did
not believe that the coalition was going to
accomplish the work that it was said it was
going to accomplish. The Premier says the
Philpites are all fine democrats now.

Mr. CAMPBELL: So we are.

Mr. KERR: Let us see. The hon. gentle-
man has the black labour party behind him;
he has the poll taxers behind him; he has the
friends of the postal vote behind him; he has
the opponents for years of the extension of
the franchise behind him; he has the battlers
against constitutional liberty behind him—
the men he denounced eight months ago as
conspiring to overthrow Parliament. It is a
funny hotch-potch. It is a kind of lobscouse
party.

Mr. MurpHY: Is that a Scotch dish?

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. KERR: No, it is a dish you would get
if you were at sea. I think the hon. member
for Bundaberg will bear me out in that. Those
of us who have been before the mast know
what lobscouse is—(laughter)—and we have
a pretty fair idea of the party with whose
assistance the Premier says he is going to
carry out his Rockhampton programme.
There is another matter that I want to deal
with. The Premier said that he felt like
Pilate. He took a very peculiar character
by way of illustration. Those of us who have
read Biblical history know very well that
Pilate was convinced that what he was doing
was wrong; that the man he was sentencing
was not guilty; that he had not committed
what he was charged with; and he even went
so far as to wash his hands. Would not the
Premier like to wash his hands of the coali-
tion? (Opposition laughter.) He says the rats
are gnawing at the ship now.

The PrEmMiER: No, he would not like to
wash his hands.

Mr. KERR: The Premier has given several
reasons why he formed the coalition. First,
he found it was impossible any longer to work
with the Labour party. He would have liked
a sufficient number of the democrats sitting
behing the hon. member for Townsville to
have come over and supported him. But
they were not giving themselves away like
that. They were all going to be hanged to-
gether—they were determined that they must
all be taken over together. When the hon.
gentleman was discussing the situation with
his party, he asked if there was any alterna-
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tive to forming a coalition with the Philp
party. I and others believed that there was
an alternative, and my alternative was this—
the honest course for the Premier to have
followed was to have come down with his
Rockhampton policy, and put the onus on the
Labour party of defeating him. I am certain
they would never have defeated him (if he had
come down with his Rockhampton policy) to
put the Philp party in power.

Mr. LesiNa: I am not so sure about that.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. KERR: I know the hon. member for
Clermont would bave been favourable to that.

Mr. LesiNa: I would as soon see Philp in
power as Kidston.

Mr. KERR: The hon. gentleman could not
see that that was the course he should have
taken, because he had been carrying on nego-
tidtions for some considerable time with the
other side. He had made up his mind that
he must have a coalition, and that coalition
was to take place, despite the fact that he
would be coalescing with™ a party that was
entirely opposite to him in policy. No man, no
Minister, and no party have a right to enter
politics if they are afraid to leave the Trea-
sury benches and go inlo opposition, because
that is very often the place where you have
to be.

OpPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. KERR: This leads me up to one of the
Ministers who is always a Minister—(Opposi-
tion laughter)—the gentleman whom the Pre-
mier had acting as his spy upon the other
Ministers when he was away.

Mr. Keocu: Is that my old friend Barlow?

The PREMIER : bMr. Speaker,—I think, as
a matter of public decency, that remark ought
to be withdrawn.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member is not
in order in making that remark about one of
the Ministers.

The PREMIER: Mr.
not sufficient.
withdrawn.

The SPEAKER: Of course, when I say
that the remark is out of order, it follows that
the hon. member must withdraw it.

Mr. KERR: Well, T will withdraw it, and
say that the Secretary for Public Instruction
was in constant communication with the Pre-
mier, with cuttings out of papers referring to
the movements of the other Ministers. I think
I am in order in saying that. When anything
appeared in Truth about the late Secretary
for Public Lands, that was quietly cut out.
When anything appeared about the Ilate
Attorney-General, that was quietly cut out.

Mr. BowMaXN: Anything in the Worker
about him?

Mr. KERR: And these things were sup-
plied to the Premier.

The PREMIER: Mr. Speaker,—This is
about the most disgraceful exhibition I have
ever seen in this Chamber.

Mr. BowymaN: You do not like it.

The PremMI1ER: I do not like it.

Mr. LESINA: Mr. Speaker,—I rise to a
point of order. Is the leader of the Govern-
ment in order in referring to the speech of an
hon. member of this Chamber as ‘‘ a disgrace-
ful exhibition,” and thereby impugning your
ruling?

The SPEAKER.: I understood that the Pre-
mier was not referring to the conduct of busi-
ness in the House, but rather to the remarks

Speaker,—That 1s
Such a remark ought to be
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of the hon. member for Barcoo with reference
to some Ministerial action. If the hon. mem-
ber used the expression in connection with
this House, it is out of order.

OprpPOSITION MEMBERS: Withdraw!

Mr. LESINA : Is the Premier entitled under
our Standing Orders to describe an hon.
member’s speech as a disgraceful exhibition?

The HoME SECRETARY: You have said three
times worse than that.

The SPEAKER: The Premier did not de-
scribe the hon. member’s speech as a disgrace-
ful exhibition, so far as I understood his
remarks. I understood that what the Premier
said had reference to remarks concerning
transactions between Ministers.

Mr. KERR: Well, T will leave the Old Man
of the Sea. Coming back to the sorrow ex-
pressed hy the Premier, who also
[9.830 p.m.] said that the Labour party were
delichted that I and other hon.
members had crossed over to this side of the
Ilouse, I would point out that, in taking the
action we did, we did not expect that we were
going to get the support of the Labour party.
The hon. gentleman said, in a sneering way,
that we would have to make a sad coalition.
I want to inform the hon. gentleman that I
am not so fond of making coalitions as he is.
With my party 1 coalesced with the Morgan
party when the Morcan-Kidston Government
was formed, but I did not coalesce with the
Philp party when the hon. gentleman coalesced
with them. The coalition formed by the
present Premier and those who support him
will have to wait a very long time before I
will ask to coalesce with them. ¢ Once bitten,
twice shy.”

Mr, CavPBELL: What wbout the Morgan pro-
gramme ?

Mr. KERR: Let the hon, member for More-
ton look after himself. The Labour party can-
not say that at any time since I left them I
have approached them and asked them to
coalesce with me

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: You knew you
had no chance.

Mr. KERR: And I have no intention of
coalescing with the Labour party.

The TrREASURER: 'They say they will not
have you.

Mr. KERR: They may say what they like.

The TREASURER: The hon. member for Cler-
mont said so last night.

Mr. KERR: The hon. member for Clermont
is not the whole of the Labour party. If T
were like the hon. member for Enoggera, I
would always stick to my billet. (Labour
laughter.) I entered this Chamber in 1893,
at the same time as Mr. Speaker. There are
very few members left who entered the House
in 1893. There are the hon. member for
Dalby, the hon. member for Toombul, the
lion. membher for Ravenswood, the hon. mem-
ber for Leichhardt, Mr. Spealker, and myself.

An HowovraBiE MEMBER: And the hon.
member for Townsville.

Mr. KERR: No; the hon. member for
Townsville entered the House before 1893.
Every one of those members I have men-
tioned as having been first elected in 1893,
with the exception of the hon, member for
Toombul, has held an official position in this
Chamber. We have been in the full light and
blaze of political ife since 1893. I knew what
it meant to leave the party with which I was
originally associated. I knew very well that
I could not expect to have an easy course,
but no man can charge me with throwing
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away my principles, and remaining a member
of a coalition at the price of being a Cabinet
Minister.

Mr. LESINA:
lands?

Mr. KERR: The hon. member knows very
well that every member of the party on the
occasion he refers to voted for the sale of
public lands. That was acknowledged by the
leader of the Labour party when speaking at
Roma.

Mr. HarDACRE: No.

Mr. KERR: The leader of the Opposition
when speaking at Roma pointed out that
every member of the party voted for the sale
of public lands on that occasion.

Mr. HARDACRE: That is not correct.

Mr. KERR: The hon. member for Clermont
was one of those who voted for the sale of
the public lands. T am quite prepared, as I
said earlier in my speech, to take the con-
sequences of my action in leaving the present
Government. I have gone into the wilderness,
as the Premier says.

An HoONOURABLE MEMBER:
have taken the easy course.

Mr. KERR: I have taken the easy course
now. Those of us who have left the coalition
are——

Mr. SUMNER:
nether millstone.

Mr. KERR: As the hon. member for
Nundah says, we are between the upper and
nether miilstone. We have the Press trying
to down us. we have some members of the
party we left trying to down us, and we have
some members of the Labour party trying to
down us; but as long as I remain in political
life T shall steer the course which I consider I
ought to steer, and I will be responsible only
to myself and to the electors who returned me
to this House.

Mr. WHITE: You are not singular in that
respect, surely.

Mr. KERR: T have always found the hon.
member for Musgrave fighting with the big
battalions. T have never found him fighting
what may be termed a forlorn hope.

Mr. WHITE: I did for a long time.

Mr. KERR: But whether my time in this
House js long or short, I say distinctly that
[ have taken the course I have taken after
due consideration, and being responsible alone
to the electors who returned me. T am certain
that the coalition which has been formed is
only a coalition of convenience, and that it
will never accomplish what it has been sald
it will accomplish. Fancy a great democrat
like the hon. member for Albert

The SECRETARY FOR Punric Works: FHear,
hear!

