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Questions.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY,

THURSDAY, 25 NOVEMBER, 1909.

The Seeaker (Hon. J. T. Bell, Dalby) took
the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

APPROPRIATION BILL No. 4.
ASSENT.

The SPEAKER reported that he had this day
presented the Bill to the Lieutenant-Governor
for the Royal assent, and that His Excellency
had assented thereto in the name and on behalf
of His Majesty.

A message to the same effect was received
from His Hxcellency the Lieutenant-Governor.

QUESTIONS.
SELECTION OX FAIRLIGHT RUN.

Mr. MAY (Flinders) asked the Secretary for
Public Lands—

As portions of the Fairlight run in the Hughenden dis-
triet are to be opened for selection on 11th December
next, will the Minister see that plans of same are for-
warded by Friday’s mail to the Lands Oflice, Hughen-
den, as by report in the Brisbane Courier of to-day’s
issue applications are numerous and plans unprocur-
able ¥

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. D. F. Denham, Oxley) replied—

The lands referred to are to be open on 1dth
December. The plans were posted on the 20th instant.

RESERVES ON QUEENSLAND NORTHERN
RAILWAY.

Mr. MAY asked the Secretary for Pullic
Lands—

Is it the intention of the department to have the
necessary reserves proclaimed at Nonda, Maxwelton,
and Marathon Railway Stations and trucking places on
the Queenslaud Northern Railway ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
replied~—

A resexrve of 5,000 acres is being provided at Maxwel-
ton. Itis notintended at present to provide reserves
at Nonda and Marathon.
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WARDERS IN BRISBANE PRISON.

Mr. ALLEN (Bulloo) asked the Home Secre-
tary—

1. What is the average number of hours per day the
male warders are on actual duty in the Brisbane
prison ¥

2. What is the average length of time daily that they
are on reserve duty ¢

3. What is the average number of hours per day the
female warders are on actual duty?

4. What number of hours daily are they op reserve
duty?

5. How many Sundays per month are these officials
off duty®

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. G.
Appel, 4lbert) replied—

1. Niue hours 27 minutes.

2. Two hours 18 minutes (sleeping or resting in guard-
room).

3. Nine hours 20 minutes.

4. Three hours 43 minutes (sleeping or resting im
guard-room).

5. Two msale warders off duty every Sunday. Male
warders have twenty-four hours off duty every fifth
day. One female warder off duty every Sunday.
Female warders have twelve hours off duty every third
day while on night duty (three weeks on night duty
and one week on day duty), Warders must be employed
on Sundays as the prisoners cannot be left unguarded.

Wyaxpra TowN RESERVE.

Mr. LAND (Balonne) asked the Secretary for
Public Lands—

1. Is he aware that the Wyandra town reserve is,
notwithstanding that it is under the control of the
Paroc Shire Council, being used almost wholly by
adjoining selectors, to the great detriment of the town
residents and travelling publie ?

2. If not, will he cause inquiries to be made asto the
correctness or otherwise of the above statement ?

3. If the statement contained in No.1 is found to be
correct, will he take immediate steps to prevent the
said reserve being used for other purposes than that of
the said town residents and travelling public?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
replied-—

1. No.

2. A report will be obtained.

3. The position revealed by the report will receive
due consideration.

METROPOLITAN WATER AND
SEWERAGE BILL.

THIRD READING.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
PUBLIC WORKS (Hon. W. H. Barnes,
Bulimba), this Bill was read a third time, passed,
and ordered to be transmitted to the Legislative
Council, by message ia the usual form.

ADDITIONAL SITTING DAY.

The PREMIER (Hon. W. Kidston, Rock-
hampton), in moving—

That, unless otherwise ordered, the Ilouse will meet
for the despatch of business at 3 o’clock p.m. on Mon-
day in each week, inaddition to the days already provided
by Sessional Order ; and that Government business do
‘take precedence of ail other business on that day—
said: As the deputy leader of the Opposition
has called *‘Not formal” to this motion, I as-
sume that be has some objection to it, or wants
some reason for moving it. The reason for mov-
ing 1t is just this: The majority of members on
this side of the House would prefer if we can
get through our business to adjourn at Christ-
mas, and they would be willing to meet on
Mondays, if thereby that end can be accom-
plished Iam not sure that we will require o
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meet every Monday ; I hope not, for I may tell
the House that I am no more eager to meet on
Monday than the member who is least willing to
meet on Monday. I am aware that it will be a
considerable strain on members to sit five days a
week—sime of them find it somewhat of a strain
to sit four days a week ; but if, by sitting two
or three weeks on Mondays, we can finish what
business is in hand, and give fair time for the
discussion of the Estimates, I understand that,
on this side of the House at least, that will be
more in accordance with the feelings of members
than not sitting on Monday and coming back
after Christmas to finish the business. How
hon. members on the cther side feel about the
matter T am not quite sure.

Mr, Murran: I do not think you care.
{Opposition laughter.)

The PREMIER : T am not so anxious as to
lose sleep overit. At the same time I assure
hon. members on the other side that I would far
rather consult their convenience in this matter.
I think this is a matter distinctly for the con-
venience of members of the House, and I desire
to consult the convenience of members on the
other side of the House as well as on this side.

Mr. J. M. HunTER : There is more than that
—there is the conduct of business.

Mr. Man~n: Withdraw some of your Bills.
They are not of much necessity.

The PREMIER : To please the hon. member
for Cairns, I should be glad to soften his troubled
spirit in any way. We may not be able to pass
all the Bills that are now on the business-paper,
and there are two or three Bills yet to come, but
they will be non-contentious measures, and easily
passed, so that I am not seeking to provide for
more time than is fairly necessary to finish the
business before Christmas. I think if members
remain in the reasonable frame of mind theyhave
shown this last three weeks, we may finish all
the business that must be done, and yet adjourn
for Christmas. At the same tinme, it is a matter
entirely for the convenience of members. As I
said before, hon. members must not understand
for one moment that I am personally eager to sit
on Mondays—I1 am not.

Mr. MaNK: We can come back after Christ-
mas for a fortnight.

The PREMIER: If we come back after
Christmas, we will probably come back for three
months ; we shall certainly come back for two
months, and probably three.

Oprpos1TION MEMBERS : Is that a threat?

The PREMIER: No, it is not a threat.
Hon. members know that as well as I do without
me saying it. There is a Police Jurisdiction
and Summary Offences Bill here. (Opposition
laughter.) It is a very useful and desirable
measure to get on the statute-book. At the
same time, it is a'measure comprising a mass
of detail, and many of the subjects which it con-
tains will form ground for very serious dif-
ferences of opinion, very considerable argument,
and it is net a thing you could do in a day.
I think T am fairly considering the convenience
of the hon. members and the needs of the coun-
try in trying to do a certain amount of business
that should be done, and also trying to get it
through before Christmas. I am allowing full
time for the consideration of the Estimates in
detail if we sit on Mondays for one or two weeks
till we know where we are. Though we pass this
resolution, it does not follow that the House will
sit every Monday. If we see that we can do
without it, we can on Friday night adjourn till
Tuesday.

Mr. LENNON (Herbert): I called *Not
formal,” and I desire to give some reasons why
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the House should not pass the motion. In a
section of the Brisbane Press it has been stated
confidently that a certain understanding has
been arrived at between the Premier and myself
in regard to finishing the business before Christ-
mas, and the junior member for Fortitude
Valley was also mentioned in this connection.
I say there was no understanding arrived at,
and I am sure the hon. gentleman will admit
that.

The PreEMIER: That is correct.

Mr. LENNON : Last Tuesday I explained to
the hon. gentleman that this party could not see
its way to arrive at an understanding in the
matter ; and moreover this is a matter that con-
cerus the whole of the House, and not any par-
ticular section, Speaking for this party, we are
here with the intention of transacting the busi-
ness of the State, and I do not think that so far
we have shown auy disregard of the promise
made at the beginning of the session that we
would do all we could to facilitate the business;
but I think the unseemly manner in which busi-
ness has been rushed through this session is
entirely unprecedented. I do not think anyone
can point to a like record.

The SECRETARY FOR
In 1908.

Mr. LENNON : We will prevent as far as we
can the setting up of Cabinet government. We
believe in government by Parliament, not go-
vernment by Cabinet or any other form of
bureaucratic government.  The hon. gentleman
suavely pointed out that this motion need not be
put into operation if we behave ourselves—if we
pass measures with sufficient rapidity there may
be ro need to sit on Mondays. I believe hon..
members opposite are open to reason, and I ask
them if they have not had enough work during
the last three weeks with sitting fcur days a
week? Many members have permitted the
measures that have come before us to pass—par-
ticularly the Water Supply and Sewerage Bill—
without probably having read them, and I say
that kind of thing is not conducive to good
government. This is supposed to be a deliberative
Assembly ; but what sort of deliberation have we
shown in the passage of Bills that we have
dealt with this session? I therefore appeal to
members on both sides to take astand for reason-
able time to discuss in an intelligent manner
the Bills brought before us. If we donot do
that I am sure that within the next six months
there will have to be a number of Bills brought
in to amend the legislation of this session. I
therefore desire to offer my most emphatic pro-
test against the motion. Until we offer any-
thing like factious opposition the Premier might
very well hold his hand, and not seek to impose
on us this extra burden, which probably some of
us will not be very well able to bear.

Mr. THEODORE (Woothakata): I emphati-
cally protest against sitting five days a week, as
I think four days are enongh. New members
find the greatest difficulty in getting a grasp of
the Bills to be passed, and I think more time
should be given for their consideration. The
Land Acts Amendment Bill is very intricate in
its nature, and no member can get a grasp of
it without giving it considerable attention ; and
sitting five days a week will allow too little time
to study these things properly. It is a shrewd
move on the Premier’s part to move this motion,
becnuse he is anxious to get out into the country
and take an active part in the forthcoming Fede-
ral elections. We are not so anxious to do that,
and I would come back after Christmas and sit
three months if necessary. If the hon. gentle-
man is willing to withdraw the Bills now sub-
mitted and bring inan amendmentof the Workers’

Pusric Laxns : Yes.
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Compensation Act that will be acceptable to this
side of the Hous», and give us an assurance of
passing it, perhaps he will get the assent of this
side to this motion, with a view of adjourning
before Christmas. Not long ago he gave an
assurance that he intended to introduce an
amendment of the Workers’ Compensation Act
this session, if possible. Had he submitted that
measnure, and it had been founded on good lines,
members on this side would have supported it,
and would have allowed him to get into recess
and go out into the country and do his little bit
of electioneering.

My, BRESLIN (Port Curtis) : As another new
member, 1 have to object to the proposal to sit
on DMonday. We are’ sent here to do our bast,
and we are trying to-do our best; but it is
absolutely impossible to understand these Bills
and study them if the Premier takes away the
only day left to ux. There are new members on
the Government side, and I defy any of them to
stand up and say he has been able to study and
give proper attention to any measure presented.

The PrEMIER: It is not for want of time.

Mr. BRESLIN : It is for want of time ;and T,
as & new member, enter my emphatic protest
against Monday being taken from us. I do not
talk as much as other hon. members, perhaps,
bus I read the Bills and study them ; and I fail
to see how any member, new or old, willbe in a
position to do that if the Premier is allowed to
have his way on this occasion.

Mr. FERRICKS (Bowen): There is some-
thing more than the convenience of members to
be considered in this wmatter, and that is the
wants of tue people who send members into
Parliament. Before I came to the House I used
to smile at the idea of four days a week being
considered too much, but I ean honestly say
that I have found, when sitting four days a
week, that a man cannot do justice either to
legislation or.to his constituents. I have been
quite unable to overtake my correspondence, and
1 have not been able to open a Bill to study it
before coming into the House. This Govern-
ment has been called *‘the Government of long
recesses,” and I want to know what has actuated
the Government in this. If it is imperative that
the work brought forward should be done, what
is the objection to coming back after Christmas ?
I do not object to the Premier going into the
coantry to take part in the Federal elections,
and we are not opposing this motion because we
are-afraid of the hon. gentleman and his col-
leagues going on the stump; but it would be
more reasonable to come back after Christmas
for a fortnight at least for the transaction of
business.

Mr. LESINA (Clermont): This is the first
time I have heard a protest from members of this
party against sitting on Monday. They have
always been clamorous for more time to devote
to public business ever since I have been here.
I have taken up the stand, for ten long years,
that the House should sit five days a week, and
should sit until the work is finished. I go further,
and say we should only Le paid for the
days we sit as is the case in Norway and
some other countries, (Hear, hear!) From
Glassey’s time up to the present, members of
the Labour party have protested every session
against the paucity of time devoted to public
business, 2nd the fact that-the Government, at
the commencement of the session, arrange to sit
three days a week and five and a-half hours a
day, and towards the close of the session sit four
days and sometimes five days a week, and rush
business through in such an ill-digested way as to
lead to tinkering or amending legislation the
following session. Isay we should sit fourorfive
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days a week from the commencement, What
time is there to get through the business if we
are to adjourn before Christmas?

OprosiTioN MEMBERS : Why should we ?

Mr. LESINA : T donotsay weshould. If the
majority are not prepared to come back and sit
after Christmas, we will not come back; but if
the Government, supported by the majority, are -
prepared to come back, we can rely on coming
here after Christmas.

The PrEMIER : If a decent majority are eager
to do it.

Mr. LESINA : Quite so, if there is only a
decent majority in tavour of it we shall have to
come back. The motion that we
[4 p.m.] are asked to pass reads, ‘‘ That,
unless otherwise ordered, the House
will meet for the despatch of business at 3
o’clock p.m. on Monday in each week.” If that
motion is passed we shall sit five days a week,
for five and a-half hours each day-—from 3 p.m.
till 6 p.m., and from 7 till 10 p.m. A working
man on the wharf has to sweat for eight or eight
and a-half hours a day for six days in the week,
and I do not see any reason why we should not
sit five days a week, working only five and a-
half hours a day, especially if we wish to get
more time to discuss the Hstimates, We are
not expected to sit on Christmas Day, or even
the day before Christmas. Every member de-
sires to be in the bosom of his family on Christ-
mas Day, instead of wrangling about measures
in this House. From next Monday till the 23rd
December we shall have nineteen days if we sit
five days a week. Wuking five days a week
for five and a-half hours each day, we shall work
twenty-seven and a-half hours in the week.

An OprostTION MEMBER : You are not allowing
for all-night sittings.

Mr. LESINA: There will be no all-night
sittings.
An OprosiTioN MEMBER: Oh, yes, there will.

Mr. LESINA : Well, if we have any all-night
sittings they will increase the number of hours
worked each week. I believe that, if we could
arrange that members should be paid only dur-
ing the time they sat in Parliament, there would
be a majority of members going to the Govern-
ment during the recess and clamouring to have
the House opened. We all do a fair share of
work, no doubt, but, as a matter of fact, the
country is better off if we are not working
too much. I noticed a statement recently to
the effect that the Parliaments of Australia
had passed 112 Bills in two months, all of which
were assented to by the Governor, except two
which were reserved for the King’s approval. If
that kind of thing is continued, it will mean that
we shall have to increase the number of members
and of civil servants, who are non-producers.
But with regard ro the motion before the House,
T think we should sit five days a week for the
remainder of the session, do our work within a
reasonable time, and give to each Bill as much
consideration as is practicable. Iam not going to
confess that I object to sitting on Monday, or
that I do not understand any measure introduced
into the House.

Mr. BresniN: We only ask time to understand
them.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. LESINA : Every member has the same
time as his neighbour to study the Bills.

Mr. BrRESLIN : We havenot had the experience
you have had.

The SPEAKER : Order!
Mr. Lesina.]
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Mr. LESINA : That is one of the defects of
Tepresentative government.

Mr. BrESLIN : You are very funny !

The SPEAKER: Order! I shall be glad if
the hon. member for Port Curtis will be good
-enough to respond to my call for order.

Mr. LESINA : If it could be scarranged that
members should be elected for ten years, and
that a certain proportion should retire at periodie
stages, we shall nearly always have a majority
of members who had parliamentary experience,
but if that were done we might just as well be a
water and sewerage board, or something of that
kind. Members who have not grasped the pro-
cedure of the House must not blame the House
for that. If a member does not understand the
Bills introduced during the first session he is
here, that is not the fault of our system of repre-
sentative government, and it is not necessary to
advertise the fact that because a member is new
to the House he does not understand the Bills
before the House. It is one of the worst pos-
sible advertisements he could give himself.
{Government laughter.) IfI did notunderstand
the Bills that came down on Monday, Tuesday,
Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday, I would
keep quiet about it. When I entered the House
there were men here like Fisher, Dawson,
McDonnell, Turley, Stewart, Givens, and Higgs,
‘who knew something about parliamentary pro-
cedure, and I sat at their feet, and gradually
acquired the necessary experience. We have on
the business-paper a Land Acts Amendment
Bill, a Mining on Private Lands Bill, a Local
Authorities Act Amendment Bill, a Police Juris-
diction and Summary Offences Bill, and Ways
and Means, which is the most important. There
might also be introduced a Bill to amend the
Workers’ Compensation Act, and possibly a
Railway Bill. I donot see why we should not
pass the most of those measures between now and
Christmas, The Police Jurisdiction and Sum-
mary Offences Bill is a measure which will
probably provoke a good deal of discussion, but
I see no reason why the other measures should
not be dealt with before Christmas. Iam not
going to argue that we should or should not
return after Christmas. That is a matter entirely
in the hands of the House. We are entirely
self-governing in this House. Members seem to
think that we have not any power in this matter.
But we have equal power with one another, and
if we want to sit after Christmas we can induce
the Government to sit then. Suppose a motion
is submitted to the House to the effect that we
should sit after Christmas, how many members
would vote for it ?

The PaEmier: If the vote were taken by
ballot.

Mr. LESINA: Yes, how many members
would vote for the motion if the vote were taken
by ballot? January and February are very hot
months in which to sit; they are the two
hottest months in the year.

Mr, FERRICKS : What about wharf lahourers
in January and February ?

Mr, LESINA : Even wharf labourers have to
work in January and February. If we satin
March and April or in May, that would probably
be the time of the Federal elections, and members
on both sides of the House are probably anxious
to take a part in those elections. That is pro-
bably a reason why the Government and their
supporters are not anxious to sit next year, but
as far as memhers generally are concerned they
cansit till the 31st July next, if they wish to doso.

Mr. RYLAND : Why not till the 31st December ?

Mr. LESINA: We might sit till the 3lst
December, but we might do more mischief than
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good if we sat so long. Some American Par-
liaments do not sit oftener than once in
two years, or once in three years, but under
their constitution they have very little power,
and they mostly concern themselves with meddle-
some legislation interfering with the liber-
ties of the people. At present we are able
to concern ourselves with legislation of some use
to the country. I would again point out to hon.
members that by sitting five days a week we
shall have nineteen sitting days between now
and Christmas, during which time we might dis-
pose of the more important measures on the
business-paper, and have ten days for the venti-
lation of grievances on the Estinrates. Hon.
members must admit that all the grievances we
have to ventilate can be ventilated before the end
of this year. Personally, Isay again, as I have
frequently said during the past ten years, that the
Government should sit five days a week from the
commencement of the session, and not begin with
three days a week, and then increase the sittings
to four, and after that to five sittings. I think
we should also sit at an earlier hour of the day,
and do our work in daylight. Why should we
not sit at 10 o’clock in the morning? The Fed-
eral Parliament sits at 10 o’clock on Friday
mornings, and the New South Wales Parliament
meets at 10 a.m. one day in the week. A num-
ber of years ago the British Parliament met at 7
in the morning, but, with the advent of the com-
mercial era, so many business men entered Par-
liament that they constituted a majority, and
insisted upnn sitting in the afternoon, and when
they had fioished their private business they
devoted the fag end of their time to legislation.
We should meet early in the morning, and do
our work in the daylight, and not strain our eyes
by working at night under the electric light. I
hope that next session the Government will sit
five days a week from the commencement.

Hovw. R. PHILP (Tounsville) : I am astonished
at the objection which has been offered to this
motion, which is the motion usually brought for-
ward at the end of every session, 1n order to get
the work through., We have not a great deal of
work on the business-paper—only two or three
Bills and the Estimates—and I think new mem-
bers should hail with delight the prospect of an
additional sitting day, which will give them an
opportunity of becoming better acquainted with
the procedure of the House. I think we oughs
to sit on Monday and get away by Christmas.
If we sit five days a week, we might be able to
get away on Friday evening at 6 o’clock, and yet
do all the work before us. Hon. members oppo-
site have complained that they do not get suffi-
cient time to discuss the Estimates. The passing
of this motion will give them a fortnight or three
weeks, which ought to be ample time for that
purpose. There are only two or three Bills and
the Estimates to consider, and this motion will
give us three or four additional sitting days. It
has been the custom of the House to sit on
Mondays during the last week or two of the
session,

Mr. LENNON : After a long session.

Hox. R. PHILP : This has been a fairly long
session, as we have been sitting four days a
week since we started. I sympathise with
Ministers and the deputy leader of the Oppuosi-
tion, as they are the hardest worked members
of the House through sitting four days a
week. Sitting five days might not give the
deputy leader of the Opposition much time to
prepare for the consideration of the measures to
be dealt with, but we shall have the Hstimates
to discuss, and then he can have a spell, as the
leader of the Opposition does not want to be
always discussing Estimates.
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Mr. COLLINS (Burke): I strongly object to
‘the motion moved by the Premier. do not
's6e why present members should suffer for the
gins of past Governments because they neglected
to do theirduty. I can quite easily understand
‘the hon. member for Clermont desiring to sit
five days a week, inasmuch as in the past he
has filled more columns in Hansard than any
other member of the House. (Laughter.)

The PREMIRR : He wants more time to do it.

Mr. COLLINS: The hon. member took a
long time this afternoon to say practically
nothing, and I can easily understand the desire
of that hon. member to sit on Mondays; but we
newer mewmbers do not want to waste the time
of the House with long speeches with nothing in
them. When we get up to speak we try to give
some ideas to the House. To my mind the hon,
member is acting as an apologist for the Govern-
‘ment-—he seems to be an apologist on every
possible occasion for the Government—(Hear,
hear')—and the best thing would be for him to
-go aud sit on the other side of the House.

OrrosITION MEMBERs: Hear, hear !

Mr. MANN (Cairns) : I have listened with a
-gertain amount of interest to the speeches made
on this side of the House, and also on the other
side of the House, on this motion, It isa curious
thing that when you take up Hansard you find
men on one side of the House saying one thing
one year, and when they get on the other side of
the House they have quite another thing to say.
I am going to quote, first, the hon. member for
Towvsville. Thisis what that hon, member said
;n the session of 1905, and early in the session,

00.
_The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE : He was
sitting in Opposition shen.

