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48 Questions.

THURSDAY, 14 Jury, 1910,

The Drputy Speaker (W. D.. Arms‘rong,
Esq.,” Lockyer) took: the chair at half-past 8
oelock.

MEMBERS SWORN.

During the sitting Messrs. BrAir and LESINA
took the oath of allegiauce to- His Majesty King
George V.

ELECTIONS TRIBUNAT.
PANEL OF ASSESSORS.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Pursuant to the
requirements of the Elections  Tribunal Act of
1886, I now lay on. the table my warrant nomi-
nating the panel of: assessors for she trial of
elections peticions dun..g the present. session;
The assessors are. Messrs, (Feorge Philiips Barber,
George Powell Barnes, Charles J “seph Booker,
Thomas Bridges; Rictuard Johuo Coots 1, Henry
‘Alexander Cecil Douglas, Donald (xunn Johu
MeEwan Hunter, Peoter Alfred i\l(LmhLm,
John - Mollen. Thomas Nevitt, and Edward
Bowdick Swayne.

QUESTIONS.
DxEDS OoF OLD-AGE PENSIONERS,

Mr. " WINSTANLEY (Charters
asked the Home Secretary—

1. Has the Govermment decided to return the deeds
ot: ‘those old-age ' pensioners who were formerly in
receiptof indigent allowanee ¥

2:: What number have made repayments of indigent
allowance?

3. What is the total amount received ?

The HOME SECRETARY  (Hon. J. G.
Appel, dlbert) veplivcd—
1. Yes; on refuadment of the amounts paid inrespeet
of mdlgent allowance,
2 Two;
3. £24:165. 84,

[Hon. W. Kidston.

Towers)
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Questrons.

Loax 1o HiNcHINBROOX SHIRE COUNCIL.
Mr. MANN (Cuirns) asked the Treasurer—

1. Is the following cutting, taken from the Brisbane-
Telegrapk of the 8th instant, correct:——* Approval has.
beeu given for a loan of £23,000 to the Hinchinbrook.
Shire Council for the purchase of a tramline, and for an
additional extension, aud for the extension of the:
Ingham-Stone tramiine’” ?

2. If correct. does either of the tramiines in question
depend upnn the sugar industry to meet interest and
rcdemption on the loan ?

The TREASURER (Hon. A. G. C. Haw-—
thory, Enoggera) replied—

1. Yes.

2.. The  sugar industry will, with other primary
industries; help to meet interest and redemption. The:
extensions will open up a large area of Crown lands:
suitable for general agricultural settlement.

Fines INFLICTED ON ABERFOYLE SHEARERS.

Mr., RY AN (Barcoo) asked the Home Secre-
tary—

1, Was any part of the fines inflicted on the Aberfovle-
shearers at ‘Tangorin, by thie police magistrate last year,.
paidito Eii Carter, the owner of Aberfoyle, or his
representatives?

2. If g0, what was the amount paid to him or his.
representatives in respect to each shearer fined, and:
what was the total amount so paid?

3. Wus such payment made to him by virtue of any
statutory enactment conferring ou him a right to-
receive such payment?

4. Why was such payment made to Eli Carter?

The HOME SECRETARY replied—

This i+ . matter that does not come within the scope
of the Home Depurtment, but within that of the Justice
Department.. I have, iowever, endeavoured. to obtain
the informnation fromn the Justice Department, but it is
not yet availuble.  The iuformation has been asked for-
from Hughedden'; and if the hon. gentleman will repeat
his question” on. Wednesday next, I will endeavour to:
give him ap answer.

TRANSCONTINENTAL AND OTHER RATLWAYS.

Mr. MAY {Flinders) asked the Secretary for
Railways—

1. In reference to linking up the Northern and Cen-
tral systems of the Government railways, have auy
statistics or any preliminary survey of the country
between Hughenden and Barcaldine been obtained ?

2. When will the Government surveyor’s report re
the desirability of constructing a railway from Clon~
curry to Mount Cutlhbert be available?

3. When will Mr. Amo’s report ré transcommental
and extensions westerly of the present railway sy stems
be available ?

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

1. No; a survejor will examine this route as soon
as one can be spared.

2 and 3. These reports will not be ready for a few
weeks. The surveyors have been considerably delayed
by wet weather.

GLADSTONE HARBOUR STATISTICS. .

Mr. BRESLIN (Port Curtis) asked the
Treasurer—

(o) Tué amount regnired annually for interest: and
redeinption on Gladstone Harbour sccount ?

(hy. The amount collected in wharfage and harbouy
dues during the last twelve months ?

The TREASURER replied—
{u) £751 5s. 6d.
5 (b) Whurfage, £377 16s. 3d’; barbour dues, £9i2
s. 2d.



Questions.

Cuarce roR Horses' SHippED AT BROADMOUNT
AND: PINKENBA.
Mr. BRESLIN asked the Secretary for Rall-
Way»—-
What is the charge per hiead on horses shipped—
(i) Over Broadmount Whart?
(6) Over Pinkenba Whart ?

The ' SEORETARY  FOR RAILWAYS
replieds~

(). Sixpexnce.

{b) Sixpence.

CHARGE FoRr HorsES SHIPPED AT GLADSTONE,

Mr. BRESLIN asked the Treasurer—

‘What'is the charge per liead on horses shipped over
Gladstone Jetty ?

The TREASURER replied-—

Harbour-dues—Inward, 1s.; outward, 1s,

Whatfage—100 and uuder, 2s. each; 101 1o 150, Is
9d. each ;. 151:t0 200, 1s. 6d. each ; 201 and over, 1s. 3d.
esch.

NON-PAYMENT OF OVERTIME BY TOOWOOMBA
STOREKEEPERS.

Mr, NEVITT (Curpentaria) asked the Sec-.

retary for Public Works—

1. Did’ the -departwent sent. a- female inspector of
factories’ and shops. to Toowoombs some short time
ago ?

2. As-a-resnlt of that inspection, was it not found
that a’large number of-storvekeepers were keeping back
or refusing to pay for overtimer?

3. What are the names of the storekeepersand amounts
each wasealled on to pay his employees asa 1esu1t of
that inspection?

4. Wilthe Minister send a niale iunspector to-see if
the Act is Yeing complied with?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. W, H. Burnes, Bulimba) repied-—
1. Yes.

2. Yes; but apparently it" was through ignoraunce of
the law,

3. Twelve {12) employers were affected, angd arrears of
overtime amoun. ing to £166 were paid.

4, A male inspector has been appointed to the Too-
woombg district, and is now stationed there perman-
ently, having takenup his duties on 1st July last.

O1Lp 3100k RESERVE AT GATTON.

Mr. NEVITT asked the Secretary for Public
Lands—

1. D@ the Tarampa Shire Council ask the Lands
Pepartment to sella portion of the oid Stock Reserve ab
Gatton:?

2. If 80, what papers was ihe sale sdvertised in; and
number:of insertions in-each?

3. When was it sold?

4. What amounnt per acre did 1t realise?

A, 'Why ‘was it not:advertised in the local papers?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA\?DS
(Hon, D, ¥. Denhaw, Oxley) replied—

No lundican be xdentxﬁed as the old Stoek Resene at
Gavta,

Wipow's: HOMESTEAD AT I‘IODGSON.
Me, J. M. HUNTER (Maranoa) arked-the
Home Secretary—
Is it not & fact that the homestead of ‘a widnw: at

Hodgson was ordered to revert-to the Crown, and the
jmprovements thereon sold?

The HOME SECRETARY replied—

The.facts in this casé ave as’ follows :—In. considera-
tion.of the payment of the regnlation orphanage allow-
ance to widows in support of their children, Mrs.:Mary.
Burton; ion-the 25th- February; 1009, trangferred to -the

1910—~%
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Crownan areaof frechold land at Hodgson. - This land
was thrown open by the Lands Department for agri-
cultural firm and unconditional selection, and was
selected by Mrs., Hurriet Burton. wife of Henry Burton,
father-in-law of JMrs. Mary Bucton.. The improve-
ments, which the selector has to pay for, are reported
by-the Roma Crown lands ranger to be of the valueof
£83 13+, Claims for s portion of this amount have
been made on: behalt of Mrs. ‘Mary Burton and her
father-in-law, Mr. Henry Burton. The e claims will
he dealt with by the Lands Department.

Ou the 2nd June, 1909, Messrs. Hunter and Co., of
Roma, advised the Home Secretary. that Mrs. Burton
owed thein’ £20 2s.4d., which they had not pressed her
for on: the understanding that she would place their
claim for that amount before the department when the
transfer was being effected.. This Mrs. Burton failed to
do, and the Home Secretary subsequently refused to
rocognise it.

Snould all the- children live to-reich the age of
twelve years, the payments by the Government wil
amount to £336 9s. 7d.

Amounts Patp 70 LAND AGENTS, JIMBOUR
- Estare.

Mr. ALLEN (Bulloo) asked the Snczeta.ry or’
Puablic Lands—

1. What amount has been paid to land agents for
the disposal of selections on Jimbour Repurchased
Estate?

2. What are the names of those ngents, the amounts

each received, and the portions on which each received
commission #

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
replied-—
1. £1,235 5s. 9d.

2. —
Name-of Agent. |- Amount. Po’g&%’i;ﬁgﬁ‘gﬂl of
£ 5. d. X
Hamilton, Groom, | 53 17 0 | 84 103/5
and Co.
Higgs, W. G. 435 16 9 72/7. 79/81, 83, 83,
93/8 107/3; 110, 116
120/1
Pulsford, F. E. 126: 4- 6 | 65,69, 86, 87, 130
Thompson, A. C, 579 19 6 |30, 63, 78, 99/102, 112/3,
117, 123, 131/3
Weavers Limited 39 9 0179/81,83

Livr 1N ParRntaMesT HOUSE.

Mr. FERRICKS (Bowen) asked the Sﬂcrebary
for Public Works—
1. Were the members of the Building Committes of

this House consulted about the installation of the. lift
in Parliament House

2. On whose recommendation was the work under—
taken?

3. What will ba the cost of the lmmllatmn of thelift

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
replied-—

1. Yes:

2. The Parliamentary Buildings Committee,

3. £755.

DIAMANTINA HOSPITAL PATIENTS.

On the motion of Mr. COYNE (Warrego), it
was formally resolved=—

That there be laid on the table of the House a re:
turn rhowing the number of patients at present at the
Didmantina Hospital for Incarables, being: p-rscns
who bave arrived. in this state ‘from oversea: with m
the past two years, together with the' ndture ofthe
complaints from which such patients are mffermg.

i
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WORKERS? COMPENSATION-ACT.
PRrROPOSED AMENDMENT.
L Mes RYLAND: (Gympre), in moving—
That it is the wish of this' House that the Workers’
Compensation Ac¢t shotld’be ainended in the following
particulays - E
(@) ‘Repeal.of contracting-out provisions, section 12
of-the 'Act;
{by Protecting injured workers in case of insolvency
of employer;

{c): Bxtending " the  benefits: of * the Act to: all -~

workees ; :

{d) Schedules of amounts to be paid in case of pex~

manent injury;
{e) Abolition of the 5s, duty stamip on policies;
{/) Providing for compulsory State insurance--—

said: In moving' this resolution I hope that it
will meet with the unanimoiis approval of this
House. - We had a fairly good Workers! Com-
pensation: Aot when it was passed: in: this
House in: 1905, but. since then things. have
moved ‘a bibt as regards’ the . protection ex-
tended to workers during: their employment.
“We: passed a': very ‘good- amendment of the
Act last ‘year.

Several -HONOURABLE  MEMBERS = conversing
in-loud: tones,

The: DEPUTY SPEAKER said: Order! I
‘must 48k hon. members, if they wish to carry
on & conversation; to do so ina lower tone,
as it is almost  impossible  for the member
speaking to be heard.

Mr. RYLAND: Last session we passed &
very good amendment in connection with the
Workers” Compensation Act, reducing the
time from which the -compensation. should
start down to the date of the incapacity, pro-
wided that the incapacity extended over three
days. - There are a good many more defects in
connection with the Act as it stands at pre-
sent on our statute-book. The first one which
I will deal with is as regards section 12 of
the Act, which gives permission for an-alter-
nate scheme to be adopted in- place of. the
benefits of the Act. Now, this section has not
been taken much advantage of, but at the
same time there are a large number of work-
men connected wth the Colonial Sugar Refin-
ing. Company who do not come under the
Act; ‘and as rvegards. that company I am quite

satisfied that the expense in connection with °

their scheme is " equally ' ds expensive as it
would be. under the  Act, . but it has' this
disadvantage: While 1t gives other: benefits
a3 regards sickness in the family of the em-
ployees, it takes away ' the more necessary
benefits in the case of accidents, and  thus
consequently the workers who are only work-
ing for a limited time lose the benefits of the
“Act., Under the scheme: of the Colonial Sugar
Refining - Company. the employees. only get
four weeks' “cornpensation after ceasing to be
smployaes, and, being only employees during
the sugar seasom; it is a- great disadvantage
to: these men. ~ I have had several complaints
sent to me in connection with this matter, one
in partioular where a man lost the use of his
arm in’connection with the machinery there,
and all ‘he got out of it was £29.. Now, if

that man had been under the benefits of the =

Act - itself he would have got compensation
amounting to over £100:. I think it would be
well 1f this contracting-out system was. dotie
away with:altogether in: connection with' the
Act: Iknow that my friend, the hon. member
for Herbert, has also & grievance in connec:
tion with the men in his electorate who' are
‘asked to sign this agrécment, and they are at
. once outside the provisions of the Act. | The

second portion. of wmy motion deals with: the

i Ryland.
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“under the Act.

Compensation Act.

protection of the injured ‘workers ‘in’the case
of “the insolvency of the employer.” Section
11 of the Act gives protection in cases of in- -

.solvency; but only in cases if the employee is

insured. Consequently if a worker meets with
an- accident, and he is not insured, if the
employer 'goes insolvent the worker is not
protected at all by the Act. I think the com-
pensation for injury should be made the first
charge upon the estate, even although the -
worker. was not insured. :

- Mr. MurpaY: Don’t you. think that eom-
pulsory insurance would do it?

- Mr. RYLAND: Yes, compulsory insurance
would cover it, but we have not got compul-

" sory insurance, and thab is a weakness in the

Act. :
Mr. MurpHY: Then why not barrack for
compulsory insurance?

Mr. RYLAND: I say that it should be &
first. charge in cases of insolvency. —Amnother

~amendment ‘of the Act is necessary to extend

the benefits of the Act to all workers.  There
are: ‘s great mumber of workers in this State
who : get' ‘mo’ benefit - whatever = from ' the
Werkers’ Compensation Aet. When the Bill

-was first passed in this Chamber and went up

to: " the  other  House ' there: were . a larger
number of workers under the benefits of that
Bill than are under the benefit of the Act at
the present time.  In the Act as it stands now -
the compensation to be paid is limited as to

-whether it is part of the trade or calling of

the employer.  Now, that was not so when
the Bill left: this House: It then read ‘‘any
part of the trade or-business or not.’”’ As
regards dangerous- occcupations . like  house-
building “or other such  occupations, if the
employee was working for an employer, and
it wag not the trade or calling of the employer,
then when the Bill left this House the worker
would be under the protection of the Act.” But

‘the claise was amended, and at the present

time’ if o mah works for me or anyone else
that man will not come urder the benefits of
the Act, because it 1% not my trade or calling;
as 1y provided in: the Act.: A cook in a
restaurant  is under the benefit' of the Act,
because it is the employer’s trade or calling,
but a cook in a private house is not under the
benefits of the Act because it is not the trade
or calling of the employer. I consider that all
workers should be brought under the benefit of
the Act whether it is the trade or calling of

‘the employer or not. This refers very particu-

larly ‘as regards the mining’ industry.  When
the Bill providing for workers” compensation
left this House and went up to’ the Upper:
Chamber, clause 11 provided that workers
working: in ‘a mine, if they were fributers or
contractors they were to be deemed workers
That clause was knocked out
in the Upper House. - The result is that there
are’ in’ Queenzland. hundreds and

[4 p.m.] thousands of miners working on
tribute, “or contract, who receive

no benefit from  the Act, simply because. a
tributer; or contractor; is not. recognised as
a worker under the Act. . The same remark
applies to workers in the Western part of the
State who are employed in making dams and
in other work by contract.. Such men are out-
side. the ‘provisions of the Act, though' of
course men working for contractors on wages
come under: its provisions; and: cansue’ the
principsl; or the contractor, for compensation;
both parties being jointly and ‘severally liable

“under the Act.” Buf there ate a great number
" of .workmen who gst no benefit from the ‘Act. T

was very plessed to see that in the case (Bag-
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nell #: Leahy) of ‘& man employed ini the timber-
getting industry, the court decided that: he
came under the provisions of the Act, because
for a portion of the time hé was employed at
daily wages in making roads to take the timber
away.: At the same time I cannot shut my
eyes to the fact that there are a great number
of men similarly employed who get no benefit
under the Act. The New Zealand Act protects
workers in mines who work on tribute or by con-
tract, and schedules are given of the amounts
to whieh workers ave entitled in case of perma-
nent injury to different parts of the limbs and
body." The magistrates in~ Queensland as: a
rule are very fair-minded in administering the
Act, but there have been glaring inconsisten-
cies as regards the amount of compensation
awarded 1 case of  permanent. . incapacity.
Some of these cases have not come into courb.
I know of one such ‘case in which a young man
in the Burnett district, employed in a sawmill,
Iost an eye in the course of his employment,
and he received £13 ag expenses and £10 as
compensation for the accident. Twenty-three
pounds is a ridiculous amount to pay for the
foss of an eye, especially in view of the fact
that the Government have paid £200 and £250
for o similar injury. This matter is dealt with
i the New Zealand Act in a schedule; which
reads as follows 1—

SrCcoND SCHELULE.

[14 Jorv.] '

4 Ratio of Compensa-
tion to Full Comi~
peusation: ag- for
Total Incapacity.

Nature of Injury,

Loss of both eyes
Loss of both handsi.i, oo
Loss of both feed. ... “
ZLoss of 4 hand 4nd a food
Total and iccurable loss of mensal
powers involving inability to
work:
Total and incurable paralysis of
the limbs or of mental powers
The total loss of the right arm, or
of the greater part of the arm
The total loss of the left arm, or |
of the greater part of the arm
The total loss of the right hand, | 7O »
or of five fingers of the right N
rand, or of the lowexr part of
the right arm
Tte total loss of the same for the | 65 o
- left band and arm
The total loss of aleg . .. i 78 i
The total loss of a foob. or the| 60 s
tower part of the leg
“The total loss of.the ight of one | 78 W
eye, together with the serious
diminution of the sight of the .