Mr. KERR: The hon. member went down
to his electorate, and told them that he was
a democrat, when. as a matter of fact. he was
chosen for that constituency becanse he was
more conservative that the late member for
that electorate.

The SrRCRETARY TFor Pusric Works: That
iz an untrue statement, and you know it.

Mr. KERR: That is the position. T have
waited anxiously to hear the hon. member
for Bowen, the hon, member for Albert., and
the junior member for Rockhampton speak.

The SECRETARY FOr PUBLIC WORKS: You
will hear them.

Mr. KERR: And give us the details of the
great trip they had on the ‘‘ Lucinda.”” They
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came back and went round and told the other
members what had taken place, and how they
had been treated, and they are as dumb as
dogs now. There 1s not a word to be got out
of them. We have not heard anything about
when the hon. member for Albert was re-
quested by the Home Secretary to sing that
fine German song. (Loud laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOrR PuBLic WoORks: Fe
sung it too.

Mr. KERR: We have not heard anything
about the wines used on the festive occasion.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: They
were very good.

Mr. KERR: We have not, heard about the
butler who dispensed those wines. (Laughter.)
No, we were going to hear a great deal, but
the coalition has been formed, and we are
not going to hear anything about this great
trip on the ‘““Lucinda.”” But the Treasurer
will ascertain, when he gets the returns of
the expenses, how much was expended in
wine on the ¢ Lucinda.”

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER:
for it?

Mr. KERR: I do not know who is to pay
for it. I may have to pay my share as a tax-
payer. In conclusion, I want to say that the
coalition which has been formed, the coali-
tion which is voing to accomplish such great
things, is a coalition which has been born ont
of due time, and it will not bring forth any
good. T am certain of this: That the people of
this State, instead of getting what they ex-
pected they would eet-—good democratic legis-
lation and good administration—will yet live
to rue the day that ever the coalition was
formed between the senior member for Rock-
hampton North and the senior member for
Townsville.

* The TREASURER (Hon. A. . . Haw-
thorn, Fnoggera): 1 do not propose at the
present hour to continue this debate at any
very great length, because, as far as the
motion of want of confidence is concerned,
that has been a dead horse for a long {ime—
we are merely fHogging it. We know what
the vesult of that will be. The House will
certainly not say that the present Government
have not its confilence. But there are one
or two items in the speech of the hon. member
for Barcoo which T think it is my duty, as a
member of the AMinistry, to try and refute.
The hon. member has admitted in his speech
that he left the Ministry of his own accord.
and, personally, T cannot understand what he
is making all this whine about. Both he and
the hon. member for DBrisbane South have
taken up a very larre portion of their speeches
in abuse of the Premier. 1 think it would
have been very nuch better if they had put
their case moderately and in a dignified man-
ner before the public, instead of abusing in
the way they have done the man with whom
they were so long assoctated as colleagues.
tlowever, that is a inatter of taste. It is very
amusing to see the memhers of the Labour
party checring them on—ezging them on—
sooling them on.

Mr, Murncany: It is very amusing to see
the Premier fee you to defend him.

The TREASURER: During the session in
April Jast, the Labour party could not say
enough against these two hon. members while
they  were sitting here and carrying out
legislation which they did not like; but now,
when it suifs them, they are prepared to sool
them on, and make use of them as far as they
possibly can. Now, one of the points which
the hon. member for Barcoo has raised is the

Who is to pay
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question of the construction of wharfage in con-
nection with the land at William street, which
he says has been held over on aceount of some
influence which the hon. member for North
Brisbane has arranged with the Premier while
he was in lngland.

Mr. Harpacee: Will you lay the whole of
the papers upon the table of tbe House?

The TREASURER: He knows as well as
anyone in this House knows what the position
is. Ide was a member of the Ministry while
that was going on, and it seems to me a sorry
spectacle that a mewmber of the Cabinet for
such a long time should come here, and make
use of knowledge that he could only gain
while he was a member of that Cabinet, and
tvy and run down what was done while he was
in the Cabinet and when he took part in the
proceadings he is condemning in so hearty a
nanimner.

The PreymiER: Which he did not condemn
while he was there.

The TREASURER: It is not that he left
the Cabinet on account of these transactions,
but of his own accord.

The PrewmieER: Quite other reasons.

An OprosiTiox MeMBer: Who is making
this speech?

The TREASURER: As to this matter of
the Hlectric Light Company, he knows very
well that we gave notice of resumption of that
tand. e also knows that objection was
raised on the ground that we had no right to
resume that property from the Electric Light.
iny and Power Company, because, as they
alleged, they were a constructing authority,
and we could not come in behind them. They
could carry out what they were authorised to
construct. and wo could not interefere with
them or resume the land they have got hold of.

Mr. HArDACRE: And who gave them that
authority? The Premier?

The TRBASURER: They got that au-
thority by Act of Parliament as a constructing
authority.

Mr. HarDACRE: By the Premier.

The TREASURER: That matter has not
been decided by legal authority yet, but, as
the hon. member says, instructions came from
England to leave the matter over until the
Premier came out.

Mr. HARDACRE: Who sent them?

The TREASURER: There was no harm
done; no one could be prejudiced; the land
could not run away,

Mr. HuxaaM: But it could
value very considerably.

The TREASURER: The value could only
taken as at the time of resumption, no
matter how long it was before we appealed.
If the hon. gentleman knew anything at all
he would know that. Another thing is this:
After the Premier came back, the late Trea-
sarer and the hon. member for Barcoo were
both members of the Cabinet, but they never
once brought up that matter until they had
left the Cabinet. They never made a motion
of any kind to try and bring this matter
before the Clabinet, nor did they complain in
any way that it had been hung up by order of
the Premier.
Mr. MuorpHY: The Cabinet was too busy
in trying to bring about a coalition.

The TREASURER: Since they have left
the Cabinet we have been too much occupied
with other matters, as hon. members know,
+o be able to g6 into details of lesser moment

increase 1in
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than we have been concerned with lately,
and, for that reason, the question has no%
come up. I say there has been ample justifi-
cation for it. 1 say that the fact that the hon.
member for Brisbane North has something to
do with it has certainly had nothing to do,
since the Premier came back, with the hang-
ing up of this question, It is under considera-
tion. We must remember that this is a matter
which, if it is gone on with, will involve an
outlay of probably £40,000. We have to con-
sider whether that £40,000 is likely to be
better spent in buying new wharfage close to
Brisbane, where there is plenty of wharfage
accommodation at present—we have no com-
plaint that there is not sufficient wharfage to
accommodate all the shipping coming here—
or in railway construction, which will be of
greater benefit to the people of this State.
These matters all require consideration, and
I say that, the Government have every justifi-
cation for having hung up that Dusiness so
long as it has been.

Mr. Maxx interjected.

The TREASURER: If the hon. gentleman’s
interjection were worth taking notice of, T
would reply to it; I do not think it is. The
other question to which the hon. member for
Barcoo made reference was the question of the
Licensing Act, and he wanted to know if I had
carried out, as the Fon. member for Brisbane
South had carried it out, the administration of
that Act. I say, without hesitation, that while
I was in the office of Home Secretary I made
absolutely no change in the way in which that
Act was administerced.

GovernmMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! .

The TREASURZR: I gave the Commis-
sioner of Police a free hand to do whatever
he wanted to carry out the provisions of the
Ticensing Act, and T never once interfered to
prevent him from looking after the Sunday
trading, nor did I interfere with him going
on with any prosecutions which he thought
necessary  in  consequence of that Sunday
trading.” I say distinctly that the hon. gentle-
man knew that as a member of the Cabinet.
He knew that that was so, and he never once
made any objection that the Act was not being
properly administered by me while he was in
the Cabinet. Directly e goes out of office he
finds out that things are going all wrong at
Rockhampton, and when 1 ask him why he
did not tell us all about it before, he said he
did not know about it then. It is only three
or four weeks ago since he left the Cabinet.

A T.arotrr Mewerr: But he has been up to
Rockhampton since then.

The TREASURER: I think I can safely
leave it to the House to consider what amount
of importance they will put on the assertions
of the hon. member for barcoo when they con-
sider the confidential relations that existed
hetween him and the Cakinet. I say tbat it
is a distinet breach of Cahinet confidences. I
merely got up to say a word or two in expla-
nation on behalf of my cclleagues, and I will
say, in conclusion, with regard to the hon.
member for Barcoo and the hon. niember for
Brishane South, that T do pot think the Pre-
mier has treated thew in such a way as to
deserve such treatment as he has reccived at
their hands.

GoveErRNMENT MEwmBERS: Hear, hear!