 Mr. MANN : Yes; he was sitting in Opposi-
‘tion, and, referring to the Premier, he said—

Itis all very well for the Premier and his colleagues
to sit four daysa week, as they have got their measures,
and have studied them, and are prepared to put them
on the table and get them passed without any criticism
at all. But we on this side have not seen any of the
‘Bills, and we have come here to criticise them, and if
we 8it four days a week there will be no time to do that
satisfactorily. It is perhaps more necessary now than
at any other time that we should criticise the Govern-
ment measures thoroughly, as the Premier has fifty-five
‘men behind him who will vote for anything.

To-day he has got forty members behind him
who will vote for anything. That is what the
hon. member for Townsville said, T noticed the
hon. member for Clermont, in speaking, was
rather severe on the new members because they
«do not understand the Bills put before them.

Mr, LesiNA : No; they were severs on them-
-gelves.

Mr. MANN : I have, fortunately, got here a
«quotation from the hon. member for Clermont,
and I will just read it to the House, to. show
what he thought in 1904, You will find it on
page 758 of Hunsard for 1504. This is what he
Says—

The Premier has outlined twelve measures, and we
will have twenty-five days to consider them. That
“will mean two days for each measure. Well, I want to
know what kind of legislation we will get under such
-circumstances ¥
At that time two days was not a sufficient time
to consider a measure ; now he reckons we can
get through a Bill in twenty-four hours. In
1904 he said they could not get decent legislation
if you studied the Bill for two days. He goes
on—

There is no doubt that there will be a neeessity to
dring in halfa dozen amending Bills, and that there
will be a waste of public time and public money, and
we will get wretchedly bad legislation.

Mr. Lesixa : The conditions are different.
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Mr. MANN : The conditions are not different.
Just to show there was something in the conten-
tion of the new members, we have the Hon.
Robert Philp saying they had not sufficient time
to look through the Government measures, and I
have herea speech of the late Hon. John Leahy,
and if I just read his speech you will see that he
made the same complaint as the new members
made this afternoon, and ne one doubted his
ability to understand measures and get the gist
of them. On page 759 of Hansard for 1904, heis
reported as having said—

The reasow that I agree with the hon. member for
Clermont is that I think there is no use discussing
matters at all unless we discuss them carefully. This is
called a deliberative Assembly, and we should have
time to deliberate on matters carefully, so as to arrive
at a just and deliberate conclusion. Measures have
heen brought before us recently and we have not had
time to consider them properly. They were passed
through the second readings and then forced through
Committee and the other stages and sent on to the other
Chamber. Itis impossible for any hon. member to care-
fully consider measures when they are so hurried
through, and the result will be that instead of measures
veneficial to the country we will have bad legislation,
and very possibly wrongs will be done. We passed &
measure the other night—I am not going to discuss the
merits of that measure, I am only giving an instance
—we passed the Dairy Bill, and now we find there has
been 2 meeting of dairyman in Brisbane and they passed
resolutions plainly expressing their disapproval of
matters that the Minister in charge of the Bill told us
they approved of.

T am just making the same complaint now. We
were asked to hurry through the Superannua-
tion Bill—the Premier would have passed that
Bill without giving the public servants a chance of
seeing what the measure contains. We passed,
early in the session of 1908, a machinery and
scaffolding measure. That was a rotten measure,
passed in a hurry, and we have to bring in an
amending measure to rectify it. It ought to
have been brought in long ago, because every
member of this House has received letters from
engine-drivers complaining of the provisions.
The reason that Bill was not properly discussed
was owing to the fact that the Premier wished to
go to the old country, and he came down here
and rushed through the House a great number of
measures which hon. members had not had a

- proper chance of studying. There will not be time

to discuss all the measures in all their
details, and we will have half a dozen amend-
ing Bills when Parliament next sits. The
reasons given in 1905 by the hon. member for
Townsville as to why proper time should be
given for the discussion of Bills, apply equally
as well in 1909. I most emphatically pro-
test against sitting five days a week and being
unable to attend to other business. Of course
Ministers have Bills prepared for them. They
have the whole thing fixed up by some of the
clerks or Under Secretaries of the departments—
all the pros and cons are set out on the draft copy
of the Bill for the benefit of Ministers—but mem-
bers on this side of the House have to go through
the different Bills for themselves, Every country
member knows that if we sit five days a week he
cannot go to the departments and do the neces-
sary business of his constituents. I perhaps go
this morning to the Lands Departmeunst and find
five or six other members before me, and, after
sitting two hours waiting for an audience with
the Minister, I have to go away without seeing
him, Hon. members have to go perhaps to half
a dozen different departments—he gets half a
dozen letters on Thursday dealing with the
Tands Department, the Home Department and
the Railway Department, and he has to_answer
most of those letters on the following day. If
we sit here five days a week what chance have
hon. members of doing their business? Of course
members on the Government side may have a

Mr. Mann.]
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»:vord. with the Minister and he will tell them to
‘write 50 and so, and I will fix it up all right.”
I know it has been done in the past.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : You have
had experience ¢
Mr. MANN : I know members onthe Go-
vernment side are always complaining about
some members being able to get the eur of the
Premier. We all know, as a matter of fact, that
they can only keep their followers by giving
them little sweet bits occasionally. The Premier
is always saying to hon, members on this side,
as hesaid to the deputy leader of the Opposition
last night, *‘ come over to thisside and you will
get your railways, and you will get the Mourilyan
Harbour improved.”
AnHoxorraBLE MEMBER: Tt was only a joke,
Mr MANN: There was no joke about it.
The TREASURER : They will get it whether or

no.

Mr. MANN : How is it we hear it said at
every election time, * You must support the
Government, or you will get nothing for your
electorate”? On several occasions the Premier
has told this House, ““ Unless you support the
Government you will get nothing.”

The SPEAXKFER: Order, order! TIf the
hon. member continues the discussion on those
lines, he will be scarcely in order.

. Mr. MANN: I was led off the track by
interjections from the other side, and of course I
replied. T do not wish to transgress any more.
I emphatically protest against sitting five days a
week.

Mr. Correrr: You have all the morning teo
read the Bills.

Mr. MANN : Mr. Speaker, will you please
stop_hon. members interjecting while I am
speaking ?

The SPEAKER : I shail be glad, when any
hon. member objects to interjections, if he will
always call my attention to it. My endeavour
is, with the support of hon. members, to suppress
interjections as much as possible,

 Mr. MANN: I do not object to interjec-
tions

The SPEAKER : Order! Ttis not a question
of individnal preference at all. I am here, as
hon. members know, to administer the Standing
Orders and the precedents guiding parliamentary
practice. Interjections ave distinctly disorderly.
Hon. members have an ample opportunity of
expressing their views to the Chamber without
seeking an irregular course for so doing.

Mr, MANN: Tam very pleased to hear your
ruling on that matter, and I trust hon. members
on the other side will refrain from interjecting
while I am speaking.

An HoxourapLE MEMBER interjected.

Mr. MANN: I am sorry to see that a man

should come to this Chamber and so far forget
himself as to hiss at another member in the
Chbamber. 1t is distinetly disorderly and I resent
it. I have no wish to chastise any hon. member
on the other side—(Government langhter)—but it
is not common decency, and if a member comes
to this House and hisses, it shows that he has, in
no way, the manner or tastes of a gentleman.
Mr. THRODORE : The manner of a snake.

Mr., MANN : I wish to point out that the
sauce the Government are serving out to us
to-day will be served out to them en soms
future occasion. I admis that I formerly voted
with the Government to get an additional sitling
day, but every new member for a time after he
comes to this House takes the Government on
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trust. Until a member has had experience in
Opposition he does not quite understand what it
means to study and go through all the Bills
brought in.  When sitting behind the 'Govern-
ment I confess that many of the measures that
were passed I took on trust. I thought the-
Government was a wise and just one, and
would not pass any legislation that would not
benefit the country. I find on experience that
much of the legislation passed has been found
faulty, and for that reason 1 object tc rushing
Bills through. I will support the Premier
in a motion to come back after Christmas for
a month, if necessary, to give due consideration
to any Bills he wishes to pass. I will cheerfully
assist them in that matter; but a Government
caucus was held the other day, and it was decided
not to sit after Christmas. This session has
been a short one. I have come a long distance
to attend to business, but every member of the
House knows that a caucus has been held, and
it has been decided to close before Christmas.
I have no objection to closing before Christmas,
but I hope the Government will come back after
Christmas and pass a Workers’ Compensation
Act Amendmwent Bill. If they will do that, I
can guarantee the House could get all the busi-
ness now on the business-paper through before
Christmas, so far as I am concerned.

Mr. ForsyTH: You guarantee it, do you?

Mr. MANN : In asking the Government to
coue back after Christmas we are asking nothing
unreasonable, because the session has been a
short one. There are some measures which

ought to be passed; among them
[4.30 p.m.] is the Workers” Compensation Bill,

to which [ have referred, and the
Licensing Act, which I should also like to see
passed. I trust the Premier will withdraw his
motion, allow us to sit four days a week, and to
come back and finish any work we have after
Christmas,

Mr. WINSTANLEY (Charters Towers): T
wish to say a few words on this motion before it
goes through, and first I want to say that I am
opposed to sitting five days a week. T want also
to say that I am no less able to do work than
any member in this House, not even the hon.
member for Clermont, but at the same time
there is such a thing as quality as well as
quantity. It seems to me that the quality of
the work is of no consideration whatever, it is
simply the quantity. I think that the argu-
ments of the hon. member for Clermont are the
strongest that can be adduced why we should
not close before Christmas, but should come-
back after Christmas and finish that work,
whether it takes one, two, or three months. Iv
is well known that a member’s duties do not
consist solely in the work he does in this House;
hehastodoavariety of thingsas well assithere and
take part in the debates. My experience in the
House has led me to the conclusion that there is
such a thing as temper as well as time. The
first session I sat here a good deal of legislation
was put through in reasonable time, but the next
two sessions nothing was done ; although we sat
some months nothing was practically done, be-
cause the temper of the House put it out of the
question. It seems to me that the Premier
might have been satistied with what he was do-
ing. He seems to me to have grown weary of
well-doing, for the House has done solid, sub-
stantial work the time it has been sitting, andin
the present temper of the House just as much
work is likely to be done in four days as
if the House was sitting five days. Then
as far as getting through the work before-
Christmas is concerned, and members getting
home to their families, that may be convenient.
to some members, but for Northern members,,
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when the House sits up to two days before
Christmas, there is no opportunity to get home
to their families, and they can spend Christias
in Brisbane or anywhere else they like. So,
from the point of view of Northern members,
we might as well sit here up to Christmas
Day, and come back afterwards to finish the
work to be done. In regard to the remar' of
the hon. member for Clermont about members
being only paid for the work they do, I think it
is likely that that hon. member would not get
more than other members. I believe other hon.
members do their work just as conscientiously—
not only to the gallery—but their duty to their
constituents, and for that reason, if members
were paid by results, I am quite confident that
other members would earn as much as the hon,
member for Clermont.

Mr. CRAWTFORD (Fitzroy) : 1 wish just
briefly to indicate my objection to the motion of
the Chief Secretary. 1 have frequently been
concerned as to the reason for the silence on the
Government benches. For a while I thought
that possessing, as they undoubtedly do, a
monopoly of intelligence, they were quite willing
to let a}l measures go through without criticism.
(Opposition laughter). I now find that a still
stronger argument in support of their silence can
be used, and that is the fact that their most
eloquent supporter is on this side of the House.

OprosiTION MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. CRAWFORD : That is undoubtedly the
case, as I have seen on several occasions since
coming here. I do not know whether I ought
to regret it, but I think that the hon. gentleman,
if he has any regard to what he calls his
conscience, ought to take his seat on the other
side of the House. (Hear, hear!)

The SPEAKER : I must ask the hon. mem-
ber to confine his remarks to the question before
the House.

Mr. CRAWFORD : I.do not wish to pursue
that line of argument any further—I simply
refer to it in passing—but 1 wish to say that I
believe I bring to the consideration of whatever
measures are placed before us quite as much
intelligence as the average member of this
House, and I experience very great difficulty in
arriving at a proper vpinion concerning their
merits. As 1 have a responsibility to my
constituents equal to that of every other
member, I think it only right that I should
be given proper time to counsider those mea-
sures. Here, for instance, is a bundle of
[holding up papers] statistics. Now, how can
any man have time to give proper consideration
to these statistics—to make comparisons of them,
and to inquire into the incidence of measures
that are proposed for our consideration? If we
are to sit five days a week, then I contend that
all the difficulties we now experience will be
still further accentuated, we will not be able to
do justice to our constituents, and we will in-
volve ourselves in this position—that either we
must remain silent and permit these measures to
go through, or we must give expression to
opinions which in a short time we shall see
reason to change. I think that is a predicament
which any member ought not to be placed in.
There is a still stronger objection which I have
to this motion. What is the reason for this
motion ? Simply that the Ministry may get
away from their work here, and indulge in free
picnics ; may absent themselves from the legi-
timate work of carrying on the affairs of the
country in a deliberate Assembly, and go out into
the country next year in order to combat the
Kederal Labour party. I can see very clearly
that that is the objective of this motion. There
is no earthly reason why we should not come
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here after Christmas, and carry on the work of
bringing into existence that legislation for which
the country is now clamouring. In all the so-
called arguments which the Premier put forward,
I could discern nothing more or less than mere
platitudes, which have deceived the country
many times previously, but which I am sure
will not deceive the members on this side of the
House. He simply wants to get away as he got
away previously, and the silence of those behind
him gives consent to what I consider to be noth-
ing more or less than a deliberate neglect of the
inferests of the country. I object to it in the
most emphatic manner possible. We have not
sufficient time to consider the measures sub-
mitted to us, and if we are called upon to come
here one more day per week we shall have less
time. In passing hasty legislation we shall have
to go over the same ground again. We are
wasting the time of the country, and not saving
it, by meeting five days a week. I wish to place
on record my most emphatic protest against this
move on the part of the Premier,

Mr. J. M. HUNTER (Maranoa) : 1 desire to
raise my voice in opposition to this motion,
because it is not in the interests of the country
that we should hasten through with the work we
have before us. It is not the convenience of
members altngether which has to be taken into
account in a matter of this kind ; it is the advan-
tage or interest of the country asa whole. Tt
is quite impossible to get throngh the work placed
before the Chamber in the time, and to do it
properly. Already there is an indication of
silence on the other side of the House— that
mermbers have really been asked not to speak on
the measures—and consequently the whole work
of criticism is left to this side of the Chamber,
and there is not sufficient time to enable mem-
bers tv go through measures, and scrutinise the
work as it comes before the House. The result
will be that a crop of amending Bills will be
brought forward in the course of the next
session or two. I contend that it is wast-
ing the country’s time, and good printer's
ink, to be continually tinkering with legisla-
tion. The real object of this motion is to get
the House shut down by Christmas. I am as
anxious as anybody to get away, and I would
rather we closed the House down ten days or a
fortnight before Christmas and came back for a
month or two after if necessary to do the work
required. In raising our objection in this way,
we shall be told by the hon. member for Cler-
mont that it is an unfair thing. I am not un-
willing to work—if we sat tive days a week, and
members of the Government as well as members
on this side were doing their full share of the
work of legislation, every individual member
would then have more time to devote to the
consideration of measures personally; but the
work is resting on the members of the Opposi-
tion, and it is their business to see that no ill-
considered legislation is placed on the statute-
book, I do not mind working five days a week
here, under those conditions, and I do not mind
coming back after Christmas—though I confess
I would rather not—but it is not my convenience
I am here to consider—I am here to do the work
which is required by my constituents who sent
me. The Government have a programme of
legislation which they intend to put through,
and even if it takes two or three weeks or months
after Christmas, I am willing to do my share;
but I have no desire to see two months’ work
crushed into a few weeks, and to do it badly.

Mr. MocLACHLAN (Fortitude Valley): I
desire to offer my opposition to this extra sitting
day, the motion for which has been brought
down by the Premier. I am opposed to it,

Mr. McLachlan.]
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because if there is any intention on the part of the
‘Government to pass into law the programme
which was submitted to this House in the
Governor’s Speech, there is no chance at all
of them getting that business through, even if
they sit five days a week, or six days a week.
If there was no business in the programme sub-
mitted, what was the reason for its submission
to the House? We find a Licensing Bill, a
Trade Disputes Bill, an amendment of the
Wages Boards Act, a Pearl-shell and Béche-
de-Mer Fisheries Bill, an Aliens Leases Restric-
‘tion Bill—twenty measures were included in the
programme, and they are conspicuous by their
absence. We are told that we are likely to get
an amendment of the Workers’ Compensation
Act, and possibly an aniendment of the Wages
Boards Act.

The PREMIER :
Constitution Act.

Mr. McLACHLAN : T notice, that even that
is not on the business-paper, They must have
known that there was no chance of getting them
through before Christinas, and they should come
back after Christmas to putthem through. The
amendment of the Workers’ Compensation Act
and the Trade Disputes Bill have been promised
a long time ; but even if we sit five days a week
we cannot get either of them through before
Christmas. I believe it is the intention of the
Premier to adjourn about the 22nd Decewmber,
and there will be only four Mondays between
now and that date. Once you pass a resolution
giving the Government the right to sit on Mon-
day, it means that they will sit every Monday,
because the Government can only do what a
majority will permit it to do, and seeing that the
majority is under such control that it will permit
of this House doing what the Premier desires,
it means that 1f the motion is carried we are
going_to sit five days a week. I am of opinion
that it is not wise to pass the motion, and that
in order to get through the business on the pro-
gramme we should come back after Christmas.

Also an amendment of the

Mr. LAND (Balonne): I am opposed to this
motion. Speaking as acountry member, I would
like to finish up the work and get away, but it is
impossible for the work in the programme to he
finished before Christmas. Though I used to be
of a different opinion before I came into the
House, I am now perfectly satistied that three
days a week is quite sufficient. I remember
when we sat three days a week we could do our
departmental work and look after the work of
our constituents, but when we sit four days a
week we find it impossible to get our work done.
There is a great deal of correspondence to attend
to.
The PREMIER: You have six forenoons a
-week.

Mr. LAND: That is quite right; but men
whose opinions are well worthy of respect have
spoken against four days a week. 1 think Par-
liament should meet earlier and sit three days a
week and transact the business of the country in
the manner in which it should be transacted. T
can understand the hon. member for Clermont
supporting the motion, because he wants to go
down South. I oppose the motion, because I
consider it is against the best interests of my
constituents.

Mr. OSULLIVAN (Kennedy): If members
on this side were assured that we would get the
promised amendment of the Workers’ Compen-
sation Act by sitting five days a week, there
would not be a murmur against the motion, If
the Government carry this in order to be able to
go into recess for an indefinite period, it means
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that this pressing need for an amendment of that
Act will be deferred for probably another twelve
months, I was rather amused to hear some
hon. gentlemen say this was a deliberative bedy,
seeing the manner in which business is rushed
through. As men who really wish to do their
duty to their constituents, I think we should have
more time to consider the measures brought be-
fore us, and if members opposite had not been
drilled up not to oppose the motion, they would
express the same opinion 1if they were to speak
their minds. A man representing a constituency
like mine has to devote a lot of time to depart-
mental work ; but I do not care how many days
a week we sit as long as business is done.
think we shall get better results if we decide to
come back after Christmas and do our work with
deliberation. With regard to the remark of the
hon. member for Clermont about sitting in the
morning, 1 think that would be a gnod thing to
do. T would rather see a session of four months
with three sitting days a week than a session of
nine or ten weeks with five sitting days a
week. I emphatically enter my protest against
trying to force legislation through without
proper deliberation,

Mr. ALLEN (Bulloo): I also desire io raise
my protest against sitting five days a week,
because even at the present rate of progress my
hands are kept quite full, and I find it difficult
to keep up with the Bills going through and get
even a smattering of their contents. Why are
there so many amending measures introduced
year after year? Simply because in the first
place the Bills have been rushed through. Are
the Government trying to maike this House a
deliberative Assembly ? No. It is being deterio-
rated to something like a registration court to
register and brand the measures brought forward
by the Government ; there is to be no discussion
and no study with regard to their contents, Not
only are we paid for five days a week, but we
are paid for fifty-two weeks in the year ; and we
should be prepared to sit and do business.
The motive behind this motion is to close
at Christmas and go into recess for six months ;
and who is going to reap the advantage?
The people who will benefit are within the
four walls of this Assembly, and it will be
to the detriment of the general public outside.
T should be much better pleased to sit here three
days a week for nine months in the year than

just to come here and act the part

[5pom.] of a voting machine five days a week
for two months. There are a number
of members in this House who are nothing more
or less than voting machines, and they always
vote with their party.

The Premigr: You don’t vote with your
party?

Mr. ALLEN: I admit that I vote with my
party. At the same time I ask for more time to
study the measures submitted to the House.
The more study one gives to a measure the
better he will understand it, and the better
will he be able to give an intelligent vote
on it. The hon. member for Balonne spoke
about Ministers not having time to attend
to their departmental work if they sat five
days a week, and the Premier replied that
he had no cause to complain, as he had six
mornings in the week to attend to departmental
matters. What time shall we have to study
measures and read reports if we sit five daysa
week ? Some members on the other side, during
the course of the debate, interjected, ¢ The less
you study the better.” What are we sent here
for? Are we sent here because we are posts?
Are we sent here because if we attempt to use
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-gur brains and study the measures brought before
the House, the country will be the worse for our
study ?
An HonouraBLE MEMBER : Vote for the plat-
“form.
Mr. ALLEN: I do vote for the platform,
and I can give a reason for every vote I cast,
which is more than some members can say in
regard to the votes they give. I sent in a letter
on an urgent matter to one of the departments
over 3 week ago, and I have not yet received a
reply to it. The conclusion I came to was that the
*Minister’s hands were full, owing to the fact
that the Assembly was sitting four days a week.
‘What is going to happen if we sit five daysa
week ? No departmental work can be done by
members or by Ministers, and we shall just have
to sit here and rush these Bills through with as
little discussion as possible. I can assure the
“Government that I will do all I can by my vote
to prevent the House sitting five days a week.
The proposal to sit five days a week is made,
not in the interest of the country, but in the
interest of those members who desire to get into
recess, and to stay in recess as long as possible,
but to draw their salaries all the time. Mem-
‘bers on this side can quite understand the hon.
member for Clermout, the apologist for the Go-
vernment, the gentleman responsible for the
Government being there, I wonder bow the
hon. member spends his time during the recess?

The SPEAKER : Order! I am afraid that
an investigation of that kind is quite outside the
acope of the question before the House.
{Laughter.)

Mr. ALLEN : I was endeavouring to show
that the principal object of those members who
desire to sit on Monday was to get into recess, and
that they spend the recess in selfish recreations,
and not in a way that is for the best interests
of the country or their constituents.  We, who
«objeet to sitting on Monday, desire to spend
that time, not in recreation, not in going to New
.Zealand, but in studying the details of the
measures submitted to the House. I hope the
Premier will withdraw the motion, that he will
sit on till Christmas, then adjourn for a fort-
night, and come back and continue sitting until
the work is done. I trust, also, that the House
will sit only three days a week, so that members
may have plenty of time to study the measures
‘submitted, and that the Government will sub-
mit, not only all the measures foreshadowed
in the Governor’s Speech, but several other
measures for which the country is clamouring. .