100 per cent.

S ——)

0

other eye -
“The total loss of hearing ... o |80 s
The total loss of the sight of one| 30 .
- eye
The t:fital logs of the thumb of the | 30 s
yight hand ™
The total loss of the thumbot the | 25 »
left hand :
The total lossof the: forefinger of | 20 ir
. theright-hand
The total loss of the forefinger of | 15 5

theleft hand

The total losyof part of thethvinb {: 16 5
of'the right hand 3

The total loss of the little fiuger) 12 i

: ofthe hand
The total loss-of the middle or|: 8 55
ring finger of the hand

“The total lossof a togorofia joint |- 6 i

p of a finger
Complete deafness of oxe ear. . 10 i

The maximurm, or full, compensation ﬁayable

for total incapacity is £500, and under that
exactly what
amount he is: entitled to for w particular in-

schedule the  worker knows

Compensation- Act, 51

jurys o With regard to the s, stamp. duty,
I brought this matter up in the House on a
previous occasion, and the Government pro-
mised that they would abolish the duty. . It is
‘not. fely very much where the policy 1s- large,
but it is a serious matter in the case of a small.
policy: of, say, £70 taken out by a selector to
cover. ‘workmeti. employed in serub - clearing
orother ! agricultural work, -and I think the
charge should be done away with. . It would
be ‘much better for the Government to subsi-
dise accident insurance than to make a profit
out of it With regard to the next point men-
tioned: in’the motion, that provision should be
made for compulsory, State insurance, I think
’rsha,t is & matter of the ‘greatest importance.
There are thousands of workers working: for

- small selectors' and other people” who would

get nothing in the case of aceident; simply be:
cause . their employers  have: nothing ~with
-which to pay compensation, and I think it
should be compulsory insurance in such cases.
Indeed I think it should be made compulsory
that everybody employed should be insured. T
do not- see why a selector engaged in scrub
clearing and other farming operations should
not have his life insured. The cost of the policy
‘would not be much, but it would mean a great
lot to him: if he met with an accident.. All
these will increase the cost to a slight extent,
but, if the' Government would initiate asystem
of State insurance, judging by the experience
of New Zealand, there should be no increase
in: the premiums - In. that country the pay-
ments are: better in-a great many cases, whilst:
the premiums are 20 to 30 per cent. less than
are” paid in' Queensland to private companies.
The last returns from New Zealand to hand
are for the year 1908. " The premiums received
during that year amounted to £20,897 12s. 7d.,
and interest to. £1,79019s.: 4d., making the
total receipts £22,688 11s. 11d. ~ The amount
paid in claims during the year was £11,926 0s.
11d.; £1,000 was placed to reserve; in' the
accident fund were £3.093, and the amount
to- the: credit of the fund at the close of last
year was £9,598 8s..10d. . Those figures show
that the fund is in a pretty solvent condition.
¥ the Queensland Government follow their
example—and I do not see why they should
not—1t will be a great donvenience as well ds
a. considerable saving = to the community.
Arother amendment. might Fe made in' the
Act in connection with cases where there are
no" dependants. -~ In that respect we might
follow the example ‘of - Ttaly and ‘other: Con-
tinental  nations. . The amount of compensa
tion in Italy in cases where there are no de-
pendants has t6 be-paid over:just the same
by the insurance companies, and it goes to
meet ¢ases of insolvency and cases where there
are no-assets to mest elaims: - As regards the
payment of hali-wages; the: Act might also -
be amended to meeb the case; particularly of =
North Queensland. = It is: provided: that the
amount payable shall not exceed £1 per week,
and, as I suppose half-wages in North Queens-
land average from - £1 Bs. to £1 10s. per week,
that amount is - insufficient, - The' amount
payable ‘might therefore be increased.. The
words ‘¢ gerious and ‘wilful 7> in regard to cases
of death ‘might also be. knocked out, ‘as they
are 1ol necessary. Another amendment ' I
would suggest is with refererice to: medical re-
ferences. . Some time ago a promise was made
by the Government - that the . Governmeént
medical officers should act as medical referees
frée of ‘charge. . It is hard that in the case of
2" small amount such as' 81 the . fee of 10s.
should be charged for the medical referee.to
certify that a man ig absent from his work for

M Ryend]
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two ‘or. three days: by reason of an accident.
It would only mean a slight increase in. the
present’ payment . to Government medical
officers 1 this was included "as one of therr
duties. If the Government would bring in a
Bill:embracing * these  few ameéndments, it
would be ‘quite enough for this session, There
are other amendments that I could bring for-
ward; but I do not want to ask for too much
all at once: These are the urgeunt ones, and the
‘ones that we are likely to get right away, 1
have great pleasure in moving the resolution
standing in my name. .
* My,  THEODORE (Woothakata): T Thave
very much pleasure in supporting the resolu-
tion. I am. fully in accord with all the
opinions” expressed by the hon. member for
Gympie. I certainly feel that it is urgently
necessary that we should have another -amend-
ment. of  the: Workers’  Compensation - Act.

‘During last session a deputation of hon. mem-

bers on’ this. side waited on the Premier in
connection with some amendments of the Act.
We placed our views before the hon. gentle-
man, and those views are practically included
in-* this": resolution. ~We  pointed ~out  the
urgency of the case, and suggested that the
‘Act should be arnended ‘in the directions indi-
cated, and- the hon. gentleman said ‘that he
would consider “the  matter. You will recol-
lect; Sir; the ‘disappointment. with which the
amending - Bill; - that’ was. introduced s&?»

e
felt keen  dwappointment.” We had come to
the conclusicn that a very useful amending
Bill would be introduced that would cover all
the points we submitted to the Premier. While
the discussion was taking place upon it, the
Premier acknowledged that the amendments
we were seeking had a pretty wide scope and
would benefit a large number of wage-earners,
but he was of opinion that if we overloaded

" “this legislation it' would probably injuriously

‘affect some industries. - Now, it is my opinion
that any legislation that will be beneficial to
the  wage-earners, . and which is - urgently
nieeded. should be carried into effect irrespec-
tive of itg effect upon any industry. It should
be a charge upon the industry. If an industry
cannob recognise its obligations and survive,
then it has no right to survive. That is my
candid opinion. . -As a matbter of fact, the
amendments that have been suggested are not
of such a wide-reaching character that they
will seriously affect any industry. . Certainly
the amounts payable can be scheduled without
placing any extra. charge or obligation tuporn
the employers in any industry, and it is a
thing that will prove of great benefit' to the
men working in many industries that- are
classed as dangerous.” I have had brought
under my notice: quite recently a couple of
cases which will serve to illustrate this voint
and the necessity for having an' amendment
such as has been suggested by the hon. mem-
ber. for: Gvmpie. . There is the case of a
Svaniard who wag seriously injured at Chil-
lagoe two and a-half years ago.  He had the

“misfortune to fall down a 1ift well at the com-

panv’s: works, ‘and did not regain conscious-
ness for two months. but in consequence of
not lodging notice of the injury according to
the provigions of “the Act. “he g6t no. com-
pensation. . e put his case in:'the hands of a
solicitor with a view to instituting proceedings
against ths company, and the matter has been
roing “on until now. . The unfortunate man
‘Has suffered permanent injury. and yet he has
received: no: compensation ‘whatever; and fhA
case ‘has been-buneled up:from solicitor to
solicitor:  ‘The “unfortundte. man: is in  this
position: not only through  a little. technical

[3r. Ryland.
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error but in consequence of the difficult legal
process that has to be gone through under
the present Act. If the amounts to. be  paid
in the case of cerfain injuries were scheduled,
then = he " could olaim the amount without
having to go through any course of litigation
whatever, and the matter would end there;
and if there was any dispute with regard to
the amount due; I think the onus of disproving
liability should be cast upon the employer.  The
initial ccst of any litigation under the Workers’
Compensationi: Act should be. paid by the
employer and not by the employee as at pre-
sent. “In the case of this unfortunate man,
whose name was Thomas Bores, a Spaniard,
he did not have the wherewithal to prosecute
the employers under the Employers Ldab+ist-
Act, or under the Mining Act, or any other
measure: under which he could perhaps have
gained ‘redress or corpensation.. At present
the amount that should be paid in case of cer-
tain- injuries is not provided in the schedule,
and the congequence has been that that unfor-
tunate raan - has received absolutely nothing
whatever: in connection with the injury. :An-
other ' case  came  under: ‘my: personal notice
soms time ago of 4 man. at Stannary Hills,
who lost an eve. through an. explosion. in &
mine;  hereceived mnothing except the £1
a week that was paid to him while he was in
the hospital-—a matter of a few weeks. The
hon.. member for Gympie mentioned a case or
two that came under his notice in reference to
the small amounts paid in connection with the
loss of an eye.” Thig unfortunate man, whose
name is Thomas O’Byrne; received absolutely
nothing except the £1 a week while in tne
hospital. I the amounts were scheduled; the
police magistrates would do their duty anc
see . that those responsible paid the correct
amounts in the case of certain accidents. That
would he- a much simpler: process than the
present difficult process we have to go through
in order to claim the small amount due for an
accident.  In my opinion the Workers’ Com-
pensation Act should apply to all workers: It
should apply, not only to those following dan-
gerous occupations but to those in every ocou-
pation “or - industry. - It ‘should apply to
tribubers in ‘mines, who do not come under the
benefits of the present Act. They dre men
who are just as liable to injury as any other
miner or any person working in aby industry:
It should also apply to domestic servants, I
meunticnad “this matter’ last session when we
were discussing - the second teading  of the
amending ' Act, and" the  Premier. secemed to

“think it was ridiculous to advocate thé exten-

sion of this Act o domestic servants.  Hesaid
we might as well extend it to everybody. ' {

“think: the Act should ‘extend to domestic ser-

vants.. - Accidents are certainly not very fre-
quent” in- domestic. service,  but nevertheless
whan they do occur, it means an absolute hard:
ship t0 the unfortunate “victim. Therefore T
think some protection should be given to that
class. - It would not mean a very greab hard-
ship to the employers, because they could pro-
tect themselves by the simple method of insur-
ance.  In connection with the advocacy of
State ‘insurance, I think that is a step in ths
right direction, and: it' should' be: well: ‘ccn:
sidered. by the. Glovernment. . We . have ' had
the experience of other countries to guide us:
in this matter, and their experiences have been
happy ones.. Mr. A. P. Hillier, in a recent
work in commenting on thé measure in force:
in"Germany, savs, in his opinion; it is one of

- the most successful and one-of the most simple

pieces  of social reform that his ‘ever been
carried. into ‘effect. . He is perfectly satisfic<
that; after: twenty-nine years’ ‘experience, the
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German insurance legislation has been success:
ful. I think the same measure could be
intpoduced in Quéensland. I think we should
make some provision ~against - those -contin-
gencies that are continually operating against
wage-earners-—sicknoss, . aceident,  and . in-
firmity—that at present compel them to rely
absolutely upon some forin or other of public
charity: - We should make this a charge upon
the industry “in which the employees work,
and when they are disabled. in consequence of
any such confingency, they should be entitled
to“a certain  amount of relief. The State
should make provision for that velief, and the
worker could: claim from the State the relief
which the  State. has helped himx to purchase

and not. left him to beg. We should recog-

nise the rnecessity of making this provision
for: wage-earners:: It is one of the highest
obligations of every community. I have very
much pleasure in supporting the resolution.

Mr., MANN' (Cairns): I just paused for a
moment or two to see if any reply would come
from. - the Minister on the front Treasury
beneh. - I would like to hear what he has to
say -about: the matter, and, if he would rise
now and-let the: House hear what the Go-
vernment think of the proposition, I would
be only too glad to- give way to him. ~ As he
makes tio sign of rising, T would just say T am
in general accord with the motion moved by
the junior member for Gympis, only I think
he should have put the last proviso first-—that
we should 'provide ' for ‘compulsory. State in-
surance and then we would get all the others.
If we cannot get compulsory State insurance,
T am quite satisfied we cannot get the others,
becanse it will mean too heavy a charge upon
the employers insuring.  I" think myself we
ought to get compulsory State insurance, and
also we ought to get it from this Government,
inasmuch as State insurance was a plank in
that now. famous Rockhampion programme.
If it has not been thrown overboard, I now
call upon the Premier to give us that plank
in the Rockhampton programme in order that
he may go to the country and assure the
people that he is still that rampant democrat
the Premier claims $o be.  However, 1
listened to what fell from the lips of the
member for Woothakaia, and he urged, with
a good deal of force, that everyone who was
in employment and met with an accident
should receive compensation, and he claimed
that the employers could fully protect them-
selves by insuring their employees.. Of course
that is perfectly correct. Hveryone who re-
ceives an injury should receive compeusation.
The only question to my mind is: Are em-
ployers at-all times able to meet the heavy
insurance charges? For example: Up in the
Atherton district where they are felling the
serub-—a’ very dangerous occupation-—the in-
stiralice companies charge a very heavy. pre-
mium indeed.” Mahy of those settlers wish to
make: their: homes there and: desire. to geb
their scruby felled;  but are without any money:
The' Government: charged: them such an ex-
tortionate price:for their land.

The SzCrETARY ¥or PuBLIC Lianps: Where .

is that?

Mr: MANN: In Atherton. - Many: of them
have had to wait about two years: for their
land:  They have felled a portion of the scrub;,
@nd put it under grass, and now they have
not the wherewithal to buy a hoof to eat that
grass. down.
sense individual how those settlers can afford
to pay the heavy insurance charges on scrub
cutters?" Some’ of the lads from: the town-—

w5

[14 Joury.)

I ask ‘any ordinary common-.
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perhaps some: whom the Hon. the Secretasy:
for Public Lands knows—have gone up to'the
Atherton- Scrub and have undertaken to fall
the ‘scrub  themselves, and have lost their
lives. Two young Queensland lads have been
killed recently while falling scrub there, ‘and
after every accident it is reasonable to sup-
pose: the insuvance companies will say, * We-
must increase the premium for scrub falling.”
I heard somie complaints during my recent trip-
in the North about. the heavy rates they had
to pay; and I-think-it is only reasenable ‘to
believe that, after a number of accidents, the
ingurance . companies “will -~ combitie  among
themselves to raise the rates.  That being so,
the only solution is complete State assuranee,
so that we can guarantee employers getting
insurance for their employees; both male and

female, at the cheapest rate pos-
[4.30 p.m.] sible. If a man gets killed while

falling - scrub, and’ the employer

can barely pay his wages, there is no use in

saying he should give the widow and orphans
£400.  And there are cases in which the Go-
vernment do not acknowledge any obligation
whatever. In Atherton a workman went on
a selection - and worked " for a considerable
period. The employer threw up the land, and
though the Government: got  the land baek
with the: improvements made on it, the un-
fortunate worker got nothing.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: That
has nothing to do with the Workers’ Compen-
sation: Act. -

Mz, MANN: Noj but I think it :is only
right, where the Government get the benefit
of the worlk: done, they sbould meet the obliga-
tiunTs of the employer to the man who did:the
waozk

The SECRETARY ¥OR PuUBLIc LaNDs: What
do you mean by ‘‘ benefit of the work done”?

Mr. MANN: Suppose a man employed by
a railway contractor gets killed, and the em-
ployer cannot afford to pay the £400 compen-
sation.  If he forfeits his contract and the
Government take it "over with the work"

,already done. they should see that compensa-

tion is paid. In my opinion insurance should
be made compulsory, and the insurance com--
panies should not be allowed to charge more
than ‘a certain- rate. - I do not wish to $ake
up any more time, because I think & vote
should be taken to test. the feeling of the
House in regard to the matter.  With regard
to a remark that fell from the: hon. member
for Woothakata as to the effect which coms-
pulsory insurance  might have: on- industries;

- I think the rublic will be prepared to: pay a

little more for the produets of any industry
they wish to survive.' If the public want the
workers in the dairying industry or any other
industry insured,’ they will have to be pre-
pared to pay a little more for their product,
if necessary.. The difficulty can only be got
over by incréasing the cost to the consumer.
I think the hon: member for Gympie is to be
commended for bringing this motion forward,
and I hope: the Minister will promise that as
early as possible a Bill will be brought down
providing for compulsory State insurance.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
1 think it is generally admitted that  the
Workers’  Compensation. Act has proved: &
benefit - all round. It is a_ measure that re-
ceived the general approval of all parties in
the House; and in the country: I think the'Act
has been very well respected  and respgim'déd
to. The hon. member who is responsible fot
the motion which i now before the House
said' that we could not stand still That is

Hon. D. F. Denham.]
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perfectly: trie; the State is moving forward
rapidly ; but I think it will be generally ad:
mitted: that it is. undesirable to  be making
frequent amendments’ in industrial legislation
like this.  Only last year there was a very
desirable amendment brought in by the Go-
vernment reducing the time at which compen-
sation’ became: payable: from fourteen days to
three; and: with ithat alteration T think ‘we
have an Act that is practically up: to modern
requirements.. Tt is-quite ‘possible that: it is
not perfect in every respect, but: that it meets
the urgent requiremernts of the day it hag not
been ‘denied.. I was rather disappointed that
the hon. gentleman. in moving the resolution
did' not endeavour toproduce ~evidence ‘to
thoroughly satisfy. one of ‘the urgendy of the
case: " The call:* Not formal ”? proceedeqd from
his ‘ownside, and it is apparent ‘that’ hon:
gentlemen opposite. are desirous of ventilating
their views, therefore there’ was no need for

the Treasury bench: to: anticipats™ them." I~

would: like  to - call “attention to  the terms of
the resolution.  The first is--