* Mr. J. M. HUNTER (Maranoa): In con-
sidering this vote of no confidence there are
a number of things which should be taken
into consideration before we come to a vote.
We have not only to cousider what brought
about this coalition and the means that have
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been employed both by the late Opposition
and the late Government to bring it into exis-
tence, but we have also to consider what is
proposed to be done and what has been done
during the recent Administration. We will
find, when we come to inquire into the reasons
introduced by the Premier, that one of the
reasons advanced by him to bring about this
coalition is that it is time there was a solid
Government formed so that the abolition of
the three-party system might be brought
about. We find that in this respect the late
Premier has disinally failed in producing two
parties in this House. As a matter of fact,
instcad of having only two partics at the
present time we find no less than four parties.
How many parties there will be before the
end comes remains to be seen. The principal
reason which has brought about the coalition
was the weakness of the Premier on the one
band. together with his fear of defeat and love
of office ; while, on the other hand, we find that
owing to the huneer and lust for office on the
part of the Philp Opposition—these two parties
both desiring to obtain possession of authoritv
in the country—they decided that safety lay in
coming together, and in securing for them-
seives the position. It is a matfer for con-
gratulation that at least there were a number
of supporters of the Kidston party who
scorned to hand themselves over body and soul
to the party with whom the Premier formed
this coalition, and I think they are to be com.
plimented on the political honesty which they
have displayed in this matter. The position
which we are raising in this vote of no con-
fidence is raised for the purpose of showing
that we are opposed to the political immorality
which the whole of this business is strongly
characterised by. We have to-day the spec-
tacle on the front Ministerial benches of the

hidebound Tories Joining forces with a
number of professed democrats, and the
parties to the coalition say that in doing

so they have proved themselves patriots.
To my mind they have proved themselves as
willing to sell themselves for the love of
office and the desire to retain position and
power. When the Premier was put on his
trial and asked to defend the position he had
taken up, what do we find? We find no
defence offering at all. Tt does not matter
how satisfied the hon. gemtleman and his
colleagues are in this matter, we find no sort
of defence offering. From this side all sorts of
charges were hurled at the Ministry, together
with proofs and evidences, and tfley should
have called forth some sort of defence from
that side of the Fouse, but what do we find?
We find the whole party gagged. We find
Cabinet Ministers «itting silent. and the Pre-
mier telling us that the only defence he had
was the reasons he offered, which were that he
did not want the support of the Labour party
any longe‘r. and he was unable to carry on arfy
longer with the Labour support. We have
only that hald statement, with no proof at all,
but we find that the legislation which was
passed during last session of which he was
most proud was the very legislation which he
was enabled to carry with the assistance of the
Labour party, with whom he has brought
about a separation. There are hon. members
on_this side who claim credit for having com-
pelled him to pass that legislation. To whom
1s that credit due? Did the Labour party
force him to pass old-age pensions? Was it
against his wish that the wages boards legis-
lation was passed? Was it against his wish
that the Constitutional Amendment Act was
passed in this House? The hon. gentleman is
not deducing the right reason for bringing
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about this coalition, or else it is not right
that he worked with the assistance of the
Labour party. If he succeeded so well in
passing the legislation he desired with the
assistance of the Labour party, why did he
not continue to work with that party? On the
other hand, if the legislation which he passed
was passed with the influence of the Labour
party, then to that party is the credit due for
all the legislation that has been passed by the
hon. gentleman. The hon. gentleman can
place himself on the horns of whichever
dilemma he wishes to be impaled on. Either
one thing or the other is right, and which-
ever is right, it proves that the Premier is in
the wrong. Either the hon. gentleman was
the astute gentleman he believes himself to
be. and passed the legislation, or he was the
willing servant of the House. It may be that
his legislation was coloured by the support
behind him. He told us the other night, when
he was on his defence, that on account of a
number of his followers severing their connec-
tion with him it was going to make it difficult
for him to carry out that democratic legislation
that they were anxious to have brought about.
He also said his future legislation would be
largely coloured by the support he got in the
caucus. The hon. gentleman said the position
he occupied was intolerable, because he was
under the influence of the Labour
[10 p.m.] party. I want to know how it was
intolerable, or how it could be
more intolerable than the position he occupies
to-day. I think it requires no seer to know
that the Premier at the present time is being
influenced not by his own side but by a party
within a party who are influenced by other
sources ; that he will be jockeyed by the daily
Press; that he will be influenced indirectly if
not directly; and that his leg‘isla,tion. will be
coloured by the Press. If the position he
occupied last session was intolerable, he will
find it many times more intolerable during the
coming session. He said another reason why
he wished to form a coalition was that he
might have a strong party to support him, in
fighting for State rights. It appears that he is
always fighting for something he cannot get.
He is always trying to raise some bogey, and
this State rights bogey in connection with the
finances is about one of the biggest bogeys
he could raise. One of the chief complaints
of the State Premiers against the Common-
wealth is this: Because they have handed
over certain powers in the government of the
continent, it has lowered the prestige of the
State Premiers, and they want to get hold of
a little more money than they are getting at
the present time from the Commonwealth.
They say the Braddon blot will shortly ex-
pire, and then there will be financial con-
fusion. I say that before the Braddon blot
expires the State Treasurers will have evolved
some other method of distribution of the
finances,

The SPEAKER: Order! I have already
pointed out that a general discussion on the
question of Federal finance is out of order on
this amendment.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: The Premier gives as
a veason for the reconstruction of his Cabinet
the necessity of forming a stable Government
on account of the financial relations between
the States and the Commonwealth causing in-
security. I want to show that in this regard
he is not treating the House right, and that in
making that charge he is not doing justice to
the Commonwealth Government. 1 want to
show that it is not a proper thing to shelter
himself hehind a charge of that kind, and
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that there is no excuse for a reconstruction of
the Cabinet on that ground. I hold that the
distribution of the finances of the Common-
wealth must necessarily be shortened, as there
are larger obligations to fulfil.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is no objec-
tion to a reference to the financial relations
between tho States and the Commonwealth
if it is connected with the amendment, but a
goneral discussion on that matter will be out
of order at this stage.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: T think, under these
conditions, it will be found that the loyalty
of hon. members generally is as great as that
of any member of the Cabinet, and I say
that the Premier’s desire to attack them is not
justified.

The TrrEAsURER: He has no desire to attack
the Commonwealth Government. What he
proposed to do is to defend the finances of the
States.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: If we do lose a cer-
tain amount of revenue by not having so
much returned by the Commonwealth Govera-
ment, we have the benefit of a larger expendi-
ture by the Commonwealth on old-age pen-
sions and other important matters. The
lighting of our coast is a very important
matter, that ought to have been handed over
to the Federal Government long ago; and
when that is done, it will necessitate a greater
expenditure by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. We were told, too, that there was no
chance of development work being undertaken
on account of the position of parties. In one
breath we were told that the reconstruction
was due to the need of support from the Tory
side, and in the next breath we were told
that it was on account of Federal interference
with our finances. Now, what is real reason?
I think the whole reason is that the Premier
took fright, and thought the Labour party, at
the first meeting this session, would turn him
out, and perhaps join hands with the reac-
tionaries. But he id not need to have any
fear on that score. I do not think the action
of the Premier in bringing forward syndicate
railways was to be commended after receiving
the support given to him by this party. But,
for other reasons also, 1 think it was one of
the worst business propositions I ever heard
submitted to any body of men.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: We have also been
told that without this coalition there could be
1no land settlement and no water conservation.

The SPEAKER: Surely the hon. member
must see he is now discussing the general
question. This is a matter he can discuss as
fully as he likes on the main question, but
it has no relevancy to the question before the
House at the present time.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: I am simply endea-
vouring to show that the Premier gave this as
one of his reasons for the coalition, which there
is no foundation for. I am answering the
arguments that have been offered by the
Premier.

The SPEAKER: Order! Even if the Pre-
mier did offer those arguments that does not
bring the matter within the scope of the
amendment. 1 do not think the Premier
mentioned this matter in the House; he may
have doae so in other places.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: I think the words I
refer to were used in reply to the leader of the
Opposition—that he was not able to carry on
tha progressive and expansive works that were
necessary to the State at the present time.
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The SPEAKER: Order! As I have already
pointed out, the hon. member who moved thys
amendment spoke on the general question,
as he has a right to do, and 1t was only a fair
thing to allow the head of the Government
an opportunity of replying to the definite
charges that were made against him, but
surely that privilege cannot be claimed by
other hon. members against whom no charge
was made. Ihaveendeavoured to treat all hon.
members impartially, but they cannot claim
thiy same right that was given by courtesy to
the head of the Government.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER : T have no wish to tres-
pass. My contention is that, so far as the argu-
ments that have been submitted for the justifi-
cation for the reconstruction of this Ministry are
concerned, no sufficient reason has been given.
That the Premier has only shown he was de-
sirous of bringing about a coalition so that he
might secure a further lease of power—that he
was afraid the Labour party was about to
throw him over, and he would be turned into
oblivion, and that he would not then secure
the Agent-Generalship. We are told, on ac-
count of this action, the immigration policy of
the Government could not be carried out; that
it was necessary to have a large influx of immi-
grants to settle the State. While this debate
was on, tho late Minister for Lands told us
that he was unable to get the lands of the
State settled on that account. I may tell this
House that at the present time, and for a con-
siderable time past, there has been a decided
inability on the part of the hon. gentleman
occupying that position to supply the require-
ments of this State. I hold in my hand a letter
written by a member of a group—he had per-
mission to form a group some fifteen months
ago, and he is not settled yet—and he states if
he is not settled in a few months he must give
up all idea of settling in Queensland.

The Houe SECRETARY : Of course, you do nok
mind giving the name.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: No, I do not mind
giving the name.

The HoME SECRETARY:: Might I ask yow
where 1t is written from?

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: It is written from
Roma, and dated 16th November. The letter
reads—

Mr. HHunter,—

Dear Sir,—1 am forwarding MceGurks’ letter to you re
Lands Department. He has been getting tl_le same old
yarn every time from them. [ think it is time we had
something done towards getting on the land. If Idon’t
soon get there I must look for something else. Shake
them up a bit.