Mr. BARBER (Bundaberg): The hon, mem-
ber who has just resumed his seat urged members
on the other side to reconsider this matter. I
think it is fairly well understood throughout the
‘State, from the reports which have appeared in
the press, that the decision to sit fivedays a week
was arrived at last week at one of the Govern-
ment cancuses on the *“ Lucinda.,” That being
the case, the matter is not likely to be recon-
sidered by the Government and their supporters.
For several sessions during the time I have been
a member of the House the question of sittingan
extra day a week has heen discussed, sometimes
for hours, and the chief arguruent used on
those occasions by members of the Cabinet
was that, owing to their having to attend
to departmental work and the preparation
of Bills, they were not able to sit more
than three or four days a week. When the
suggestion was made—as it was made this after-
noon by the hon. member for Clermont-—that we
should mest at 10 o’clock in the morning—a pro-
position with which I am quite in accord—the
excuse given by mwembers of the Cabinet for not

agreeing to that suggestion was that they would
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not be able to attend to their departmental work
if the House met at that hour. During the
recent election Government candidates—the
Premier especially—stated on various platforms
that they were anxious to pass an amendment of
the Workers’ Compensation Act, and they
pointed out, with apparent sincerity, that it was
owing to the obstructive tactics of the Opposition
that such a measure had not been passed.

The PreEMIER: You have taken up as much
time this afternoon as would have passed that
measure.

GoOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. BARBER : That kind of bluff does not
go down with me.
The PREMIER : It is true.

Mr. BARBER : The Premier dealt vigorously
with this and other matters at Bundaberg as
long as the audience allowed him to speak, and I
may say that they gave the hon. gentleman a
pretty lively time.

The TREASURER : You saw to that, I suppose.

Mr. BARBER : No; I did not. Although
the hon. gentleman objected to the noise, it
struck me as very peculiar that when the crowd
were giving the hon. member for Townsville

The SPEAKER : Order ! Ishall be glad if
the hon. member will get back to the question
before the House.

Mr. BARBER : Yes, Mr. Speaker. I simply
mention that by the way. On public platforms
at the recent election (Government candidates
declared, with apparent sincerity, that they were
very anxious that the House should meet as
early as possible for the purpose of passing an
amendment of the Workers’ Compensation Act.

The PREMIER : And now you are talking it out.

Mr., BARBER : No; there is no Bill to amend
the Workers’ Compensation Act on the business-
paper. They said also thas they desired to bring
in an amendment of the Wages Boards Act and
an amendment of the Machinery and Scaffolding
Act. So far those measures have not been
introduced. I take exception to the House
meeting on Monday simply because if we ad-
journ at Christmas we shall go into recess with-
out passing one of those three important
measures. What business has been introduced
up to the present? There is the Metropolitan
Water and Sewerage Bill. That may be of some
concern to the people of Brisbane, but it does not
affect to any extent the large majority of people
outside Brisbane. Anamendmentof the Workers’
Compensation Act and an amendment of the
Wages Boards Act would affect the people out-
side Brisbane in a far greater degree than it
would affect the people of Brisbane, and I think
the Government should come back after Christ-
mas and sit long enough to pass those Bills.
Some hon. members have stated that owing to
the House sitting four days a week, to which I
take no exception, they have been unable to read
and get a grip of the Bills which have been in-
troduced. If weare called upon now to siton
Monday, there will Le still less time for members
to study Bills. Hon. members may not think I
am serious in what I am about to say, but I am.
The community generally look upon members of
this House as men who are fairly respect}zble and
who keepthe Sabbath. Butthe Premier,if hegets
this motion passed, will practically compel mem-
bers to devote the Sabbath to the study of Bills.
As aScotchman and a strict Sabbatarian, the hon.
gentleman should take that into consideration.
1t seems to me that the matter was decided at
the caucus meeting the other day, and that
simply confirms the opinion that I have enter-
tained for some time—and I think an opinion

Mr. Barber.]
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that is entertained by every hon. member on this
side of the House--that this is just megely part
of the arrangement arrived at at the late
Premiers’ conference, when it was decided that
the various members of the Government would
devote as much time as possible during the three
or four months immediately alter Christmas to
work in connection with the Federal campaign
to secure the defeat of the TFederal Labour
candidates. I understand that promise was
made at the Premiers’ conference, and the
Premier knows that if the House is called
together after Christmas to carry into effect ira-
portant legislation, he will not be able to get out
into the country and do the work he promised at
the Premiers’ conference he woulddo. Certainly
if the House is not called together again after
Christmas, I know that the majority of the
workers outside will look upon the matter in
this way : Unless the amendment of the Workers’
Compensation Act is passed within the next two
months, and amendments also of the Wages
Boards Act, and the Machinery and Scaffolding
Act—which also requires a very important
amendment to be made in it—they will find out
that it is quite probable that it will be twelve
months before the amending Aects are brought
into operation. Every member of the House
knows full well that repeated deputations waited
upon the Premier, even during the short term
the House has been sitting this session, and
asked that important amendments be made in
the Workers’ Compensation Act. There is
another very important Bill that the Premier
has been dangling before the electors for some
two or three years. I referto the Licensing Bill.
That Bill tinds no place in the programme of the
Government for this session. It might be in the
Lieutenant-Governor’s Speech, but it is not on
the business-paper before this House. That is
another Bill the Government should pass before
the House goes into recess. I intend to oppose
the motion.

Question put ; and the House divided :—

Axes, 33,

Mr. Allan Mr. Hawthorn
,, Armstrong ,, Hunter, D,
,» Rarues, G. P. ., Kidstou
,, Barnes, W. H. ., Macartney
., Booker .. Mackintosh
,» Bouchard ,» Morgan
,» Brennan ,s Paget
,»  Eridges ,» Petrie
,, Corser ., DPhilp
., Cottell ,» Somerset
. Oribb ,» Stodart
,, Ivenham ., Swayne
,» Forrest .. Tolmie
., Forsyth ,» Walker
s, Grant ,. White
;s Grayson ,,» Wienholt
. Gunn

Tellers: Mr. Corser and Mr. Walker.

Nozs, 24,
Mr. Allen Mr. Mann
,, Barber ,» McLachlan
5,  Breslia ,, Maughan
,» Collins . May
,s Coyne ,s  Muleahy
5, Crawford »  Mullan
,,  Douglas ,»  Murpby
,» Ferricks ,»  O’sullivan
., Hardacre ,» Payne
,» Hunter, J. M. ,, Ryland
. Land ,» Theodore
,» Lennon Winstanley

) Tellers: Mr. Crawford and Mr. Mann.
Pairs.

Ayes—Mr. Iodge, Mr. Fox, Mr. Rankin, Mr. Appel,
and Mr. Roberts,

Noes—Mr. Foley, Mr. Bowman, Mr. Ryan, Mr. Hamil-
ton and Mr. Blair.

Resolved in the affirmative.

[Mr. Barber.
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COMPANTIES ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.
MgssacE FrROM COUNCIL.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a
message from the Legislative Council forwarding
this Bill to the Legislative Assembly for their
concurrence.

FirsT READING.

On the wotion of the TREASURER, the
Bill was read a first time, and the second read-
ing was made an Order of the Day for Tuesday
next.

WARWICK TO MARVVALE RAILWAY’
BILL.
MessAGE FROM COUNCIL.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a
message from the Legislative Council returning
this Bill to the Legislative Assembly without
amendment.

SUPPLY.
FINANCIAL STATEMENT—RESUMPTION OF DEBATE
IN COMMITTEE.

(3fr. W. D. Armstrong, Lockyer, in the chair.)

Qusstion—That the sum of £300 be granted
to defray the salary of the aide-de-camp to his
Excellency the Governor—stated.

Mr. MANN: Before dealing with the
Financial Statement, I just desire to_briefly
traverse certain remarks made by the Premier
last night, and afterwards pass on to deal with
the more imporrant matters mentioned in the
Statement. The Premier’s speech last evening,
if I may say so, was a very weak effort,
inasnuch as he dwelt mainly upon the fact that
the expenditure during the last swo years was
amply justified, quite forgetting the fact that
while the expenditure has been mounting up by
leaps and bounds, our revenne has not been
keeping pace with it. I will deal with that
matter more fully later on, and at present just
deal with one remark that he made last night in
reply to an in‘erjection by the deputy leader of
the Opposition. When he asked him what was
to be done with all the immigrants being brought
out, the Premier replied, ** Ask your friend the
member for Cairns, who says no men are
available in Queensland.” Tast year, and this
year—never while I have been engaged in
the sugar industry have I seen that industry so
well supplied with labour, and while last year T
voted for the full amount of £50,000 that the
Government set down on the Estimates for im-
migration, I pointed out it was not wise to
flood an already full market—the labour market
—such as was the case in the sugar industry, and
also in Western Queensland, where men were
being brought out to take the placeof men already
there. I emphaticilly deny ever having used
the expression that we could not get men in
Queensland.  What I did say was that accord-
ing to the Brisbane Press—and the Secretary for
Railways did not deny the statement—he was
unable to get sufficient men tobuild the railways
that we had already passed last session.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILways: [ said we
could put more men on.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
was plenty of work for able-bodied men.

Mr. MANN : There is plenty of work for
able-bodied men, but men will not come to
Queensland from the other States unless they

know the rate of pay they are to

[5.80 p.m.] get, and we tried to set forth clearly

in the railway Bills before us what

the rate of pay would be, and the Government
refused to accept the very reasonable amendment
moved on this side of the House. There may be
plenty of work for able-bodied men upon the:
railways, but if the Government are pursuing a-

There
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vigorous works policy they will naturally deplete
the labour market in agricultural districts, and
we will have members like the hon. member for
Cuanningham and the hon. member for Cam-
booya urging the Government to bring out more
immigrants because there is a scarcity of labour
in agricultural districts, forgetting that the
Goversment drive these men away by paying
them more than is paid in agricultural pur-
suits—if we except the sugar industry—and
any man with any spirit in him who wishes
to make a fair day’s wage will leave an
agricultural district and go on to the railway
lines, if he is, as the Secretary for Lands says,
an able-bodied man. That 1s the reason why
there may be ashortage of agricultural labourers,
but judging from what I have heard and seen
they are not bringing out agricultural labourers,
but mechanics and people who have never
engaged in agriculture, and while they do that
there may be a scarcity of labourers in agricul-
tural districts, but, as I said before, I found no
scarcity at all in regard to the sugar industry.
The reason why the Premier at first initiated his
present system of immigration was because he
was told there was a shortage of labour in the
canefields. .

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS :
at that time.

Mr. MANN : That may have been, but the
hon. senior member for Townsville asked for
5,000 men, and when the Premier gave the sugar-
growers a chance of saying how many they
required, the number asked for was only 500.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILways: 1,050,

Mr. MANN : It came down to 500 when they
were asked to put up £5 a head, and I think the
Secretary for Railways will bear me out when 1
say that at present there is no demand for more
labour in the sugar districts.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : There hagnot
been this season. N

"The TrEASURER : There has been a very small
<rop.

Mr,. MANN : I know there has been a small
<crop, but there has been an enormous amount of
publie work carried on, and if the men who
came to Queensland could not find work in the
sugar-fields then they could find work on the
raillways.

a The SECRETARY FOR RAI1LwAavs: They have
one.

Mr. MANN : For that reason, I maintain that
at present there is sufficient labour in Queensland
to meet all our requirements, with, perhaps, the
exception of our railway works where insufficient
wages have been paid to induce men to work on
them. T confess I had to laugh last night when
T heard the Premier and the Secretary for Lands
saying, °‘Trust the people.” The members on
this side, they said, did not trust the people.
Now, the Premier and the Secretary for Lands
were both Ministers in a Cabinet that refused to
trust the people, inasmuch as they refused to pass
a general referendum Bill at the time they passed
the Bible in State Schools Referendum Bill. I
was curious enough to ask them, while we were
taking up the time of the House with the Bible
in State Schools Referendum Bill, why they could
not pass a general Referendum Bill, but they said
they could not trast the people. It was, for in-
stance, suggested that if we submitted a Refer-
endum Bill to the people for lowering the rates
on the railways, it would be carried enthusias-
tically ; bus, of course, the Treasury would suffer.
Last night they said, ‘‘ Trust the people.” Why
not trust them when passing a Referendum Bill,
and put it to the people whether they wished the
freights reduced on the railways or not ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : They are
different things altogether.

There was
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Mr. MANN: For instance, we could have a
referendum in the whole of Queensland as to
how many members should be in this House, and
the rate of pay, but I am satisfied that the
present Government will not trust the people by
means of a referendum to say whether it would
be advisable we should have no members of the
Legislature for Brisbane. It would be carried in
the country, I am sure.

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! T think the hon.
member has pursued that subject quite far
enough.

Mr. MANN: I am simply pointing out that
hon. members on the other side do not trust the
people, only where it suits them, and with regard
to the referendum to be taken on the financial
relations between the States and the Common-
wealth, they are trusting to the fact that they
have got almost all the daily papers on their side,
and they are hoping that the people, looking at
it from a parochial point of view, will carry it.

The TREASURER: The agreement is a good one.

Mr. MANN : The Premier made the same
remark as that which fell from the Treasurer.
I am going to show that the agreement is a bad
one, inasmuch as the States will have the spend-
ing of money that they do not have to collect,
The Premier himself, before taking office as a
Minister, always said that the most pernicious
thing in public life is baving the spending of
money that they have not the trouble of raising ;
and I may go further and say that if the States
insist on receiving back from the Common-
wealth £1 5s. per head of the population, it
means that we must have a revenue tariff.

Mr. HARDACRE : For ever,

Mr. MANN : VYes, because over and above
collecting through the customs to meet the wants
of the Commonwealth in the matter of their
departments, they must have sufficient to hand
back to the States, no matter what the popula-
tion may be, £1 5s. per head.

The TREASURER : They will do it easily.

Mr. MANN : T am pointing out that it will be
an easy matter to, say, reduce the duty on sugar
to £4 a ton, and thus allow sugar to come in from
other countries, and practically wipe out our
sugar industry.  That is what 1t will mean under
this agreement, because the Government will
have to raise money whether they like it or not,
and they will have to do it by a revenue tariff,
because if we do without a revenue tariff and
shut out articles coming in, our collections must
fall off and the Commonwealth cannot pay the
sum demanded by the States. When the Premier
said last night that the agreement was a good
thing for the Federal Government and a good
thing for them not to have a fixed period that this
should run, the Treasurer understood quite
clearly the difficulty there is about getting an
expression of opinion from the people. There
was a referendum taken at the last election,
and I do not believe there were 25,000 people
who voted at that election in Queensland—
that was on the amendment of the Constitution—
and I am quite satisfied that the Premier knows
that the agreement being made is a bad thing for
the Commonwealth, and equally bad for the
States, because it will give them the spending of
money which they have not had the trouble or
hother to raise. 1t will be a bad thing for the
Commonwealth, because it will strangle our
national life, make the national Parliament sub-
servient to the State Parliaments, and in the
near future, if this becomes law and is carried on
for a number of years, the national Parliament
will be merely a puppet in the hands of the
various State Parliaments. In fact, owing to
the weak attitude of Mr. Deakin on this matter,

Mr. Mann.]
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I claim that the national Parliament is not con-
trolled by the whole of the people of Australia,
but by the Premiers of the various State Parlia-
ments,

Mr. Lexxoxn: By six men.

Mr. MANN: Yes. The Premier’s speech
was mainly confined to showing our expenditure
was justified so-long as we had the money to
spend. He did not always hold that opinion.
There was a time when he said we should have
a wide margin of safety between expenditure and
revenue, and he was careful last night to poins
out, when shown by the deputy leader of the
Labour party, that the enormous addition to our
expenditure had been going on, not for two but for
four years. I join issue with him on that matter,
and my remarks will, T am sure, be backed up by
the hon. member for Oxley. I would point out
that the great rise in our expenditure took place
in 1907. The bon. member for Oxley on that
occasion was sitting in Opposition, and he got up
and condemned the Treasurer’s Budget Speech
in the strongest terms I have heard used in this
House. He condemned the Premier’s spend-
thrift policy, and claimed that if he went
on at the rate the Premier was going we would
soon overtake the margin of safety, and begin
to have deficits. What the hon. member for
Oxley said on that occasion has been amply
justified. We have been racing as hard as we
can along the road to a deficit, and, as showing
that the Premier did not always believe in his
present boom policy, I will quote from a speech
of his delivered in 1904, showing that be did not
believe in his present policy of huge loan ex-
penditure, or of having the expenditure prac-
tically treading on the heels of our revenue.

Mr. HARDACRE : Do you expect him to be con-
sistent ?

Mr. MANN: T expect 2 man to be consistent.
The Premier said— .

Queensland, like all the other Australian States, has
indulged in excessive borrowing for many years, and is
now reaping the aftermath. The stimulating etfect of
the lavish expenditure on the revenue is gone, but the
interest bill remains—a heavy burden on half a million
of people. Last year, mainly owing to the inerease in
railway revenue, the net charge on revenue was the
lowest during the last five years, yet., as will be seen
from Table K, it amounts to £733,000, equal to2 38 per
cent of our totalrevenue. And the interest bill is not
the only evil result of the lavish expenditure of boom
times. Public sentiment, in regard to governmental
expendilure, has been vitiated to such an extent as to
render a return to a sane finaneial policy the most
difficult and most unpopular task that any Government
can undertake.

Going back to 1904, he used these words—

It is certainly desirable to stop horrowing—to stop
adding to our already very heavy interest bill. Butitis
desirable to do this with the least possible hindrance to
needful and healthy development. The policy of the
Government is to utilise funds now at their disposal—
and to provide funds for the replenishment of our capital
account—in such a way as will render possible a
moderate but continuous policy of development with-
out further borrowing.

Last night the Premier said that the Estimates
of last year were cut down to the lowest possible
degree consistent with the welfare of the public
service, Last year we tried to drum it into his
head that he had cut down the amount put on
the Estimates for the development of the mining
industry, but he said they were just as he found
them on his return from the old country, though
the late Treasurer, Mr. Airey, and the late At-
torney-General, Mr. Blair, assured the House
that a very much larger sum was put on the
HEstimates for the development of the mining
industry. Last night he made the admission
that the Estimates were cut down, and I want
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[ASSEMBLY.]

Supply.

hon. members to notice that at last he has ad
mitted the truth in this matter. The Premier
said last night that the reduction in the earning
capacity of the railways was brought about by
the initiation of the eight-hours day and the re-
duction in freights and fares. Toa certain ex-
tent that is true, but those factors were in opera-
tion during a considerable part of the previous
financial year. Freights and fares were cut
down in 1907.
An Honourasre MEMBER : In October.

Mr. MANN : And it came into operation in
January, 1908, so that it was in operation for six
months of that finaneial year ; also the eight-
hours day. We must therefore look for other
causes of the falling off in railway revenue.
claim that the reduction was brought about
mainly owing to the fact that we are building so
many miles of railway that for many years they
must be unproductive. The Observer of the 19th
November, 1909, said—

Premier Kidston may be heartily congratulated upon
his Iueid, exhaustive, and admirable Pinancial State-
ment. He understands figures and knows how to use:
them does William.

In the Observer of this afternoon I notice the
same thing appearing, namely—

The real Treasurer of the Government was again
made manifest when the Premier handled the Finaneial
Statement yesterday afternoon.

It is curious that the Treasurer shouid be so
overloocked. When the great conference in Mel-
bourne took place, the Courier chronicled the
arrival of the Premier, but did not even mention
the fact that the Treasurer was there too. If
this Budget is the .Premier’s, we may assume
that the last was his also, and he was only out
£336,340 in his estimate. He over-estimated
the revenue by £170,539, and under-estimated
the expenditure by £165,801; but, in spite of
slip-shod financing, there was a surplus of
£9,941, a surplus obtained by starving the
hospitals—a policy which we notice is continued
in this year’s Estimates. Perhaps it may be
that the establishment of a University in Bris-
bane will compensate the country districts for
the amount taken from the bospitals. The object
of the hon. gentleman is to cloak the rottenness
of the position. In the Home Department we
are told there is a decreased expenditure of
£109,650, bat that should really read an increase
of £25,450, as we have been relieved of £135,000
which appeared on last year’s Estimates for old-
age pensions. I do not object to increased
experditure if our revenue would only keep pace
with the expenditure. But we remember how
the Premier brought down a Betterment Bill te
increase the revenue. He deliberately cut down
his Estimates of revenue, and brought down a
land taxation measure to provide more revenue.
At that time he claimed for the Betterment Bill
what he now claims for the agreement between
the Commonwealth and the States—that it
would not be of much use the first year or two,
but within a very short term of years sufficient
revenue would be obtained from the land to
almost meet half the expenditure. He claims
for the agreement that, while it is a bad bargain
for Queensland at present, in a few years, as
poputation increases, we will get back an enor-
mous revenue from the Commonwealth Govern-
ment.

Mr. Harpacre: We will only be getting
about as much in thirty years as now.

Mr. MANN: The Auditor-General differs
from that opinion, and so do 1. I claim that if
the States stick out for their *‘ pound of flesh”
within ten years there will be an outery foran
alteration, or the Federal Government will
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cease paying back the amount we are entitled to,
or else they will have to come forward with a
land tax. .

Mr. ForsyTH: Do you think we are getting
too much ?

Mr. MANN : T think we are getting too little
at present, but later on we will be entitled to
more under the agreement than the Common-
wealth Government will be able to pay. The
hon. gentleman shows how the revenue increased
in 1908-9, as compared with 1907-8 ; but why did
he not compare the expenditure also for the same
period? The small surplus mentioned wonld
have been a deficit of £71,326, were it not for
the fact that the Commonwealth Government
returned £81,267 over the estimate. Yet the
Treasurer, in last vear’s Financial Statement,
complained of the Federal Government charging
us with the cost of old-age pensions twice over.
That was put into the Budget at the time merely
to excite the people of Queensland against the
then Federal Government. In 1906-7, he had a
revenue of £4,307,912, and a surplus of £396,115 ;
in 1907-8, a revenue of £4,488,398, and a surplus
of £115,301; in 1908-9, a revenue of £4,766.244,
and a surplus of £9,940. The Government have
had a continually expanding revenue, but there
has been a continually shrinking surplus. The
last Financial Statement winds up in the follow-
ing manner— :

I have called the attention of hon. members to this

matter because there seems tobe a continual tendency
in this House to urge the Treasurer to increased
expenditure without too keen an appreciation of the
danger that it may entail fresh burdens on the tax-
payer, and because I hope that after the statement [
have made the good sense of the House will assist the
Government in resisting those appeals at least until our
growing revenue has secured us a larger margin of
safety.
I am not objecting to increased expenditure, but
T am asking the Chief Secretary, while increasing
expenditure, to devise some method whereby he
will draw into the Treasury a larger revenue.
That paragraph reads, in the face of the present
position, like a pledge signed by a drunkard after
a spree—a pledge signed to still an uneasy con-
science, and not intended to be kept.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! Is the hon,

gentleman reading his speech?