< {d) Repeal of “contractingiont provisions, section

y 12 of the Act! :
I think the hon, gentleman might be a little
more careful in his' phraséclogy.
tion 12 :is 'not a contracting:out provision.
Mr. RYLAND: It is known by that name.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
The provision: is very simple, and can be put
into operation to the manifest advantage of
those concerned. ” And what need is there for
an amendment because only one such schems
has been approved? That is the scheme of

one of the: largest concerns in the State—the -

Colonial: Sugar Refining Company—and. ‘any-
one who knows anything about their opera-
tions recognises that they are methodical and
emphatically just and honourable. The scheme

they submitted received  the endorsement of

the Government and remaing in: force. "The
hon. ‘gentleman: is seeking to lead the House
astray by talking about " ‘“contracting out.”’
There is no such proposal in the measure; it
ig-merely a provision for'a scheme of compen-
sation which may be substituted for the pro-
vigions of the "Agct: There is perfect liberty,
and there is no attempt to evade the under-
lying principles of the Act. I venture to say
that the employees of this company, the only
company that has sought to come under the
provisions of section 12, are better pleased
with the scheme they are enjoying than they
would - be under the  ordinary compensation
provisions. - The Government has shown an
excellent - example in its dealings under the
Act, Whenever any of its employees have
suffered they have been dealt with in the most
generous manuer, in the hope that the general
eommunity might take it as a lead to follow.
But: it must be remembered that all measures
such ‘as. Workers” Compensation Acts,  invol-
ving as they do heavy premiums, in order to
protect  the employer from the consequences
of ‘negligence ‘or of misfortune on-the part
of employees—T say: all ‘such Acts as these
necessarily involve  increased cost, and there:
fore. it is discreet to be ‘as gentle as possible
in’ itg first application and ~operation. - Cer-
tainly, the provisions we now have are vastly
superior: to the conditions obtaining prior to
the introduction of ' the Workers’ Compensa-
fion ‘Act of 1905. Had the hon, gentleman;
or “any ' of those  who' subsequently followed
him; shown any inequality or any injustices
that ‘were calling for adjustment;  then, of
course; 1t would: be' a. matter’ for: immediate
investigation; but I fail to recognise that there
was any such allegation.  Talk about schedules
<=a schedule setting forth: how much for an

- [Hom: D. F. Denham.
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injured eye, or how much for the entire loss
of ‘an‘eye, or: of a leg, or of an arm! We
recognise that an eye in: some employments
is; much - more: valuable as a ‘matter of in-
trinsic use than in others.. I suppose there is
hardly a man in this State who would volun:
tarily lose  his eye for any compensation that
might be awarded to him, and that is one
feature. that I have' always appreciated ‘in
connection with the Workers’ Compensation
Act: - It has been said that there are men
who ‘malinger and who actually run the risk
of an accident so’ as to get compensation,. I
recognise that, first of all, there is the dread
of  suffering physical . pain; - and, secondly,
the loss ‘of a: bodily organ: I do not think
any  man would voluntarily subject himself

‘to that, but. whilst men will not voluntarily

subject: themselves to the consequence of an
injury. or an accident, yet we cannct aver
that the leg is equally valuable in the em-
ployment of every man as one of the other;
or - any ~other limb.  For- instance, to men
who are navyying, the loss of a leg is much
more: serious than it is to a clerk.  Now, are

© you going to schedule the rate for a clerk;

the rate for a navvy, the rate foran artisan,
and the rate: for a stockman? = Are-limbs
equal in theirvalue? I say it all depends upon
the occupation of the individual just how that
member may be valued: I observe that the
deputy leader of the Opposition is smiling as
if this was something -not altogether in the
nature of a common-sense argument, but I
would draw  attention: to- the investigations
carried on in the old country, which have been -
quoted this afternoon. ' There was a com-
mittee appointed for the purpose of inquiring
into the matter, so:as to bring in recommen-
dations for® an . amendment of the Workers’
Compensation Act. " They have advised con:
trary to a scheme forischeduling the amounts
payable in regard to any individual injury.
I will ‘quote from page 85. The inguiry was
on the lines of a tariff for an injury, and the
findings are these—

These and similar difficulties have led some witesses
to. recommend a fixed tariff for ceirtain injuries. o
much for the loss of an arm or leg, so much for the
loss of an eye, and so forth.. We think it possible, or
probable, -that in. the course of time something
approaching to a tariff of this character may be arrived
at bv mutual agreement, apd adopted in practice in
the case of the highly organised trades in which it
would be appropriate, aud it is probable that if this -
were the case the practice would be adopted and
foliowed by County Court judges, but, in our opinion, it
would not be practicable to settle any sucl tariff to be
embodied in an 4ct of Parliament.. All that can be
done in this respect is to leave the guestion to the
judge, defining as far as possible the matters whiech,
in the exercise of his discretion, he is to take into gon-
sideration.

Now. I think it is far better that the Aet
should remain as it is. It is elastic.

My, Bowman: It is very elasfic:

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Very elastic, and I do not think the hon.
gentleman can point to any magistrate or any
judge who has operated that Act in a mean
or casiistic manner. :

Mr. Ryraxp: It should be settled withous
going to a magistrate.

Mr. MorpaY: They are bound by the Aet:

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
They are bound by the ‘Act, but there is a
great liberty in the Act. But if, on the other
hand,; you say they. are to have a fixed sum
for any member or any limb, then of course
the magistrate cannot exceed that. . .

Mr. BowmaN i You partially recognise that
in’ your public service to-day,
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
In what regard? - D

Mr. BowwmaANx: In giving a certain amount
for-the loss of a hand in connection with the
Ipswich workshops: :

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Speaking of my corinestion with the Railway
Departiment; there was a case in. which an eye
waslost, and we gave the highest amount, I
remember ong: case in- the railway workshops
—a portion of steel entered the eye and caused
the loss of sight==and in that cass we went to
the maximim’ which the law provided.

Mr. Ryan: £250 you gave.

My Bownan:: I kiow: some  private em-
ployérs who have not been as generous as your
department has. ' That is why we are anxious.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Then “if ‘you “are ‘going to: give a schedule
which 'would make it possible to get. £200 or
£400 for 'an eye, it means the premium- will
be “increased at once, as, the higher the
maximum-amount s, no doubt the insurance
companies base their- premiums- accordingly.

Mr. BowmaN: That is why you should: have
an. insurance of your own. :

The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC LANDS:
That might bé a very desirable thing.

Mr, BowiaN; Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
As far as concerns the first portion of the

~lwon. member’s request in his motion for the

repeal of the contracting-out provisions, I say
there is no such thing as the contracting-out
provisions; that so far we have only operated
in one case-—the case of the Colonial Sugar
Refining  Company—and . no  complaint - has
been made by any member of that big organi-
sation. ' Then the hon. member proceeds to
ask that the benefit beextended to all workers.
Now let us look at the Act, and see who are
comprised within this scheme; and if is almost
difficuly to find: anyone' outside  the provi-
slonS—

(1) Any industrial, commercial thanufacturing. or
building work earried on by.or on behalf of
the employer as part of bis trade or business;
or

(2) Any agricultural, horticultural, or ‘pastoral

work carried on by or on behalf of the em- -

ployer as part of ‘his trade or husiness; or

(3) Any mining, * guarrying; engineering, or haz-
ardous Work carried on by or on behalf of the
employer as part of his trade or business or ag
an investment with a view to profit; or

(4} Any work carried on by or on behalf of the
Government of Queensland or any lncal antho-
rity as the employer, if the work would, in the
case of a private employer, be an employment
t0 which this Act applies.

About the only employee that is not com-

prised in that I think is'a domestic servant,
An OprostTioN: MruBER: Noj tributers in
rines. : : :
Mr: RYLAND : Your coachman would not be
ineluded inthat.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
No; because it is not in- the ordinary couise
- of employment.

Me, Ryrawp: But surely & motor-car would
be included?

The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC LANDS:
I neither possess a  motor-car nor. a coach;
but as coachbuilding is not my business, and
not- having a livery establishment, therefore
1 should not be liable in: the event of the
coachman having an accident,

The SrCRETARY FOR -RATLWAYS: Your lorry-
drivers are included. ;

[14 Jury.]

that.

“what you ‘mean.

‘co-operate and work that mine.
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The SECRETARY ¥FOR PUBLIC LANDY:
Yes, they are. Everyone engaged in- any
worls in_connection with business pursuits is
covered by insurance, and we go further tham
Whereas the law provides merely as it
stands for part payment, we pay the full rates
whether the man is injured or merely sick.

Mr. TugoDORE: Then why not extend it to
tributers and domestic servants?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDH:
I cannot - discuss' the " question: of tributers
being. included; because I do not understand
] I understand that a mine
having been worked by a company, ‘and for
some reason or other the company: decides to
close down. . Say it is the No. 3 Great Eastern
Company. They cease mining altogether.: A
number of men agree amongst themselves to
There is no
employer amongst them, is there?

Mr.  Muerry: Yes; they are holding the

ground. for the company, and fulfilling the
mining -conditions for them.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
The owner of the mine has spent some thou-
sands of pounds in trying to make the mine
payable, and he cannot do it.  He then says to
a number of men, “If you can win anything
out of the mine, go ahead.. If you win any
gold at all, I will get a percentage out of what
you win.”” That is it, T take it. Whom would
you require to insure? Not the company who

put down the shaft.

Mr. MuLrax: The company, of course.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAND#"
There: are a number of men working for their
own: personal gain, not for wages.  They are
not working for the owrer of the mine, but
for themselves. .

Mr.. Ryranp:  They cannot insure them-
selves under this' Act at all.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Do you say that a number of men working
together for: themselves: cannot take out' a
joint policy?

Mz, Ryranp: No.

The SrCRETARY FOR RAILwAYS: They cam
take out a general accident policy.

The TREASURER: Of course they can.  They
can always take out an accident policy with
the insurance company. ;

Mry. RyranD: Not under the provisions of
this Act.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS-
It'is difficult to hear what is being said with
half & dozen talking at one time, but I think
that a number of men working together as
tributers could easily take out a joint accident
policy, and the policy would cover one and all.

My, Ryrand: Not under this Act. :

Mr. - ForsyTH:  Any
would insure’ them.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
If tributers are unable to take out a joink
sceident policy for one and all in that way,
then I think that some such provision should
be, made for them.

My, RyranD: Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Originally we contemplated the  question’ of
employer ‘and employee, and the Act as 1t
starids has made amnle provision for every
form of employment.. It brings in every man
engaged in hazardous employment:

Mr. RyaN: Does it cover the police?

Hon. D. F. Denham.}
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
The police ‘are covered - by the Crown in
another way.  They are just the same as the
railway men. . Although the railway men are
not -covered by any insurance, if there is an
accident they are dovered by the Crown: That
is provided for by the Crown.

Mr, RYAN: The railway men are covered
by this' Act.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:

es, I know. But the Government do not
insure this building; and they do not insure
their employees. But if an accident happens
to anyone employed in the CGovernment: ser-
vice, they receive  compensation - from ' the
Government-on a liberal scale. If any of the
police are injured in the discharge of their
duties, then not-only do they get the full
amount. of compensation provided for under
the Act, but provision has also been made for
their children until they reach a certain age.

Mr. BowmaN: Some of them get it

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:

I think it has been done in every. case that
has come under my notice.

Mr. Bowwman: No.

. The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:

1 know that in every case which was brought
up: before the Cabinet they have had the
fullest consideration and compensation. - Noft
- only the police, but it has also been extended
to the medical profession. You remember the
doctor  at Toowoomba who was so brutally
treated by a lunatic that he died.
The TreassvrEr: Dr. Wishaw.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:

es.  He was receiving a salary of £600 or
£700, and . his widow = received = from. -the
Government the sum of £400, although "the
doctor was' not” covered by insurance. - Not
only ‘that, but provision was made. for the
children, in ‘the case of the lad until he
reached sixteen years and in the case of the
girl until she reached eighteen years.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: That is so.

Mr. Ryan: That is not done in every case,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAND®.
If: there is any case that has not been dealt
with in a fair and liberal, manner, it is be-
cause that case has not come before the
notice of the Cabinet. )

Mr. Ryraxn: You admit a weakness in the
Act there.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Every occupation is dealt with under the Act
evidently, except tributers.

The TrEASURER: And they are dealt with.

Mr. Rvraxp: And contractors are not dealf
with.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
If there are - six, eight, ten, or twelve men
working together  on tribute, it would be
better for them to take out a joint policy.

Mr. Ryranp : How can they take out a joint
policy under this Act, when there is no pro-
vision for: them doing so?

The TreEssurer: They can take  out - an
accident policy, .

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
They can take :out insurance policies to cover
them. Take.the case of an ordinary émployer
in-any ordinary walk of life.. He does not
insure his employees in their names of John
Smith or William: Brown, and so forth ; but he
Just says that he has so many employees and
their wages are so mueh.  The poliey is then

issued to cover all the wages, 56 that if'a man

[Hon. D. F. Denham.
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drops out to-day and another man comes in
to-morrow to take his place, and an accident
oceurs, that man is protected at -once. T say
that every form of occupation is cared for here,
including the tributer. It has been suggested
that' domestic: servants should ‘be . brought
under the provisions of this Aet. Surely their
employment cannot be called hazardous em-
ployment, - I really think that it is making a
travesty of a very important measure like this.
Mr. RYTAND: Why?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
We will see what they say about this in the
old country in the report of the departmental
committee =~ appointed to - inquire into  the
matter of paying compensation for injuries to
workmen.  They say in this report-—

16 seems to usthat it would be impracticable to pro-
pose a geveral extension of the Act to all contracts-of
employment. We hardly think it necessary to argue
at length against universal and indiscriminate exten-
sion.  There’ must, in our opinion, be some Jefinition
of the kind of contract of employment which carries
with it consequences so serious; some definite and not
merely momentary relation of employer-and employed
must exist before so onerous a liability as that created
by the Act is imposed. : :
You know that you can overdo a thing, and
you' can break s thing down by its. own
weight.

Mr. RyraNp: That is why we did net ask
for too much at the beginning.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
That is so, and it was quite right.

Mr. Ryranp: We want to go step by step,
and this is our step for this session.. {(Laugh-
ter.) ‘

The SECRETARY FGR PUBLIC LANDS:
Originally the idea was to protect those en-
gaged in- hazardous- employment, and - that
idea was extended to cover others, even ths
clerk who works in the office.; "Now we are
asked to extend it to domestic servants. I
think" the hon. gentleman has got his-eye
perhaps on the voting power of the domestic
servants.

Mr. BowmaN: You - should not
motives to the hon. gentleman.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
If the hon. member for Gympie thinks I am
imputing motives I will recall my words, as I
do not in the least degree wish to reflect on
the hon. gentleman’s integrity in the matter.
But the hon. gentleman always has his eye
on the main chance. .

Mr. LenxonN: He is humanitarian.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
As far as my own relationship with domestic
servants is concerned we seldom
[6 p.m.] make changes, but we often hear
of domestic servants moving round
and "~ how - often  they ' change. Sometimes,
a domestic servant is cross with a mistress,
and it is not always the mistress’s fault. She
might be an evil-minded girl, and she might
say to herself, ““T want a holiday. It is getting
warm.”’  She may say, “If is getting warm; I
would like to go to Sandgate for a month, or
two or three months,” and may voluntarily
icur some’ insignificant injury ;. she would
not expose herself to serious injury.
Mr, NeviTr: You said s few minutes ago
that nobody would willingly get injured.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
We ‘were then discussing hazardous employ-
ments. I say it would be a mistake fo over-
load the Act by bringing in' the domestic
servant who may secure for herself a holiday
on account of some: simiple injury to which she

impute
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has: herself contributed. " Even in  the old
country, where they have dealt with this
matter as liberally-as possible," I do not think
they have yet: gone so. far as to include
domestic servants as workers within the mean-
ing of the: Act.

Mr. Ryraxp: Yes; they cover insurance of
domestic sexvants for a fee of Bs. per annum.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I do not think it can be said that the domestic
servant is helping a man to earn his income;
she may be helping to spend i, but not to
earn: it.

Mr. BowuaN: Some girls conserve it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Some girls may help to conserve it.

M. RyYranDp: Five or six shillings a year
would cover the insurance. '

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS.
Possibly, but I do not thirk it is necessary to
oxtend the provisions of the Act to domestic
servants. - By the passing of the Workers’
Compensation Act we got rid of all that liti-
gation business which arose under the pro-
vigion of the BEmployers’ Liability Act that
exempted the employer from payment of com-
pensation - where. there was contributory
negligence. on the part of the employee. We
extended the:protection to the employee where
an accident occurrved: ““in.-the course of. his
employment,’” and: then included -all: workers
who helped:to earn revenue for their employer,
I fail to recognise the necessity ‘of extending
the operation of the Act.”” The only classes of
workers, according to the hon. member,: who
do not comse under the provisions of the Act
are tributers in mines and domestic servants.

Mr. MurpuyY: Don’t you think that every
amployer: should be compelled to insure his
employees against accident?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Every reputable employer does insure his em-
ployees against accident. Employers will not

take the risk of having to pay compensation

for accident.. Therefore, all reputable em-

ployers insure their employees. But how are

you going to compsl employers to insure?
Mr. Ryraxp: By Act of Parliament.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
How would you carry it out?

Mr. Ryrand: Fine a man £1 per week .if he
does not insure.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I do not think such a scheme is desirable.

An HonouraBre MumBrr: You compelled
dairymen to pay an inspection fee:

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
What was the ¢hject of the fee paid by dairy:
men? " It was to pay for the inspection from
which they benefited. | But it would be un-
reasonable to compel every employer by law to
insure, beécause he would not. be contributing
towards any benefit conferred upon him.: So
far as the general trénd of this motion goes,
. I 'do not regard it as anything to be alarmed
at. The proposals are'in no wise serious; they
might beian improvement to. the  Act, but
they do not appear to. me to be: so imiportant
as tosdemand an amendroent of the' Act this
session:  As I have pointed out; what the hon.

member ¢alls the ‘“eontracting-out’’ clause is

not & contracting-out provision at all.- It is
simply & provision under which employers of
labour may devise a scheme of their own; and
that is an eminently desirable:thing to do
where employers are big: enough and strong
“erough to do it. - I would not allow sverybody

[14 Jory.]

”

Compensation Act. 57

to- do that, borause every employer: is: not
strong enough to meet his, obligations in re-
lation to accidents. It must be borne in mind
that employers adopting a scheme of their
own have to get the approval of the Govern-
ment to any such scheme.  With regard to the
proposal to protect injured workers in the case
of the insolvency of their employers, I think I
have dealt with that, and I hope effectively.
As to providing in a-schedule the amount
which shall be paid to employees for different
injuries, that has been proved beyond doubt
to. be an unwise thing, not only by arguments
adduced: here but also. by quotations from
reports on the subject in the old country.  As
to State insurance,  thab is a matter  well
worthy of the closest investigation. . The only
information I have on that subject at present
is information gathered’ casually.  When we
tackle a big question like that it should not be
done in a casual way. We should deal with it
practically and theroughly.