Yours faithfully.
R, KELLY,

The HomE SzcrETARY: You will understand
I only want an opportunity of getting at the
other side of the case.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER : This is a matter T had
a good deal to do with. The group represents
some sixty-five souls altogether, and, as a
matter of fact, this man has rcally been in
the district for the last six months waiting te
get on his land. Then we are told that the
hon. member for Oxley, who is now in the
position of Minister for Lands, is going to
have a clean sweep in the Lands Department.
I believe a good deal of change is required in
the Lands Department. Not that the head
office in Brisbane is not doing good work, but
I believe the country offices are not in as
close communication with them as they should
be. I have very little faith, however, that we
will have a very great change, except perhaps

Mr.J. M. Hunter.]
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a change of Ministers. The hon. member for
Oxley seems to have the faculty of changing
very frequently. During the last eighteen
months he has occupied . positions in no less
than three different Cabinets, and on that
account we may find him leaving that depart-
ment and taking some other up. I was rather
interested in noticing that in trying to prove
that this Government had the confidence of
the country, and was really representative of
the majority of the electors of the country, the
hon. member for Oxley brought together the
united votes recorded in favour of the Philp
and Kidston partiecs. Why he has chosen that
method of discovering what the country thinks
of these two parties being brought together
in this peculiar way I do not quite under-
stand. He may just as well have brought the
two larger sets of figures—the votes cast in
favour of the Philp party and in favour of
the Labour party, and to state on that ac-
count, if they came together, they would re-
present the majority of votes in the State. To
my mind it is quite an absurd way to try to
prove it. I think the real proof the country
and the House has in this matter is the fact
that the Kidston party and the Labour party
went jointly to the country on the Constitu-
tion question—that they asked the country to
decide betwen them and the Conservative or
Tory party, and they gave a clear and decided
answer on the matter. I can find no justifica-
tion in the fact of the hon. member for Oxley
endeavouring to prove that by putting a cer-
tain number of votes haphazard together, as
he did, that he has any good reason for this
coalition that has taken place We find that
the hon. member for Oxley was not, some-
time ago, in favour of a Trade Disputes Bill,
yet we find to-day that he is prepared to
take this Trade Disputes Bill and the Kidston
party together. I maintain that the posi-
tion is a lamentable one for the State. It
simply means that the powers of government
arc being handed back to the Conservative
party—that, although we have on the front
Treasury bench a professed democratic leader
in the person of Mr. Kidston, he is nothing
more than nominal leader. His party is in a
minority, and we find that the late leader of
the Opposition is being appealed to, not only
as leader but also as lieutenant of the Govern-
ment party.  Some hon. memnbers will tell us
that the coalition was a wonderful victory for
the Kidston Government to have secured such
a magnificent following. 1 do not think you
can find many people in the country who will
agree with that. As a matter of fact, the
Philp party have simply stooped to conquer.
They are winning all along the line. They
have, for the time being, lain low; they have
brought the Iidstonites into their net and
have succeeded in gaining a certain amount
of strength : and it will very much surprise me
if. eventually. we do not find that Cabinet led
by a member of the late Philp party—>Mr.
Devham, probably. That is the winding-up
of this wonderful coalition that I look for.
However, it is not to be wondered at to some
extent, because the Premier led rather a
mixed party, and he found how mixed it was
during the late crisis, when part of his fol-
lowing were inclined to go over to the Oppo-
sition and part only were inclined to follow
him into oblivion in the big constitutional
fieht which tcok place. It seems to me, after
all, that the prodigals have only returned—
that they are going back to where they came
from, and that the Premier has simply been
travelling in a circle, and has come back and
brought the prodicals back with him. We are
told that he is going to show some wonderful
business astuteness—that he has taken David
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Harum as an example. Well, we shall see the
astute business that he will do. The hon.
gentleman had at least the credit of doing
honest work during last session. What work
will be done Jduring the present session re-
mains to be seen. To my mind, it would
have been a far more honcurable position for
him to have taken up if he had met this
Chamber with his programmne, and seen if the
Labour party—the party with which he went
to the country—were not prepared to support
him. Ho has done good work with that party,
and he was proud to work with them. If he
met with defeat. he should have taken it as
the Premier of the Commonwealth did the
other dag, and then ke couid have retired, like
an honourable man, into Opposition, and
shown, at lcast, that he was an honest leader.
I believe the assertion that the Labour party
would not have supporied him is groundless.
Probably they would have supported his pro-
grammie if it had been submitted to them.
We are told that the Labour party are sore
over this coalition. Now, I do not believe
that, as a party, the Labour party are sorry
over what has taken place. They have no
reason to be sorry, because, as a party, their
position is very much improved. But I believe
that for the country it is a bad and a sorry
day that this has taken place. It would have
been better for the Labour and Kidston
parties to have worked together than the
latter to hand themselves over to the Conser-
vative party as they have done. In that
respect, during the last two sessions the
Labour party have acted as guardian angels
for the wanderers on the other side. 'They
have kept a faithful eye on them, have guided
their footsteps into the right paths, and have
saved them from various dangers and humilia-
tious. To-day the members of this party are
proud to point to the legislation which they
assisted in carrying. I contend that on these
grounds the position in which we find the pre-
sent Cabinet is unsatisfactory not only to the
House but to the country; and I have no
hesitation in expressing the belief that, were
an opporbunity given to the electors to speak
on this matter, the Government would be rele-
gated to oblivion. It does not matter what
party went against them, I am sure that, on
account of their betrayal of the confidence of
the people, voters who have been deceived
would prefer any party to them at the present
time. I hope that when a vote is taken on
the amendment we shall have a majority
against the Government. The Treasurer
smiles. but I can promise him that before
this Parliament expires the Government will
not feel so secure on those benches as per-
haps they feel to-day. They only want a few
more rats to go into the ship. There are still
some there, and it will take a lot to keep them
quiet for the next two years. For my own
part, I feel that the Opposition have taken
the only wise course in bringing forward this
vote of want of confidence, in the interests of
political morality, in the interests of this
State, and of the pure and high motives of
public men. No other course was open to this
party than to impeach the Government for he-
traymg the confidence reposed in them at the
last clection. I shall have very great pleasure
indeed in recording my vote m favour of the
amendment.

* Mr. SUMNIER (Nundak): I understand that
it is the intention of the Government to take
a vote on this question to-night, so I shall only
address a few words to the House on this
occasion. I do not intend to be personal in
any shape or form. Whatever other people
have done in this matter, I have taken my
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own stand, and I am responsible to my con-
stituents for what I have done. For whatever
other people have done they have to take the
consequences, and it is no business of mine. I
wish to say a few words to justify the position
I have taken up. The amendment reads—

That the constitution of the present Ministry is a
violation of the will of the people, as expressed through
the hallot-box last February, and the Government
therefore does not possess the confidence of this
House.

It is not a question of whether the coalition
was the best thing to do or not. It is not a
question of whether 1t was the wisest thing to
do or not, as the Premier put it. To my
mind, the question is this: Was the coalition
what was expressed by the electors at the last
election? I think he will be a bold man who
will get up and say that the electors expressed
themselves in favour of a coalition. The Pre-
mier has said that be found last session that
it was the best thing he could do to et the
assistance of the Labour party, and now he
finds the best thing he can do to carry his
measures is to get the assistance of the Philp
party. But there is a greater question than
this. Even the Premier told us that.
Speaking at Woolloongabba during the last
election campaign, the hon. gentleman told
us that the question vefore the country was
far and away of greater importance even than
the Rockhampton manifesto. He said that
was insignificant ompared with the great
issues that were lefore the electors at that
time, and he placed the issues in this order :—
First, ¢ Is the nominee Chamber to have power
to so control the Legislative Assembly as to
prevent the people's representatives from
carrying out the people’s wishes?’ Second,
“Are the people’s representatives to have power
to control the Administration by dismissing
Ministers of whom they disapprove, without
being penalised by the Governor for so doing 7’

The third was, ‘“Are the people
110.30 p.m.] of Queensland to retain the right

to manage their own affairs?’ FHe
told the electors that the Rockhampton mani-
festo was insignificant as compared with those
three issues. We all remember the crisis that
took place in this Flouse twelve months ago.
If ever I was proud of a man, I was proud
of the Premier when at that time he stood
up in this Chamber and defended the rights
of the people, and delivered that im-
peachment against the Government of the
day. He afterwards told the electors that
he was going to do something which would
make it impossible for what then occurred
to happen in the future. Was the hon,
gentleman In earnest then? Did he mean
what he said? If he did mean what he said,
why has he not carried out his promise? If
he did not mean what he said, then I think
a public apology is due to the people of
Queensland, for he has done nothing to make
such things impossible i1 future. The last
election might have been avoided, as without
it we might have had the same position of
affairs as we have at the present time. The
Philp Ministry, which then occupied the Trea.
sury bench, offered us the Rockhampton pro-
eramme. They offered us the same condi-
tions as we are offered at the present time,
and we might as well have crossed the floor
of the House and supported the Ministry in
office then as give our support to the present
coalition. As wmany hon. wembers will re-
member, on that memorable night we had a
meeting of the combined parties, and we
agreed practically that as far as possible we
would fight the election as a combined party
—the democratic or Kidston party and the
Labour party. Those two great democratic
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parties went to the country on the issues
I have indicated, and to have avoided that
and to have disappointed the people wouid
have been, as the Premier expressed it in his
speech at Rockhampton, unwise and opposed
to the best interests of Queensland, and the
people would have had 0 more confidence in
our public men. When the Premier came to
one of the meetings I held in my electorate
during that election, I was asked a series of
questtons. The first was---

If the Kidston party have all their candidates re-
turned, Mr. Kidston cannot carry on. Will you be in
tavour of working with the Phiip party?