Mr. MANN: No; I have copious notes, and I
am simply quoting from them. The Treasurer
having signed the pledge, as it were, in connec-
tion with his Budget, .at the first opportunity he
breaks it. 'We had that plea in his last Budget,
and on this occasion the Premier got vp and
warned members on both sides against pushing
the Government into further expenditure. It
lies entirely, according to the Courier, in the
Premier’s hands. If he desired to cut expendi-
ture down, he had only to bring down a different
Budget. He may claim that he is warranted
by the increased revenue in spending a large
amount, but formerly he used to argue in favour
of cutting down expenditure. When very much
less was spent by the continuous Ministry he
claimed that expenditure could be cut down by
£500,000 ; but instead of cutting down expendi-
ture himself he has exceeded the expenditure of
the Philp Government by £508,000 in one year,

The TREASURER : What was the revenue?

Mr. MANN : The revenue was greater also;
but the Premier always claimed that there should
be a margin of safety between revenus and ex-
penditure. Now he has out-heroded Herod in
slaughtering his old democratic principles. He
has copied everything he condemued in the old
continuous (Government, and he is now, in his
own words, racing headlong into the quagmire of
deficit, The hon. gentleman has been washing
his democratic flannels with a very bad brand of
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soap—the Philp brand; and the democratic
principle—his flannels—have shrunk like his
democratic principles and like his surpluses;
and to hide his nakedness he will have to wear
the old coat known as the Philp deficit coat.

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : You have learned
your lesson well.

Mr. MANN: And then we will see him in
another Philp garment—the land-sales garment
—in which the Premier will blossom forth at the
close of his political career as 4 full-blown con-
servative. (Laughter.) I expect in a short
time to see him decked out in a suit of conser-
vative dress clothes made by that eminent firm
of tailors, ** Boodle and Fat.”

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

Mr. MANN: And that he will then be
playing to the dress circle,  Either the Premier
or the Treasurer remarked that the increase in
the railway returns was one of the most satis-
factory features in the Treasury
figures. If we turn to Table N we
shall find that the actual charge of
the railways on the consolidated revenue for the
year 1907-8 was £46,169. whilst for the year
1908-9 it increased to £81,901. The return on
capital invested for 1907-8 was £3 10s. 4d. per
cent., whereas in 1908-9 it was only £3 7s. 6d.
per cent.—a drop of 2s. 10d. per cent, The
expenditure increased from £1,053,000 in 1907-8
to £1,227,000 in 1908-9—an increase of 16 per
cent., as against a decrease of 2s. 10d. per cent. on
the capitalinvested. It isinteresting to examine
the Treasurer’s figures closely in connection with
the Railway Department, and compare the in-
crease in revenue with the increase in expendi-
ture. Last year the expenditure was under-
estimated by £71,098 ; but, says the Treasurer,
we earned £70,708 over our estimate. That is
to say, that shows a debit of £390—that to earn
£70,703 we spent £71,098. Now, last year’s
receipts were £2,110,708, while the expenditure
was £1,227,097, showing net earnings for the
year of £883,610, whilst the net earnings in the
previous year were £885,622, in spite of the fact
that in 1908-9 we had a greater mileage of rail-
way than we had in 1907-8. Of course, the
Treasurer explains that as owing to the eight-hour
day and the reduction in fares and freights; but,
as I pointed out earlier in the evening, we had
the same disadvantages for six months in 1907-8.
This year the Treasurer estimates that his re-
ceipts from railways will be £2,250,000, and he
estimates the expenditure at £1,297,768, so that
he expects to receive a net revenue of £952,232,
Hon. members will note that last year it took
£71,098 to earn £70,708, but this year the hon.
gentleman expects to receive £139,292 extia for
an additional expenditure of £70,671. In other
words, he expects to earn almost £2 by the expen-
diture of £1. It may be asked if we cando that.
Frankly, I donot think we can, inasmuch as
many of the new railways that we are building
will not pay interest and redemption over and
above working expenses, and many of the older
railways, on the other hand, will require large
sums to be spent in maintenance. Of course, I
shall be told that the heavier up-keep on the new
railways is responsible for the falling off in
revenue; but I feel sure that in the future we
are going to suffer very much from the fact that
we are building very expensive railways, which
will not return interest on the capital invested
over and above working expense. Take, for
example, the railway from Dalby to Tara. I ask
hon. members to turn up Hansard, and read
the debate that took place when the line was
passed, and to note the speech made on that
occasion by the present Secretary for Public
Lands, Mr. Denham. The hon. gentleman

Mr. Mann.]
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condemned the line in unmeasured terms. No
words of his were strong enough to point out the
absolute foolishness of building railways through
country that, the hon. gentleman asserted, was
almost worthless from an agricultural point of
view. During the following recess I visited the
district, and I found that what the hon. gentle-
man_ said was practically true, and as soon
as the House met I made every effort to
induce the Government not to go on with the
line. Various members on the Government side
told me that what T said was perfectly true. In
fact, several of them urged me t6 push the
matter. But when I brought it up in the
House I was faced with a blunt refusal on the
part of the Government to stop going on with
the line, although one of the most important
members of the Cabinet had said that it would
be absolutely worthless from a revenue point of
view, or_as a means of settling people on the
land. Now, take the line from Atherton to
Evelyn. I donot know whether the Secretary
for Railways has seen that line——

The SECRETARY FOR RAILways: No.
not.

Mr.MANN : Butan ex-Minister went up there
during the recess, and when he had seen the line
and the heavy works in connection with it, he
expressed the opinion that it was going to ruin
Queensland.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : Was that the
Minister who passed the line ?

Mr. MANN : No; the late Secretary for
Mines, Mr. Jackson. In my opinion, that line
will not pay for axle grease for the next twenty
years, so that, instead of being a source of profit
to the Commissioner and to the country, it is
going to be a very heavy loss. And that s why
I am advocating this evening the spending of
our loan money in a more judicious fashion than
has been the case for the last few years. The
expenditure has risen to an enormous extent,
and yet we will be told that even if these lines
do not pay directly they will pay indirectly,
inasmuch as they will settle people on the land,
Perhaps, to a certain extent, that is true. But
if these railways enhance the value of our lands,
how is.it that we are receiving such a small
revenue from our Crownlands? Inthe “ABC
Handbook of Statistics,” issued by Mr. Thorn-
hill Weedon, it mentions that we have the enor-
mous territory of 250,000,000 acres of land leased,
and the rent that we receive from that area,
and the selections combined, amounts to only
£663,000. The estimated expenditure of the
Lands Department is £198,636, so that if we
deduct that amount from the total revenue re-
ceived it will leave £466,314 as the net revenue
we are receiving from our lands, or practically
only £500,000.

. The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : A lot of it
is due to survey.

Mr. MANN: Yes; but look at the excrbi-
tant rents charged for selections! How are we
going to get the proper revenue from the land
unless we impose heavier rents on our pastoral
lessees?  Our revenue must fall unless we get
more from the pastoral lessees. I am not saying
that the rent the Government are charging is too
little for selections, because inmy district they are
chargingtoo much, Wehad thespectacle the other
day of two men who came down here from Ather-
ton, who, although they came down on some other
business as well, said that one of their main
reasons for coming down was to offer their
protest against the high prices charged for Crown
lands in the Atherton district. It is no wonder
that we are only receiving a small revenue from
our Crown lands. I suppose that in that sum is
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included a good deal of money for timber. A
curious thing in connection with the timber busi-
ness is that there is no record in the head office
of how much red cedar they sold, and yet it is
one of the most valuable timbers in Queensland.
By and by I am going to ask the Secretary for
Lands what he got for the last quantity of red
cedar that he sold, and I am also going to ask the
Secretary for Railways how much he paid for the
red cedar that he advertised for on the 2nd
QOctober.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : Youasked for
that the other day.

Mr. MANN: No ; there is some more I want
to get the price of. T will ask you what you paid
for the red cedar you bought in November. I
heard the Premier say that the reason he turned
the hon, member for Dalby out of the Lands
Department was that he was gouing to revolu-
tionise the department and see that things were
done much better there, so that there would be
no undue delay in settlement on the land, that
the settlers would not be unduly harassed, and
that we get from our pastoral leases a better
revenue than we had received from them in the
past, I thought that tbe Land Court would
have been wiped out, and that we would have
had such a fair assessment placed on our pas-
toral leases that they would, in a great measure,
make up the leeway of money that we will be
short of when the Federal Government starts
paying the £1 5s. per capita. I really expected
that the hon. member for Oxley would have
made the department what it ought to be, one of
the most up-to-date and business-like concerns in
the State, and that we would not have such an
experience of seeing men waiting for two yéars for
land, and that we would not have a repetition of
the spectacle we had of immigrants from the old
country writing home to their friends and saying
that in spite ot the fact that they were told that
the land would be ready for them as soon as they
came, and it would be also ready for the plough,
they have been told by the Department of Publie
Lands that at least two years must elapse before
land can be found for them. I believe that the
hon. member for Oxley would make some attempt
to get some more revenue out of the pastoral
lessees only for the fact that the Premier since
the year 1902, and possibly before that time, has
been an advocate and supporter of the squatter.
The Hon. the Premier was a very strong advo-
cate of that 1902 Bill, and he tried to coerce the
Labour party into agreeing to the iniquitous
clauses in the Bill which allowed the squatters to
extend their leases and so lock up their land from
settlement, whereas it should have been opened
and become a source of revenue to the State. I
remember when the Premier used to talk about
the lavish expenditure of loan money on the part
of the old continuous Philp Ministry, and he
used to declaim that if ever he got into position
and power in Queensland he would put a stop to
this extravagant borrowing policy ; that he
would have no borrowing at all and no more
loans, and that be would get the revenue from
our lands, from our railways, and other sources,
and that he would go in for a works policy which
was to be paid for not out of loan money but out
of revenue, But what do we find to-day? The
position is that for sins of omission and comis-
sion which the Chief Secretary charged against
the late Philp Government he has been guilty of
most of them during the short period he has been
in office. For example, he used always to protest
against the large amount of unforeseen expendi-
ture of the Philp Government, and this year we
find that there was no less a sum than £165,801
of unforeseen expenditure last year.

Mr. Ryraxp : Shame !
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Mr. MANN : Of eourse it may be justified.

The TREASGRER : You helped to pass a lot of
that in connection with the loan,

3r. MANN: No, I objected to the loan
bf%cauﬂ@h it was too big. I objected to borrowing
&0 much,

The TREASURER : You did not object to it.

Mr. MANN : The hon. gentleman can turn
up Hansard and he will see that I spoke against
-that as hard as any man could in this Chamber,
1t is time that the Premier frankly—to use his
own word--confessed that for sins of omission
end commission he has at least equalled, if not
-excelled, the late continuous Government. For
the four months ending in Ociober, the Premier
spent in loan money £469,181 as against, for the
same period in 1908, £283,665, or a difference of
£175,516.  That 1s an increase of 65 per ceat.
I remember the time when he was only spendiag
£500,000 a year, and he claimed that the policy
that he was pursuing was one of the best in the
interests of Queensland. To-day in the best in-
‘terests of Queensland he is adopting the ruinous,
reckless policy of the Philp Government—a
policy which he condemnned so heartily, and sn
wiselv, that the people helped him to turn out
the Philp Government, but to-day we find him
sitting there with the Philp party in power and
pursuing the same reckless and ruainous policy
which he previously condemned—the policy of
boown, borrow, and burst. T don’t know if the
Premier will admit he was wrong when he made
such attempts to do away with the continous
Grovernment in 1902-3.  Does he remember what
credit he got for turning out that wisely pro-
gressive, patriotic Philp Government, which, he
claimed, during the years they were in office,
hindered the development of Queenszland and
retarded progress for years. We find, however,
that the Premier claims that the five years when
the Philp party were ont of office were the five
mast prosperous years in (Jueensland. They
were the five years when he pursued a sane
policy, and before headopted the spending policy
of the Philp Government.

The SECRETARY ¥OR Rarnways : The money is
being spent in building railways which youn
helpad to pass.

Mr. MULoAHY : No—motor-cars.

Mr. AMTANN : T adinit that we are justified in
borrowing money to baild railways when thereis
a reasonable prospect of the railways paying
within a short period of their being built. Bus
we are spending a largs sum of money on two
railways, one of which, in my opinicn, will not
pay for twenty years, and in the opinion of the
hon. member for Oxley the other will not pay
for a like period.

The SECRETARY
helped to pass them.

Mr. MANN : T protested against the route of
the line from Atherton to Evelyn, and as soon
as T found out what kind of a line the Dalby to
Tara Railway was, I urged the Government not
to construct it, and what support did I receive?
I went to the then Minister for Railways, Mr.
Kerr, and the then Treasurer, Mr. Airey, and
axked them to delay the construction of the line
antil the Premier returned. That was done, and
nat a stroke of work was done on the line until
after the coalition was formed. We have heard
the Premier ranting and roaring at diferent
times about the necessity of having a fair margin
between revenue and expenditure, and what
pelicy has he pursued in this respect for the last
two years as the head of the Government? He
has had bigger revenues than we had under the
old Pbilp Government, bigger even than we had
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before federation, and yet we find that we came
within an inch of & deficit last year. Had it
not been that the Commonwealth returned us
more than we expected to receive, we should have
had a deficit instead of a paltry surplus. Last
year the Comamonwealth returned to this State
the sum of £1,057,000. The Premier used to boast
that he could run the country for half a million
less than it was run in 1902-3. As a matter of
fact he has had an average of £150,000 a year
more revenue than the Philp Government re-
ceived at that time, and, in spite of that fact,
our expenditure is overtaking our revenue by
leaps and bounds, and, unless we have a sheer
stroke of luck, I anticipate that we will end this
year with a debit instead of a credit balance.
The TREASTRER : So Alirey said last year.

Mr. MANN: And he would have been right
if the Government had vot received more from
the Comnionwealth than they anticipated. In
1907-8 the expenditure was £1,756,303, and the
expenditure for 1908-9 was £4,373,096, an in-
crease of £383,207, or over £1,000 a day. But
that was only the nominal increase, because the
actual inerease for the year was no less than
£508,000. I get that by including the sum of
£125,000, which should have beenadded to the sur-
plus of that year, but was taken to pay off certain
old Treasury debits, so that the expenditure for
1907-8 was <£4,248,006, as against £4,756,303,
showing an increase of £50§207. The Premier
denied last night that there had been an increase
of £508,000 in one year, but admitted that there
had been an increase of £1,000,000, extending
over a period of four years. 1 again put the hon.
member for Oxley into the witness-box. In
1908 that hon. gentleman said—

The expenditure during the year 1902-3 was £3,717,806,

and during 1907-8it is to be, acecording to the Treasurer,
£4,410,300—an enormous increase of £722,494.,
Thus we have the evidence of the present
Minister for ILaunds that a great increase took
place in 1907-8. Lastyear our revenue increased
to the extent of £277,000, but our expenditure
jumvped up at almost double the rate of our
revenue increase,

Ar. Mavenan : That may be justified.

M. MANN : I am not saying that it is not
justified ; but Tam pointing out that the Premier
always claimed that there should be a wide
margin of safety between revenue and expendi-
ture. I would advise the hon. member to study
the figures I have quoted, showing how our sur-
pluses have tapered off from almost £400,000 to
#£9,941 last year. And if it had not been for the
fact that the Commonwealth was more generous
than we expected, there would have been adeficit
last year instead of a paltry surplus of £9,941.
I do not object to expenditure if 1t is warranted ;
but I claim that it is the duty of the Government
to seek tor fresh sources of revenue so as to keep a
wider margin betwe=n revenue and expenditure.
Are the Government trying to dothat? As a
matker of fact, they are jamping up our interest
bill at such an alarming rate that if they go on as
they are doing a deficit is inevitable, The in-
terest appropriation for 1908-9 was £1,634,789,
an increase of £70,000 over the appropriation for
1907-8, which was £1,564,000. Of course I will
be told that the money borrowed was to build
railways, and I say again that we are justified in
increasing our interest bill if our railways show a
fair prospect of returning interest and working
expenses.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : The railways
are now guaranteed.

Mr. MANN: The interest is not guaranteed
under the Railways Act of 1906. I would point
out to the hon. geatleman that if the department

Mr. Mann.]
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attempt to collect from the settlers in the Ather-
ton district sufficient to make the Atherton to
Evelyn Railway pay, they will bankrupt the
settlers.

The SECRETARY FOR RaiLways: Then why
did you support the line?

Mr., MANN : T advocated taking the rail-
way, not up the Herberton Range, but through
the scrub, so as to open up those scrub lands.
By taking that route there would have been
good land all the way, but by the route it has
followed it goes through barren country and
over a range, which has involved an expenditure
of over £10,000 & mile. The Treasurer himself
is not too sure about the financial position. He
says that unless we have a continuance of good
seasons we are bound to have trouble. Any
man who has been in Queensland for a period of
years must krow “that we have periods of
drought as well as good seasons. I dare say
the hon. member for Moreton will remember the
trouble the Philp Government had during the
drought period. I am not saying that a similar
drought will occur, but I say it is quite possible
that we may again be in the horrors of a drought.
‘What provision are we making to meet such a
condition of things? T have always claimed
that there should be a suspense account created
during good times to tide us over bad times,
During the very bad time the Philp Government
knocked off all public works. The very time
when we should «prosecute a spirited works
policy is when men cannot find work at their
usual avocations.

The SECRETARY FOrR RaILwavs: The Philp
Government did not stop all public works ; they
went on with works in the bad time.

Mr. MANN: They did not ; they practically
stopped all public works during the very bad
year.

The BECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS : No.

Mr. MANN: There was nothing like the
works policy we have now when we are experi-
encing good seasons, and when men can find
work at their usual avocations. We cannot go

on with railway construction at our
[7.80 p.m.] present rate. My idea is that we
should have a continuous railway
policy—not have phenomenal spurts and then
have a dead pause. Right throughout the whole
period we should be building, say, half a dozen
railways—three in the South, two in the North,
and one in the Central district. If this is done
we could keep on at that rate for a long period,
but if we build fifteen or sixteen railways a year
we must very soon so reduce the earning cap-
acity on our railways that, when he have to go
on_the London market to borrow money for
building railways, the financiers will tell us to call
a halt—the interest rate will be so ruinous that
we will have to call a halt. As I said before, for
a very long time all public works were stopped
and we had to catch up with our railway con-
struction becaunse there was more settlement
going on, sand it was desirous that we should
build a large number of railways to make up for
the years in which construction had ceased.

Mr. ForsyrH : That was not in the Philp
Government’s time.

Mr, MANN: The hon. member must know
that for a very long period there was scarcely
any railway construction going onin Queensland.,

The SECRETARY ¥orR Ratnways: Not in the
time of the Philp Government.

Mr. MANN: The Philp Goverament did not
construct anvthing like the amount of railways
being constructed now. They constructed a few
ines here and there, but they had nothing like
the big railway policy of the present Govern-
ment. 1t was after the Philp Government gos
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out that the Morgan Government had to make
up that leeway, but baving done that, half a
dozen lines of railway is any amount o be con-
structing at one time. I said earlier that in
1909 the Commonwealth raturned to Queensland
£1,057,000. For 1910 the Treasurer’s estimate is
#£949,117, bus for 1911, if this per capita agree-
ment comes into force, the Auditor-General
eslimates the amount re‘urned will only be
£708,000. How is the Treasurer going to meet
that deficit? What preparation is he making
now, with goud seasons, to meet the inevitable
decline in our revenue in 1810 7
Mr. HarDACRE: Trusting to luck.

Mr., MANN: He is trasting, as the hon.
member for Leichhardt says, to luck. They
hope for a continusnce of good seasons, and hope
that in that manver they may tide over the
troublous times, but as surely as I am standing
here the time must come when there will be a
deficit, and it will be met, if that party is in
power, by repealing the Proceeds of Sales of
Lands Act, and the selling of Crown lands to
meet the current expenditare.

The TrEASURER: That won’t be next year at
any rate.

Mr. MANN : It may not be next year, but
there will be & fair dvop nexs year, and it must
inevitably come in 1911, unless we get a larger
revenue from other sources, and 1 ask the
Treasurer what preparation is he making now,
when the seasons are good, to meet the inevit-
able deficit in 1911? We are preparing for that
drop in our revenue by jumping up our interest
bill, and the railways they are building I
know will, for a very long time, not pay for
axle grease. I notice the Treasurer has some-
thing to say congratulatory about the disposal
of the Maryvale and Jimbour Hstates, but
he is a little too previous, becanse after all it is
only after a period of years that we can tell
whether we have successfully settled Jimbour and
Maryvale. The settlers at the outset, with good
seasons, and if they have a bit of capital, may
be able to pay their interest, or rent, on
the particular land they have purchased, but
I am pretty well confident that the Treasurer
cannot point to half a dozen instances on either
of those two estates where poor men have taken
up land and tried to make a home. This high-
priced land is only for those men who are already
fairly well off, and possibly have other farms
with which to carry on. Our aim and object
should be, as much as possible, to settle people
on the land who have not already gotlaed. I
do not believe in this method of financing—of
buying back big estates at a very high rate, and
then passing the burden on to the settler. The
settler bas a sufficient burden to carry alrveady,
and if vou just look over the figures of our
expenditure per head you will see that I am
correcs in what T am saying. My argument is
an answer. Weedon’s “A B C of Statistics”
gives the expenditure per head, in 1907, at £8
148, 11d, 5 in 1908, £9 15s. 4d. ; and in 1909, at
£10 4+, 114d. ; an increase of £1 10=. in two years,
and I say there is nothing to beat this in the
whole of Australia.

The TREASURER:
creased per head,

Mr, MANN : Qnite so. You are drawing
more money out of the pockets of the people
than you are warranted in dcing.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
large railway expenditure.

Mr, MANN: The Treasurer anticipates a
surplus of £3,776. Last year he had one of
£9,941, but at this date last year things looked
much healthier for a surplas of £10,000 than
they do for a surplus of £4,000 this year. The

The revenue has also in-
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monthly returns for the four months ending
October, 1908, show an excess of revenue over
expenditure of £597,816, and for the same period
of 1909 only 2 surplus of £557,279, so that the
position is £40,000 worse this year than this time
last year, although to some extent that position
might be recovered—I believe there were heavy
payments in the railway service during October.

The TrREASURER : There were three fortnightly
payments in October.