Mr. BowMmaN: You have been associated
with a Cabinet who have announced that such
a measure is a part of their policy.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Yes, but we are going to be here for some
yvears—(Opposition laughter)—and you cannot
expect us to carry out all improvements in one
session.

Mr. BowumaX: There is the handwriting on
the wall.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
We are not so ambitious as to try to do every-
thing in one year.  We" proceed by degrees,
and' it is possible that we shall yet put upon
the statute-book a State Insurance Act. Buf
what is such an Act to be? Is'it to be a Fire
Insurance Act or a Life Insurance Act or an
Accident, Insurance Act or an Act including
all those matters?

Mr. Bowuan: All those.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
There are members on this side of the
Chamber *who. have - advocated - some such
measure, apart altogether from the Govern-
ment policy. In some places insurances are
effected by local organisations. I believe they
have local insurance schemies in Bundaberg
and Toowoomba. Itis only in large cities like
Brisbane that they have not the cohesion to°
carry out such a scheme.  If they had had
cohesion in Brisbane, I suppose we should
have had a mutual insurance concern here.
The finest investment a man can have for his
money is insurance: -

An HONOURABLE. MEMBER: Are you inter-
ested in the business?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
No; unfortunately I have no interest in insur-
ance business, At the same time, I think there
is no. scheme of investment comparable with
insurance  in regard. to the wonderful strides
it has niade and the profits it produces. From
what I have seen insurance companies appar-
ently pay very: well. - They are building up
their reserves, meeting their obligations, and
paying dividends. It is quite possible that
some scheme of State insurance may be desir-
able. ' I had hoped that the hon. member
would have - dealt. with the. New Zealand
scheme and have shown how triumphantly suc-
cessful that has been. ; :

Mr. Ryranp: I did.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
As one who insures largely it would please
me to see some such scheme; because the very
first offect would: be to bring: premiums down;

Hon. D, F. Denham.]
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though I observe that that great State of New
Zealand had to'enter into negotiations with
the companies to raise the premiums.

Mr. Ryzaxp: I am dealing with accident
insutance.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC LANDS:
Very well; when we tackle this big guestion
of State tisurance it- will not be in a small
way;- it will be- in & comprehensive way,
~but it must be done on an-actuarial basis.
We ' cannot. have any kite-flying in this busi-
ness. I think the Treasurer has quite a hard
~enough réw- to. hoe without taking wupon
himself any  undue risks. If a  scheme be
proved " actuarial ‘and sound; then there is
no . reason . why - the State  should ~ not
tackle insurance  just as it has taken hold
of the great carrying work on the railways.
(Hear, hear | Y But.until we' know just. the
ground- we are treading  we must be wary.
As soon as: we know how far we can travel
with safety, then. I'have no doubt that the
item ' appearing . .in. the - Rockhampton pro-
gramme to-which reference has been ' made this
afternoon  will. find “a place’ on' the statute-
book; ‘but I am not in a position to 'say that
the wish of ‘the: hon. member for- Gympie will
be translated: into statute law . this session.
Neither do I state that' I am opposed to many
of ' the  schemes that the hon. member has
advanced  this afternoon. I merely say that
there i3’ no 'such ‘urgency as to necessitate
< putting - other business aside in order to carry
out these schemes.

My, CORSER (Maryborough): Hon. mem-
bers on the other side seem to forget that we
have a Workers” Compensation Act as free and
as good 4s any existing in the British Empire.

}lh BowMAN: We want to make it better
sti

Mr. CORSER : I think a good many mem-
bers opposite put a. very wrong construction
upon what can' be done under insurance. It
has been stated that tributers cannot be in-
sured under the Act.

Mr. RYLAND ;. You' can insure them, but
not under the Act

Mr. CORSER: You can insure them as
individuals.

Mr.” Ryranp: If there was & big accident
and the insurance companies objected to pay,
you could not enforce payment.

Mry. COR_SER. You ean take out a policy
to cover tributers, just as a contractor can
take out a policy to cover his employees.” You
can insure each individual,' or you can- take
out & general cover.. The owner of a mine can
insure any tributers under the Workers’ Com-
pensation Act:

Mr.. RYLAND: Ile can pay the premiums,

but can he- get compensation m the event of.’

an accident?

Mr. CORSER: I do not think it is fair to
suggest that insurance ¢ompanies in this State
that are registered by the Government will so
carry on their business that they receive pre-
miums and fail to carry out the obligations
ol their policies.

My Murery: They do it in connection with
mmmg tributes;: anyhow.

Mr. CORBER . Certainly no case has come
undel my: notice where any company tried to
evade: its obligations in this respect.. A’ per-
sonal accident policy ‘can be taken out for a
miner for £100; payable in this way :—£1 10s.

per: week: will' be paid during incapacity. for.-

twenty-six- weeks; and £100 “will be paid:in
the event of death. If the man wants to

{Hon. D. ¥ Denham.
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multiply that by four, he has only to pay four
timcy the amount of premiurm and four lees
these payments will be made.

Mr. Muiran: He would have to pay £6 per
AN :

Mr: CORSER: Well, it is no ‘more than -
his employer has to pay.. If a tributer places:
himself in the- position of his employer, and:
becomes a worker in the mine, and takes alb
the . profits——

Alr: MurrrY:: No, he does not.

Mz, CORSER:: 'He takes very nearly all
the profits. Many tributers I know only pay
5 per cént. to-the owners of the mine; and all
the rest belongs to themselves.

Mr, Mrvirax:: I know some who have to-
pay 20 per cent.

Me. MurpHY: They are not even allowed to:
take the gold that they get.

Mr CORSER'::. These men may not be
labourers under the  Act in a sense,” hecause
they aie working for themselves and are’ their:
own employers; but it is; wrong to say: that
they cannot cover themselves by ‘insurance in
exactly the same way’ as any ordmary em:

ployer could cover: them.

Mr. Murzzan:: Not under: the Act.

Mr. CORSER: Yes, under the Act. .
M. RYLAND: No, it has nothmg at all to
do with the Act. X

Mr. CORSER %upposm
owner of the‘mine and say,

you go to the
“There are twenty:

‘of us in this tribute, and we want you to take-
- outa policy under the Workers’ Compensa-

tion Act for any accident that may happen to
any of us whilst we are working on tribute,’”’

the mineowner can do it

My, RYLaND: e 'can pay the premiums all
right.

Mr. CORSER:  And compensation will be
I understood hon. members on the-
other side to say that you cannot insure a
groom or a gardener or a  chauffeur. I do
not possess such a thing as a chauffeur, but you.
can certainly cover @ groom or a gardener
We have also heard that there has. been a.
very large increase in the premiums charged
in reanect of - scrub-cutters. - Now, let me .
assure hon. members thab there has been no-
increase in the premiums since the Act came-
into force. A% that time the rate for scrub-
cutters was £3 per - cent. If a farmer puts
his men on: at any ordinary work the pre-
mium. is only. 15s. per centi; but if they are
engaged " all the time ab s\,rub-cuntmg, the-
premium. is £3 per: cent.; and it has never:
been less.

Mr. RYpAND: " If & farmer-cuts scrub him-
self, “why should he not. be-entitled to com-

~pensation as well as the man working for him?

It is the wages thiey cover, and not the man.

Mr. CORSER: If I have a contract to let,
I take the precaution to  ascertain, first, that
the contractor has an ibsurance pohcy, other-
wise he does not get the job; and-any labourer:
can go to an omplover and say,; *Have you
got an insurance policy, otherwise I will not
work for you?” Then the. employer. would*

Mz, O SvLLIVA\*- A poor fellow :taﬁmv for'
3 job'!

Mr. CORSER + So that I really ‘do not see:
that there is anything in this motion that calls:
for ‘us to 'support it at this juncture. There
is one thing: I'do not know whether the hon.
member threw it ‘out. as  a  bait, but. he
wants the stamp duty of  5s. taken off the:
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policy: Now, ‘the “stamp  duty is  never
charged to- the men. | It is certainly paid by
the insurance companies, and, as it goes to
the CGovernment, the people get it back in
some other way. :

; Mr. RYUAND:~ The poor labourer has to pay
it :

e RYAN (Bareoo): T have much pleasure

in- supporting the motion moved by the hon:
member’ for: Gympie. I have listened with

considerable interest to the speeches that have

been made  on the other side of the House—
both to ‘that of the Minister and of the hon.
member:who hag -just resumed his seat. I
heard the Minister say that he does not think
it advisable ' that’ there should be frequent
amendments to industrial legislation. Whether
that 13 desirakle ‘or not; I think every hon
member in’ this House will ‘agree that it is
desirable ~ that ~promises  which have heen
made to the eloctors of Queensland should be
carried out. The Government have promised
that they will bring down a measure providing
for State insurance;, and I quite agree with

the hon, member for Cairns that that is one

of the most important amendments that could
pe made in the Workers” Compensation Act.
But: when we' listen to speeches such as that
which  has ‘just” been delivered by the hon.
membper for Maryborough; we have not far
to go to find the reason why the Government
are.” not  carrying out  their promise: with
regard to State insurance.: It is quite evident
that the influence of private insurance com-
panies: behind the Government. is so  great
that they are not game to bring forward the
legislation which: they have promised: -

OrpposiTioN MeMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. RYAN: I have been rather curicus to
know the application  of the remarks of the
hon. member for Maryborough.  He has
stated - that it - is possible to  insure your
gardener or to insure your groom or to insurc
your domestic servants, but I quite fail to see
what application that has to the motion that
has been moved by the hon.' member for
Gympie.. No one in this Chamber disputed
that- youw could insure your groom or your

gardener or your domestic servants, but what -

the hon. member for Gympie desires is that
if - your geoom or ~your . gardener or your
domestic servant is injured by an accident;
that he shall be entitled. to compensation for
that accident. - At present he is not entitled
to ‘compensation, and if I insure my groom
or' my gardener that does not entitle him to
receive compensation in the ‘event of him
meeting with an accident. In other words, the
arguments that have. been used by the hon:
member: for Marybecrough - are simply  argu-
ments in support of insurance companies.

Orrosition: MemMsErS: Hear, hear!
Mr. RYAN': He stood up there as an advo-

cate ‘for insurance. companies and has quite
forgotten the motion before the House,

~ The TREASURER : Do you say -an accident .

policy is no -good?

Mr, RYAN: I'do not say an accident policy
‘is no good; but I say it was guite possible to
take out an aceident policy: long: before. the
Workers” Compensation ‘Act was ever thought
of, ‘and it is quite: irrelevant and quite mis-
leading to bring such arguments forward and
use them as an argument dgainst an amend-
ment of the Workers’ Compensation Act; and

I am surpised  a Minister,” having the legal

training of the Minister: who has just inter-
jected, should have made the interjection he
did. : .

[14 Jorv.]
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The TREASURER: You said they were no-
good. . :
Mr.  RYAN: As regards section  12-—the
first ‘part of the motion—the Minister has
stated that that is not a contracting-oub sec-
tion. - With ali due deterence to the Minister,
I submit that it is clearly and distinctly a
i the Ministor
will“refer to the regulations which have been
made’ by the Governor in Council under the
provisions of the Workers’ Compensation Act,
and which bear date the 2nd March, 1906, he
will find that the regulation 80 is headed—and
these are provisions made by the Governor in
Couneil—** Contracting out under Scheme.”
I do not think it iz necessary for me t& go auy
further than to refer to them to show that it
clearly is & contracting-out’ section:
Mz, Manx: The Minister drafted the regula:
tions.

My, RYAN: Ay the hon. member  for
Cairns reminds. me, the Minister who spoke
those - words - was  one “of the Cabinet . whao
dratted those regulations.” But if any further
proof were necessary, you need only look at
the section, and youw will find that under the
provisions: of that section an employer can
“ gontract”’—that is the word used-with any
of his workmen that the provisions of the
scheme shall be substituted for the provisions
of this Act. Is that contracting out of the
provisions of the Act? Of course 1t is, and Ido
not see why the Colonial Sugar Refining Com-
pany. or any other large corapany should be
able to receive a certificate from the Governon
in’' Council; which enables  them to. do that
’ As regards
the second part of his motion<—protecting in-
jured workers. in case of ingolvency of em-
ployer—-the Minister said that he expected
to hear some reasons advanced by members
of the Opposition showing the urgency of
these amendments. In my own experience I
have come across many cases where the em-
ployer has been unable to pay the compensa-
tion to which the workman has been entitled,
and thers has been no protection under the
Act - which would give priority such as the
motion proposes. 1 do not think any further.
reasons need be advanced than reasons that I
have seen from actual experience. - I have
seen numerous cases.  The Minister has not
said that these cases do not exist, and in my
experience I have found that they: do. “The
Minister, in referving to the matter of extengi‘
ing the henefits of the Act to all workers, said
the: only people who are not included: are
domestic servants: 1 beg to: differ from the
Minister.. There is & far larger number of
workers excluded from' the operations of the
Act than merely domestic servants. I asked
him; by interjection; whether the police were
protected. - He said they were servants of the
Crown; and if accidents happened to the polics,
they compeshsate them to the full extent. I
know. that this is not a fact. I know of a
constable’ who,  about two : years ago, was
accidentally killed when he was travelling from
Rockhampton to Clermont after doing special
duty ab the Rockhampton Carnival. He hap-
pened: to fall off the platform under the train.
His name was Hoge, and he left a widow and
little children who were dependent upon him.
That case happened to come under my notice
for an opinion, and I gave the opinion that'l
did not think they could succeed in getting
compensation because - the police were not
within the ambit of the Workers’ Compenss-
‘tion Act.. That is an opinion that I regretted
wvery much having to give under the circum-
stances of the case,” but I ‘added also that

Mr. Ryon.]
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notwithstanding my opinion, that they might
apply ‘to the (xovernment and see  whether
they held the sarne opinion. What was the
result? - They ‘applied: for compensation and
were told that the claim would be resisted.
That'is' a particular case I know of, and I
Iiiow the Government refused to give compen-
sation, -and-after the statement made by the
\Imlster to-night, I think it is the duty of
the Government to see that they pay £400
to the widow' and children of the constable
who 'was killed on that oceasion. If the Go-
vernment establish any principle like * that,
they' should see that it is carried out, and i
shall tale the opportunity; at & Tater stage
in this session, to ask whether that compen-
sation has been paid.

Mr. MorerY: We will move a vote of cen-
sure if they do not pay.

Mr, WHiTE ! There may be speclal circum-
stances.

Mr. RYAN: I'am thankful for that inter-
jection: - There were no special circumstances
i’ the case éxcept that' the 'man who ‘was
killed through an accident left a: widow and
young children with nothing to support them:
Those are the only special circumstances: The

unfortunate dependants were - left - absolutely -

without anything, and they were offered; I
think, something like £100 as compensation.
W 1fh “regard to the schedule of amounts to be
paid in the case of permanent injury, no doubt
the Minister has spent some time in looking
up different reports with regard to the ad-
visableness or otherwise of having a schedule.
The advantage of a schedule, to my mind, is
this: If there is a schedule to the Act it will
prevent a lot of litigation.

OprosITioN MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

The Premier Most unselfish.

Mr. RYAN: I can assure the Premier that
- workers

pay the profession. The machinery of the Act
is so ‘involved in many cases, and the scale of
costs "is so - small, that I would rather have
nothing to do with it myself.

The Premier: Then it is not so unselfish
as it looks: :

Mr, MureuY: No costs in ib. (Laughter.}

Mr. RYAN: Ag the  Act stands, before the
amount  of ‘compensation can be ascertained
for the loss of an'eye or an arm or a leg,
& worker has' to go before a court and his
claim has to be resisted. The employer has
to resist, so that necessarily there is a fight as
the Act stands ab present.
man loses an arm. - The  worker is' not
entitled to have a sum fixed for the injury
received—a lump sum~he is only entitled to
& weekly payment, bui the employer can fix
a lump sum.
have the same power as the employer with
regard to having a lump sum fixed?

OrrostTIiON MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. RYAN: Most Wokaen who receive an
injury are desirous of receiving a lump sum;
but the employer always prefers
[5.30 p.m.] & weekly payment until he can
tire out the worker and get him
to accept a smaller lump sum. The Minister
also stated. that it would ' be impossible to
arrive at the value of the eye or limb of &
worker; and that it would be better to leave
it to the police magistrate.. Every hon. mem-
ber must admit that if you leave it to the
magistrate,  every magistrate  will “give " a
different decision. You might get one to fix
the value of an arm at £100, another might
fix it at £125, another at £15O :

[Mr. Ryamn.
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compensation litigation does not .

It may be that a -

Why should not the employee.

Compensation Act.

! The Prexizr: Does not that: apply to- all
a‘V

. RYAN: Certainly it applies to all law
in regard to. damages; but if there was &
schedule fixed it would prevent the necessity
for- going to law at all, except to decide the
question of Hability.. In most cases, owing

" to the nature of the provisions of the Act, the

question  of Hability is not disputed, but. the
question: of the-. quantum. or the amount of
liability - is disputed ; therefore, it would be
a distinet advantage not only to the workman
but also to the legal profession to have the
amourt’ fixed” by schedule. Xven the insur-
ance companieb desire it, or say they desire it,
at all events. Then there is the abolition. of
5s. duby stamp on policies. I was interested
in the argument of the hon; member for Mary-
borough, who says it is paid by the insurance
companies. - If it is' paid by them, it comes
eventually: out of the person assured.
Mr. Corser: And goes back to him.

Mr. RYAN: It goes to the Government.
The last part of thé motion, providing for
compulsory: State insurance, T heartlly sup-
port, though' I donot ‘think there 1s any
possible chance of getting it from the present
Governmenu, bacause  the influence of . the
insurance companies is” too great.. There is

‘nothing  that Would more conduce to the

prompt settlement of claims made by work-
men for compensation than providing com-
pulsory State insurance,

The SrcrRETARY FOor PUBLIC. LANDS:
 compulsory” ?

My, RYAN: Because there are employers
who will go insolvent and will not pay their
workmen if they are injured:

The SECRETARY ¥OR PuBLIC LANDS: Wages
are always a first charge.