I,said “No; not on any consideration what-
ever.” Another question was—
Will yon favour working with vhe Labour party ¢

To that question I replied, “ Yes, we are fight-
ing this battle together,” and the Premier com-
plimented me on my answers on that occasion.
Now, we find that the hon. gentleman, practi-
cally without consulting his party, has thrown
over members who made such promises to the
electors on that occasion. The result of that
election was that the Kidston party gained two
seats and the Labour party five, and during
the short session that followed we passed more
democratic legislation than has ever been
passed in any Australian Parliament in so
short a time. There is one strong point I
want to make in this matter. The Premier
says he wants to carry out his Rockhampton
programme. The Labour party never opposed
one singe item of that programme during all
tho time we were working with them. It was
only at the end of the session, when two rail-
way Bills, which were not mentioned in either
the Rockhampton programme or the Gover-
nor’s Speech, were brought forward, that the
Labour party offered any opposition to the
proposals of the Government. Members were
expected to swallow ihose measures, though
they had no inkling that they would be intro-
duced. The Premier must have known from
the policy and platform of the Labour party,
and from their whole career, that that party
would be bound to oppose those measures;
and, looking at events which have since hap-
pened, it seems to me that they were tabled in
order to bring about what has actually
occurred. Like the hon. member for Barcoo,
I am willing to take any blame which may
attach to me in connection with those mea-
sures, but at the same time I say that many
members of the Premier’s own party disagreed
with somo of the provisions in the agreements,
and had the measures not been put through
with the closure, I believe that many of those
provisions would have been altered. The
Labour party, as I have said. opposed no part
of the Rockhampton programme, whereas the
Philp party opposed almost every item of that
programme which was introduced. We know
what brought about the crisis. ~ We know
that the Factories and Shops Bill was thrown
out in the Upper House, and we know that the
members of that Chamber, as well as the Philp
party in this Housé, fought against the aboli-
tion of the postal vote and the passing of the
Wages Boards Bill.

Mr. W, H. Barnes: No.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
is not opposition.

Mr. SUMNER: They opposed important
clauses in the Bill, and almost every item in
ths Rockhampton manifesto, whereas the
Labour party never opposed a single item of
that programme. That being so, where is the
justification for the present coalition? ¥on.
members will remember how in the speech

Mr. Sumner.]
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delivered in this House at the close of the
last session of the last Parliament, the Pre-
mier spoke of vested interests, of financial
institutions, and of the power and wealth that
were going to be used to crush him in the last
election. The people of whom he then spoke
are the very people who are supporting him
to-day. What did the Courier say in a leading
article a day or two after the coalition was
formed? It welcomed the Premier’s repent-
ance, but said it was a belated repentance, and
that it would have liked him to have repented
before he passed the obnoxious legislation
which he had place on the statute-book. The
Premier made a statement at the close of last
session—I had left for Sydney at the time—to
the effect that he had done with the Labour
party, I suppose for ever. I understand that
he made that statement without consulting
even the members of his own Cabinet on the
matter. It seems to me that he sold his party,
without consulting either the party or the
members of the Cabinet. When the hon.
gentleman returned after his visit to England,
I went to the welcome meeting at the Town
Hall, and I said to a man who sat near to me,
“Some change has come over the scene, 1
find no democrats here.’”” The very people
who had fought him, who were previously
opposed to him, and who would have hounded
him out of existence if possible, were the
people who shook him by the hand and
welcomed him back to Queensland.

Mr. W. H. BarNES: Were we not there by
the invitation of the mayor?

My. SUMNER: They were doing that be-
cause they knew they were going to get hold
of this great democrat, and use him for their
own purposes. Our party went to the country
as a distinct party on certain issues, and the
duty of the party was to go on and take
defeat like men, if defeat was to be their lot,
When the hon. member for Townsville was
leading the late Government, the present
Premier boasted that we were still an unde-
feated party, and said that notwithstanding
that fact we were being forced to go to the
country. At the end of last session we were
undefeated. I have said that we were never
opposed by the Labour party on any item of
the Rockhampton programme, and to-day the
Kidston party stand undefeated, and unde-
feated they have practically surrendered them-
selves into the hand of the enemy.

OprostTioNn MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. SUMNER: I never like to reveal any-
thing which takes place in caucus, but it 1s
a strange thing that when we had a caucus
meeting that night everything appeared quite
correctly in the papers next morning, so prac-
tically someone reveals what takes place in
caucus. I say that the Premier, when he
practically gave over his party to the Philp
party, never consulted his own Ministers, and
certainly never consulted his party. Some of
his party had made promises to the electors,
and they would rather go out of public life
than violate them. The Premier talks about
men taking the easy course.

Mr. HuxnaMm: The Premier took no risks
himself.

Mr SUMNER : Has be taken any risks him-
self in regard to this matter? There are some
of us who have crossed the floor of the House
and are taking the hard course. It was no
easy matter for them to separate themselves
from that party, and surely the Premier, if
anybody has, has taken the easy course. But
he never consulted his Ministers or his party.
We were brought into a room down there at
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half-past 7 o’clock at night—the Philp party had
one over on the other side, and we had an hour
to discuss the matter. The Premier was afraid
that if we had time to discuss and rcason the
matter cut, wirepuders would get to work.
He could not trust the men who sat behind
him. He never consulted his Ministers before
Iie went to England, before making that state-
ment, and when he came back he never con-
sulted his own party. And had he not
threatencd to resign that time, which I think
was not a right thing to do, there would have
been no coalition in Queensland to-day.

OrposiTioN MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. SUMNER: I want to refer to the un-
generous speech of the Home Secretary the
other night. It was referred to by the hon.
memiber for Barcoo. Speaking of the men
who had gone over (o tlus side, he said-—

They orly think that if they are found associated
with the senior member for Townsviile it will damage
them in the eyes of their constitnents in their respee-
tive electorates, andit will not pay them to doit. That
is the bottom of the secexsion of some of those hon.
members {rom us. They are not nervous about our
policy. Theyv are afraid tbat if they are found associ-
ated with the senior member for Townsville it will be
made uncomfortable for them in their electorates.

I only speak for myself. That is not the
reason why I left that party. I crossed the
floor of the House because I gave a distinct
pledge to my electors that I would not on
any consideration have any coalition with the
Philp party, and for the Home Secretary to
talk about the odium that attaches to the
name of Philp influencing us on this side to
cross over—why, when anybody looks at the
career of that gentleman they know that he
followed Mr. Philp! I can say that I have
never voted for a Philp candidate in my life.
During my residence in Queensland I was a
supporter of the old Griffith party. I have
voted for a good many Labour men, but never-
for a Conservative. I have never had an
ungenerous thought, nor attached any stigma
to the name of the hon. member for Towns-
ville, because whatever stigma there was did
not attach to him personally, but to the Ad-
ministration. The cause of it was because the
party was too strong. The Premier told us
in his speech that he wanted a strong Govern-
ment. A strong Government is not neces-
sarily a good Government. David Syme tells
us in that book on constitutional government
in England, that a strong Government is often
one of the weakest Governments. The Pre-
mier says he wants a strong Government to
carry out his programme. Why, he has
carried out five-sixths of his programme
already, when he only had a paltry party of
twenty-three or twenty-four members, and he
would have had no difficulty in carrying out
the rest of his programme if he had had the
courage to go on. The Home Secretary
ought to withdraw the remarks which he made
about the odium or stigma attaching to the
hon. member for Townsville. The only thing
which influenced me when I made a pledge to
my constituents that I would not on any con-
sideration support a coalition with Philp——

Mr. CanpBELL: Do not you think you could
have won your seat under Mr. Philp?

Mr. SUMNER: Yes; I could have won it
as a Philp candidate; and for the Home Secre-
tary to tell me T am afraid of the stigma
attaching to Philp is not true. Another reason
which the Premier gave wben he landed in
Australia for this coalition was that he wanted
a strong Government to ficht the Federal
Labour party. The hon. gentleman has been
nursed and fed at the treast of the Labour
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party, and I think that if ever an ungenerous
remark was made by any man it was that re-
mark which he made when landing on the
shores of Australia. At Longreach, in the
1907 election, he said that he would never
have separated from the Labour party in
Queensland had they adopted the Federal ob-
jective, and he was asked if he believed in the
Federal objective. He said, ** Yes.” How does
the Federal objective differ from the State
objective? They are practically the same,
only couched in different language. The
Federal objective says the Labour party is in
favour of the nationalisation of monopolies,
and the State Labour party say ther are in
favour of the mationalisation of all industry
and exchange. Yet to-day the Premier tells
us that one of the reasons why he wants this
coalition is to fight the Federal Labour party.

Mr. W, H. BarNEes: Had it not to do par-
ticularly with finance?