Mr. MANN : That is so, but judging from
the Treasurer’s Iast Budget T am not oo sure
that too much faith can be put in his predictions.
I am inclined to think that this year weshall not
have a surplus of £4,000, but that we shall end
with a deficit.

The TreASURER : That is what you prophesy.

Mr. MANN : That is my prophecy. Last
year we were advised to go slow until we had a
better margin of safety between the revenue
and expenditure,

The CHAIRMAN : Order!
member reading his speech ?

Mr. MANN : On an important occasion like
this, when you are dealing with a large number
of figures, it is absolutely impossible to commis
them to memory, I was quoling what I said
last year. 1 questioned the genuineness of that
paragraph in last year’s Financial Statement.
That note of warning in the Treasurer’s Financial
Statement was made for members on this side
not to push the Government, but members on
the other side would get all they wanted so long
as they were good boys.

The TrEASURER : It applied to all members of
the House. '

Mr. MANN : T have also got, as the deputy
leader of the Opposition bad, a complaint against
the Government in the matter of increases. I
notice that the Intelligence Bureau has been cut
down by £100. I want a branch established in
my district. I believe they have an inquiry
branch of the Lands Department in Townsville.
I do not know what it is for unless it is to give
information about the depth of water in Ross
Creek and the height of Castle Hill, but as re-
gards answering inquiries in regard to land, you
might just as well have a branch in the midst
of the Sahara Desert. There is no Crown land
to seleck anywhere in the neighbourhood of
Townsville. It should have been in some other
place where there are some Crown lands to be
settled. It just shows how utterly futile it is to
expect the Government to do thines in a com-
wercial businessspirit.  They sell cedar for abous
10s., and buy it back for £1 10s. ; and, when they
want to settle people on the land, they
stick an inquiry office in Townsville, and
possibly tell neaple who go there to lonk for land
that Castle Hill is 2,000 feet high, and that there
is 4 feet of water in Ross Creek at neap tide, I
do not ohject tn any official getting an increase
if heis not already receiving a sufficient sum.
There are men working on our railways for
6%, 6d. a day. These Under Secretaries may be
all good men, but they were getting good salaries
before, and before increasing their salaries we
should try as far as possible to give the man who
is doing hard manual labour sownething like a
living wage. The Secretary for Railways knows
that 6s. 6d. 2 day is not a living wage in Bris-
banefora married man. Thatis what thes arepay-
ing in the gnodse-sheds and on the lines all around
Brisbane, and I claim that it is not sufficient.
While I alwuys believe in paying a man a good
wage, L «laim that it is not the men whe come most
c'osely in contact with the Minister who should
ges theincreases, Thatisone reason why we find
such a dislike on the part of GGovernment officials
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to get awav from Brishane. Thsy think they
are in touch with the Ministers of the depart-
ments here, and are more likely to receive a
reward for their services, and will not be over-
looked. T notice that there is a eutting down in
the Northern allowance. Men have been shifted
from the Harbours and Rivers Department at
Mackay and sent up to Cairns, and they zetonly
the sawe salary, and these men claim that the
cost of living is higher in Cairns than in Mackay.
As a matter of fact, boatmen at Port Douglas
only receive £108 a year, the same as in Mackay 3
aud I claim that some inducements ought
to be offered to these men to go North by
giving them a higher salary than those who are
in the South and in Central Queensland. I am
only saying this because the Estimates might
be pushed through, and I might not have a
chance of saying” it on the Estimates. I claim
that the Government are spending too much
money in some respects, and not sufficient in
others, Thers is an item of £3,000 for the De-
partment of Stock which I wish to inquire into
very closely. Inotice that the amount put down
for hospitals this year is the same as last year,
althovugh last year there was not sufficiens to
meet the requirements of the hospitals, and
although this year there are more hospitals
established than there were last year. I believe
there is less this year for primary education than
there was the year before. Although the vote
is bigger, that is only because of the fact that
the amount for the University is put down on
the Estimates. During the discussion on the
Estimates I intend to fight against every increase
I do not believe in, even if we should be here
till after Christmas, and in every case where I
think an increase should be given I intend to
support it. Tintend to do all T can to compel
this Government to pay a living wage to themen
in the lower branches of the public service,

Mr. BLAIR (Ipswich) : T desire to say one or
two words on this subject before the debate
closes. I do not intend to occupy the attention
of the House at any great length, but naturally,
as this is possibly one of, if not the most impor-
tant debates that take place in this House, it is
incumbent to add a word or two. I notice that
the Treasufer mentions in his Statement that
the net result of the year’s transactions gives
evidence of progress and prosperity. To a
cervain extent I agree with that, but there are
other matters to be considered which to a large
extent neutralise the full effect of such a State
ment. He admits that the State bhas been
extremely fortunate in a succession of good
seasong, and that the recent rainfalls have done
much to ensure continued prosperity. That is
s0, and I think that he must also admit that to
a large extent this has been one of the chief
factors which has led him te be able to
present a Statement showing a small surplus.
Now, one of the chief matters to which attention
should be called in this Budget is the salarming
increase of expenditure. I am not one of those
who say vhat expenditure is not necessary, that
we should not go in for a policy of expenditure,
or that the money has been unwisely expended
on certain things; but allowing that it is under
certain circumsrances a good policy, thatin many
instances the money has been partially well spent,
I think it is an extremely unwi~e thing to have
no margin made for safety. If hon. members
will study this Budget carefully, they will see
that so far from there being a proper margin of
safety, by which the affairs of the State shruld
he conducted on business lines, just asif we were
running a conearn of our own, that margin of
safety is conspicuously absent. IWow, in the
last two years, the revenue in 1907-8 amounted
to £4,873,096, and in 1908-9 it amounted to
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£4,756,303. - That left a nominal increase in
expenditure of £383,207, but as a matter of
fact hon. members who have studied this matter
will know that that was only a nominal in-
crease—that was not the real increase—and I
shall be able to make the mastter perfectly plain
by calling attention to what the surplus in 1907-8
was stated to be. That surplus was stated to be
£115,000. As a matter of fact, it should have
been £115,000 plus £125,000, or a total of £240,000.
Now, £125,000 of what should have been the
declared surplus of £240,000 was paid in to the
loan fund, in order to pay off advances to deep
sinking and other charges on previous loans, The
result of that was to do this: Tt lessened the
surplus, it boomed loan, and it gave us a
fictitious sort of prosperity ; and the policy of
paying money really from revenue into loan is
only going back to what I contend is a pernicious
policy of booming loan at the expense of revenue,
and inducing people to believe that we are in-
finitely more prosperous, when we are spending
loan money more lavishly, whilst really getting
nearer a deficit. Had it not been for the good
seasons, and for the amount of money received
from the Federal Treasurer, we should have been
faced to-day with a deficit.

The TrREAsURER: That would occur any year,

Mr. BLAIR : Yes, possibly it would ; and I
think it is a matter which calls for the serions
attention of this Chamber. T am not speaking
in auny harsh spirit of criticism, or with any
degree of heat; [ am calling attention to what T
think is a matter which onght to be particularly
noticed at this time, and for this reason, that the
financing of last year has been done in such a
way that no margin—this is my candid opinion
—has been left for safety on the next year’s
operations, especially if we have a bad season, or
if another loan is floated, and it is disastrous.

Mr. Harpackg : Orif there is any slump.

Mr. BLAIR: Orif there is any slamp in any
of our recognised sources of revenue, 1 believe
another matter that will have to be taken into
consideration by the Treasurer is the fact that
the Commonwealth anticipate floaging another
loan of £3,000,000, or something like that
amount. The actual bond fide expenditure for
1907-8 was £4,373,096 minus £125,000 ; that is
£4,248,000. Against that there has been an
increase in revenue in two years of £3279,000;
and against that, in two years, there has been
the enormous increase in expenditure of £508,000.
Is not that a matter calling for stringent inquiry
and anxious financing, in order that solvency
may be preserved ? That increase of expendi-
sare is largely due to the insidious policy of
lavish expenditure of loan money, nothing more
or less. In 1905-6 the revenue rose twice as fast
as the expenditure ; in 1906-7 it rose two and
a-half times as fast; in 1907-8 the expenditure
increased twice as fast as the revenne; and
in 1908-9 the expenditure has again increased
more than twice as fast as the revenue. That is
not a good state of affairs. If you are financing
a public concern or a business affair, vou must
keep expenditure within revenue. These figures
show that for the last few years expenditure has
being gouing up nearly two and a-half times the
increase in revenue. Taking into account that
the Government have had—and I hope it will
gontinue—a period of good seasons with splendid
productiveness, we find that the revenue has
only increased about one-half in proportion to
the expenditure.

The TREASURER : There is still a surplus.
Mr. BLATIR: There is a small surplus of
[Mr. Blair.
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about £9,000. We know from the history of this
State that prosperous years are sometimes fol-
lowed by lean years.

Mr. HARDACRE: Always.

Mr. BLAIR : Aund the outlookiis one requiring
careful attention and rigid economy. In the
Railway Hstimates an increased expenditure of
£50,000 is et down; but that is ridiculously
inadequate to meet increasing requirements in
that department. The amount put on the Hsti-
mates last year was exceeded by £170,000.

The TREASURER: The revenue was there to
meet it.

Mr. BLAIR : I say the amount put down is
ridiculously inadequate to meet increasing ex-
penses.

The TREASURER : I must go by thé Commis-
sioner’s report.

Mr. BLAIR: I am taking the mmount by
which the estimated expenditure was exceeded
last year.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS : £71,000.

Mr. BLATR : It increased to the extent of
over £170,000.

The TREASURER :
mate.

Mr. BLATR: Even taking that statement,
you are providing less for the increased expen-
diture than you did last year, and the amount
should be increased by at least arother £70,000.
I say you are not making provision to meet ex-
penditure in such a way as to square the
finances. The margin of safety is anything but
one that will create a feeling of security in the
minds of people who consider these things. In
1903 the Premier, who was then Treasurer,
delighted to indulge in diatribes against the hon.
member for Townsville, and no one was more
frequent or strenuous in his arguments, both in
public and in private, than that hon, gentleman
was against the wicked policy of booming loan
money, or a bolicy of expenditure without any
provision to meet the expenditure. To-day it
seems that hie has gone back on all that, and has
come back to the policy he condemned at that
time in season and out of season. The Govern-
ment have gone in for an expansive policy—that
is a nice phrase—which, if the greatest precau-
tions are not taken, will eventually land them
in the deficits of 1901-2, and will unmistakeably
and irresistibly bring about the results of those
years if we have the bad luck to meet with a bad
season or two. It seems so plain, that the person
taking the trouble to casually read through the
Budget will see the force of my remarks.
Three years ago the then Treasurer, the present
Premier, was continuously urging the necessity

for waking provision for maturing

[8 p.m.] certain loans falling due in 1915, At

that date something like £14,000,000
have to be met, £12,000,000 at one particular
time. That seems to be forgotten now, and the
closer we approsch the period when the loans
have to be met, the feeling seems to be that the
less we need trouble, and the less the danger.
Poseibly, by that time the hon. gentleman may
not be here.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic LanDps: Our
hope lies in the expansion of our industries, and
the increase of our population.

Mr. BLAIR: There is no doubt that those
two sentences express the hope of the Min-
istry.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
must do all we can to secure them.

The TrEASURER: Don’t you think they ave
likely to be realised?

£70,000 beyond the esti

We
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Mr. BLAIR: It is difficult to think there is
likely to be such an expansion that we shall be
able to finance those maturing loans. Judging
from the increase per head, I see nothing io
justify the hope that the expansion will be
sufficient to make provision to meet our loans.
But the point I wish to make is that in pre-
vious years there was an attempt made to
keep expenditure within the four corners of
our revenue. To-day that effort seems to
have gone—that idea seems to have dissipated
into thin air, and the old policy of reckless
expenditure seems to have been gone back to.

The SicRETARY FOrR Pusric Lanps: The
greatest expansion was during the last year
you were in the Ministry.

_ Mr. BLAIR: No; when I was in the Min-
istry I have a distinct recollection that the
doctrine I am enunciating now was Insisted
upon, and was indulged in on every platform.
It is only within the last two years—practi-
cally within the last year—

The SecrRETARY FOrR Pusric Laxps: The
yvear before last there was a bigger expansion
than in any other year.

Alr. ForsyrH: The expansion in 1906, when
you wore a Minister, was the biggest of all—
£460,000.

Mr. BLAIR: It is only within the last
vear that the expansion has gone on without
adequate protection.

The SrcrRETARY FOor Prsric Lanps:
called attention to it in 1807,

Mr. BLAIR: If the hon. gentleman called
attention to it in 1907, he ought to be in
perfect accord with me now, because it has
gone on to an extent that calls aloud for
correction, and the hon, gentleman’s very in-
terjection shows the absolute justice and fair-
ness of my criticism.

The SrkCRETARY For PuBLiCc LaNDs: It
shows the need of keeping a tight grip.

Mr. BLAIR: Exactly—an exceedingly tight
grip, and it is a question whether that grip
will be kept.

The SucRETARY For PurBric Lanps: The
fact remains that it was when you were on the
Treasury benches that the biggest expansion
took place.

Mr. BLAIR: The fact remains that in the
last year there seems to have been a recur-
rence to a policy which it was my pleasure,
when sitting on that bench, to condemn
absolutely. During the last four years, the
loan expenditure in one year was only some
£227,000, and in another year about £297,000
‘—that was about four years ago. Taking the
populatien at 558,000, that would be an aver-
age of about 10s. per head. Now, we have
this alarming state of things to consider—that
last year the loan expenditure went up to
£1,247,000. .

The TREASURER: And the year before?

Mr. BLAIR: T have not got the figures for
the yvear before.

The TrREASURER: 81,033,000,

Mr., BLAIR: Last year it went up to the
enormous figure of £1,247,000—or, practically,
it increased fivefold in four years.

The SECRETARY FOR PURLC LAwDS: There
was an expansion the last vear you were a
Minister of over :£400,000.

Mr. BLAIR: I admit that. and I opened my
remarks by saying that I am not criticising
this thing unfairly, or endeavouring to con-
ceal anything at all. But, admitting the
expansion to which the hon. gentleman refers

No, I
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and everything else, I say that the loan expen-
diture has increased to an alarming extent,
and that last year it represented £2 5s. per
head, as compared with 10s. per head four
vears ago, and no provision for security has
been made.

Mer. Corszr: You must develop the country.

Mr. BLAIR: Who on earth said we were
not to develop the country?

Mr. CorsEr: We must have expenditure to
develop the country.

Mr. BLAIR: We hear the cry that we must
develop the country, and that we must pass
measures for the material advancement of
Queensland. I should be the last man in the
world to object to that. But let us be careful,
when developing the resources of the country,
to see that we make provision to meet the
expenditure we are incurring. (Hear, hear!)
The Secretary for Public Lands knows as well
as I do that unless they have exceptionally
good luck there has not been a margin of
safety left to meet this expenditure.

The TrEasURER: It is all reproductive
expenditure—all railways.

Mr, BLAIR: That is another cry—that it is
all reproductive. Possibly it is—I am mnot
denying that—but does not the Treasurer
know that it will have to reach such a state of
reproductiveness to meet the additional expen-
diture as has not yet been reached in Queens-
land? When loan expenditure increases five
times in four years, it is time to cry, ‘> Halt!”
o to inquire very closely indeed into things.

The SECRETARY FOor PUBLIC Laxps: We
count on your help in exercising rigid
economy. )

My, CorsEr: We have reproductive assets.

Mr. BLAIR: But the people who lend the
money have the assets as their security, and,
in common justice, we require to be quite cer-
tain how we deal with those assets, and see
that the debt is paid. Last yvear we received
the highest revenue that Queensland has ever
got either before or since federation. And
vet the surplus dwindled from something like
£400,000 in 1906-7 to a paltry £9,000 in 1908-9.

The TREASURER: Is there anything in the
expenditure that you find fault with?

Mr. BLAIR: If I had the time to take out
the figures. and had the information that the
Treasurer has at his hands, I think there is a
great deal of the expenditure that I could take
exception to. )

The TrrastreR: The bulk of it ix for rail-
WaTS.

Mr. BLAIR: T have no objection to a rail-
way policy, nor to a vizorous railway poliey:
but there are other items of sxpenditure, as
the Treasurer well knows—— )

The TRFASURER: Interest on the public
debt. .

Ay, BLAIR: Which can be picked out, and
which would show that, to = cersain extent,
proper caution has not been exercised. )

The TRE:SURER: Page 2 of the Financial
Statement gives the whole of the details. Is
there anything there that vou object tof

AMr. BLAIR: I am gomg to refer to the
Qtatement in one moment to show a hig omis-
sion. I take it that it is an extraordinary
thing that in the year when we received the
largest revenue we have ever had, the surplus.
should have fallen from £596.880 in 1908-7 to:
£9.940 in 1908-9.

Ar. ForsyTH: That is how it should be.

Mr. BLAIR: I am not one of those who
believe in large surpluses. A large surplus
—allowing for the usual bad financing that

Mr. Bleir.]
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is inseparable in_dealing with large assets
and forecasting +the financial affairs of the
State—is sometimes due to too much taxation,
What, I take it, ought to be the ideal balance-
sheet for a State, is something that abso-
tutely squares—not t00 much money from the
pocket of the taxpayers, but just sufficient to
meet the needs of the State, to pay the in-
terest on the public debt, and close the year
solvent.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC T ANDS: It was
near your ideal last year, then, was it not?

Mr. BLAIR: It was fairly near an ideal
last year. There is where the State, I take
it, differs from an ordinary business concern.
The business concern is to make a huge sur-
plus in the nature of a profit. I diseriminate
between that way of doing business and the
State’s way of doing business.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaANDs: It is
bad business to accumulate a large surplus.

Mr. BLAIR: Yes; it is bad business for
the State to accumulate a large surplus, be-
cause it means more money taken from the
pockets of the taxpayer than is necessary. I
am not arguing for one moment against the
idea of a small surplus, but to my mind it
seems to me to be an alarming thing, and one
which ought to be investigated, that you find
a surplus shrinking from £396,000 in 1906-7
down to £9,940 in 1908-9. when we know
overy Treasurer seeks to come out with a
large surplus.

The TREASTRER: You cannot spend it and
have it, too,

Mr. BLAIR: Where has it gone?

The TrEASURER: Reproductive works.

Mr. BLAIR: The same old cry of develop-
ment of the State, reproductive works, and so
on. We know all those old terms. It 1s some-
thing like that term ‘ Mesopotamia.” 'The
Government are going in for an expenditure
policy to such an alarming extent that it will
be necessary for the Government—whatever
Government may be there—to square the
finances again. Let us see how the surplus of
£9,940 was arrived at. I notice from the
Financial Statement that the revenue was
£170,006 over the estimate, and that the ex-
penditure was £165,000 over the estimate. So
practically they balanced. But how on earth
was that surplus realised? They got from the
Federal collections £81,000 more than they
anticipated they would get—and last year
they got £70,000 more than they expected to
get—and the railways yielded something like a
similar sum over what they thought would be
returned from them. So that it was no
method of good calculation. It was absolute
good luck, good seasons, a windfall from the
Federal collections, and a windfall from the

" railways.

The TrEsstREr: The money would have
been spent,

Mr. BLAIR: I know the money would have
been spent, but I am not arguing that at all.
1 am showing how the surplus was obtained.
There was £81,000 from the Federal collee-
tions more than the Government expected and
a similar sum from the Railway Department
over the amount the Government expected;
and, in spite of all that, we have only got a
surplus of £9,940. I have a distinct recollec-
tion of a terrible wail, a terrible cry of in-
justice which went up against the Common-
wealth in the 1907-8 Iinancial Statement,
where the Commonwealth was blamed for the
precarious financial position the State would
be placed in from the mere fact that the State
was not getting a certain return from their

[Mr. Blair.
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collections. These tables, bearing the hall
mark of the Treasurer, indisputably prove that

the Commonwealth has come to the rescue of

the State in financial matters.

The TrEasURER: That sum includes some
payments which should have been made the
previous year.

Mr. BLAIR: That does not affect the argu-
ment one iota. It was a deferred payment;
still the State got that amount from the
Commonwealth. It was because of the excep-
tionally good seasons and the amounts the
State received from the Commonwealth dur-
ing the last two years that left the Treasurer
with a surplus. Take the interest bill. I do
not desire to inflict many figures on the House,
but one or two remarks are necessary in con-
nection with the interest bill. The interest
bill for the year 1908-08 was £1,634,789.
Queensland has a population of 558,000, so
the interest bill meant £3 per head for every
man, woman, and child in the State, or £15
per head for every wage-earner. I say that
the interest bill of this State is reaching an
amount that calls for alteration. It calls for
reduction. It is an enormous amount, and
our ability to pay that bill is made to de-
pend on a policy of trying to boom the loan
expenditure, putting in moneys which should
allegedly go to a surplus, paying it into loan
fund, expending money in various places,

* booming it in that way——

The TreASURER: Only £10,000 last year.

Mr. BLAIR: And then with a fictitious
increase getting only half of the money that
has been borrowed. That is not a geod policy
and not a sound policy. It is a policy, which,

* if pursued in the way it is pursued here, will

bring us back to the terrible days of 1801
and 1902. There can be no question about
that. We must have the lean years follow-
ing the fruitful years that have preceded. In
the gross the receipts from the railway are
exceptionally good. Itis marvellous how they
have gone up. They amounted to £701,000
more than they were in 1905, yet the surplus
has dropped from £13,995 in 1905 down to
£9,940 in 1909. These figures only show the
precarious financial position which we have
got into. I do not say this in any harsh
criticism, or in any unfair spirit, but 1t seems
to me that there is little or no control or
check on the expenditure in Queensland.
There is absolutely no control--no reasonable
check—on the expenditure, and the tables of
the whole Financial Statement seem to me to
be framed in such a way that there is no
margin of safety left. 'The total debt of the
State we know is £43,000,000. The State has
a population, as I said, of 558,000—a very
small population, especially considering the
£3,000,000 spent on immigration—and that will
give a debt of £72 per head for every man,
woman, and child in the State. Reeing that
Queensland is such a young country a debs
like that seems to me to be burdensome to
the extent of disaster. If we go on at the
rate we have been going and spending
£1,500,000 of loan money a year——

The TreastRER: We are not doing that.
Tt was only £1,250,000 last year and £1,000,000
the year before.

Mr. BLAIR: And another £1,000,000 this
year. If we go on at that rate, and we strike
a bad season, or if we have to apply for a loan
and it turns out disastrously, it will be a bad
thing for the State.

The TREASURER: Are you against loan ex-
penditure altogether?
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Mr. BLAIR: No; I am not against loan
-expenditure altogether. I made 1t perfectly
plain at the outset of my remarks that I was
not against a judicious loan expenditure. But
1 argue that the State. as it appears to me,
has no margin of safety in it. and the expen-
diture is going ahead by such leaps and
bounds that if there is not a continuation of
sucoessful seasons, which the Treasurer fairly
admits at the opening of his speech, 1s
accountable for the surplus. then we will be
running into difficulty indeed.