Mr. RYAN: Bvidently the hon. gentleman
is not a lawyer. (Laughter.) I am aware
that wages are a first charge; but this is not
a question of wages; it is a question of com-
pensation ; and the hon. member for Gympie
desires to put the payment of compensation
on the same footing as the payment of wages.
Tiven if the Government will go so far as to
establish State insurance, that will be going
a long way towards facxhtatmg the settle-
ment of claims made by workmen. Anyone
with experience of claims under the Act will
know that those who cause the trouble—those
who resist the claims—are the insurance com- -
panies. They are the  people " behind  the
Government and. behind the employer, and
they raise overy difficulty they can in the way
of preventing the worker from getting com-
pensation.. I believe that if this insurance wag
in the hands of the Government there would
not be the same incentive to raise technical
objections to the workers” claims; and for
that reason I strongly urge the Government
to carry out the promise to establish State
insurance. It may be that the elements behind
the GQGovernment are difféerent - now; = but
evidently there’ is' some reason. why ths
Government are not carrying out their pro-
mise. to provide what the people of Queensland
are clamouring for.

OppostrioNn. MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

My, WHITE (Musgreve): This prov131on for
making a schedule I thought some time ago ag
chairman of an insurance company———

Oppostrion MrmBers: Oh, oh!

Mi. WHITE: I thought the schedule would
be a very good thing; but there is a good
deal’ in what the. Minister for Public Lands

Why

said ‘about a hand or an eye not being of the
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same value to all professiony and all workmen.
I will give an instanice where a man got one
finger and part of another taken off. " He was
off twelve weeks, during which time he was
paid the usual comipensation.. At the end of
that time: the company. offered him £50 for
the loss of the finger; but through the in-
fluence  of & solicitor, not through his own
efforts, he took the case to court; and asked
for: compensation: to’ the extent of £200. I
think the cdse: lasted two days, and it was
shown that tho man was earning more money
without the finger than he was earning before
it was taken off.’ Before the loss of the finger
he was working a machine, but afterwards he
was pat-on drafting work and other things.
At the machine he was earning only £2 15s.,
but afterwards he was earning £3 5s. - The
result: was: that he got no compensation., The
hon:” member for Barcoo stated that this is
not ‘s paying game for the solicitors.. In the
town I come from there was a solicitor who
simply haunted the hospital continuously for
cases to-bring before the court.
OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Name, name !

Mr. WHITE: I refuse to give the name,
but I will give an instance.. A man got an
ankle hurt and went to his home in Bunda-
berg. . The solicitor induced this man' to go
for: £300 compensation for his injured ankle.
This man’ ¢came ‘out of the hospital and went
liraping about the town' for months, trying, I
suppose, to get better, and still being’ worked
upon: by the solicitor, who induced him to take
proceecdings.  Ultimately, the company settled
with the solicitor for £250. " The man came to
me to ‘see what help he could get in the
matter. He said that he first saw the solicitor
in'the" hospital,. and ' the conditions were
that if the solicitor got the compensation he
was to keep one-half the amount. The solicitor
Kept his one-half when he got the money, and
also kept all expenses that he had incurred in
the matter;, and the man got the other part.
I was very sorry for this individual, and I
went to the Minister about it, but he said
if that was the arrangement there was nothing
else to be done. I happened to go up in the
train- with this man. He got into the train
with'crutches, with the same old bad leg,
and when he got on the steamer he put the
crutches away  again, and seemed 1in fair
health.  (Laughter.), I saw a case reported in
one- of the London papers recently, which T
quote to'show that all employers or insurance
companies ‘are not absolute rogues, any more
than that all workmen- are perfectly honest.
I think there are faults on both sides. I

thitik ~ there should be some" prevention: of .

malingering. - In this case a man went into
court with-a-bad eye.. He went to the doctor,
and the - doctor threw- something on the floor
and ‘asked him to pick it up, to see if his eye
was-all right. © The man could not find it at
all.: “The doctor went out for a minute. There
was a pin.that had dropped out of the man’s
tie, and when he came in the man wag lifting
the pin off the fHoor: {Laughter:)

An OpposiTION MEMBER: You' are imagin-
ing that:

Mr. WHITE: T do not say that all ‘men
are like that, but I say there are cases where
there is malingering.

The PreMisk: There are exceptional cases.

My WHITE:. I hold nc brief for insurance
companies; for when ‘the’ tariff ‘came-out I
cohsidered it was altogether too high.  (Hear,
dreard) . On'that account we started-an insur-
axvoe-association. in' Bundaberg, and up to-the
preseyt time-we have been:able to remit no
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less than 20 per cent. of the premiums to the -
policy-holders. We are accumulating a fairly
large reserve, and we have only disputed one
single claim of all those that ever came before
the association. (Hear, hear))

Mr, BowMAN:  After that experience there
should be no delay.

Mr. WHITE: I want to mention this par-
ticular claim; because it shows that there are
some of them which are not just.” This case
was_not- instigated by ‘a solicitor; but it was
instigated by the hon, member for Gympie.
(Laughter.)

Mr. MurpHY: No wonder he is getting so
tald-headed.

Mr. WHITE: This was a case where there.
was 8 young man insured in our association,
and he said he had got a knock from a swingle-
bar. We investigated the case; and found
that there was. no swingle-bar where he
stood. The case went to the court, and, I think
against' the evidence and the weight of evi-
dence, the police magistrate gave a verdict
agoinst us, which cost £150 or £160, besides
the - solicitor’s fees. . I mention this to show
that our company is trying to do the very
best it can.- As I said, we had never before
resisted a’ claim, and we have paid. over
£1,000 in claims. Every claim which has come
before us has been justly ‘met. I believe the
insurance companies do that too. I think the
hon.- junior member for Gymipie acted from
a humanitarian: point of view, but I am quife
sure he did not know the facts of the case, and
he acted more in the interests of the boy's
miother than.the boy hiniself.

Mr. RYLAND: Did he not get it? s

Mr. WHITE: He did, and he is still being
paid by the insurance company.

Mr. RYLAND: That shows I gave them good
advice. :

Mr, WHITE: If the hon. member had
known the facts of the case, I am sure he
would' not have given that advice.

Mr. R¥Lanp: Do you say it was wrong?

Mr. WHITE: I say it was against the
weight of evidence. However, I was glad to -
see the matter closed up. We are still paying
that boy, although we are certainly not en-
titled to do so. :

Mr. Ryranp: Did they not deal with the
case in Brisbane?

Mr. WHITE: No; that was a question of
change of venue which was decided in Bris
bane.” T do not think it is possible to make a
schedu'e for every accident which may happen.

The hon. member having addressed himsel#
to several hon. members who interjected,

The  DEPUTY ~ SPEAKER: Order! - I
must ask the hon, member to address the
Chair.” (Hear, hear!)

M;. WHITE : I apologise, but you must
admit. Mr.. Deputy Speaker, that it is the
Opipositicn " members - who are drawing my
attention: from the actual rules of debate. I
submit to your ruling. (Laughter.) There.
has been a ‘great deal said akoub domestic
servants: being brought under this Act, but
domestic service is mot a hazardous occups-
tion, and I do not-think it is necessary to in-
clude domestic' servants. They are not eairn-
ng-money for their employers:

- An:HoNOURABLE MEMBER: They are spend-
ing money: fcr. their employers: :

Mr. WHITE: In fact, they are doing their
best o spend as -much. of theit: employer’s
money: as they can possibly manage. :

Mr. White. |
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Mr. Mugpay: They break a good deal of
crogkery. . (Laughter.)

<My, WHITE: There  1s 1o reason why

domestic’ servants :should be included under
the ‘provisions ‘of the Act at all. - I do not
think’ that: the hon. member for Gympie, or
anyone sitbing on that side of the House, could
“give'a single instance where domestic servants
have suffered to any extent through not being
included in' the provisions of the Workers’
Compensation Act. :
Lasour MemBERS: Oh, yes!

Mr. WHITE: The hon. member for Gympie
did: not. ‘give any. instance when he propossd
- his motion.". He could not give one- instance
where it entailed hardship. on’domestic ser-
vants, or anyone else;, through not: being in-
cluded in the Act.' I think that when a maember
brings forward before a deliberative Assembly
stich a comprehensive matter as is contained
in the motion brought forward this afternoon,
he should be prepared with evidence not only
from~ this' State but  from  other: States and
from’ all parts of: the world, to show that the
alterations he is bringing forward are justified.
Mr:-Murray: He-did bring some:

Mr.. WHITHE - The Minister for Lands told
us what has taken place in England and else-
where," and he: showed' that it would not: be
possible” to bring: forward a schedule that
would be satisfactory to all parties—to either
the employers or the employees: © A great deal
.of titne is wasted over these matters on Thurs-
day afternoons, and I do not know what is the
‘object, because they know perfectly well that
when they bring forward these measures there
is'no hépe whatever of getting them through.

Mr. Lexwon: It is sufficient justification for
bringing: them forward to hear you defending
the insurance companies.

My, WHITE: I am not defending the in-
surance companies. . In fact, I am against
them. And I am so much against them that
I started an insurance company of my own.
We started an insurance company in Bunda-
berg, and it is a very prosperous concern. . It
has saved the employers in that district a
Jarge amount ‘of money, and we have no
squabbling at ‘all, with the exception of the
one case I have referred to. We deal straight-
forwardly with everyone, and whenever we
get a reasonable claim we- always deal with
it fairly.. I think that there should be equal
justice for all in these matters, but' I know
that in nearly every case that goes before the
police magistrate he is on the side of the em:
ployee, - Probably that is only right and fair—
that he should side with the employee.

Mr. Ryax: No, it is not fair,

The PremIizr: The police magistrate should
‘not be on any side.

The  SEcreTARY ¥OR PuBric Laxps: He
Teans towards the employee. o

Mr. MURPHY : What about the man in Crov-
don who had both of his legs amputated below
the knee as & result of an accident, and he
only gets £1 a week ‘compensation, although
‘he has to keep a wife and four children?

Mr. WHITE: But he will get the £1 4 week
until it reaches £4060.

Mr . Murpry: But why not give it to him in
aclumip sum? o

My, WHITH: Has he not got the power of
sappéal? o
SoMrs MurpHY @ No.
appeal, but not the employes:

[ Mr White.

[ASSEMBLY.]

_bad people in all professions.

: UMy WHITE:
The employer -can Ry

Compensation Act.

Mr. WHITE: I think that in the case of a
man- losing two  legs the insurance conipany
that would not pay the lump sum is not acting
rightly. :

Mr. MureEY: It is not the insurance com-

- pany: The man was not insured. There should

be: compulsory insurance to bring all these
men under it

Mr. WHITE: The insurance company that
refuses to pay the lump sum in the case of a
man losing both legs are not doing right, and
are not ‘carrying out the provisions of the Act.

M MurpaY s Well, that £1 & week is all
that he has got.

My, WHITE: I sincerely hope that there
are few cases of that kind, as if there were it
would go hard:with the insurance companies.
I have known several cases where the insur-
ance companies try to avoid paying the com-
pensation-at all. .

Mr. Ryaw: They always do.

Mr. WHITE: T do not think always. I know
cases. where I appealed to the insurance com-
panies, and this was before the Workers” Com-
pensation Act came into existence at all, and I
never appealed in vain, as the insurance com-
panies- always came down - and paid hand-
somaely.” © I had  an ' insurance association
connected with the foundry I am connected
with, and ws paid the incapacitated workers
from the very day they were sick, and it was
not half rates but full wages from the date
that any slight accident took place. We paid
them  right from. the commencement. -~ Of
couvse the employees themselves contributed
a- certain amount t0 the fund, and it was a
fair and equitable: arrangement.  If the em-
ployees in the State had taken the same action
the Workers” Compensation Act would never
have been insisted on; it would not have been
necessary.  Under that system the workers
were mord satisfied and better paid than they
are under the Workers” Compensation Act.
There are many. reputable firms that do the
same thing, and they always paid the worker

‘from the date of the accident.

Mr. BarBER: Some places do it.

Mz, WHITE: My, friend knows that the
Bundaberg foundry did i}, and there are other

instances where they were paid from the date

of the accident in the Bundaberg district. I
only want to prove that there are plenty “of

- reputable employers'in the country, and when

these statements. are broui,fht forward on the
other side they are generally brought forward
in such' a way as to lead people to think that
the. employers have no consideration for those
whom they employ. I'certainly think that the
majority - of the emploiers in- this: State are
reputable employers who: have just as much
consideration for: the workmen they employ;
or rather a great deal more consideration for
the workmen 'than - the workmen- have for
them. I -only rose after hearing the  state-
ments made by the hon. member for Barcoo,
and in. that case I think I refuted them.
(Opposition  laughter.) There are good: and
i I have heard
of cases of solicitors hanging round the hos-

. pitals: urging the patients to bring cases

against the insurance companies.  There are
many solicitors’ in. England: who' get: their
living by it. ) :

My Murpny::Did" you  see that Lloyd
George said’ that the lawyers: were always
gpposed to' reforms that were likely to reduce
o8 ? e :

I “remsmber My Charles
Powers reducad’ the fees in this’ Houss, and

“he wag driven out of Parliament for it
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Hon. R. PrIL?: Not for reducing them, but
for increasing’ the fees.” (Laughter.) 3

Mr., WHITE: With regard to what the hon.
member for Gympie said

At T olelock the  House, in. accordance  with
Sessional - Order;. proceeded : with ~ Government
Business.

WAGES BOARDS ACT AMENDMENT
; BILL: :
InrriaTIoN 1N COMMITTEE.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
moved— ’

That: it is desirable. that a. Bill be introduced to
‘amend the Widges Hoards Act of 1908,

Mr, MURPHY asked if the Minister could
give the Committee any idea as to the direc-
tion in ‘which it was proposed to amend this
Act?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
~said he did ‘not think it wise at this stage to
enter: into’ any discussion with reégard to the
_ponitents. of the Bill; but he might state that,
generally gpeaking; the amendments proposed
were: in: the direction of making the Act more
offective, and were the outcome of experience
‘obtained i the working - of the' Act, which
showed: that certain: defects existed.

Mr. MURPHY thanked the Minister for his
gourtesy. - It 'was o' pleasant thing to- find
‘gome Minister on ' the Treasury -bench cour-
teous enough to reply to a question.

Question put and passed.

The - House' resumed. ' The ~CHAIRMAN
reported the resolution, which was agreed to.

FirsT READING.

The Bill was presented and read a first time,
and the second reading made an Order of the
Pay for Tuesday next.

MINES REGULATION BILL.
InITIATION IN COMMITTEE.

. The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. J.
G Appel,- ‘Alberty moved— -

That it is desirable that a Bill be introduced to make
‘better provision for the regulation and inspection of
mines. ]

For:  the  information of hon.  members  he
might mention: that the first part of the Biil
was preliminary. . Part I1I. contained  pro-
visions relating to all mines, and dealt  with
inspection; the examination’ and certifying of
~miné managers, the -procedure:: in ‘case of
caccident, plans; and general and special rules:
Part: IIL related: to collieries only, and con-
tained general and special rules; and miscel-
laneous provisions. ' Part IV. dealt with the

liability ‘of employers and employees; returns:

from mines for statistical: purposes; abandon-
ment of mines; penalty; and procedure. - Parg
V. dealt with rules; the schedule setting forth
the subject:matters for rules; and the general
rules to be observed in all mines with regard
to. ventilation, fences; and protection. : There
_were also provisions dealing with machinery,
winding-gear, - explosives, health, 'sanitation,
and general rules applicable to collieries only
in.regard. to . vewntilation; accident, ~safety-
~lamps, ‘and  the protection. of “underground
“workings. s . R
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Mr. MURPHY thanked the Minister for
his courtesy in-giving the Committee so much
informabion in regard to the Billy and said
members on the Treasury bench were becom-
ing quite courteous sinee yesterday.

My MAUGHAN (Ipswich) - asked if the
Minister-would be good enough to respect the
promise he made last year that he would send
so much of the Bill as dealt with collieries to
the ‘people ‘interested -in' the industry.. He
referred specially  to. the  Mine Managers’
Association’ and: the  Queensland. Collieries
Employees’ Union: I those bodies were con-
sulted: as to: the requirements of that parti-
cular branch of the mining industry, it would
probably - facilitate  ‘the  passing . of = the
measure.

The SECRETARY FOR: MINES replied
that he had & spare copy-of the Bill which
would be at the disposal of the hon. member
immediately. the motion was passed and the
Bill. introduced.

Mr. MURPHY: Why should there be a
spare copy of the Bill handed to the senior
member for Ipswich? If there were any spare
copies,  other - members - interested in‘ the
mining industry had as much right to one as

“thé hon. member for Ipswich.

The SeorETARY FOR MiNEs: The hon. mem-
ber will have his copy in the morning.

Mr.  MURPHY : What abcut. the junior
member for Ipswich, Mr. Blair? Was he not
interested in the: Bill. ’ :

Mz, O’SU1LIvAN: Can’t he speak for him-
sell?

Mr. MURPHY : He was speaking for the

on. member just now.

Question put and passed. -

Tlie House resumed. The Activg CHAIR-
MAN' reported that the Committe had come

to 4 resolution; and the resolution was agreed
to.

F1rsT READING. :

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I move
that the Bill be now read a first time.

Mr. MURPHY : Before -the Bill is read a
first time I would like to ask when we are
likely to be supplied with copies of the Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T trust
the Lion. member will have his copy the first
thing in the morning.

Question put and’ passed.

The second reading was made an Order of
the Day for Tuesday next. .-

POLICE JURISDICTION AND SUMMARY.
OFFENCES BILIL.
InrriaTion 1N COMMITTER.

On' the: Order ‘of the Day being called for
the consideration in. Committee of .the desir-
ableness ‘of introducing  a Bill to consolidate
and’ amend’ the law: relating to the powers
and duties of officers of the Police Forcs, and
with  respect to' certain offences punishable
summarily, and for other purposes—

The TREASURER, said: Mr. Speaker,—I
beg to move that you do now leave the chair.

Mr. MANN:. Before you leave the chair,

‘Sir, T would like to ask what is the necessity

for.-going  into' Committee to introduce a
measure of this: sort?  Is there any crying

“meed for introducing a Bill to give the police
“more power than' they have now?
- have nob gobt power, in many cases they. arro-
“gate it to themselves, and T am  quifé sure

If they

hon. meimbers on this side are ‘with me when

Mr. Mann.}
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I say that there is much more needed legisia-
tiori than this Bill" For example, what about
an amendment of the Agriculiural Bank Act?