Hon, . B, ForresT: On that question only.

Mr. SUMNER: Did the Premier say he was
going to fight for State rights?

. Hon. E. B. ForresT: He did so most dis-
tinctly.

Mr. SUMNER: Had he said that he was
golng to meet with the other State Premiers
and the Commonwealth, to see that some satis-
factory arrangement was coms to whereby the
State revenue would not be jeopardised year
by year, but something definite would be
arranged on which the State Treasurer could
base his Estimates, then everybody would
have agreed with him. Most of the members
of the Federal Labour party are as zealous for
State rights as anybody in Queensland or Aus-
tralia. I say the Premier was responsible for
the third-party system in Queensland. He
made it. He nursed it and brought it up to
what it was in our last Parliament. He said
he would have no divided allegiance; he went
to the country, and he practically won all
along the line. He did not get all his candi-
dates in; in fact, he did not have many up for
election. If he had put up more candidates,
he would have been more successful than he
was.  But still he was able to carry on his pro-
gramme without being defeated. I want to
repeat that the Labour party in this House
never opposed any one item in his Rockhamp-
ton programme.

OrposiTioN MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. SUMNER: We are told that it is
necessary that there should be only two
parties. There are- only two parties here.
There have never been any more than two
parties in this House since I have been here—
that is, the party who wants things to stay as
they are and the party that believes in pro-
gress and wants to go ahead. Whether that
progressive party call themselves the Labour
party or democrats, they believe in progress
and in working for the advancement of the
State of Queensland. We hear a lot of boast-
ing about our millions of acres of land and our
great resources, but our acres of land and our
great resources do not make Queensland.
What makes Queensland, and what will make
Queensland, is to have a happy and contented
.and prosperous people. and until you have
that you will never have real prosperity in
the country. )

Hon. . B. ForresT: You want plenty of
them.

Mr. SUMNER: A friend of mine came out
in the ‘Marathon” from England the other
day, and he was telling me something about
the immigrants that are being brought to
Australia. This gentleman is a Tory of Tories,
and has always been a supporter of the Philp
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party in Queensland. He said there were 400
immigrants on board for the Southern States,
and he said that if ever they got the scum
of London they had it on that boat. On the
first night they were spending hundreds of
pounds at the bar,-and there was fighting
going on amongst them, which was something
disgraceful.

Hon. E. B. ForrEsT: When did they come
here?

Mr. SUMNER: I said they came out in the
Marathon to Australia—to the other States.

Hon. E. B, Forrest: That has got nothing
to do with Queeusland.

Mr. SUMNER: But these are the sort of
people they are bringing to Australia. I am
one who believes that this great State wants
filling up with white people. (Hear, hear!) I
believe in that as much as anyone. And not
only do I believe that, but I believe that there
is a law operating in the world which is higher
than members of Parliament, which is that if
people resident in this State do not use the
land here, then someone else should be allowed
to use it for them. (Hear, hear!) It is the
duty of all parties, and not any particular
party, to see that this great State is peopled,
and any Government that can devise a scheme
for settling the people here and making them
prosperous are going a long towards making
the State prosperous. We have got the great
question of land settlement in Australia to
settle before we can do anything else. What
was the answer given to some questions asked
to-day about the applications for land in the
Atherton district. We are told that out of
503 applications for land there were only 107
who were enabled to get any land there. If
this Government can settle the land question,
and enable the people to get on the land, then
I shall do all T can to help them. We passed
last session an item of the Rockhampton pro-
gramme, and that was to give free homesteads-
of 160 acres each to people arriving here or
the sons of seftlers already resident here. I
asked a question the other night if anything
had been done towards putting that Act into
operation. The answer I received was that
nothing had been done. No land had yet
been opened for free homestead selgctlon, but
areas at and near the proposed terminus of the
Dalby to Tara railway had been designed.
Why, the best settlers we have in Queensland
to-day are those who took up land under the
old homestead clauses, and the Act we passed
last session is one that will facilitate land
settlement. We should allow people arriving
here to get hold of free grants of land, easy
of access, and it will make them comfortable
settlers. I have a lot to say on this question
of immigration. I am at one with the hon.
member for Brishane North that anyone who
has lived in this State must see the necessity
of getting it filled up with a white people as
soon as possible. But we have great problen}s
to face in connection with this matter. We
want to introduce people who are producers,
and the more producers we bring here the
better it will be for the State. We do not
want to bring men here who will be like a
good many others—wanderers throughout the
city. If we bring #hem in that way, then a
good many will Jrift to the other States. I
shall have an opportunity of speaking again
on the Address in Reply, so I will reserve any
further refnarks I have to say till then. I
have been a little bit disjointed in my remarks
to-night because T have bad to cut so much
out. I intend to take up a perfectly inde-
pendent position in this TTouse. I have crossed
the floor of the House because I made a

Mr. Sumner.)
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distinet promise to my clectors that I would do
20, but if the (Government are in earnest in
carrying out the Rockhampton proeramme
they will have no better supporter than my-
self to help them put it into operation.

Mr. RYLAND (Gyrmrie): I wish first of all
to express my regret -t the lamentable acci-
dent which occured at Mount Morgan recently
and to express my sywpathy with the relatives
of the victims. Some of them have been our
own townsmen, as they had to leave Gympie
to get employment elsewhere. I regret that
the inspection at that mine was not carried
out as it might have been. On this matter the
old Labour platform would come in and that
is to bave the inspectors elected by the miners
themselves. I quite agree with the amend-
ment before the House, as I believe the con-
stitution of this Ministry is a violation of the
people’s will as expressed at the ballot-box.
It was never the intention of the electors last
February that the party who were put in the
cold shades of opposition—the party who were
rejected by the electors—should be transferred
to the Treasury benches to rule over the
destinies of Queensland. There are four
reasons given why the Premier should have
deserted his class, as he calls them—why he
should have deserted the people on this side
of the House. There was a patriotic reason
given. There was also a reason given that
it was necessary that the three-party system
should be done away with. Then the Rock-
hampton programme was put forward, and it
was said that the Premiar could not carry it
cut under existing conditions. Then there
was also the question that the Premier wishes
to fight the States richts questions with the
Federal Parliament. Thess are four reasons.
I think when the electors consider them they
will want some more reasons, and some
stronger reasons, than these appear on the
surface. As regards the patriotic reason for
the coalition, many things that are not very
creditable have been done in the name of
patriotism, just as many swindles have been

perpetrated in America and else-

[11 p.m.] where by Icading men profess-

ing Christianity. Dr.  John-
son’s definition of patriotism is that it is
the last resource of a scoundrel. I do not
say that is the correct definition; but I say
we should not be carried away by a high-
falutin’ name, such as ‘‘ patriot” or * patri-
otism.” As to doing away with the three-
party system, I do not think that was the
object in forming the coalition. And even if
that was one of the objects, it has failed,
because we have practically four parties in
the Chamber at the present time. It has also
been said that it would have been impossible
to carry out the proposals contained in the
Rockhampton programme without a fusion of
the two parties represented on the opposite
side. But before any attempt was made to
carry out that programme without forming a
coalition the Daily Mail, on the Monday
morning after the election, had a double
column advocating the abolition of the three-
party system, and the formation of a coalition
between the parties now sitting on the Go-
vernment side. And this advocacy was not
confined to the Daily Mail; it extended to the
other metropolitan papers, and also to the
country Press. And the same thing was
advocated by the capitalistic Press in Victoria,
where they asked why should not Mr. Deakin
join with the right-thinking people in the
Federal Parliament and no longer bow down
to the caucus Baal? And the same thing is
being advocated in South Australia. In that

[M 7. Sumner.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address tn Reply.