The TREASURER: All Statements are framed
on that. ‘

Mr, BLAIR: Yes: that has to be taken
into consideration in making the calcula-
tions. The Premier alluded to the fact last
night that he borrowed £3,000,000, and he
was only paying interest on £2,000,000,

The TREASUTRER: What he said was that
£3.000,000 had been spent.

Mr. BLAIR: And he was only paying in-
terest on_ £2,000,000. I remember him often
talking about the widow’s cruse—no matter
how much she took out, the more came in.
‘Laughter.) That is all very well, but when it
is a question of paying hard cash it will be
found that the widow’s cruse is found want-
ing. This is something I know which hon.
members may not know, and that is that he
borrowed £1,000,000 from the Savings Bank,
for which he only paid 1} per cent. Yet,
while he has the advantage of this money,
he comes down to the House and says. that
he is only paying interest on £2,000,000. The
Treasurer knows that he had the advantage
of £1,000,000 from the Savings Bank for
which he only paid 1} per cent. interest. The
Treasurer can contradict me if it is not true.
He has been using it as loan money in finan-
cing the State, and it is not a proper method
of dealing with the funds of the bank. I am
pointing out what seems to me a matter that
wants looking into. I suppose it is another
widow’s cruse arrangement. The Premier
went down to Melbourne some time ago to
attend a conference. I am one of those who
helieve that these conferences are absolutely
unconstitutional. They are simply excres-
-cences ; they are warts, nothing more or less;
and as they savour of that malady, so they are
irritating in their results. 1 am also one of
those who believe that the State made a bad
‘bargain in the last conference.

The TreasURER: No. The last was very
successful. )

Mpr. BLAIR : The Treasurer is welcome to
his opinion, and he may be right. T am giving
my opinion for what it is worth. T prefer the
scheme which Sir William Lyne propounded. To
my mind it was gros« folly on the part of the
States, en the part of Queensland in varticular,
when they refused to avail themselves of that
scheme. I have bere the salient points of the
scheme, and 1 think it is well to bring them
befare the Chamber once again. )

Mr. D. Husrer: It is no use crying over
wpile milk.

Mr. BLATIR: Tt may be no use crying over
spilt milk, bt it is well to remember who spilt
the milk. Sir William Lyne’s scheme provided,
first, for the taking over by the Commonwealth
of the State debts; sscondly, for paying the
Sfates £6,000,000 ; thirdly, for taking over
old-age pensions, £2,000,000 per annum ; and,
fourthly, for a sinking fund. TItisa pity that
we have not something of that kind in Queens-
Jand for dealing with financial matters—some-
thing in the nature of a suspanse accomnt nr a
sinking fund—as iv would give greater solidarity
1o our finance.
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The TrEASURER: They are very good in
theory, but they do not work well in practice, as
a rule.

Mr. BLAIR : I am sorry to hear that, because
I thought it was a solid method of dealing with
finance. Sir William Lyne’s scheme provided
for a sinking fund, which the Auditor-General
of New South Wales stated would be worth about
£2,000,000 per annum to the States of Aus-
tralia. That was the scheme. The interest on
the public debts and old-age pensions totals
roughly £8,000,000. And the State Premiers, in
one of those wretched confereunces, refused that
offer, and to-day they are accepting a scheme
which is to give £1 5=, per capita to the States,
and they are pursuing the Commonwealth
Labour party, after having accepted from the
Commonwealth £1 Ds. per head, which the
Labour party recommended.

The TrEASURXR : Which the Labour party are
now opposing.

Mr. BLAIR: No; as I take it the Labour
party are opposing that agreement because it
seeks to fefter Commonwealth expenditure,

The TREASURER : Because it seeks to substitute
in perpetuity a clause for the Braddon section.

Mr. BLAIR: Because it seeks to establish in
perpetuity a provision in the place of the Brad-
don section, which takes the matter out of the
hands of Parliament.

The TrREASURER: That is the most essential
feature, . -

Mr. BLAIR : That is the reason why they
are opposing the agreement, as I understand the
matter, Sir William Lyne offered that splendid
scheme.

The TREASURER : He very soon withdrew it.

Mr. BLAIR: I know, as a matter of fact,
that it was refused with scorn. Sir William
Liyne was called a Rob Roy financier, and all that
kind of thing, and it was said that he was en-
deavouring to rob the States. I believe that that
offer will stand out in future history as the most
liberal solution of the Commonwealth and States
financial problem that has ever been put on
paper. Sooner or later it would have worked out
that the Commonwealth and States finances
would have been separated, and until that hap-
pens this so-called magnificent agreement will be
unsatisfactory. The present agreement purports
to give security in this way—that it is in perpetu-
ity. My opinion of section 87 of the Com-
monwealth Constitution is that no agreement of
that kind will bring about perpetuity.

The TREASURER: It will give as much per-
mapency as you can possibly get.

Mr. BLAIR: As‘uch permanency as you can
possibly hope to get. If that is the opinion of
the hon. gentleman, I agree with him. That
means nermaneney so long as the Prime Minister
of the Commonwealth is in favour of it.

The TREASURER : No, the people.

Mr. BLAIR : The moment the Prime Minis-
tec of the Commonwealth is against that arrange-
ment, he will have power under that section,
which is not taken out of the Constitution, to
make an alteration by passing a Bill through the
Federal Parliament. The words in the section
to which I refer are ‘‘until Parliament otherwise
provides,” and an alteration made by a sort of
referendum to the people will not, in my opinion,
tale away the power of the Commonwealth Par-
liament to alter that agreement in a year or two,
if it so suits them.

The TREASURER : It is not until Parliament
provides, but until the people provide.

Mr. Blair.]
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Mr. BLAIR: The Commonwealth Govern-
ment have made an agreement with the Premiers
of the States, and they are going to get that agree-
ment sanctioned by a sort of referendnm.

The TREASURER : That is to substitute the
provision embodying this agreement in the
Constitution in place of the Braddon section—
section 87.

Mr. BLAIR: Even if that is done, the Fede-
ral Parliament will still have power to substitute
another provision. The Federal Parliament is
sovereign in its own jurisdiction, and can substi-
tute any other provision they please.

The TREASURER : Not without a referendum.

Mr. BLLAIR : T am of opinion that there will
still be power, in spite of the so-called permanence
of this agreement, the moment the Prime
Minister is so minded to alter the arrangement,
and you will then be back in statu quo.

Mr. MAcARTNEY : Then what is all the fight in
the South about?

Mr. BLATR : I take it that the fight in the
South is whether the Parliament of the Com-
monwealth will agree to sanction an agreement

which is fettering Commonwealth

18.30 p.m.] traupsactions—an agreement, under

which the Federal Parliament will

let go out of its own hands the power of securing

absolute freedom in its own trassactions. Al-

though that agreement is to be referred to the

people, there is no perpetuity about it. It will

be, as the Treasurer himself admits, only useful
and only lasting as far as circumstances suit.

The TREASURER : As long asthe people wish—
the people have the last say.

Mr. BLAIR : Instead of being a perpetuity
clause, the people having the last say will reduce
this to a mere pretence, and subject it to the fluc-
tuations of popular feeling. The Auditor-
General in his report indicates that next year
there will be a loss of something like £160,000
on Commonwealth collections, That is one of
the almost direct results of this financial agree-
ment, which has been the outcome of the accu-
mulated financial skill of the Premiers and Trea-
surers of the States—that £160,000 is going to be
lost through Commonwealth collections.

The TrREASURER: If we had not made that
agreement we might have lost the lot.

Mr. HARDACRE : They are paying the old-age
pensions,

Mr. BLAIR: Yes, they are taking over and
making provision for the old-age pemsion. But
there is to be a loss, as the Auditor-General says,
of <£160,000.

The TrREASURER : More than that probably.

Mr. BLAIR : I am takiffg exuctly what he
says here, The interest bill will probably be
£70,000 or £80,000 more, and, instead of making
provision to meet this, it seems to me that the
Government are carrying on simply a policy of
reckless bonm which will be followed by the
inevitable result. There are only one or two
other matters to which I wish to refer. First of
all, hon. members know that the mining industry
has more than once come to the rescue of
Queensland, A yesar ago a promise was made
by the Premier to place £50,000 on the Hsti-
mates. (Hear, hear!)

The TREASURER : No definite promise.

Mr. BLAIR: He made that promise to a
deputation at which I sat with him as Minister
for Mines. I took the trouble afterwards to
consult the then Treasurer, and the then
Treasurer, with the sanction of the Premier,
allowed me to make provision for that amount.
That amount was sanctioned, but was after-
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wards cut down to something like £30,000—1 am
speaking from memory-—and to-day, according to:
the Estimates, it seems-to me that mining is
going to be starved.

The TrrEASURER : The newspaper reports do-
not mention any amount.

Mr. BLAIR : T am speaking from my memory
and my official knowledge of the matter.

The TreasURER: The reports refer to the
increased amount, but they do not mention a
definite statement.

Mr. BLAIR: T am making a definite state-
ment. Wharever the reports were, that amount
was promised, and the promise was not kept.
And to-day mining members will bear me out
when I say there i= absolutely no proporvtionate
provision made for assisting the mining industry
of Queensland.  As an ex-Secretary for Mines, [
am sorry to see that an important industry like
this has evidently not been thought worth while
considering, We know in many places the
industry is at a low ebb. I notice that the
Treasurer says the experience of the policy of
lending monsy for deep sinking has been such as
not to induce a repetition. I am aware that
much of that money has never been repaid.

The TREASURER : £51,000 loaned and only
£1,500 repaid.

Mr. BLAIR : Surely the Treasurer does not
judge it by the amount returned ? Discoveries
have been made, land has been developed, fresh
minerals have heen discovered, and she indirect
result to the State has been, I take it, much.
more than that amount. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. Corsgr: Not as productive as railway
expansion.

Mr. BLAIR: Possibly in itself it is not as
productive as railway expansion, but we must
remember that mining, time and again, wher
a drought has affected Queensland, has come
to the rescue, and brought in a revenue which
enabled us to carry on, when otherwise we
would have been insglvent. Although the
building of railways might be a safer invest-
ment-—1 do not express any opimon one way
or another on that matter at present—still I
think it is the duty of the Government fo
make some provision for mining expansion,
and in this Statement I do not see any
adequate provision made for assisting that
industry. I join with other hon. members in
rejoicing that our flocks and herds have in-
oreased. It is an exceedingly gratifying thing
to find that last year was one of great pros-
perity in the pastoral industry. Cattle
increased from 3,892,232 to 4,321,600; horses:
from 4%8.486 to 519,969; and sheep have in-
creased from 16,738.047 to 18,348,851; and I
hope that the anticipation of the Treasurer;
that this vear they will equal the greatest we
have ever had in Queensland, will be realised.
During the time I went through Queensland:
1 found that the pastoralists, like everybody
else, had to suffer through the drought, from
pestilences and things of that kind. They
have had their bad days, and I, for one, do
not grudge them their prosperity. Ihope thev
will continue prosperous, because the more
prosperity the people of Queensland have. the
more we will have for the State. Tt strikes
me that the Government might have done
considerably more than the Hstimates show
for mining, agriculture, and for the poorly
paid public servants. It is another gratifying
thing, and I think it is worth while em-
phasising. that the number of taxpayers
having accounts at the Government Savings
Bank, and the amounts have increased. It is
very satisfactory to learn that the Government
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have opened branches as the different railways
under conssruction. I think if that method of
procedure is followed, it will enable those who
are earning money on the line to save a larger
proportion of their earnings. I notice that
the veturn of wheat has been greater than
was anticipated, and I venture to say, sub-
jeet to the opinion of hon. members more
experienced in that matter, that agricul-
ture might receive more assistance 1f the
present Agricultural Bank Act was made a
living thing instead of the ghastly farce it is.
The people I have sympathy with are the
people who have to administer that Act, for
the simiple reason that it is so unworkable, so
restricted in its operations, that it is almost
impossible to make a good thing out of it, and
it would be much Detter if the Government
took the matter boldly and firmly in hand and
wiped it out altogether, and passed some
decent measure that would give the people on
the land some generous assistance. {Hear.
hear!) Some time ago I had a conversation
with dairymen in regard to the Agriculbural
Department, and the strongest condemnation
was voiced of that department, particulariy on
the tick question. 1 understand a deputation
13 shortly to wait on the MMinister, and I hove
the views of the members of that deputation
will commend themselves to him. I had an
opportunity of hearing the matter discussed
by men who knew what they were talking
about, and appreciated to the full extent the
weight of thewr utterances, and they assured
me that instead of that department being of
any assistance to them it was practically a clog
on the wheels of their proevess. 'There are
cther matters in the Agricultural Department
that want looking into, and I hope the Minister
in charge will see that the views of men
thoroughly experienced and eonversant with
the matters on which thev are speaking will
secure the attention they deserve, There is
.another very important matter dealt with in
this Statement, and that i= the conservation
of water and irrication. I am glad to see that
the Government have taken the opportuniiy
of making use of the visit of Dr. FElwood
Mead.

The TrEASURER: e was
specially.

Mr, BLAIR: I am verv pleased he wax
brought up specially, because we cannot pos-
sibly spend too much mcney on matters of
that kind. I would like to sce wells provided
on - stock routes, and hores sunk testine for
watsr. so that if a drought ever besets us
again provision will be made for the people
who will have to fransfer large numbers of
stoek from one part of the State to another.
Then al#» in connection with linking up our
trunk lines. I would also like to see this—
and I throw it out as a suggestion—I would
like to sce bores made use of in testing for
minerals. (Hear, hear!) In many districts in
the North which I had the pleasure of going
through there seems to be a vast expanse of
mineral fields, which are not tested, and it
seems to me that if the system of boring—as
well as testing for water—were adopted in test-
ing for minerals, much good would result to
the State. (Hear, hear!)

Mr., HarDacRE: There are immense coal
seams there.

Mr. BLATIR: Asthe hon. member for Leich-
hardt reminds me, there are immense coal seam=
there. Thers are immmense coal veams not tested
in my dis‘rict yet-—at Buandanba and round
there—and T would be very gelad if some such
systemr of festing for minerale and coal were
adopted. T do not think it conld possibly result
in anything but good to the State. I have only

brought up
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one or two words to say in regard to immigra-
tion. 1 am one of those who are of opinion that
a good deal tou much has been paid for the immi-
gration we have got. I am not against immigra-
tion at all ; but [ believe that the clasx coming
to Queensland-—or a majority of them—are not
the class suitable for settlement bere. I notice
by the Treasurer’s Statement that it is said they
are absorbed. That is not my experience. There
are men comwing out here ss immigrants who not
only are not absorbsd, hut go to swell the labour
market, and increase the difticully of the solution
of the unemployed problem. I would like the
Treasurer, or those asscciated with him, to look
carefully into this, and ascertain whether these
criticisms are not well founded, There are men
here that I know personally who are unable to
get work, and there are men coming out who, so
far from being absorbed, are simply swelling the
unemployed.

Mr. GranT: The railwsy ennbractors in New
South Wales advertised for 1,000 men just now,

Mr. BLAIR : That gives an explanation of
what was said the vther night, because the rail-
way contractor down South is offering bester
terms, and when we made an endeavour the
other day to get Ss. a day for the navvy, it was
unfortunately deieated. As long as wages of
that kind are paid, there will ve a dearth of
labour on the lines. The hon, member knowsas
well as I do that there are better wages given,
and better terms of employment given by the
contiactors of New South Wales than by the
contractors on our own lines. ¥e knows that,
he appreciates it, be vorted for iy last tim‘e.
That is my answer to the hon. member’s remark.
With regard to the Estimates, I am sorry to say
that there is a tendency to increase the emolu-
ments of the highly paid officials to the sacrifice
of the lower paid officials.

Mr, Krogu: I am wish you there.

Mr. BLAIR : Then we shall succeed. (Laugh~
ter.)

The TREASURER :
all round.

Mr. BLAIR : The Premier the other night—
I had not the opportunity of hearing this
wisdom, but I read some of it, and the Treasurer
referred me to the newspaper reports and other

There have been increases

* matter—said that for a person to get up here,

and argue that the less highly paid servants were
not getting sufficient was a kind of cheap
electioneering claptrap. That was the answer
he gave to the deputy leader of the Opposition.
I do not think that is fair criticism; I do not
think it is just or right. The less mghly paid
servant is entitled to our aid to see thas he gets
a living wage, avd it is incumbent on us_to
stand up in our places and do everything thab
we possibly can to sve that the large majority of
the public service get a living wage, before we:
vote large amounts to highly paid officials all
round.

Mr. Krnocu: Hear, hear!
every instance. .

Mr. BLAIR ¢ I take it that that is an argu-
ment which will appeal to all, that it is not fair
o obtrude the charge of seeking to gain popu-
larity by charging those who are trying to do
their duty with endeavouring to catch votes.

The TrEASURER : Have you seen the incre¢ases
on the Hstimates ?

Mr. BLAIR : No. Iunderstand that the word
went round to the civil service that the Esti-
mates were to be cut down—the Treasurer will
contradict me in both statements if I am
wrong——

The TREASURER: As a matter of fact, they

were put up.
Mr. Blair.]

I am with you in



442 Supply.

Mr. BLAIR: Did the word go round tha
they were to be cut down?

The TREASURER : At first,

Mr. BLAIR : At first, As a matter of fact,
are they not largely cut down ?

The TREASURER: No, they are all put up—
considerably over what the original Xstimates
were.

Mr. BLAIR: I am very glad to hear that,
but I am very dubious. If they are put up,
then I still say there are a large number in
the service—I am sure the hon. gentleman
agrees with me—who are not receiving a living
wage, and I am perfectly certain, from what
I know of him, that he would personally rather
help those than he would spend large sums of
money in increasing the emoluments of those
who are already getting a very fine living out
of the State. I am not saying one word against
giving increases where they are deserved, even
where the man who deserves that increase is
getting 2 good emolument at present, but I do
say there are instances in the Estimates which
could be well left at the salaries at which they
stood last year, and the amounts saved there dis-
bursed among the less highly paid members. I
have nothing further to say. Ihave endeavoured
to compress my remarks into as short a gpace as
Icould. T merely say thas the criticism I have
voiced has not been in any partisan spirit, but
has only been uttered because [ felt it was my
duty to utter it, (Hear, hear!)

Mr. FERRICKS (Bowen): - The brief
remarks which I have to make will be centred
around the agricultural industry, representing,
as I do, a farming constituency. While the
Financial Statewent presented to the House
reads rather optimistically, I find in it causes
for serious regret. The main cause for regret
is the absence of any provision for the in-
crease or extension of our splendid system
of central mills, which has worked so success-
fully since its initiation, and which has con-
duced so much to the settlement of our coastal
lands, especially in the North.

The TrEASTURER: They are only working to
the half of their capacity. 1 have got the
figures to-day.

Mr. Lennox: That is an exaggeration.

.. Mr. FERRICKS: I know of instances in the
North where the mills cannot cope with the
cane. The Treasurer gives agriculture a very
prominent place, and says tﬁaﬁ sugar is the
main feature of the agricultural industry as a
revenue-producing factor. Of course, I ap-
preciate that prominence, but when you
come to examine the Statement there is only
a theoretical prominence, there is nothing in
the shape of encouragement. I believe there
is some little uncertainty in the minds of the
members of the Cabinet, or the Chief Secre-
tary, regarding the future of the sugar in-
dustry, and I think that accounts somewhat
for its absence. I will endeavour To show
you that there is not an atom of uncertainty
regarding the future of this great industry,
either from a State or a Federal point of view.

The TREASUTRER: You must be very con-
fident then,

Mr. FERRICKS: The main feature of this
matter, which has been brought before the
people of Australia of late years by a few
calamity-howlers—if I may so term them—
who, since they have been deprived of their
stock-in-trade bogey--the shortage of labour
bogey—have looked round for another bogey,
and have grasped upon the question of over-
supply. Now, speaking from memory, the
year 1907 was the nearest approach of pro-
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duction to consumption, when the difference,
1 understand, was about 30,000 tons of sugar,
equal in round numbers to about 300,000 tons
of sugar-cane. When that stage was attained,
we were given to understand by the men
that I have just referred to that, with the in-
creased area going under cane, it would be
only a matter of a few years when the pro-
duction of sugar in Australia would overtake
consumption ; that the Australian white-grown
sugar then would not be able to compete with
that grown by coloured labour in Java and
elsewhere, but would be confined to Austra-
lian markets; and that with the over-supply
there would be a fall in the price of sugar,
and a decrease in the price of cane. That
serious state of affairs, however, has not been
brought any closer to a consummation, but
has been further removed. " Last year the
discrepancy between production and con-
sumption was about 50,000 tons, and there is
every indication that the falling off this year
will be even greater. The deputy leader of
the Opposition made the estimate that it
would be 37,000 tons, and I am prepared to
accept that as correct. I realise that this
vear has been abnormally unfavourable; and
we learn from the annual report of the
Colonial Sugar Refining monopoly that thab
gigantic concern last year handled 250,000
tons of sugar for the first time in the history
of the industry in Australia. That comprises
the consumption of sugar in New Zealand,
which may be set down at 45,000 tons, leaving
about 205,000 tons as having been consumed
in the Commonwealth, So far from being
realised is this fear of over-production that
the Colonial Sugar Refining Company’s
report points cut the consnmption of sugar in
Australia was double last year what it was
fourteen years ago. On the same basis of
increase, the oconsumption fourteen years
nence will be 410,000 tons.

Mr. Corser: No. You won’t double the
population in that time

Alr, FERRICKS: I will admit that that is
too sanguine a view to take: but 1 Wlll put
the increase at 50 per cent., and that will allow
for the consumption of about 3805.000 tons
fourteen years hence. In the North there has
Leen a great expansion of cane-growing during
recent years, and that will be increased if the
(Government will erect more central mills; but
to balance that increase, T would remind hon.
members that on the Northern Rivers of New
South Wales a lot of sugar-farmers are going
out of the cane business because dairying and
other avenues offer better inducements. In
the face of these facts, whatever trouble the
sugar-farmer may have, the question of over-
production is not one of them, or likely to be
one of them. There is another aspect of the
guestion which I think has had some bearing
on the Cabinet’s resolve to mark time in this
matter, .

The TREASURER: The Proserpine mill 1s not
runuing up to its capacity.

AMr. FERRICKS : T am speaking of districts
where mills are required. Irthink it is the
Federal control that influences them in mark-
ing time. Last yvear. when a deputation of
Johnstone River farmers waited on the Chief
Secretary and asked him to establish a central
mill on the guarantee of their lands. his reply
was that, the sugar industry bein
hands of the Federal (overnment. the State
(tovernment did not think an investment of
£50,000 or £60.000 for the erection of a central
milil on the Johnstone River was warranted.