‘OPposITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

My MANN: T am sure that hon. members
on this side and. some hon. memkers on the
other side favour such a Bill as that.. Why is
that not brought down, instead of the time of
the House being taken up with a measure of
thig sort-a measure that has never been asked
for except by a few exireme ‘‘wowsers,”” as
they- are calied; who have the ear of the Go-
vernment, and who seek to make people moral
by Act. of Parliament? Why is not a’ Bill
brought in, for example, for the preservation
of cur State forests? We wére promised by
the Secretary for Public Lands last session
that a Bill would be brought in for the more
effective preservation of our forests; which
are fast being denuded.  Why is not a Bill
like that brought down instead of a trumpery
Bill like this that nobody has asked for?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Otrder! The
question of: the ‘necessity of legislation is nob
before the House at’ the present time.. The
question is the specific one--** That I do now
leave the chair,” and I would ask the hon:
\?ember to cunfine his remarks to that ques-
ion. - :

My, MANN": 'The ‘question before = the
House is that you do now leave the chair for
the purpose of going into Committee to dis-
cuss  a Bill which I am pointing out is no
urgently called for in the interests of Queens-
land; and I am asking the Government, be-
fore you leave the chair, to. bring forward

some other measures which I deem of more -

importance to the welfare of Queensland.: I
think I am perfectly in order in arguing along
those lines: and asking that some member of
the Cabinet, befole you leave the chalr; shall
rise and ‘announce that this iz’ going to be
deleted from the business-paper and that some
other measure moré beneficial for Queensland
ig to be substituted for it For example, there
is on the Government. programme s Bill to
prevent the leasing of land to- aliens:

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I can-
not allow the hon. member to depart from the
quastion before the House..  The question
which he has now raised will arise when the
Bill he speaks of is before the House:

Mr. MANN: I cannot follow your ruling,
Sir, inasmuch as I have cotton wool in my
ears; but I understand that, when it is moved
that you do now leave the chair, members are
allowed to discuss the business: which is to
come before the Commitiee.

The - DEPUTY. SPEAKER:  Order!t: I
must again’ call the hon. ‘member for Cairns
to order.” The guestion is the specific question
that has been submiited from the chair. Upon
that question I rule that - hon. members
cannot. discuss the desirableness or otherwise.
of  introducing certain other legislation.

Me. - MANN: The question before the
House is that you, Sir,” do nhow leave the
chair, and I ‘am asking that you should rot
leave the ‘chair, but that you should remain
in. the - chair, and that  we  should discuss
matters of more importance. - I. should be
sorty to see  you  leave the  chair. to con-
sider a Bill to increase the power now. given
to the police® while I have the faintest hope
‘of the Government altering their programme
and’ introducing other legislation which I.am

“sure -the. majority - of hon. members- think
should be introduced. ~For example, the hon.
member  for: Fassifern: wishes to  introduce

[dfr. Mann.
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~leve in' that being' done myself:
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drastic’ legislation to deal with the “prickly
pear.. The hon. member has been a loyal sup-
porter of the Government, and if the Go-
vernment were acting in the best interests of
the agricultural® districts of the State they
would have had upon the business-paper a mea-
sure giving the local authorities more power
to deal with the pest.. It is suggested that
there may be something in the Bill it is now
proposed to introduce giving the police power
to deal with the: pear, but I do not think so:
I think it is-rather a Bill giving the police
power to run in small boys who are smoking
cigarettes, or dealing with frivolous offences.
like' that. -If the Government had the real
interest of the' country at heart they would
deal with national questions like the destruc-
tion of the prickly pear instead of bringing
in‘such a tinpot lot of Bills-as they have put.
before us in the Governor’s Speech. - We should
see them bringing in legislation, perhaps,
to give effect to .the suggestion of the hon.
member for Fassifern to: destroy” the prickly:
pear by ‘convict labour; though: I.do not be-
I believe:
in s more scientific and up-to-date method of
coping  with “the ‘pest. I am sure that the
members. sitting behind the Government are
also keenly anxious that measures of a nature
calculated to benefit the farming community:
should be placed on the statute-book rather
than the one now proposed. For example, I
think I heard the hon. member who. moved
the Address in Reply make some reference
to the wonderful prosperity. of Canada, and
possibly the Government, if they were wise
in their generation, would pass a Land Bill
to allow sotblers to get land at the price they
are now charging in Canada.

The DEPUTY. SPRARER: Order, order!
Mr. MANN: For example, we know—: """

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order; order!
I called the hon. member to order in the hope
that he would see he was transgressing.

Mr. MANN: T must apologise, but I can:
not. hear, as I have cotton wool in’ my ears.
(Laughter.) It is a statement of fact.. I am
always willing to obey a call to * Order,” and’
Tam willing to debate it in an orderly manner
if T think T'am right. . I do not know in what
respect. I was out of order—I. was simply
urging the Government to introduce legisla-
tion—tha$ is a liberal Land Bill such as they
have in Capada in order to encourage settle-:
ment. . L hope " thére is nothing: wrong in
askine the Government to do that, instead of
passing” this motion. = I was saying, only a.
few months ago, a settler left the Cairns dis-
trict and went to Canada——

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, ordert

Mr. MANN: Well,' I won’t. pursue that
topic  any further.. I hope someé member on
the Government side of the House—the mem-
ber for Fassifern for preference—will rise and
assist in my- efforts to get the Government to-
bring in a Bill to deal in a drastic and com-
prehensive manner with the prickly-pear pest.
instead of bringing in this tinpot measure.: T
think he is not In earnest in his utterances in
this - House if he does ‘not. insist on' the

© Government ' postponing - this - measure, and

introducing a Bill to“cope ‘with the prickly
pear. .
Mr. Frrricks: He is sincere enough; but
they: are all gagged. '
Mr. MURPHY : After the very eloguent
address ~delivered: by the hon.: member for
Cairns, I feel satisfied that members generally
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will recognise that it would be advisable for
the Government to withdraw this motion, and
proceed. with some - other business that 1is
likely to'do good to the country. For instance,
take Northern Queensland. Take that vast
mineral belt which stretches from Cairns right
away to the Gulf. - Why cannot the Govern-
ment come down. this session and do some-
thing to- help the resources of that part of
Queensland? - What about the Mines Develop-
ment Bill that was prepared in 1904 by the
late: W. H. Browne? Where has that got to?
It has been pigeon-holed, and neither the Pre-
mier nor the Secretary for Mines is likely
to bring it forward. I think, instead of going
on with this Bill, which his own party abso-
lutely refused last session, it would be better
to- introduce - & Mines Development Bill to
assist: the mining industry in Queensland.

Mz, Ryranp: Will this interfere with any
industry in your district?

Mr., MURPHY: Yes, it might interfere
with * the cattle industry. (Laughter.) Of
course we shall be told, if this Bill reaches its
second. reading, that at the caucus meeting on
the ‘‘ Lueinda’ the party decided to make it
a non-party’ question. - Everything on the
Government programme to-day. is of a non-
party: nature. We have  noticed  and you,
Sir, no. doubt have also noticed, in'the local
papers that the Government are a strong
coherent ‘party, and . they have agreed to
everything - in- the Government programme,
but first of all it was agreed that they should
all be non-party questions.” I am very pleased
to see that, because 1 think that the time is
fast arriving when, instead of being ruled by
Cabinet, we will have an elective Ministry—
that members who are sent here by the people
will have the pleasure of selécting those who
are to form the Cabinet and who are to run
the country. I feel quite satisfied of this:
That some of the hon. gentlemen sitting on
the front Treasury bench to-day would not
be there if they had to get there by the vote
of this House. Of course I quite agree the
Premier would be there. He is always pretty
confident of getting a vote from me if -~
comes to a question of making him Premier.
{Laughter.) I honestly think that the Govern-
ment micht withdraw this motion, and bring
in something else. Let us have this Licensing
Bill—let us deal with this liguor question—
another question of a non-party nature. This
Police Offences Bill. if T remember rightiv.
consisted of 500 or 600 clauses, from what I
saw of it Jast session. I-know the Premier
wants to close the session quickly, and how
can we deal with all the Bills that have been
brought forward? Bring in good measures
that are likely to be of benefit to the country.:
and not measures of this sort. I plead wi*n
the Premier. and am sure after he has
listenad to the hon. member for Cairns and
myself upon this ocuestion he will issue in-

structions to the Treasurer not to take the )

Bill any further.
Question put and passed.

COMMITTEE.

The - TREASURER - (Hon.
Hawthorn, Enoggerc) moved—

That it is desirahle that a Rill he intrrduced to con-
snlidate and amend the Iaw relating to the powers and
dnties of officers of the Police Foree, and with respeect
to certain offences punishable summarily, and for
other purposes.

Mr. MURPHY asked the Treasurer to give
the Committee some particulars in connec-
tion with the Bill. In what direction did he
propose to amend the present law?
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Mr. MANN said before he could give an
intelligent vote he would like to know what
the Bill contained. They had been told there
was some slight alteration to the Bill brougns
in last session. He went through that Bill
very carefully and noticed one or two very
objectionable clauses. For example, no boy
under fourteen years of age was allowed to
handle a gun. Just picture a boy sent out by
his father to keep the wallabies and cockatoos
away from a crop of maize not being able to
use a gun! A boy fourteen years of age
might handle a gun better than a man sixty
years of age. Were hon. members going to
allow a Bill like that to be introduced which
would harass the poor settler? Hon. mem-
bers opposite had often brought the tears to
his (Mr. Mann’s) eyes by their picture of the
woes of the small settler, and yet they were
going to prevent hig family being allowed to
use a gun to protect their crops. - He had
always advocated the settler getting cheaper
land and better conditions.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order, order!

‘The land question is not before the Com-

mittee at the present time.

Mr. MANN: He wished to explain the
question of the settlers protecting their crops
on the land.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The

question before the House is the desirability
of introducing a Bill to amend the law relat-
g to the powers of officers of the Police
Force.
. Mr. MANN:: He could not vote for the
introduction - of the Bill without knowing
something of its provisions. Hon. members
opposite claimed to be the friends of the small
farmer, and they should not allow a Bill o be
introduced which would- prevent a boy of
fourteen years of age being allowed to handle
a gun to protect his father’s maize from
cockatoos and parrots.

Mr. Moreay: It is purely a squatters’
Government.

Mr. MANN: They did not hear much about
the small farmers. e had seen no desire on
the part of the Government to deal effectively
with the prickly pear or to give better
facilities for people settling on the land.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The
question before the Committee is
[7.30 p.m:] not either prickly pear or land:
settlement; 1t is a question of the

law relating to the Police Force.

Mr. MANN: Sometimes he was drawn off
the track by interjections. It was only fair
that members should know something about
the Bill. Would the Treasurer cause copies
to be handed round, so that they could see
whether. it contained any obnoxious clauses
or not? He did not think it would hurt the
dignity of the Government to do that. Then
if members considered the provisions of the
measure. too drastic it could be recast and
brought down in another form. If it was like -
the Bill circulated last session, he would be
inclined to call for a division on every clause;
and as it contained more- than 400 clauses
that would be a great waste of time.

Mr. MURPHY: If the Treasurer did not
know anything about the Bill, of course he was
nof in a position to give particulars; but after
the courtesy shown to the Committee by the
Minister for Education and the Minister for
Mines, both of whom were well versed in the
Bills they proposed to present, the Treasurer
was showing great discourtesy, and it was
time to protest. In addition to the clauses im

Mr. Murphy.]
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last year’s Bill referred o by the hon. member
for Cairns, there was one under which the
police would have power, without a warrant,
to rummage everywhere in a man’s house. If
the Treasurer knew anything about the Bill,
he should courteously give the Committee the
reqaired information, as other Ministers had
done - when introducing their Bills. = The
Cabinet he intended to form af one time—
(laughter)—if they had been going to intro-
duce a Bill, would have known all about every
clause, and would have given the information
to hon. members; but if the Treasurer knew
anything about this Bill he religiously kept
it to himself. For all they knew, their liberty
might be at stake, and they had a right to
know what was in the Bill.. The Treasurer
had to do exactly as the Premier told him;
but fortunately there were some members of
the Cabinet who had a little backbone.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The
question of Cabinet Ministers is' not before
the Committee.

Mr. MURPHY : But it was a question of -,

the liberty ‘of Cabinet Ministers.  Under the
Police Offences Bill,if the Cabinet were not
prepared to raise the salaries and allowances
of the police; who knew that they might not
go and arrest the Premier? There was one
clause in last year’s Bill with which he agreed,
and that was the clause which gave anyone
power to shoot a vicious dog. (Laughter.) It

would be better if it gave power to shoot the |,

owner, too. Was there nothing in connection
with the cattle industry about which the
Treasurer could give them some particulars?
Had he any particulars at all? If he did not
know anything, would the Premier tell them
something? He must know something, as he
had seen the Bill in the Cabinet. Would the
Treasurer tell them whether they had the Bill
on the ¢ Lucinda,” and whether, after reading
it, the farmeérs’ representatives said, It must
be a non-party question; we cannot support
the second reading of this Bill ’? (Laughter.)
Was there anything about prickly pear in the
Bill?. . Could the Treasurer tell that? Could
he tell them, or would he tell them, anything
-—th‘f}t was the most important question just
now?

Mr. MANN said he really thought the Trea-
surer would have risen in his place, and given
the House some assurance of what the Bill
contained. What was the use of supporting
a Bill when they. knew nothing about the
provisions? It was simply asking the House
to go it blind. They wanted the second read-
ing passed to save the Government’s face, and
then they would throw it in the waste-paper
basket.. They knew the Treasurer was natur-
ally a kind and courteous individual. If he
would rise in his place and tell them that
certain clauses had been deleted, and that
there was no provision to give the police the
power of a Czar or a Kaiser ; if he assured them
that it did not limit the rights of His Majesty’s
liege subjects, there should be mno objec-
tion to bringing in this Bill. Apparently, the
Government had made up their minds to bring
it in, but before they did so they should in-
form ' the House what it contained. If the
Treasurer would give the House a summary
of the Bill, and show that there was nothing
that the most punctilious person could object
to; they could introduce the Bill and time
would be saved.. He had no desire to rise on
every. occasion “to put his views before the
House; he would be conbented to sit quietly
in his place if the Treasurer would do what
the Minister for Mines did to-night in intro-
ducing the Mines Bill, when he stated what
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it contained, and there was a general chorus of
‘““ Hear, hears!”’ from this side of the House.
The matters contained in that Bill appealed
to the sense of the House as being urgently
required for the protection of those engaged
in the mining industry. But the Treasurer
sat there like a Chinese idol, if he might use
the expression.. He could not even answer the
question as to whether any demand had been
made by the people of Queensland for this
Bili... It 'was not a part of the Rockhampton
programme, and he did not see why it should
be brought: forward before other legitimate
measures. What about a Trades Disputes Bill?
Would not that be a better measure to occupy
the time of the House with than giving power
to the police to run small boys in for smoking
cigarettes, . giving ' them power to search
dwellings” for firearms, and to see that no
youth under fourteen: was allowed to go about
with a pea rifle, and that no little boys went
about the streets selling papers on Sundays?
But even: if the measure was of no import-
ance, the Treasurer should' at: least: assure
them that it was worth the paper: it was
writtemon, * and  that  even: if it ~passed
into law it" was not intended to. put. it info
operation: - As far as he could tell, he might
be assisting to- pass a measure which would
be very harmful to His Majesty’s dutiful
liege  subjects. It would, perhaps, prevent
many people earning their’ livelihood. ~ There
was a great storm of indignation in the
Chamber in connection with the previous Bill,
and there would be a great deal of trouble be-
fore this Bill was passed if the Treasurer did
not assure  them that the more obnoxious
clauses had been deleted. .If the Treasurer had
not read the Bill, they could easily adjourn for
a few minutes to allow him time to peruse
it. For the convenience of members, he
thought there ought to be a summary of the
Bills printed before they were introduced, so
that members could see what they contained,
and vote for their introduction or othexrwise.

Mr. MURPHY: As the Treasurer kept
silent, he could quite understand that the Go-
vernment had decided to give them no par-
ticulars regarding the Bill. They could well
anderstand why. they did that, Did not the
Premier say last session that it was a dress-
circle Government, and this Bill, so far as
he could understand it, was being introduced
in the interests of property. What about the
poor unfortunate working man?. He was sur-
prised at the hon. member for Clermont not
being here to-night to defend old ‘ Blinky
Bob.” (Laughter.) Here was a Bill intro-
duced by a dress-circle Government, and the
working classes were going to be overpowered
by the police. If they walked in the street
the police would be throwing them into the
cells. The Premier probably learnt a lot of
these things when travelling about England
and Scotland, and he (Mr, Murphy) supposed
he wanted to get even with the working classes
who had withdrawn their support from him.
Was it fair that they should spend the greater
part of this session in dealing with a Bill
which his own party refused to accept last
session, when it was withdrawn? He was
qoing to oppose every clause and line in this
Bill, bar that line referring to the dog:
(Laughter.) He was going to agree to that.
There were a lot of objectionable clauses in
the Bill. Why should they not have a paper
on Sunday? What was he going to do on
Sunday if he had got no paper to read?

‘Mr. BRENNAN: Go to church.

My, MURPHY':  Why should ke go to
church if he did not want?  He did not object
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to the hon. gentleman going to church. He
knew that he went; and sung inr the choir
“{langhter)—~but +that was no reason why
he (Mr. Murphy) should go to church. He
wanted his Sunday paper on the Sabbath. He
wanted to read all the news in ZT#uth, and the
political news in the Sunday Sun. When he
read Truth he knew what the Government
were doing, and when he read the Sun he
krew what the people were doing. The Go-
vernwient wanted: to stop the sale of news-
papers -but were not game to go down and
tell the  Courécr people that they must let
their hands off on Sundays. Did they not
stait to get their Monday paper out on Sun-
day night? - They knew: the Rockhampton
Bulletin. did” that.”. Did the reporters on the
Brisbane papers not have to work on Sundays,
and did the ¢ comps’ not have to work on
Sunday night? Yet this Bill was going to be
pushed through the House, and they: were
going to deprive the people of Queensland
of 5 great deal of the liberty they possessed,
and what for?. He supposed the honorary
member of the Cabinet, Archdeacon Gar-
land, was mixed up in this Bill. Had it come
%o this in Queensland, that they ha:d to have
Archdeadon . Garland - in: the position which
Mr. Thybne was in in the Legislative Council
some’ time ago.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order, order!