State there is a Labour Government supported
by four or five of the ontside Liberals. Those
Liberals are supporting the Price Government,
and there the capitalistic Press are howling
against the three-party system, and urging
all right-thinking members to combine against
the socialists. The capitalistic Press con-
sider that a multiplicity of parties at
the present time is working in the cause
of democracy, and that is why it is cried
down all along the line. I say that in Queens-
land at the last election three parties went to
the country, and the country sent back three
parties to this House. T say, further, that in
forming this coalition members opposite did
not bow to the will of the electors, but went
against the will of the electors. How many of
those members forming this coalition have
gone before their eleetors to get an expression
of opinion on the subject? I do not know of
a single instance. On the other hand, I know
that members on this side have gone fearlessly
before their constituents, and put the position
before them; and they have been told, some-
times by resolution, sometimes by applause,
that they have done the right thing. Practi-
cally, they have been told by their electors,
“Well done, good and faithful servants; you
are doing the work you were sent to do.”
I consider that the coalition is condemned be-
cause they are flouting the electors in regard
to this matter. The electors sent three parties
to this House, and they say we only want two.
We were told last session that the pirates had
taken possession of the ship, and that they
were going to run the ship of State. Not only
have the pirates taken the ship, but they have
taken our leader too—the leader who went out
to fight the pirates. They can buy and sell
every posilion as regards the Government.
They can offer to one man a directorship to
look after schools, or something like that, and
they offer to another man a judgeship or
something eise. It seems that every office in
the Stale can be promised or bartered about.
What are the public to think? The time will
come when any man who is suppesed to be a
decent man will have to deny being a poli-
tician at all. That will be the result. As a
man said to me the other day, “ We are losing
faith altogether in politicians, and especially
in the leaders of political parties.” If this is
allowed to go on unchecked, where are we
going to land? I think, in the spirit of the
molion, that this coalition is a violation of the
will of the people as expressed at the ballot-
box. One of the reasans why this coalition
came about was that we should have the
Rockhampion programme carried out. I ask
any hon. member here, Did not the Labour
party give the hon. member for Rockhampton
every assistance In carrying out that pro-
gramme last session? Look over the work
that was done. In the seven weeks we put
through fifteen Acts of Parliament, nine rail-
ways, and two syndicate raillways. And those
two syndicate railways were not in the Rock-
hampton programme. They were only men-
tioned during the election on one occasion in
answer to a question or interjection. In that
sesston we passed the Old-age Pensions,
Technical Instruction Bill, Factories and
Shops Act, Wages Boards, Inspection of
Machinery, Land Act, Constitutional Act—two
of them—une dealing with rejected Bills
and the referendam. All these things were
carried, and were in the Rockhampton pro-
gramme. Was better work ever done as
regards Parliament than was done during
those seven weeks? I reckon the amount of
good legislation that was put on the statute-
books during that time was a record of work
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for this IIouse. .‘nd now, after doing work
like that, we are told that we would not aive
assistance in carrying out that programme
What did the hon. gentleman want? Was
there ever in the history of this House such
‘“gang forward” legislation as was passed
during those seven, weeks? There were about
twenty good planks in the Rockhampton pro-
gramme—about twenty good principles of
needed legislation—and cut of those twenty
there was only one to which any exception was
taken by the Labour party, and that was with
regard to immigration. Arnd even then the
Labour party was not against immigration,
generally speaking. We are against indiscri-
minate immigration. We are against bringing
people here with no provision for them to find
the means of getting work. Let the Govern-
ment have land for the people to settle on,
and then the Labour party will not be against
immigration. We are agazinst bringing them
away from fairly good positions and deceiving
them. I believe that many persons who have
been brought to our shores have been sorely
disappointed at the conditions they have had
to face. I see there are about eight good
Bills mentioned tliis session.

The TREASURER: You can support them all.

Mr. RYLAND: Of course I can; but where
was the necessity for the Premier to call in
the hon. member for Townsville, the hoa.
member for Moreton, and others to assist him?

The TrEASURER: You said you would have
nothing more to do with us.

Mr. RYLAND : We said nothing of the sort.
It was you who said you would have nothing
whatever to do with us. We were prepared
to assist you—as we expressed through our
leader—in everything that was in the Rock-
hampton programme that would not be against
our platform as a Labour party. What kind
of a Trade Disputes Bill are you going .to
get? Do you think you will get a better one
than you would get with the assistance of this
side of the House? You would get a genuine
good one with the assistance of this side of the
House. Also, with regard to mining on private
property. What kind of a Bill is it going to
be? Perhaps a Logus one. And, with regard
to State insurance, what assistance are you
going to get from the hon. member for Towns-
ville, who is the nhead boss of an assurance
company in Queensland? What assistance are
you going to get from other hon. members
who are big shareholders in insurance com-
panies? In that matter you would have got
good help from this side of the House—from
men who understand the question. Also, in
connection with the Workers’ Compensation
Bill. What sort of an amendment are you
going to get from hon. members who have
always been cpposed ‘to its principles? But
you gave us the sack—you cast us out, and
now you have taken in other men to do the
work. You have passed by the good men and
taken in inferior men ¢ltogether for the work
you want done. We have been told to-day
that the Bills you want carried will have to be
submitted to your caucus. As to the question
of State rights, there is absolutely nothing in
it. There is not a man in Australia who
knows better than the Premier that there is
nothing in this talk about State rights, and in
this talk about ““ Rob Roy finance.”” The hon.
gentleman knows that the States are getting
back far more from the Commonwealth than
they ever expected to get.

The SPEAKER: Order! I have already
informed hon. members that remarks in re-
gard to Federal matters are not in order on
th+ amendment before the House.
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Mr. RYLAND: I remember when we had
a coalition before in Queensland—when Sir
Samue! Griffith and Sir Thomas MecIlwraith
coalesced. What was the magical force that
led to that coalition? Whether there was some
pressure exerted by financial institutions or
not, I do not know; but the chief object of
that coalition was the chief object of the
present coalition, and that is to introduce
cheap labour. The Premier believed that his
immigration proposals would not be backed
up by the Labour party. He wishes to bring
out an unlimited number of immigrants. Sir
Samuel Griffith and Sir Thomas McIllwraith
united, after being deadly enemies, to bring
in kanakas for a further term. In both cases
the object is the same. It does not make any
difference to the Secretary for Railways
whether the cheap labour is black or white.

The SECRETARY FOR RalLwavs: You are
telking of something about which you
know absolutely nothing.

Mr. RYLAND: This Government want
plenty of immigrants.

The SPEAKER: Order! I really cannot
soe what this has to do with the question
beforo the House.

The PrEMIER: Nor anybody else.

Mr. RYLAND: I am giving my reasons
for voting against the coalition. The reason
tli¢ coalition swas brought about botween Sir
Samuel Griffith and Sir Thomas Mcllwraith
was to get cheap kanaka labour, and this
coalition has been brought about to get cheap
immigrant labour.

The SPEAKER: Order! That is not the
question before the House. If the hon. mem-
ber reads the amendment, he will see that it
really only has reference to the last election,
and to any wishes expressed by the people
thereat.

Mr. RYLAND: I do not think it was the
intention of the electors at the last election
that there should be a great influx of cheap
lahour, and in that respect it is a violation of
the will of the people. We may expect legis-
lation that was not before the electors. We
mav expect a re-enactment of the postal vote,
and the repeal of the Wages Boards Act. I
am quite satisfied that we shall find the
Premier very soon arguing against the very
principles which he has supported in the past.
I noticed a paragraph in a paper to-day stating
that the hon. gentlemnan is going to be asked
to become president or chairman of the
People’s Liberal Progressive League. This is
the organisation which is being formed under
a new name to ficht the FFederal Labour party.
We have heard of the Premier grinding corn
in the mills of the Philistines. If this is a
specimen of the way things are going, we shall
soon find the hon, gentleman grinding the
corn of capitalistic legislation for the Philis-
tines.

The PREMIER:
it not?

Mr. RYLAND: It will not. I would sooner
sen the hon. gentleman working in harmony
with our party. I am sorry he is not going to
do so, since many votes were given to the hon. |
gentleman and to his party at the last election
because they were working in combination
with the Labour party.

The Prumirr: The instructions were to the
Labour party {o work with the Kidston party.

Mr. RYLAND: My committee got several
postal votes for the hon. member for Too-
wong, and they went to as much trouble te

Mr. Ryland.]

That will please you, will
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get them as if they were for a Labour man.
But the Government will not work with us,
and have thereby violated the expressed will
of the electors. People cast a combined vote
in South Brisbane and in other places with the
intention that the members of the two parties
should work together. But the Labour party
were not ‘ Gang-forward” enough to please
the Premier. He wanted a party that would
work faster. But I do not think that, in
actual experience, he will find the party of the
hon. member for Townsville will put through
legislation as fast as he was able to get it
through with the assistance of his old friends.
I hope it will not be very long before we have
an opportunity of going to the electors, so
that hon. members opposite will hear what
their masters have to say about this coalition.

Mr. WOODS (Woothakata): It is my intention
not to delay the House, as I intend to say what
I have to say extensively on the Address in
Reply. It is my intention to vote for the amend-
ment of the leader of the Opposition. If any
argument has been adduced in this Chamber to

show that a wrong coalition has
[11.80 p.m.] taken place, it is the argument which

was used by the Minister for Lands
with regard to the return of the junior member
for Brisbane South, the late Treasurer. The
hon. gentleman contended that the return of that
hon. member showed that the people were in
favour of the present coalition. I maintain that
the electors of South Brisbane did not show by
their votes that they had any intention of
approving of a coalition of the Kidston party
with the Philp party.

Mr. HuxuaM : Quite the contrary.