The TrREASURER: Apart from that, the pro-
position was not sound.
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Mr. FERRICKS: And by interjection yes-
terday the Premier said the sugar industry of
Auystralia was under Federal control. To
what extent is it under Federal control® To
the extent only that it is the Federal Govern-
ment that has the power to increasc or main-
tain or decrease or wipe out altogether the
protective tariff of £6 per ton now charged cn
black-grown sugar coming into Australia.

An_Hoxovraple MpwBER: If that was
wiped out the industry would be wiped out.

AMr. FERRICKS: The Excise and the
bounty—which is really a rebate of Excize—
have no application to the question of the
rermanency of the industry. These two con-
ditions were imposed as a protestion to the
white grower against the hlack grower: and if
both were wiped off to-morrow it would not
matter a scrap. Cane would be worth 2s. a
ton more if hoth Excise and Lounty were
removed, but whether that 2s. would go to
the farmer is another matter, because it would
first have to pass through the Colonial Sugar
Refining monopoly. There is already a
movement against the re-enactment of the
Excise and bounty provisions after 1913, when
they expire automatically. The old school
of black labourites are protesting against the
reinstitution of those arrangements, because
they think they see the opportunity of in-
dulging unrestrictedly in their old love, black
labour: but the chance they have in.that re-
spect can be estimated by the fact that there
is not a public man in Queensland game to
get up and advocate a return to coloured
labour. To return to the tariff phase of the
-question, isit thought that there will be found
a Government in Australia that will throw
open the door to an unlimited influx of
.aliens? The declared policy of Australia is
white; and if any Government did that, the
howl that would come from the people would
Le sufficieiit to rend them in a thousand
pieces politically. And where is the differ-
ence Letween allowing the free influx of aliens
and allowing an influx into Australia of com-
modities produced by alien labour? In my
opinion there is no difference, and no Federaj
Government would be so foolish or incon-
siderate or unpatriot’c or so looking for
‘disaster as to throw open the doors of Aus-
tralia to an unlimited landing of alien-grown
sugar to compete with sugar grown in Aus-
tralia under white labeur conditions. The
people of Australia have declared in very
-emphatic language that the sugar industry is
“to be a white industry. They have signified

their intention of maintaining

[9 p.m.] that in a practical way by paying

an increased price for their sugar.
Hundreds and thousands of Southerners as
well as of Northerners are employed in
various phases of that industry, and I contend
that any fears on the score of the sugar tariff
~of £6 per ton being removed are groundless.
in addition to the declared poley of Aus-
fralia being in favour of a white industry, the
declared policy of the Commonwealth is to-
wards protection. and I think the tendency
s rather that that £6 per ton will be in-
creased to £8 per ton, and that a rise in that
~direction would receive a hearty endorsement
at the hands of the people of Australia. That
constitutes the Federal control of the sugar
industry, and it is a control that need not
“IUSe  any mIsZivings in the minds of the
abinet as to the future of the industry. The
Financial Statement refers to the sugar n-
~dustry as the primary revenue prodicer of the
sgreat agricultural industry, yet we find that
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there is a tendency to expend some of the
surplus—small though it be—in the erection
of addftional meatworks,

The TrEASURER: That is not a Government
undertaking at all. That is a private enter-

prise.
Mr. FERRICKS: The Financial State-
ment says—

The rapid inerease of our flocks and herds has led to
the econsideration ot ways of ntilixing the saurplus, and
it i suggesied that turther meatworks should be
erected 1o ¢cope with the situation,

The TrEASURER: That refers to the surplus
stock, and to private enterprise, not to a
Government undertaking.

Mr. FERRICKS: I thought it was tne
intention of the Government to build these
works. I am pleased to learn that that is not
the case, because we all know that there is no
great demand for additional meatworks, but
that the existing works have difficulty in
obtaining a sufficiency of cattle to keep them
going. I thought the Government Were going
in for building central meatworks, and that
would be a rather bad preference to give over
an extension of the central sugar mill system.
My remarks on the sugar industry would not
be complete without a passing reference to
the question of labour in that industry. I do
not believe there is a member in this Cham-
ber who is in any way sceptical as to the
success of white labour in the canefields. Of
course in the early stages there was a little
trouble, but that has passed away. So much
so, that that political organisation—the Aus-
tralian Sugar Producers’ Association—and its
official and political organ—the Australian
Sugar Journal-—have been converted to the
principle of a whitec Australia in the cane-
fields. Though they may have done it
grudgingly, they have done it, and though
there is nothing new about such conversion,
the state of labour in the canefields has re-
solved itself into the old experience that, when
men are treated as men, they reciprocate and
act as men. Whilst these little difficulties did
oceur in the early stages, the cause of those
troubles was that many of the prominent
black-labour politicians of the day-—many of
them sitting on that side of the House at the
preseiit time-2—

Mr. WHITE: Where?

Mr. FERRICKS: Behind the present Go-
vernment.  Those black-labour members
painted work in the canefields in such terrible
colours that men hesitated to engage in the
work. People in the Northern mining towns
were told that the kanaka would have to be
retained, or a substitute found for him.

Alr. J. M. HoNTER: A coloured substitute.

Mr. FERRICKS: A coloured substitute.
They were told thaé work in the canefields
was not fit for white men, and that white
men would not do the work. Only a few
years ago I heard the senior member for
Townsville give expression to those senti-
ments before his constituents, and I think
he will admit that there has been a great
alteration since then. Many hon. members
may have in their mind’s eye the Goondi
strike when I am speaking about the indus-
trial soundness of the industry. The hon.
member for Clermont, when speaking on this
question the other night, made out that the
Goondi strike was broken up by canecutters
and millworkers who had their own houses
and ground. The® looked at those houses
and grounds, and decided to go to work and
break up the sirike. The hon. member had
made that asserton on the authority of the

Mr. Ferricks.]
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Australiun Segar Journul. 1 am not surprised
at that journal having made the statement,
because we recognise it is one of the greatest
howlers against white labour of all the
Journalistic monstrosities that see the light
around Brisbane, Nor am I surprised at the
hon. member for Clermont quoting that
Journal as his authority on industrial union-
1sm, hecause that publication has treated the
non. member very liberally in the past. As
a matter of fact, the statement made by the
hon. member is not true. The Goondi strike was
broken up by two boatloads of blacklegs who
were taken up there from Sydney by the
Colonial Sugar Refining monopoly. ~ Some of
those men I saw when they were passing
through. and they were a most dejected crew.
They were eloquent testifiers to the oppressive-
ness of capitalism, and to the depths of degra-
dation and poverty to which men are subject in
the race for the honour of building up parasiti-
cal dividends for non-workers. Some of those
men were bootless; others wore a coat and
trousers, and an apology for a singlet. Others
wore a coat, trousers, and boots, while each
of them subjected his one shirt to a wash on
the way up. I asked those men if they knew
where they were going, and what they were
going to do. They sald “No”—they were
engaged in Sydney to work in a sugar-mill
at so much a week and tucker; and that was
all they knew about the strike at Goondi.
The hon. member for Clermont, when refer-
ring to the matter, did not say anything about
those blacklegs. He did not say that that
friend of unionism, Inspector Malone—a man
who _gained kudos by riding roughshod over
the Western shearers in the early nineties—-
with his natural officiousness, was there at
work, knowing that he had a capitalistic
Government at his back. The hon. member
did not say anything about Inspector Malone
and thirty of his minions being present at
Goondi, and that they saw that the blacklegs
were protected. There is a further connection
in this matter., Some hon. gentlemen opposite
—1I do not say they are in the Chamber now
- —but some hon. members who sit on the
other side—held up their hands in unctious
horror when they heard of the Goondi strike,
and they felt glad that they had a Govern-
ment in power which could bring Gatling
gurs to bear on the strikers if the worst came
to the worst. Let me tell hon. members what
the strike was about. It was about the aboli-
tion of what was called the ° kit system.”’
For the information of members of this House,
I may endeavour to explain what that system
is.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. FERRICKS: 1 was endeavouring to
show that the sugar indusiry was sound cli-
matically. end that it was sound commercially,
and I was going to point out that members of
this House and the Cabinet have not got the
right conception of the position in relation to
the Stute and Federal Governments. 1 was
endem‘ourit}fz to point out that the only un-
soundness in connection with the sugar in-
dustry was the industrial part. and that indus-
trial unsoundness was in the power of the
State Government to remove. by bringing the
privately owned mills into such a state as
would compel the employment of white labour
only. (FHear, hear!) Tf that were done, it
would he sound enough industrially. So far
as I have gove into the matter of the Federal
control of the sugar industry, there is nothine
to cause the least fear from a State point of
view. The question of land settlement iz a
matter that attaches most directly to the estab-
lishment of these central mills.” There is no
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other institution, whether it is a central meat-
works or central business of any kind, that has
the same power and facilities for settlement on
the land. The settlement that follows the
establishment of these mills is just the kind of
settlement that is required. Farmers who go
on 100 and 160 acre blocks start cane-growing,
and in a few years are fairly large suppliers.
Mining and pastoral businesses are not nearly
s6 consistent as that, and do not so regularly
conduce to settlement. The Federal control
of the sugar industry might provide a hedge
for the Government of the day to dodge
behind in regard to the erection of central
sugar mills, but the Government have a duty
to perforim in regard to seftling our coastal
lands, and there is no more effective way of
doing that duty than by the erection of central
mills. When the deputy leader of this party
was speaking last night, the Secretary for
Public Lands asked him if the mills in his dis-
trict were working at their full capacity. and
the Treasurer to-night made a similar irter-
jection when referring to central miils. In
the district which I now specially refer to,
the mills cannot accommodate the cane sup-
plied to them. The cane crops of the Lower
Burdekin are the best in Queensland in
weight, density, and uniformity, and the admis-
sion made by the deputy leader of the Opposi-
tion yesterday that there were pests in hiz dis-
triet in the shape of beetles and grubs does not
apply to that district, as we have nothing of
that sort. We have the highest crops and un-
limited accommodation for the settler. But
there can be no further settlement, and no ex-
pansion in cane-growing, until we have mor=
crushing power. The privately owned mills
cannot cope with the cane supply, and unless
the Government agree or see to the erection
of some central mills they are actuaily retard-
ing the suecar industry. I have referred to
the sugar industry, because I do not think
there i3 a sufficient conception taken of it by
hon. members. Tf the Chief Secretary will
look more into his contention about the sugar
industry passing into Federal control, he will
see that there 1s only one thing that makes
him say that., and that is the protective duty
of £8 per ton. There is no possibility, after
the declared voice of Australia. of the removal
of that £6 per ton protection on sugar.

The TrREASURER: There is no certainty of
that.

Mr, FERRICKS: It is the declared voice of
Australia. Australia has declared against re-
ducing it.

Mr., CoyNE: There is no certainty with the
Cook-Deakin (GGovernment.

Mr. FERRICKS: The tendency, if any-
thing, is to raise the tariff, and I think that
that will he done. I do not think that Deakin,
Clook, and company even would attempt o
lower it. 1 do not think they would be so
foolish as to pull down that obstacle to the
admission of foreign-grown sugar. If that
protection is removed, it will only mean that
there will be an influx into this country of
alien-manufactured sugar. That is the only
application that can be put to the question
of the Federal control of the sugar industry.
Tt is realised everywhere that the guestions of
excise and bounly have no application, and
the question of labour has no application, and
the only question is the tariff of Australia.
But who is going to wipe this out to admit
the free influx of alien-manufactured sugar
here? I hope the Government will give
further consideration to this matter of the
erection of central sugar-mills. If it is con-
sidered on its merits, and on strictly business
lines—for instance, if the settlement that will
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arerue, and the revenue that will follow that
~ettlement will warrant the Government in
advancing the money for such a purpose—if
it is looked at in a broad- mmded manner,
there can be but one answer, and that will be
“Yes.,” I trust, therefore, that it will not be
too long before further consideration is given
and something done in the direction I have
sdvocsted,
(Question put.

Mr. J. M, HUNTER {(Maranoa): 1 desire
to tender the Treasurer my congratulations
and also to tender Queensland my congratula-
tions on coming out with a surplus this vear.
When I think that credit is due, then it is my
duty to give that credit. At the same time I
think that Queensland is to be congratulated
more than the Treasurer, because, after all, it
is the buoyant nature of our industries and
the excellent seasons that we have enjoyed that
are responsible for the resuit. That will be

very clear if we cast our minds back to the esti-

mate that was made last vear. In last year's
Budget we find that the Treasurer anticipated
a surplus of £5,203, and he actually received
£9,941. The suann’e part of the whole thing
is that this £9,941 aurplus is only secured by
obtaining SltO 539 more in revenue than he
anticipated. Ministers are evidently not in close
touch with the financial possibilities of the
various departments when they are so far out
in their estimate of revenue and expenditure.
It is a very easy matter to spend money when
you have got it. I am not saying that the
money has not been wisely spent; I hope it
has. But 1} is_not a question of spendmg or
of surpluses. It is a question of anticipaling
something approximate to what your surplus
is going to be.

The Prraisg: The surplus was a very near
approximation to the estimate.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: How far out would
your estimate have been if you had not
received that increased revenue from the Com-
monweaith and the Railways?

The TrReEASTRER: We knew from month to
month what we were likely fo get, and spenn
accordingly.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: I am not talking
about what you expected from month to
month, but about your anticipations for the
year.

The Premier: You told us last year that
our estimate was far too high.

Mr, J. M. HUNTER: If the hon. gentle-
man says that some member stated last year
that the estimate of the Government was too
high, he is probably correct, because I heard
somebody in the House make that remark,
but if the hon. gentleman says I made that
statemens he mix represents me, We are told
by the Treasurer that sound finance is the
largest factor of good government. Sound
finance presupposes that the man who is deal-
ing with finance knows something about what
he is doing,.and when a Treasurer gives an
estimatr: such as the hon. gentleman gave last
year, it cannot be termed sound finance, see-
ing that though he received a windfall of
£170,000 in the shape of revenue, his ssii-
mated expenditure was exceeded bv £165,000.
Such finance as that cannot be said to be an
avidenes of good government; it is rather an
indication to the confrary. We are also told
that, although extra revenue has been re-
ceived, it has been spent. I rather think that
the Treasurer would have been in an awkward
fix in regard to that extra expenditure. which
was not voluntary, but was forced by the
mecessities of the departments, if he had not
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got those windfalls in revenue from the Com-
monwealth and the railways. I do not :ay
that the money has been spent where 1t was
not needed, because if I did so I should be
charging the Treasurer and the Government
with maladministration. But I do say that
the expenditure of £165,000 over and above
the estimate would proba.bly have taken place,
whether the Governmneni had received those
increases in revenue or not. I believe that a
large amount of money was spent on railways,
and it is probable that the Commissioner
undertook to do a good deal of the work on
which that money was expended before the
Treasurer knew anything about it, and before
he knew he was going to get his increased
revenue; and that shows that there was an
uncertainty in the estimate for last year.
That leads one to question whether the esti-
mate for this year will not be just as far out
as that for last year, if there 1s not a corre-
sponding windfall from the Commonwealth
and the Railway Department.

The PREMIER: You might get rather extra-
vagant if you knew everything.

Mr. J. M. TIUNTER: The Government
have lived up to their reputation for extrava-
pance in this instance, because as scon as they
discovered that they were going to have this
c‘\tra. money they began spending it. Re-
ferring to the revenue for 1908-9, the Trea-
surer, in his Budget Speech, says the marked
inerease in the railway earnings is one of the
satisfactery features of the revenue. In
enlarging upon that statement last night, ihe
Premier said that railway building and settls-
ment should go together. I agree with the
hon. gentleman in that statement. Of course,
the central idea was that railway building
would lead to ‘I‘@a,fé‘l develcpment in the
revenue from our railways and from land. I
believe that if 1a11war building s nropexlv
carried out—that is if feeders are added to
our trunk lines—-the revenue from railways
will be considerakly increased. But while
telling us that, rhe hon. gontleman alse told
us that there must be due cconomy in expen-
dxture, otherwise fre:h taxes would have to
be 1“npom'l during next year. I am not one
of those who believe that our railways should
be tsed for the purpcses of revenue, but I
find that a large number of our trunk lines
are us:d for revenue purposes.

The PrevierR: You sheould consider them as
a whole.

Mr., J.

A, BUNTER: I am going to take

. them as a whole, and I am goinz to endeavour

to dissect them also, and show what genuineness
there is in the profession of the Government
that our railways are simply run for the trans.
mission of products from the great centres to -
ports or markets. I want to show the Pre-
mier that while he is talking about not im-
posm" fresh taxation, there is increasesd taxa.
tion, in some instances, which the people aie
not conscious of, and that that extra taxation
is imposed on ‘those who are least able to
bear it, while those who should pay a full
share of it are allowed to escape. For that
purpose I have taken the carnings of the main
trunk lines—the Scuthern, Ceatral and
Northern Railways—and suburban lines. 1t
all depends on the point of view from which
vou look at it. Let me ask the attention of
the Premier a short time to the fizures whish
I am alout to quote. I fiud that amongst the
suburban lines—that is the Brisbane lines,
represented by a number of members in this
Chamber—~the South Briskane to Southpors
line last year earned 18s. 4d. per cent.

Mr.J. M. Hunter.]
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The PruMiER: You must remember that
that line was also a non-paying line at one
time.

Mr, J. AL HUNTER: I am proving that it
is still a non-paylng line. I am ounly dealing

with last year’s figures—-{ am not

9.80 p.m.] gcing into ancient history. The

Bethania to Beaudesert line
carned £1 15s. 7d. per cent. ; Brnest Junction to
Tweed Heads line, i4s. 9d. per cent.: the
South Brisbane to Manly line, £1 15s. 10d. per
cent.; and the Brisbane to Sandgate line
earned £2 5s. 1d, per cent. The Alanly to
(leveland line did not payv interest on the
capital invested, and the line from Mayne to
Ernoggera was the same,

The SEcrrTaRY FOR RatLways: That is a
guaranteed line.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: The Pinkenba line is
also a losing line. Brisbane - and suburbs,
with a population of something over 25 per
cent, of the entire population of Queensland,
is being served by these railways, and that is
how they are being taxed for the services ren-
dered. Let us see how the people who go
away to the West, and to the North, and in
the Central districts, who do pioneering work
and open up the country—let us see how they
are paying for services rendered. The Gowrie
to Cunnamulla line earned £4 6s. 9d. per
cent. : the Gowrie to Brisbane line earned £6
0s. 11d. per cent.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The class of
traffic has a great deal to do with that.

Mr. J. M., HUNTER: I will come to the
traffic presently. The Charters Towers to
Hughenden line earned £5 19s. 8d. per cent.,
and the Archer Park to Longreach line earned
£4 8s. 5d. per cent. This, to my mind, is not
actine up to the principles that have been set
forth as governing the (Government in their
idea as to how railways should be run. If
the idea is that the produce of the State is to
be carried at the lowest possible rate to ports,
then 1 say these rates are abnormally hich,
and the Western producers are making up the
losses on these suburban lines that these
people enjoy-—as I suppose your constituency
enjoys very nica trips from Laidlev to Bris-
bhane—they enjoy all these excursions on holi-
days with cheap fares, and free trips down
the Bay. Whil2 you are servine the varions
vatering places around the city, the people
outside, who have to do all the hard work of
opening up the country, and have to live
under the greatest difficulties and hardships,
are being penalised for it.

Mr. Murcany: They pay for it.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: That sort of thing
is retarding settlement and the production
that should take place in the interior. - The
suburban lines, that are not paying interest
on cost of construction, are being kept up bv
the high freights that are paid by the Western
producers. It is a peculiar thing that during
the last general election a great ery went out
about the land tax the Labour party would
impose if they were returned to power, and
it was rather amusing to notice the great in-
terest that was taken in this matter by the
metropolitan Press. They pointed out to the
farmer and the small allotment holder and
the householder that they would be driven
off the land, yet I-have not seen a single line
written to teil the men out on these farms
on the Downs and in the West that they are
being overcharged in the raillway freights
they pay. They are not warned about that.
bhecause, like the oxen, so long as they will
bear the burden, and say nothing about it.
it is all right. The only time they are asked
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to squeal is in the event of a land tax being-
brought about. Their concern was not about.
the man who owned a small farm—they were
concerned about what they would have to
pay under a land tax themselves in the city
and suburbs. The Government and the Press
howl forth on these lines, but their indiffer-
ence can only be shown by their utter dis-
regard as to the taxes that are being inflicted
on the people outside Brisbane. In theory,
the Premier says that he believes in cheap
freights. If he does, and accepts what he said
on this point—that he believed the right
thing was that not more than the interest on
the cost of construction should be charged on
railways—then he should immediately set
about reducing the freights on the Western,
Central, and Northern lines that are paying
these large returns. The central idea is that
these lines are the means of bringing the in-
terior into as close proximity to the metropolis
as possible—placing a market within reach of
the producer who has the courage to go out
and endeavour to develop our resources. And
one of the chief objects we have in our minds
when we say we do not believe in syndicate
railways is that syndicate railways might have
high freights, and take out of the control of
the Government the right to give to the
people this cheap transit to our ports. If the.
Government are going to penalise the people
in this way by imposing high rates of freight,
then the railways might as well belong to
syndicates, because the Government are syndi-
cating these lines. They are giving special
concessions to certain people of the State,
while they are making the outside people
pay these high rates. I hold that the long dis-
tance freights should be reduced to the level
of those being charged 4n New South Wales.
Last night the senior member for Ipswich,
Mr. Maughan, read out some of the railway
freights from Knibbs, and was told he was
wrong. I believe, as far as cream charges
were concerned, he was wrong: but had he
referred to the long distance freights charged
on the New South Wales lines, and compared
them with the freights charged on our rail-
ways—that is. second and third class goods—
he would have been able to show this Cham-
ber that the Queensland Government are
charging their settlers on third-class goods as
high as 60 per cent. more than is charged
on the same goods in New South Wales.
This doe:.not harmonise with the profession
of the Government that they are arranging
for settlement. in the interior. When we hear
members get up and almost in a state of
hysterics declare that the country is about to
become insolvent through prickly pear, and
rush into panic legislation, advocating close
settlement as the one means of combating
this pest, one is surprised that they do not
consider that it would be better to give men
some inducement to take this land up, instead
of penalising them when they go there with
these high freights. The Chief Secretary said
last night that the party on this side of the
House was not in favour of borrowing, but
you have only to cast your mind back a few
months ago, when we assisted the Government
in passing a £38,000,000 lcan. We are told we
are not in favour of railway construction, but
that very money was voted because we had
already passed the plans and estimates of a
number of railways that we believed were
needed in Queensland. My desire is to see the
Government build more lines than we have.
We are behind in cur railway building : we are
trying to get up to settlement, and, instead of
lagging behind, as we have been doing. the
Government should get ahead of settlement,
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and build lines out to Crown lands suitable for
agriculture, dairying, and pasture. All that
the settlers require is to be placed within
reach of the main trunk line, and if that is
done there is a big future for Queensland.
The Treasurer, in his Budget, refers to the
pastcral and agricultural industry, and, to
my mind, they come closely together, as far
as the treatment they should receive from the
Government is concerned. Some suggestion
has been made that extra meatworks are re-
quired in Queensland, and I believe that
urgent attention should be given to this
matter by the Government. We find the value
of stock 15 deprerciating to an alarming degree,
and unless they can be dealt with in some
way, and sent cut of the country, the large
increase which has taken place in our herds
and flocks is going to injure that industry very
much.