My MURPHY: He bowed to the: Cnair-
man’s Fuling.While the: Government might
think it was necessary to: introduce the Bill,
fhere was no reason why Parliament should be
bossed by the Cabinet.: Members should have
some particulars of the Bill Pefore they agreed
to°ib being introduced. . Had the members on
the Government: side seen ‘a copy of the Bill?
Tf they had, then why should the members
on the Opposition side not see it also? He
wanted to know if there were any alterations
in the old Bill. . The hon. member for Cairns
and himself had had a caucus meeting on the
old 'Bill, and they went through it line ‘by
line, and ~ they: decided  to  oppose it with
the exception. of the clause about the d_og, as
‘there were some dogs in Croydon which he
wanted  to shoot. If the Treasurer knew
nothing about the Bill, why did he not say
so?. Why did he not say to_the House, I
know nothing about the Bill? This paper
was pub in my hand and I was told to move
for leave to introduce it and the Committee
would pass it The Treasurer would have
t¢ speak on the second reading, or perhaps
ho. would get his Under Secretary to get his
‘speech ready for him. They were going to
get some information about the Bill. or 1t
would have to be © gagged” through.

Mr. MANN again appealed to the Treasurer
to zive the House some information about the
Bill If members on the Government side
“had seen the Bill then the same consideration
should be shown to Opposition members. It
5 copy - of & Bill could be given: to the
senior. member: for Ipswich, then a copy of
this Bill. could  also be given  to an-hon.
member who- asked for-it. ~ He “told" his
electors that he was opposed to the old Bill,
and. he would not:be doing his duty to the
electors’ of Cairns and the people of Queens-
land if he allowed the Bill to be introduced
without making ‘an emphatic: protest. If
another Bill had been brought down he should
‘have sab silent and would have let it~ go
throueh - without any - discussion. - 'L
way the Opposition had of getting ¥id of the
obnoxious clauses was to make the Govern:
ment make the provisions of the Bill known,
and if it were & bad Bill fo fight it:” For ir-
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stance, the Premier, in his wiser days, tock
over six weeks in fighting against the intro-
duction of the Callide Railway Bill. The
hon. gentleman would not have done that if
he had known something about the provisions
of the Bill.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order, order!
The hon. member must obey the Chairman’s
call to oérder.. The question before the House
is ‘not the Callide Railway Bill

Mr. MANN: He  was only giving the
reason why the Premier took six weeks in
opposing the introduction of the Callide Rail-
way Bill—-

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The
hon. gentleman is not going, by a subterfuge,
to disobey the ruling of the Chair.

Mr. MANN: He had no wish to go against
the Chairman’s ruling by means of a subter-
fuge. Had the Chairman made use of that
expression when sitting in the ¥ouse he
would have *been guilty of using unparlia-
mentary language, but as he sat in the chair
he had the majority behind him, and he could
suppress him (Mr. Mann) if he took exception
to the words used by the Chairman himself.
They should keep all obnoxious measures out-
side the House as long as they possibly could,
and’ he wag: quoting. the Premier’s example
in taking six weeks to try to keep out a mea-
sure. - If he had more friends like the hon:
mernber: for. Croydon: they would keep the
House for six weeks: before this measure was
introduced.. They knew that after the first
Old-age Pensions Bill was introduced the Go-
vernment  went round to their members and
said that if the Minister had seen the Bill
before it was presented it would not have been
introduced in that form, and they would be
prepared  to accept. reasonable amendments
from members if they allowed the Bill to pass
the second-reading stage. If they allowed the
Treasurer to introduce a bad Bill, it would be
passed through all its stages, although it was
obnoxious and would have to be ‘“gagged’”
through the House, The 'treasurer was a
busy man, and if he had not had time o
peruse the Bill himself, would he hand the
Bill around to members and allow them to
peruse it?  Why did not the Treasurer make
a frank confession and say he did not know
what the Bill contained? If the Premier
would” get up- and say that he would allow
his supporters to vote as they liked, and that
it was a non:party medasure, he would allow it
to be brought in.. Unless he knew some of
the details he would raise his voice against a
Bill which was uncalled -for, and which would
be largely inoperative; because the good sense
of  the people of: Queensland  and the good
sense of the Police Force would be against it

- Mri MURPHY : There was another matter
in connection with: the Bill'on which he should
like to get some information. * He noticed that
: among - the - provisions . of : the
[8 p.m.]" measure were some clauses deal-
ing with gokl'stealirig.. As the re-
presentative of a mining consbituency which
had returned him from 1904 up to the present
time; he should not be doing his duty if he
allowed 2 measure to be introduced which
empowered: the police’ to- worry: and harass
miners, to enter their homes and search their
effects, merely because some mine manager.
said, 1 believe they have been stealing gold,”
He desired to know what was the nature of:
the provisions dealing with gold-stealing be-
fore he withdrew his opposition to the intro-:

~duction of this Bill, and he hoped that in that

Mr. Murphy]
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attitude he would receive the support of every
member representing a miining constituency-
They ought t6 compel the Government to tell
the: Committee whether those iniquitous pro-
visions with regard to gold-stealing were in-
cluded in this Bill.’ In Wesbtern Australia and
New ~ Zealand - miners had been harassed
through the passing of provisions dealing with
gold-stealing, and in New South Wales miners
had been tried without a jury.: Was that kind
of thing going to happen in Queensland under
this Police Offences Bill? He wanted the
police to have a fair deal, but he did not want
thern to rule Queensland. It was bad_enough
for Queensland to be ruled by the Premier
without being ruled by the Police Force.. The
Premier sat there holding in his hand & book
dealing probably’ with the aristocracy. of the
old’country, and telling what kind of motor-car
they preferred, how they dressed; and whab
kind of shirt fronts they wore. i

The

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! T
question before the Committee is the Police

Offences Bill. )

Mr. MURPHY: That was what he was
doming to. He wished to show that it would
be ‘better for the Premier to give members
some information” about the Police Offences
Bill, to tell them whether farmers’ sons were
to be run in because they tried to keep the
wallabies out of their crops, or whether miners
were to be run in because some  mining
manager said, ““ I believe they have been steal-
ing gold.” The Committee must have some
information given them respecting the Bill.
It was early yet, and they had plenty of time
to get the information they required. He was
asking, pleading, for information from the
Treasurer, and what was the result?. Silence.
Could the newly-appointed ‘° Whip,’” the hon.
member for Nundah, or the head ©* Whip,”” the
hon. member for Toombul, give them the
assurance’ that there was’ no. attack on the
liberties of the people in the Bill?: Even that
would be something. . Who drafted the  Bill?
Was it drafted by Commissioner Cahill or
Inspector Urquhart - or by “somebody  in
Cairns or by the Women’s Christian Temper-
ance Union or by the People’s Political Asso-
¢iation, which had a place in Ann street over
which thers was a crown? Again he would
ask the Treasurer two questions: (1) Was this
Bill similar in all respects to the Bill which
was foreshadowed last session? (2) How many
clauses were there in the Bill? He believed
there- was a dog clause in the Bill, and he
knew why the Government had a down on
dogs: Did not the Premier at Rockhampton
say that the working classes were ‘‘ungrate-
ful ‘dogs?”?: They were introducing this dog
clatise. in $he Bill in order to be even with
the - “ungrateful “dogs” who voted against
Glovernment - supporters. at. the last election.
Ajs the representative of some of those ‘ un-
grateful dogs,” he objected to the introduction
of ‘the. Bill. 'He objected to. British liberties
being taken from them. - Even if the Premier
had been presented with the freedom of Fal-
kirk,  he ‘objected to the hon. gentleman at-
tempting. to enslave  free-born ~Australians.
The Police Offerices Bill must go.. They must
oppose- it at.every stage. e would sooner
vote for. the Religious Instruction in State
Schools Bill. " This Bill was: introduced purely
in the interests of property. ® Ministers pro-
posed to prosecute the unfortunate farmer who
had to stop out all night with his gun $o. keep
wallabies out of his crops. What about the
boy of fourteen in the Gulf country who had to
ride on_his ¢ bike” to try and get & job in the
Chillagoe smelters? Was hie not to be allowed

[Mr. Murphy.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Police, Ete., Biil.

to take. his. gun and shoot a duck on the
creek? Of course not! The Government did
not believe in the children of the poorer
classes having game. The Premier at one
time - attempted” to impose a gun tax. He
hardly wondered at the hon. gentleman object-
ing to the children of the poorer classes carry-
ing guns, because he might be m the bush
some day, and some young fellow might say,
“This iz Premier Kidston, the once great
democrat-—the . man that fought for the
shearers,  and wrote ‘The ballot is the
thing’——

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order, ordert

Mr. MURPHY: The Home Secretary was
one of the most courteous men in the Cham-
ber, and he was sure the hon. gentleman knew
something  about the Bill. . He supposed it
had been considered by the Cabinet, although
he remembered the Premier saying once 1n
connection with the Old-age Pensions Bill that
he had not seen the Bill. He (Mr. Murphy)
only. wanted one "question answered: ‘ Was
this Bill the same as that which had been
introduced: last session?’”’ No answer! Min-
isters. knew absolutely nothing about if, and
that was the Cabinet that they were asked
to-allow: to run the couniry! It was a good
job the country could run itself. Leaving the
Cabinet, he would ask if there was one mem-
ber on the Government side who knéw anything
at all about the Bill? They were all at the
caucus, and they must have heard some of
the clauses read. They were all “on the
blind.”- The country was being ‘run absolutely
“on the blind.”” Not a member of the Go-
vernment - party knew anything about the
Police Offences Billt Well, members 'on the
Opposition side ~wanted to know' something
about it. . If the Government could poke those:
things down’ the throats of their supporters,
they could not poke them down the throats
of membérs on the Opposition side. They
wanted- to- know whether it was likely to
attack the liberties of the people of Queens-
land before they agreed to it. The Secretary
for Public Lands and the Secretary for Mines.
had got their Bills introduced in a few
seconds, because they had the courtesy to ex-
plain the provisions of the measures in their
charge, but the Treasurer had not a single
word to say. He was dumb. Had he not
recovered from the shock he got over the:
Federal elections? He believed the Bill was:
the result of the Federal elections. He be-
lieved the Government wanted to ‘‘run them
all in.”” The Secretary for Public Lands had
charge of the Police Offences Bill when he
was Home Secretary, and he should know
something about the Bill. - If the hon. gentle-
man did not know anything about it, he should
at least have the courage to get up and say
s0.. The Premier could not browbeat him or
make him sit twiddling his thumbs, the same
as he was making the Treasurer do. Why did.
not the Treasurer: assert himself and get up
and say, ‘“The Bill is the same as the Bill
that we laid on the table last session. It con-
tains 547 clauses.” The clause relating to the
shooting of dogs is still in it, but we have
deleted the clauses relating to the sale of
Sunday newspapers?’ . He was not interested
in Truth—he wished he was. He was not a
shareholder in the Sunday Swun, but he held
that Parliament had no right to try to stop the
sale of newspapers on Sunday. Everybody
did not want to read “The Boys Own’ or
“The Family MHerald”  or: “The. Church
Gazette.” There was nothing interesting in
that class of literature. They wanted a real
live Sunday paper.
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The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I would re-
mind the hon. member that he has already
dealt very fully with the question of Sunday
papers, and, if he ‘agdin speaks of them, I
shall rule him out of order for tedious repeti-
tion.

Mr. MURPHY : If he recollected rightly,
another ‘provision in the Bill of last session
made it: possible for children riding to school
t0’ be sued for trespass if they had to pass
through a squatter’s paddocks. Now, were
they going to permit a Bill like that to pass
without protest?  Of course, if Ministers told
them  that such. a provision was not to be
found in this Bill, they would let it pass; but
they would have to fight for the liberties of
the people, ‘and he thought the Treasurer had
better ‘find: his tongue and let them know
whether the Bill was the same as that intro-
duced last session.. Did the Treasurer know
that? . If-he did not know, why was he not
courtesus enough to say it? They could not
expect’ to get information from the Treasurer
if he did not possess it. All Sunday football
matches ‘were prohibited., What about the
miners in the North? Were the men who
were working all the week not to have a game
of football on Sunday? There was a provision
in: the: Polide Offences Bill to deprive those
people of ‘all their liberties, and Government
members sat silent and allowed it to go. He
was not going’ to allow it to go without o
protest. It was' far better: : for.  the young
fellows in the North to play football on Sun-
Jdays than to be drinking and playing two-up:
There was a class of people who wanted to
rule—they were getting back to the old Crom-
wellian ‘and’ Paritan days. They were not to
have any liberty at all. They had given the
police a rise in" salary, to which they were
entitled, " but he was not going to give the
polide any more powers than they at present
had. - They had plenty of power at the present
time.: They dared not say a word to a police-
man uhless they had plenty of witnesses, as
the police magistrate belived the policeman
every time. The law was all right as at
present, and he would like the Treasurer to
tell the Committee whether the present Bill
was similar to the Police Offences Bill intro-
duced last session. If it was, he objected to it,
but if a lot of the obnoxious clauses were
;ipleted, then he would agree to its introduc-

ion.

Mr. BOOKER (Maryborough) said he was
taking a course that he thought was right.
The time had arrived when the sensible men
of the Chamber should resent the conduct of
the hon. members who had just spoken. He
was taking the responsibility of drawing atbten-
tion to the fact that the rights of Parliament
were being abused, and that they were insult-
ing every sensible man in the Chamber and
every sensible man and woman in the country.
If Parliament was to be abused as it had been
abused to-night, then the sooner hon. mem-
bers got out of Parliament the better.

GovERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. BOOKER: He said unreservedly, if
men were prepared t0 come into that Chamber
and talk the abject rubbish; pure abject non-
sense

The ACTING CHAIRMAN :: Order; order!
The question before the House is the desira-
bility of introducing a Bill to amend the law
%gla,ting to the powers and duties of the Police

orce. . ;

:Mr. BOOKER: He wished to say that the
#ime had arrived when the good sense of the
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Committee should resent the conduct that
had been exemplified that night, and he, for
one, did resent 1t in all sincerity, and he knew
that every hon. member in his heart felt as he
(Mr. Booker) did. The time had arrived when
somebody should say just what they meant.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order, order!

Mr. BOOKER': He desired to emphasise the
grave mecessity of the sensible members of
the Chamber resenting the conduct experi-
enced to-night.  That was all he desired to

Mr. MURPHY  did not object to the
criticism. and lecture of the hon. member. = 1f
he did not wish for information in regard to
the Bill, that was no reason why other mem-
bers should not endeavour to get information.
If hon. members sitting behind the Govern-
ment were bound by the caucus, was that any
reason why the hon. member for Cairns anu
himself, who belonged to no party—who were
absolutely . freelances, bound by no caucus—
Labour or Government—who had the right of
free speech, and could talk when they liked—
should be gagged when the Premier liked?
Had they no rights in the Chamber? They
wanted to know what were the provisions 1n
the Police Offences Bill. Was it fair to allow
the Government to introduce a Bill which

“attacked the liberties of the people of Queens-

land? ~ The I'reasurer gave them no answer.
He was entitled to an answer to that question.
e placed before the Committee several pro-
visioris in the Bill introduced lash session, and
he wished to” know whether those provisions
were. contained in the present Bill. If they
were included then. the Bill should not be
introduced, and if they were not included,
why did not the. Treasurer or some member
of the Cabinet say so?

Mr. MANN: In the heat of debate there
was one point in regard to the measure that
had been overlooked. Most members had read
the report of the Commissioner of Police
during the last two or three years, and the
Commissioner comvlained that the men were
not all he would like them to be, but he did
not get sufficient money to pay a salary to get
the best men available. That being so, he
(Mr. Mann) thought it was a fair and reason-
able argument that they should be very chary
about giving the police any more power. Did
any member on the Government side advocate
giving to a body of men, whom their own
chief complained were not all they should be,
more power to tamper with the liberfies of
His Majesty’s subjects? The Bill that was
put in their boxes last session contained a
clause whereby the chairman at a public
meeting could call upon a policeman to arrest
any person at that meeting who interjected.
TLet Hon. members picture to themselves a
good solid conservative candidate who had a
policeman in the meeting who had got his
appointment through the hands of that con-
servative candidate. Whyv the policeman, oub
of the fullness of his heart, would rush up and
arrest any person who was apparently getfing
the better of his pet candidate. In disiricts
where there was no Press circalated, a van-
didate conld come forward and make a stabe-
ment, and no one in the meeting could con-
tradict him, because it would be in the power
of the chairman to tell a bumptious policeman
to arrest the man for interrupting the meet-
ing. He (Mr, Mann) when walking along the
streets had seen policemen order old women
to move on who were having a chat in the
street. while all along the footpath there were

larrikins blocking up the footpath and using

Mr. Mann:]
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objectionable language, and they were never
ordered to miove on because the police knew
if they went near those larrikins they would
be given cheek, and perhaps a stone later on.
Respectable citizens would not object to move
on if the police were impartial,” and at the
same. time ordered the larrikins who ~were
spitting on the footpath and making obscene
remarks to passersby to move on. Was .if
wise to give more power to a class of men who
did that sort of thing? The Committee should
not pass the Bill until sach time as the Cor-
missioner of Police could assure them that
the men were all that could be desired, and
that they possessed discretion and wisdom and
were not inclined to. over-step their duty.
It was well known that once the police get a
set-on an individual it was not long before
they had him in the lockup. The
[8.30 p.m.] ferce was not what it might be,
. : owing - to- the number  of ' raw,
immature men employed, and he thought the
Government would ‘be well: advised if: they
were to pause before passing ‘such 'a’ Bill.
The member for Brisbane Nérth, Mr. Macart-
ney, got a Bill passed to prevent the smokiug
of cigarettes by young: persons; but it was
not’ put into- force because the police could
not tell the ages of the:lads they saw smoking
cigarettes. . There was: also 4 Bill passed to
prevent little girls selling flowers; but it was
not rut. into force,. andlittle girls could still
be seen importuning people to buy flowers.
With regard to the gold-stealing part of the
Bill; that provision had proved a hardship to
prospectors in Victoria; and it was scandalous
to think that members should be asked to
agree to the introduction of a measure of
whose purport they knew nothing.. Why
should the police have power to arrest a pro-
‘spector who happened to be in possession of
gold? The discovery of gold made Queens-
fand, and this Bill would make prospecting a
crime. A policeman would have power to go
up to a prospector and say, ‘Tell me where
you found that gold, ¢r I will arrest you for
gold-stealing.”” Then the prospector could no
longer keep hig find to himself. = They knew
about the Eureka Stockade in. Viectoria; and
he could imagine this provision leading to the
same thing happening in Queensland:. He did
not believe in gold-stealing, but he did not
believe in harassing people” who were trying
to earn an honest livelihood:

Mr. ALLEN said a lot of time would have
been saved if the Minister had deigned to give
the Committee a little information. He con-
sidered that the desire on the part of the
hon. member for Cairns and the hon. member
for Croydon was very reasonable; and he had
every sympathy with those members in the
stand they had taken. He also wanted to
know some particulars about the Bill, because
he considered that the police had too much
power: already in  some cases. ILast session
he ‘gave an instance where a police officer
was guilty of persecution ; and he did not know
what would happen if they accepted a Bill
giving the police powers similar to those con-
tained in the Bill of last session.. They knew
at the present time that the police were so
miserably paid that very few good men stayed.
As soon as they got in they found it was not
what it was’ cracked up to be, that they had
too many duties and that their pay was a mere
pittance; so they left the force, and the result
was that the Police Department was begging
for recruits.. They were corsequently getting
in hoys of eighteen and ninetéen years of age,
with no:experience, and they were going ta
give them power to run in whom they chose.