Mr. WOODS : Yes, the result of the election
proved quite the contrary, as is very clear from
the fact that the members returned defeated
two Philp candidates, one of whom was a
Minister. It is my intention, in the discussion
on the Address in Reply, to deal with the
gentlemen who now sit on the Treasury bench,
and to quote from their speeches words which
condemn their present position. The reason I
am against the Premier to-night is that I think
he practically showed cowardice after his return
from England. We all looked upon him as a
strong man, and we thought he showed strength
in the brave and noble speech which he made on
the floor of this House during the constitutional
crisis against members who had acted illegally
and unconstitutionally.  The speech he de-
livered on that occasion was circulated through-
out the length and breadth of Queensland in
pamphlet form, and it had a lot to do with

securing the return of members support-
ing the Kidston Government. 1 wish to
deal now with the statement made by

the Home Secretary, who said that the reason
why I and other members sitting on the Oppo-
sition cross benches left the Government party
was that we were afraid of the odium which
attached to the Philp party, or rather to Mr.
Philp—for he did not go as far as saying the
Philp party. I wish to tell the House that, as
far as I am concerned—and in what I say L
believe I am expressing the sentiments of the
other members who left the Government party—
that bad nothing whatever to do with our posi-
tion. We had made pledges to our constituents,
just as the hon. gentleman had made pledges to
his constituents, and amoung other things we said
that we would have nothing to do with a Philp
coalition. We considered it our duty to keep
that pledge, and that is why we would not join
in the coalition. If the Premier considered that
he could no longer carry on the business of the
country, it was his plain, honest duty to resign
and go into opposition. As to saying that he

[3r. Byland.
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could not carry on with the Labour party, that
is not correct, because, as has already been
shown, no measure contained in his Roclkhamp-
ton programme has been opposed by the Labour
party. What was the object of the first coali-
tion—the coalition between the Morgan and
Labour parties? That coalition was brought
about by the present Premier. The members of
the Labour party had for a long time been
travelling throughout the length and breadth of
Queensland, pointing out that it was about time
that the- continuous Government were driven
from the Treasury benches, and when the late
Hon. W. H. Browne was sent for by the
Governor, the present Premier stated at our
caucus meeting that now that we had an oppor-
tunity it was our duty to use every means in onr
power to drive that party from the Treasury
bench. That was the object of the coalition
which was formed at that time. That was the
reason that Sir Arthur Morgan was approached,
and asked to lead the combined party. What
has the Premier done now? He has turned
round, and formed a coalition with the party
he then urged us to defeat, and he alone is
responsible for the coalition. I am not prepared
to say that he alone isresponsible for the changes
which have taken place in the Cabinet. (Labour
laughter.) With reference to the present Home
Secretary, I do not agree with the statement
which has been made by some hon. members
regarding his administration of the Lands De-
partment. Indeed, I hold a very different opinion
of the hon. gentleman, I give him credit for
having travelled over more of Queensland than
any gentleman who has previously held office
as Minister for Lands, and for having put his
finger on land which should be taken from the
squatters and devoted to closer settlement. I
believe that he was actuated by an earnest desire
to settle people on the land, and I think a greater
injustice has never been done to any Minister
than was done to the hon. gentleman by the
Premier when he removed him from that depart-
ment, and later on said that the department
wanted reorganising. When the Premier gave
that reason for his removal I expected that the
hon. gentleman would do as a Minister for
Lands in New South Wales did a few
years ago—jump up and throw his resigna-
tion in the face of the Premier. But I am
sorry to say that he did not do so. I want
now to refer to the episode with regard to
the judgeship. Ido not agree that any Attorney-
General should hold a judgeship in the palm of
his hand, nor do I agree that an Attorney-
General has a right as Attorney-General to a
vacant judgeship. But that is not the question
at issue. The question at issue between the late
Attorney-General and the Premier is whether
the member for Ipswich was promised a judge-
ship, and the Premier has admitted that he was
promised the position. The Home Secretary
very cleverly made an attempt to cloud the issue,
but I do not think it was for the purpose of
deceiving the House.

Mr. CoyNE : What was his object, then ?

Mr. WOODS: To clear the Premier. The
Home Secretary stated that the Premier was
perfectly frank and honest in trying to carry out
the promise he made. It looks very bad for a
new Cabinet, when a Premier had made a pro-
mise before it was appointed, for that Cabinet
to turn round and tell him deliberately that he
is not going to carry out that promise while they
are there. The hon. gentleman’s duty was to
tell the Cabinet that they would have to get
another Premier. The hon. gentleman knows
that he cracked the whip over his own party.
If the other members of the Kidston party did
their duty to the electors, they would have done
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the same as we did, or else tendered their resig-
nations and gone before the electors. Last
session, when seme one on this side was speak-
ing, the hon. member for Fitzroy interjected
““ No coalition.” That was on the election of
Chairman of Committees, which was taken by
the leader of the Oppcsition as a non-party
question. We now find the hon. member sitting
behind Mr. Philp. 1 will not detain the House
any longer, but I shall have a good deal to say
on the Address in Reply.

Mr. BARBER (Bundaberg) : T have material
prepared for a long speech, but as the hour is
late and the division will be taken in a few
minutes, I desire to say briefly that I have no
regret whatever to express in regard to this
coalition. I have for a long time held the
opinion that the Premier was gravitating to-
wards the hon. membér for Townsville. It has
been said by one or two of our friends that they
think the Labour party has moved this vote of
want of confidence at a very inopportune time,
but personally I do ot think we have. Speak-
ing as a country member, I can assure the
Premier that if he went into the country elec-
torates at the present time he would get a rather
warm reception.

The PreMIER : I have always got that.

Mr. BARBER : But warm in a different scnse
to what the Premier refers to. The reason for
which I intend to support the amendment is this:
At the last geneval election there was a great
issnc placed before the country, and the Premier
delivered some able and eloguent speeches in
defence of the cause for which he was fighting.
The electors want to know why the Premier has
gone back on the stand which he took up. If
neither the Kidston party, northe party led by the
hon. member for Townsville, are prepared to deal
with this matter, then the electors of Queensland
believe that the Labour party should deal with
it. The Premier knew very well when we went
to the country that the Labour party would see
him through in this mnatter. We were absolutely
sincere on the great issue that we went to the
country upon, and we are sincere on that matter
now. The electors will rccognise that the
Labour party, in moving this want of confidence
vote, are doing their duty. I will not say any
more at present, but I will have a great deal to
say on the Address in Reply in respect to several
matters. I intend to support the amendment of
the leader of the Opposition.

Mr. LAND (Balonne): I desire to say a few
words before this amendment goes to a vote.
I think we would not have been doing our
duty as a Labour party had we not moved a
vote of want of confidence in the Government
a3 now constituted. I happened to be in St.
George at the last election, when the numbers
were being wired out, and I also went through
the electorate during the contest. Many of the
most energetic workers in the Labour move-
ment in that district said to me, “ No vote of
yours in the House must put Mr. Kidston out
and the Philp party in. It would be better for
us to have saved our time and our money than
for you to go down there and put the Kidston
party out and the Philp party in.”” I have
been a strong supporter of the Premier in the
country, in the caucus, and in this House; and
one of my reasons for doing so was on account
of the electors in my district being very strong
anti-Philpites. They saw no opportunity of
getting the Labour party into power, and they
were pleased to have an opportunity of sup-
porting a man who would keep the other party
out. On one occasion, when we adjourned
from Thursday to Tuesday to consider the
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political situation, I asked the hon, gentleman
if he intended to go uver to Mr. Philp, and
he said, “I do not mind telling you in confi-
dence.”” I asked him how long he would
require me to keep it, and he said ‘“ Next
morning.” T said, “Very well.” What he
said on that occasion was, *‘ Not only would I
be a traitor to the men who supported me so
loyally in Parliament, but I would be a traitor
to every man and woman who supported me
throughout the length and breadth of Queens-
land.”” It is no wonder that people have been
very strong Kidstonites, because the policy of
the Philp party has become so obnoxious to
the vast majority of the people of this State.

OppoSITION MrMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. LAND: We supported Mr. Kidston up
to the end of last year, and at the end of the
session the Premier thanked us for the solid
support that we tad given him. I remember
when he said that he was proud of the sup-
port we had given him. He also mentioned
that he had received advances from the other
side, but he was too disgusted at such a pro-
posal to entertain it. I have had a good deal
of experience of politics in Queensland, and
through my general struggle in life for exist:
ence I have come into contact with some of
the worst class of men and women, but I have
never been deceived in my life like I have been
by the Premier. I would be lacking in my
duty if I did not vote for this amendment, or
if I did not express my condemnation, on
behalf of the electors of my district, at the
action of the Premier in forming a coalition
with the hon, member for Townsville.

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted from the Address in Reply (Mr.
Bowman’s want of confidence amendment)

stand part of the question—put; and the
House divided—
© Avrs, 39.
Mr. Appel Mr, Hunter, D.
,, Barnes, G.P. ., Kenuna
,, Barnes, W, H. ,» Keogh
,, Barton ,, Kidston
,, Bell 5 Mackintosh
,» Brennan s Maxwell
,, Camphell ,» Moore
,, Cottell ,, Paget
,, Cowap s, Petrie
,, Cribb ,, Philp
,» Denbam ,» Rankin
,,» Douglas ,» Redwood
,, Forrest ,» Roberts
. Fox ,» Somerset
,» Grant ,, Stodart
,, Grayson ,» Swayne
,, Gunn ,» Thorn
,» Hanran . Walker
;s Hawthorn ,, White
Herbertson

Tellers: Mr. Douglas and Mr. Redwood.

Nogs, 29.
Mr. Adamson Mr. Mann
,.  Airey ,, Maughan
,, Barber »y May
,s Blair ,, MecLachlan
., Bowman ., Mitchell
,, Coyne ,. Mulcahy
,, Hamilton ,»  Mullan
,, Hardacre 5, Murphy
,, Hunter, J, M. ,» Nevitt
,, Huxham ,, Payne
,, dJoues ,» Ryland
,. Kerr ;s Summner
,, Land ,, Winstanley
,, Lennon ,s Woods
Lesina

Tellers: Mr, Hardacre and Mr. Lesina.
Resolved in the affirmative.



208 Questions. [ASSEMBLY.]

- Original question (the adoption of the Address
in Reply) stated.

Mr. MANN (Cairns): I beg to move the ad-
journment of the debate.

[12 p.m.]

Question put and passed; and the resumption

of the debate made an Order of the Day for the
next sitting of the House.

The House adjourned at three minutes past
12 o’clock.

Government Savings Bank Bill.