The TREASURER: They are floating a big
company in Sydvoey to operate in Queensiand.

Nir. J. M. HOUNTER: I would like to see
the (fovernment take it up, because we find
the disposition on the part of those operating
these large concerns is to form rings and fix
the price of stock, and in that wuay the pro-
dycer is robbed of the full value of his pro-
duct. I would like to see the Government
of Queensland take the same stand as the
South Australian Government in this matter,
and receive not only stock from the squatter,
but also from the small selector. As I have
said before, a selector 800, 400, or 500 miles
from Adelaide can consign his truck of lambs
to the (Government, and they are treated,
frozen, shipped home, and sold; advances are
made against them, and the net proceeds,
with the account sales, are sent later on. If
we are to be of any assistance to the pastor-
alist we will have to take him out of the
hands of the companies who are treating this
stock, and give him the full value of his pro-
duction. The same thing works out in our
agricultural industry. A pious hope is ex-
pressed by the Treasurer, which I am afraxd
will not ke realired. He says—

The possibilities of wheat production are so great in
Queensland that it is hoped we shall, in eourse of tiwme,
beeome self-supporting in this regard, and be in a posi-
tion to discontinne the importation of this cereal.

It will be rather startling to hon. members
that, during the last year, we imported from
the South £320,829 worth of cereals. Now,
there is not one ounce of that but what we
might have grown ourselves: indeed, we
might have exported four or five times that
amount, had we been paying suflicient atten-
tion to that particular industry. I have heard
it said that there is no monopoly of land on
the Downs, and that land is not too dear
there. My opinion is that the concentration
of people on the Downs is going to bring up
lands to such an extent that it is only by using
the land for intense cultivation that they can
male it pay; and they are not going to make
wheatgrowing pay on the Downs at the price
the lands are. There is no need for wheat-
growing there, because the lands are too
valuable: I want opportunity to be given to
people to get out further where lands are more
easily cultivated, and capable of producing a
better quality of wheat than can be grown on
the Downs, and there are hundreds of thou-
sands of acres there waiting for the settler to
come along. But there, again, we have the
trouble facing us, that even to-day the farmer
who has a crop of wheat is at the mercy of
men who are prepared to rob him of the full
wealth of his production. I say they rob him
when they take to themselves something that
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should go to him, and if you deprive a man
of his rights, what other name can you give
it. There are only two buyers of wheat in
Queensland to-day, and they fix their own
price for it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC ‘INSTRUCTION:
Is not that incorrect?

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: Two buyers in Bris-
bane. Of course, I do not regard Warwick
as entering into competition at all.

An HonouraBLe MEeuBER: Maryborough.

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: Maryborough is the
same buyer—the mill belongs to the same
party. There is another in Toowoomba. Two
i Todwoomba belong to the same people. As
a matter of fact, outsjide of Warwick and the
Roma mill, there are none in (Queensland.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
Did' you say Brisbane?

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: I meant Queensland.:
As a matter of fact, we begin to look on Bris-
bane as Queensland. This Parliament is prac-
tically run by representatives of Brisbane and
suburbs. So Brisbane is Queensland, and in
using the phrase I used it without thinking,
because we have grown so accustomed to re-
gard it from that standpolnt. What I want
the Government to understand is that, until
they are prepared to assist the farmer in find-
ing a market for his produce, he is going to
be at the mercy, not only of millers but of
syndicators outside of millers, who haudle his
produce. We had an_ instance of that the
other day in Brisbane in a case decided in the
courts. We have rings operating in our pro-
duce markets, in our grain markets, and unless
the Government are prepared to protect the
farmer from that sort of thing we are not
going to have the production we ought to.
have. In South Africa they have a system by
which the State receives the whole of the pro-
duce from the selectors. They have their
commercial agent in England. The grower
brmgs the grain to the station-master, who
consigns it to the Agricultural Department at
the port, where it is shipped to the commercial
agent. It is then sold in the best market, and
the grower gets full value. Our farmers have
real grievances in this matter. They are re-
moved hundreds of miles from the market,
and their produce is sold for whatever people
like to pay. If the Government are in earnest
iz trying to bring abiout increased preduction,
they will take some stand on the side of the
man who is on the land. I was pleased to
notice some reference in the Financial State-
ment to irrigation in connection with land
settlement; but I would also like to ste some
steps taken to form water boards. At present,
people are putting down hores and making
dams without assistance, and there is no
method about the manner in which it is heing
done. We have no idea of the elevation or
altitude. and we have no idea of the area we
are going to serve when we obtain water. I
believe the Government should endeavour to
take surveys, and establish water boards to
distribute the water for the use of a large
number of people. It is too costly for a man
with a comparatively small area to put down a
bore or make a tank that will serve him
through a drought; but, if the Government
were to take the matter in hand and establish
a system by which men would be insured
against dry spells, production would take an
immense leap forward, and there would be &
very fine return for the expenditure. I have
no desire to delay the Committee: I only deal
with questions affecting the great West, from
which I come. I feel that there is too much
centralisation in the cities. In Brisbane and
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the suburbs we have a large number «f repre-
sentatives who use an influence—I do not say
they do it intentionally, but it is done uncon-
sciously. Hven the Premier is not conscious of
those great differences in railway freights
which make for the failure or the success of
the development of the country. While we
are crying out about the country gradually
becoming’: infested with pear. we arc doingz
nothing to see that our lands are settled. I
belicve that were rational and proper steps
taken the pest might be finally overcome, but
we are not going to overcome it if we penalise
people who are prepared to take possession of
these lands and clear them. and turn them into
homes for themseives and their families. and

increase the wealth of the country. (Hear,
hear!) .

Mr. THEODORE (Woothakata}: I have
carefully considered the Tressurer’s State-

ment: and, while there are some things in it
with which I dare say we may agree, there are
far more things with which one must disagree.
I think the ssrew is being put on in connec-
tion with some industries rather too much—
in connection with the mining industry, for
instance. One hon. gentleman said the mining
industry was the Cinderella of Queensland
industries. I quite agree with him: and I
think that putting on the screw will have a
disastrous effect. The Premier, in reply to a
query from the deputy leader of the Opposi-
tion, said it wss quite possible that the Go-
vernment’s attitude in regard to the mining
indusiry was controlled by the fact that there
are not many mining members supperting the
Government. If that is so 1t is rather unfor.
tunate ; but it may be that miners have rather
more common sense than other classes of the
community. (Government laughter.)

Mr. WarTe: That is a very unfair remark.

Mr. THEODORE: Anyhow, itis my opinion,
It is remarkable that for a number of years no
mining member has been returned to support
that side, and the Government seem to be
getting home on mining districts by applying
t}‘le serew when making up their finances. The
Treasurer says on page 5 of the Statement—
_In connection with the vote for deep sinking in mines
it is interesting to note that the vesults of ndvances
made by the State for that purpose have not been of

_such a nature as to induce an increage of expenditure
in that direction.

And he woes on to say that since 1894 a sum
of £54436 has Leen advanced for that pur-
pose Thzg.t is only £3.888 per annum, which
15 a very insignificant sum: and if he expects
t going to make any material difference
in the returns of the mining industry he is
makine a mislake. Thouzh the immedisis
herefits of the expenditure of public money
in aid of prospecting and deei)

110 p.m.] sinking may not he seen, yet it

may have developed the industrr

so that additional ravenue is reccived throush
the railways. It may have had the offect of
making larger markets for the products of
other industries. - It may have develope:d the
industry in such a way that the Treasurer may
not notice any remarkable difference in his
finances; but, nevertheless, I contend that the
expenditure may have been in the Lest inter-
ests of the State generally. I am rather sur-
prized to see that the Treasurer intends to
reduce the vote in aid of deep sinking from
£15,000 to £10,000 this yest. The money
spent in that direction has been well spent.
The henefit of it is not immediately seen, but,
undoubtedly, there is alwavs a benefit attach-
me to it. It may take years properly to de-
velop something that has leen discovered
through an advance for deep sinking, and it
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is rather unfortunate that the Treasurer
should have seen fit to reduce the vote. In
regard to the £2,000 put on the Lstimates for
prospecting, it iz such an insignificant .sum
that it will have no result whatever., If the
Government adopted the policy that has been
practised by the Government of Western
Australia for years, it would be of consider-
able benefit to the industry, and, instead of
seeing decreasing receipis from mining, in a
few years we would sec & conziderable in-
crease. The Govetnment would do something
to benefit the industry and the people of the
State generally if they would establish State
batteries, State smelters, and State assay
offices. Not long ago, when the Premier
was visiting North Queensland, a deputation
waited on him and got his views on the ques-
tion of establishing a State assay office. After
listening to the deputation, the hon. gentle-
man expressed his sympathy with them, and
saild that it was a good cobject, and that, if
nothing, could be shown to him why it should
not be done when he made inguiries in Bris-
bane, he would be pleased to give some assist-
tance in that direction. Iiast year when the
Ktimates were passed a sum was voted for the
establishment of an assay plant at Mareeba.
It was never established, and this year the
money has been taken off the Fstimates. The
deputation to which I have referred pointed
out to the hon. gentleman that the industry
would be materially benefited by the expendi-
ture of this money. They pointed out that
prospectors were not getting a fair deal
from the assayers who assayed their ore, for
the simple reason that the assayers were on
almost all occasions the buyers of ore, and
that miners could not be expected to get a
reasonable assay from men who were buying
their ore. The hon. gentleman considered the
argument a good one, and promised to help
the men. He has never done so, and that is
one of the reasons why the mining industry
is in such a bad way. If the Government
gave some assistance to the indusiry, and ex-
pended a little more money judiciously in
assisting the prospector and the miner by
establishing State assay offices, and helping
them to get a proper sale for their ore, it
would be a material assistance to. the whole
industry. Not long ago the Government
introduced a Bill to deal with mining on
private land. and in that Bill ther proposed
to repeal the section of the Mining Act
which provides for a royalty on gold. Now
during the last six years the average amount
received from that royalty has been about
£5,000 per annum; and by repealing the
section of the Act it is equivalent to making
a present to the companies who have been
payine the rovalty of a sum of £5.000 a year.
That money might very well be retained by
the Government, and devoted to the purpose
of assisting prospecting and deep sinking.
The Seccretary for Mines, when speaking to a
deputation on this subject, said that the
royalty was an insignificant amount, and yet
the Government of which the hon. gentleman
is a member have cut down the prospecting
vote by this very sum of £5,000. That is not
fair to the industry. In connection with
immigration, to which the Treasurer makes
reference in his Statement, there are any
amount of unemployed in Queensland. In the
Northern mining districts for the last couple
of years there have been large numbers of
men continually unemployed. Men have
been wandering about from place to place
seeking employment—men eager to work,
and men who are able to do ordinary classes
of work—and they have been unable to get
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it.  Genuine hardship has prevailed among
those men through their inability to obtain
work, and yet the Government are in
favour of a vigorous immigration policy.
They tell us that this nolicy is good for
(Jueensland, and they quote certain figures
to prove their statements. Although there
are railway construction works going on in
North Queensland, and large mining works,
yet there have been large numbers of men
continually applying for employment during
the last couple of years, and being refused.
That is an evident manifestation of an abun-
dance of labour in the State, and while
we have all this surplus labour there is no
reason for introducing immigrants to com-
peté with the men now seeking employment.
Large numbers of men have been leaving the
Atherton-Evelyn district, where there is a
railway now under construction, and have
gone to New South Wales. Now, if the
conditions of employment were good, there
would be no reason for these men to go awas.
I also contend that when large numbers of
men are eager to accept work at the Chillagoe
smelters, and other similar works, where they
have to work under unhealthy conditions,
and for Jow wages, cmployment cannot be
plentiful in other distriets, and it is also very
good evidence that there 1s no searcity of
labour in Queensland, and that the Govern-
ment are using arguments in support of their
immigration policy which are false. I notice
from the Financial Statement that provision
iy made for building and endowing a Univer-
sity. At the same time I notice that there
is not a very big increase placed on the Esti-
mates for ordinary education.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
It has been con:iderably increased.

Mr. THEODORE: Not very considerable—
only a few thousand pounds. A little more
might have been done for the primary edu-
cation before going in for such a big endow-
ment for University purposes.

The SECRETARY For PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
The Government have been most liberal in
their expenditure on cducation.

Mr. THECDORE: I think the money could
be better spent in making provision for the
education of the children in the backblocks.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
They are being provided for.

Mr. THIRODORE: Well, a school has been
closed at Thornborough. They had a teacher
there until a month ago, when the attendance
dwindled down to an average of seven, and
the teacher was removed because the number
fell below the average number provided for
in the regulations. Now, these children will
have to go 23 or 25 miles if they want to get
any education.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
We cannot provide a teacher for every family.

Mr. THEODORE: I am quite aware of
that, but I think some provision might be
made for these seven children if we can afford
to endow the University to this extent. If you
go to the Kducation Department and ask them
to make provision for the education in the
backblocks, they will tell you that they have
not any money available for the purpose.

The SECRETARY FOR PTUTBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Have you been there?

Mr. THEODORE: Yes, and that is what I
was told.
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Hon. R. Prirp: The Government have been
very liberal to your electorate. There are two
schools in your electorate now that are not
accupled.

Mr. THEODORE: That is so, but that
proves nothing. That is because mining
towns are so unstable. A mining town-

ship will spring up, and there might be
fifty children attending the school, and in a
few woeks therc might not be any. It was
when I went to the department to inquire
about the removal of the teacher from Thorn-
borough that they told me it was because the
attendance fell below the number mentioned
in the regulations. We are asked to make
provision for £70,000 for the University and
other buildings, but perhaps it might be a
laudable object to endow a University when
we have attended to the wants of the children
in the backblocks.

The SECRETARY. FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
You said you were not altogether favourable
to a University the other night.

Mr. THEODORE: I said 1 was not
enthusiastic about it. It would only cost
about £50 a vear for a teacher for those seven
children at Thornborough. With regard to
the superannuation scheme submitted by the
Government for the benefit of the public ser-
vants, 1 think the Bill has been founded on
good principles, and, after perusing the tables,
T consider it will be a good thing for the public
servants. I can find no fault with this scheme
whatever, and the Government are giving
better terms than I could get from the Aus-
tralian Mutual Provident Society.

The Treasurer: There is no provision for
widows and children in the Australian Mutual
Provident scheme.

Mr. THEODORE: Yes, that is so. I do not
pose as an actuary altogether, but I know
something of the Australian Mutual Provident
business. and this is a better scheme. Some
people think it would be a good thing for the
Government to endow the fund, but it would
not be altogether a fair thing to the outside
workers, unless the Government also made
provision for them. It would not be fair to
favour one class, and a class fairly well pro-
vided for. seeing that they have permanent
and fairly congenial employment. If anything
is to be done in that matter, I would rather
see the Government make provision for a
superannuation scheme for miners. —They
have not permanent employment, and have
no consideration shown them whatever ex-
cept certain provisions in the case of acci-
dent, fatal and otherwise. and the old-age
pension. To advocate a Government endow-
ment for one class is not a good thing, but if
the Government introduced a universal
scheme of insurance it would be a good thing.

The TREASURER: Four and a-half per cent.
is a very good endowment.

Mr. THEODORE: I think it is very good.
If the public servants give it mature considera-
tion, they will recognise the benefits of it. So
long as the Government do not attempt to
make it compulsory, it will be a very good
thing. The miners get no consideration in
the matter of superannuation from the
Queensland Government, although they get
the old-age pension from the Commonwealth.
They do not get an endowment on their com-
pensation fund in case of accident, and they
indirectly have to provide contributions for
compensation out of their wages. I see in the

My, Theodore.]
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Queensland Mining Journal an article by Mr.
A. L. Hodges on “Discases Peculiar to
Workers Underground.” He says—

The winer has added to the danger of his getting hurt
or killed by accident. a number of specinl diseases
caused by his peculiar environment.

First among these is miners’ consnmption, or phthisis.
It is contracted through breathing in an atmosphere
impregnated with dust particles. It is of slightly dif-
ferent form frowm ordinary phthisis, or consumption,
where the vietim’s lungs gradually consolidate, break
oft, and the pieces coughed up. Instead of this wasting
away, the miners’ variety consists in the different sacs
being filled with dust, and thus sealed against their
proper function. The lungs gradually change ecolour,
and a fibre-like tissue, caused by dust inhalation. forms
and spreads over the porous material. This caunses
difficult breathing, the patient coughing frequently, and
taking in breath with a wheezing sound.

You will see that this genfleman gives a different
reason for the cause of miner’s disease to what the
houn. member for Fassifern gave the other night.
The hon. member said it was caused through
smoking too many cigarettes.” This writer goes
on— .

The technical medical name for a disease contracted
through the breathing of coal dust is known as anthra-
cosis, 4 subhead of phthisis,

When metal dust causes the disease, it is known
under the name of tilicosis. Death is the almost
immediate result of any form of this disease. Onaccount
of this, every precaution should be taken for its pre-
vention,

And he also adds—

Another miner’s disease is known as an®emia, or
ankylostomiasis.
Ii the Government were alive to their duty
to the miners and other workers, who are
essentially the developers of our various indus-
tries, they would go into this matter
thoroughly, and endeavour to assist the

miners. It would not cost much to take pre-
cautionary measures in regard to miner’s
phthisis. If there is any proposal to endow a

superannuation fund or a compensation fund
for any particular class in the community, that
class should be aged and worn-out miners.
The Government have recognised the risks
that are atiached to the performance of police
duties, and have endowed the police super-
annuation fund: and, as miners are exposed to
considerable risks, I think they should receive
some consideration. There are other diseases
pecuha.r to miners besides phthisis, and no
effort is made by the Government to introduce
preventive measures, and insist upon their
observance. With rega,rd to superannuation,
I think the (Government should thoroughly
consider the whole matter, and go in for a
system of national insurance such as they hase
in Germany. where it is working satisfactorily.
T notice that on page 10 of his Statement the
Treasurer says—

From these figures it will be seen that tre expendi-
ture is still inereasing, but these inereasss are the
inevitable resnlt of the general progress of the State and
the expanding revenue., and will, I am sure. not be
viewed by hon. members as excessive.

While the total figures cannot be viewed hy
me as very excessive, still T think that in some
departments the increases are excessive. For
instance. the schedules seem fairly largo. and
the Estimates for the Departmeut of Public
Works are fairly excessive. Of course. that
department has to make provision for the
building of the (mxersltv and so on, but
still the figures are somewhat large. Sufficient
provision iz not made, T think, for the De-
partment of Public Instruction and the De-
partment of Mines. T should have been glad
to have seen the Government make more
adeauaie provision for the instruetion of
children in the backblocks, and for the de-
velopment of mining. In the Home Secre-

[Mr. Thendore.
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tary’s Department there is a decrease of
£109,650, which is accounted for by the trans-
ferencs of old-age pensions to the Federal
Government It is stated in the Budget
Speech that this will relieve the State of a
payment of about £150,000, so that that will
be a saving.

The TrEASURER: But under the financial
agreement we have to pay £85,000 as our pro.
portion of the £600,000 1eferred to therein.

Mr. THEODORI : Even then there will be
a saving of £65,000, and I think the Govern-
ment would have shown wisdom if they used
that toward developing the mining industry.
Does the hon. gentleman think that the mining
industry is getting a fair deal? Does he think
that £3,000 is a fair amount for prospecting,
or that £10,000 is sufficient to assist deep
sinking? Thp hon. gentleman must know
that £10,000 will not go far in the matrer of
deep sinking. Yhe expenditure in the past
has been insignificant compared with what it
might have been, #o that that is no basis on
which to malke an estimate for what is re-
quired In this connection. I should like to
see the Government spending money on
mining in the way the Government of
W e~tern Australia are doing.

The TREASURER:
deep sinking.

Mr. THEODORE: No, they spend it in
prospecting. But the assistance to deep sink-
ing has not been altogether a failure, and if
monevy was expended judiciously in this
matter it would be a_ great benefit to the
mining community and to the whole people
indirectly. I should also like to see more
money spent in aid of prospecting on the lines
which are followed in Western Australia,
whers the Government assist miners in the
development of their mines if the mines
show a reasonable hope of developing into
something good. The whole thing is con-
trolled by experts, so that the Government
always know what they are doing, and the
system seems to work admirably. I notice
in the concluding paragraph of the Statement
the following words:—

I move that there be granted to His Majesty, for the
service of the year 1909- 10 the sum of £300 to defray
the salary of the aide-de-camp to His Lxcelleney the
Governor.

They don’t spend it in

1 understand that that is a purely formal
motion, but I wish to say that I think it is
high time that Queensland should have one of
her own citizens appointed as Governor. I know
that this is not the first time that the matter
has been mentioned in this Chamber, but I
desire to recall the attention of hon. members
to a parazraph in the despatch received from
the Secrctary of State for the Colonies by the
Premier of South Australia, in October last
vear, in wnich it is pointed out that in the
Dominion of Canada Licutenant-Governors
for the various provinces are appointed by
the Governor-General in Council, and that the
salaries of those Lieutenant-Governors are fixed
Ly the Dominion Parliament. I thmk that
plan might very well be adopted in Queens-
land. I sce no reason why a citizen of this
State should not aspire to the position of
Governor. I know there is no obstacle in the
way of appointing a citizen of Queensland to
that position, but, as a matter of fact. no citizen
of Australia has ever been appointed a Gover-
nor by the Imperial Government. Citizens
have filled the office of Lieutenant-Governor, -
Deputy Governor, and Acting Governor, and
they have demonstrated in those capacities -
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that they are well able to fill the office of
Governor. I would also remind hon. members

that paragraph 6 of the despatch
[10.830 p.m.] from the Secretary of State for

the Colonies says  that, if the
people of Australia desired to adopt the Cana-
dian system, he had no doubt His Ma]esty
would be disposed to allow it, and I think it
is pretty well time the Parliament of Queens-
land signified very strongly that they are in
favour of one of their citizens occupying this
position. I do not see that there should be
any position in the State to which a Queens-
land, or an Australian, citizen should not
aspire, and every consideration should be given
to such cilizens to obtain those positions.
(Hear, hear!)

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported progress, and leave was obtained to sit
again to-morrow,

The House adjourned at thirty-three minutes
to 11 o’clock.
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