[Mr. Mann.
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For instance, the idea of giving the chairmamn

of a public' meeting power to order a police-
man to lock up an interjector! .

Mr. MurrHY: A good few of us would have
to be locked up.

Mr. ALLEN: Were they going to pass a
Bill like this? e

Mr: MuerrY: They will start to put chains
on them next. . i

Mr. ALLEN: The Government might say
that they only intended the provisions of this
Bill to. deal with certain cases, but there was
no knowing how far some inexperienced, tact-
leéss boys in the Police Force would go. Men
might' get 1un'in because they had not paid
sufficient respect to the dignity of these indi-
viduals.” The idsa of a Bill being brought inte
the House to prevent a boy under fourteen
using g gun! If ‘members on the opposite side
had any experiende of hunting cockatoos on a
farm; or' keeping wallabies and bandicoots
away from the crops, they would unot bring in
that provision: : In the case of selectors in the
bush with dockatoos, bandicoots, and wallabies
all round them, it was generally the duty of
the children to keep these pests away, and the
noise ofva gun, if there was only powder in it,
was ‘of great assistance; but the Government
said they were going to prevent the small boy
having a gun.. If the Premier or any other
member of the Cabinet had had any practice
at ‘this game when they were boys of twelve

‘or fourteen, they would not have brought in

such a proposal. So far as the Education Act
was concerned, the education of our boys came
te an end if the parents needed them at the
Then from twelve o fourteen
they would be assisting them by keeping
cockatoos and wallabies away:

The -ACTING CHAIRMAN:  Order! I
would  remind the hon. member that he is
using tedious repetition in regard to cockaboos.
(Laughter.)

Mr. ALLEN: He wanted to know how many
clauses the Bill contained, and if the Govern-
ment inténded to pass it this session; or was
it simply brought forward for window dress-
ing? Was it going to deal with cattle-stealing,
and place citizens at the mercy of those who
seemed to get an idea into their head that
somebody had been making use of their cattle?
He remembered a case in the West in which
two  persons were arrested on a charge of -
cattle-stealing because they had some salt
beef in their possession. A squatter had lost a
red heifer some time previously, and it was
alleged: that this piece of boiled salt jnnk,
which was found in the camp of these men,
was the flesh of the red heifer which had been
lost. Tt was a justice of the peace who went
into the box and swore that this piece of
boiled: corned beef was the flesh of a red
heifer. - (Laughter.) Only for the fact thai
these men had a capable advocate, they would
have perhaps been doing seven years, but they
happened to get out of it.. When on the way
home this gentleman who had lost the red
heifer found her in a lane near his house.
There was no redress for those two unfortu-
nate men, who had been locked up on a
charge of cattle-stealing, who had to undergo
the odium of spending a night in the cells, and
had to stand idly by behind the bar of a court
and hear their characters and their reputations
torn to pieces by such witnesses as he had just
described. It was - only - reasonable’ that
members  should know what were the pro-
visions of the Bill, and he hoped the Premier
would treat the House differently to what he
had been doing in the past. This informabior:
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had apparently been given to the daily papers,
if they were to place any credence on the in-
spired paragraph which appeared in a certain
paper.. He would not labour the question any
further, bitt hoped that the Government would
take a hint that when information was asked
for that 1t would be given. :

Mr. BRESLIN (Port Curtis) : Without enter-
ing into the merits or demerits of the debate,
it would have looked better if the Treasurer
had seen fit to follow the example set by his
colleague; the Minister for Public Works, and
given the desired information in connection
with this. Bill. - During the .discussion the
Treusurer had spent his time reading an illus-
trated paper, but perhaps if he had read the
Bill ‘which he was introducing he would not
have refused to give the information that was
asked. It was quite permissible for country
members to ask for information. For instance,
the Bill before the House last session con-
tained a number of clauses, but it was with-
drawn because- the caucus which was held on
board the *“ Lucinda’ would not stand it. They
were promised a number of things, or rather
threatened a number of things which wowa
weigh heavily on people living in the country.
They had a fine body of police, and they had
enough to. do now without tacking further
duties on to them. It would have been better
if the Treasurer had given them the informa-
tion, and not have to threaten them with the
t gag’’ on: the second night of the session.

Mr., MURPHY : In the discharge of his
parliamentary - duties he “always liked to: be
well up in matters’ which he brought before
the House, and at considerable personal incon-
venience he got & copy of the Police Offences
Bill ‘which “was introduced last session.. He
believed that the only reasonable stand for
him to take would be to read certain clauses
of that Bill and ask the Treasurer whether
the Bill he proposed to introduce this session
was a similar one to that which he now held
in his Band. It would niot be much trouble for
the Freasurer to say whether the Bill was the
same as that introduced last session.

The SrcrETARY FOR RATLWAYS: You have
developed an inquiring turn of mind.

Mr. MURPHY: Yes, he had always been
5o, and he remembered when the hon. gentle-
man was  Whip” of a certain party in
opposition that he also was of an inquiring
turn of mind. He remembered when he (Mr.
Murphy) sat behind the democratic Govern-
ment led by the junior member for Rock-
hampton, that the present Secretary for Rail-
ways used to inquire for information at 2 or
3 o’clock in the morning. The Police Offences
Bill might stop all that kind of thing. He
just noticed ome' clause that was in the Bill
mtroduced last session, and it was that the
police could raid anybody’s house.. He sup-
posed it would permit all those who played
“bridge’’ for 1s. or 10d. a hundred to go on
playing, but the poor unfortunate miner in
Croydon and’ Clermont, - or the sugar-cane
cutter camped in the district -of the deputy
leader of the Liabour party, who were having
a game of ‘“crib”" at might-time, would be
_pounced on by the police and run in. What
did it mean? It raeant that' in - all these
wretched reforms it was: the - unfortunate
working classes who were attacked. They did
not atteropt to attack the big toff. the judges,
the Premiers. the heads of the Police Force.
and Under Secretaries, who were playing at
their bridge parties, There would- be no
Police Force called on to shift them. It was
the poor unfortunate miner and working man,
who wanted to have a game of cards, and put

[14 Juiy.]
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a shilling on it, who would be run in. And

‘that was the kind of legislation that they were

told was good for the working classes! They
wanted to make him good. These Acts of
Parliament all went to prevent the working
man from getting any kind of enjoyment.
They never heard of Acts of Parliament to
prevent the moneyed classes from getting
enjoyment. So far as he was concerned, he
had done his duty to his electors in trying
to get some information respecting the
Bill, and he had come to the conclusion that
the Treasurer knew ' absolutely nothing about
it. If the Government were going to submit
the Bill, he hoped they would hand it over to
someone who knew something about it. Why
did they not put a member like the junior
member for North Brisbane into the Cabinet?
He was sure that if that hon. member were
in the Cabinet, and he was to introduce a
Bill like this one, he would be able to #ell
them all about its features. Look how nicely
the junior member for Ipswich, Mr. Blair,
used to introduce a Bill, and how courteous
he was when he sat on the Government side
of the House. HHe would have something
more to say about the Police Offences Bill
when it reached the next stage. He intended
to oppose the Bill. Unless the Government
took out certain clauses, he would not agree
with it. He was of an inquiring turn of mind,
and it was a pity that the Treasurer was not
also of an inquiring turn of mind, as he would
then know something about the Bill which
he had to introduce.. If they had got the
information, the matter would have been
finished at a quarter past 7 o’clock, bub they
had wasted two hours over it.. In order to get
some information he had gomne into the library
and worried the librarian, Mr. Murray, to
search up- the last year’s Bill for him. He
did not know if the Bill they had to deal with
was the same as that he held in his hand, or
if it was going to be a new one. He wanted
to know 1if this Bill was only acceptable to
the Government party on non-party lines?
He noticed that most members talked about
British liberty and the rights of British sub-
iects and freedom. And the Premier said that
“they had rights, and dare maintain them.”
And it would be their duty to maintain the
rights and liberties of the people of Queens-
land. He supposed that the Premier would
get up later on and tell them that the Bill
proposed to make the bounds of freedom
wider vet. That was an old expression of the
Premier’s. He used to sive it on all the plat-
forms. The Police Offences Bill was not
going to make ‘ the bounds of freedom wider
yet.”” The police were a very good body of
men, and the majority of them

[9 pm.] tried to do their duty impartially,
but the Commissioner said that the

pay had been so bad that all the good men
were: going over to New South Wales, just
as men engaged on railway construction works
were going to New South Wales in order to
obfain better wages. He supposed he would
have to leave the matter for the present, but
he sincerely trusted that when the Treasurer:
had another Bill to introduce he would endea-
vour to study it, and learn something about it.

Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The Acting CHAIR-
MAN reported the resolution, which was agreed
to.

FirsT READING.

The Bill was then read a fitst time, and the
second reading was made an Order of the Day

for Tuesday next.
’ Mr. Murphy.]
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The TREASURER: I may tell hon. mem-
bers that copies of the Bill will be in their
boxes this evening or at the latest to-morrow
morning.

LOCAL AUTHORITIES ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

INtTIATION IN COMMITTEE.
The HOME SECRETARY moved—

That it is desiranle that a Bill be introduced toamend
the law relating to local anthorities.
For the information of hon. members, he
might mention that this Bill contained many
clauses and amendments which: had. been
already submitted to and passed by the Com-
mittee. It further contained amendments which
were considered desirable as a result of consul-
tation with a delegation from the executive of
the Local Authorities’ Association. - It also

contained provisions which it was considered:

desirable to introduce ‘as the result of the
experience gained by the officers of the Home
Department © in - administering - the' Local
Authorities. Act. It further  contained new
clauses which it was considered would increase
the efficiency of the working of local authori-
ties;. For instance, power was given therm to
subsidise motor or omnibus services, which
they had not at the present time. They would
also be enabled, by incorporation similar to
the incorporation allowed in Victoria, to
establish an indemnity accident fund and a
fidelity guarantee fund. Power was also given
whereby alien labour might not be permitted
to be employed in connection with works
carried out by local authorities, or in carrying
out any of the services which 1t was provided
local authorities might establish under the
Act. (Hear, hear!) It also made provision—
and he was sure that hon. members who had
spoken about prickly pear eradication would
be glad to hear this—it also made provision
whereby local authorities might be compelled
in certain cases to destroy prickly pear on the
roads within their areas, and on  reserves
which were under their control.

Mr. Coyne: “May’” be compelled or * shall”’
be compelled?

The HOME SECRETARY: “May” be
compelled, but in certain cases ‘“shall” be
eompelled to eradicate the pear. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. J. M. Hunter: Do you make the
Crown do anything of that sort?

The HOME SECRETARY: Hon members
would find that provision was made in the
Bill under which in certain cases the Crown
would be prepared to take its part in the
eradication of prickly pear. Without entering
into such details as one would give in con-
nection with the second reading of the mea-
sure, the amendments he had indicated practi-
cally. comprised the changes proposed to be
made by the Bill. ’

Me, MURPHY thanked the Home Secretary
for his courtesy in giving information regarding
the Bill. - He boped the hon. gentleman would
give a lesson to the Treasurer in courtesy.

Question put and passed. )
The House resumed. The Acrivg CHAIR-

MaN reported the resolution, which was agreed
to. -

FirsT READING.

The Bill was then read a first time; and the
second reading was made ‘an Order of the Day
for Tuesday next.

[Hon: A. Q. C. Hawthorn.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Electoral Distriets Bill.

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS BILL.
INTTIATION IN COMMITTEE.

The: HOME SECRETARY said: Mr.
Speaker,—1I beg to move that you do now leave
the chair.

Question put and passed.

COMMITTEE.

The HOME SECRETARY moved—

That it is desirable that a Bill be introduced to make
provision for the better representation of the people of
Queensland in' Parliament.

The: Bill provided for the number of members
proposed. = It also provided the method by which
the electoral districts should be ascertained. It
also made provision for the quota of electors,
with a percentage of electors ahove and below,
which should: be contained in the new elector-
ates.. To all intents and purposes it followed
the same lines as the Commonwealth Act. It
further: contained  the ‘machinery for the com-
pilation of the new. rolls and fer the steps to be
taken in cases ‘where the number of electors in
an electorate fell below the necessary quota.

Mr. MURPHY asked whether there was to
be & reduction of members ?

The HOME SECRETARY : The proposed
measure did niot. contemplate a reduction in the
number of members.

Mr. MURPHY : He certainly thought that,
after the result of the Federal elections
throughout Australia, there should be a re-
duction in the number of members of the
Assembly. The lesson taught by the Federal
elections was that the people of Australia
helieved in the natiopal Parliamenst, and
thought that the time had arrived for clip-
ping the wings of the puny little State Govern-
ments who had been fighting the federation from
the day it was formed. In New South Wales
they Liad seen Mr. Carruthers gathering his
police—possibly under the provisions of the
Police Offences Act in that State—and taking
possession of wire nebting, and absolutely declin-
ing to pay the Customis duty. and threatening a
revolution.  In their own Chamber last night,
the Premier, when some reference was made to
the transcontinental railway

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! That
does not come within the scope of the question
before the Committee. The question before the
Committee is the representation of the people of
Queensland, and it has nothing to do with the
Ccmmonwealth.

Mr. MURPHY was proposing to show that it
was uecessary for the better representation of
the people of Queensland that there should be s
reduction in the number of mewbers. Surely
that came within the scope of the question before
the Committee.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : No; it does
nos come within the scope of the question before
the Uommittee.

Mr. MURPHY : He had no objection to a
Redistribution of Seats Bill, but he held that
there should be a reduction in the number of
menibers, and they should carry out the sugges-
tion made by Prewier Kidston some years ago,
when he went round Central and Northern
Quesnsland waving the red flag of revolution,
and advocated the division of Queensland into
three districts, each of those districts to be re-
presented in that Chamber.. For the better
representation of the people of Queensland, he
thought the time had arrived for the abolition
of the Legislative Council.” They had to spend
£750
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The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order! That
«uestion does not eome within the scope of the
<puestion before the Committee.

Mr. MURPHY : He did not oppose the intro-
duction of the Bill, but he wonld like to ascertain
at that stage—and he hoped the leader of the
‘Ounposition would ' ask the question, because
there was a possibility of his being answered—

whether they would have an opportunity of .

dealing with the'qu stion of a reduction of mem-
bers.... Last sessioa he (Mr. Murphy) had advo-
-cated unification, or, rather, reconstruction, and,
in view of that fict; he could not object to a
redistribution,. ‘although he supposed that a
redistribution of seats would int=rfere materially
with the Croydon electorate. Before the Com-
mittee’ agreed- to the motion he wounld like to
‘know, it they agreed to the resolution at the
present time, whether they would be permitted
-at a later stage to move for a reduction of mem-
bers.

The ~ACTING
member will be in'a position to know that when
he hasseen the Bill. - At the present stage hon.
members are simply asked to allow the Bill to
-come before the House.

Mr. MURPHY : When the Committee saw
the Bill they wnuld be able to deal with it.. He
hoped the Redistribution of: Seats Bill' would
result’ in' better representation; and also in'a
reduction of members.

=Thée ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order, order !
"The question is, that 1t is desirable that a Bill
be introduced: to. make provision” for the better
reprosentation of the people in Parliament.

Mr. KEOGH (Rosewood) asked whether the
commissioners to be appointed were within the
public service, or were they to be outside the
service ?

Mr. LESINA (Clermont) : At this stage the
scope of a measure very often came up, and it
appeared to him that the Mimister ought to be
prepared to answer a nuestion like that asked by
“she hon. member for Croydon in regard to a re-
duetion of members, He did not desire to en-
«dorse the sentiments uttered by the hon. mem-
ber for Croydon, but if the Comuwittee passed
the resolution they bound the scope of the Bill
down to certain narrow lines, and later on, when
hon. members came to move amendments. they
swould find they were outside the scope of the
measure, and they would then be told by the
Minister thas the present was the proper time
to enter a protest. At the present time they
bad not the slighest idea what the Bill proposed
to do.  Surely in a case like that they should
:get more information from the Minister in
«charge of the measure. If the Bill provided for
the more effective representation of the people
of Queensland on certain definite and democratic
lines, he was sure hon. members would support
it. . Might be ask the Minister to give an answer
to the question asked by the hon. member for
Croyden before the resolution was put ?

Question stated.

Mr. MURPHY =aid he anticipated that the
Minister would have risen and answered - the
questions asked by the hon. member for Rose-
wood and bimself. He was sure the hon. mem-
ber for Clermont had put the matter very clearly
before the Cominittee.

The HOME SECRETARY said he thought
he had made himself clear to hon. members,
and he hardly anticipated that hon. members
would require him to give what was practically
2 second-reading speech at that stage. . So far as
defining the electorates was concerned, it was

[14 Jory.]
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practically on the lines of the Commonwealth
Act, which defined the Commonwealth electors
ates. As hon. members knew, that definition was
made by a commission which was appointed under
the authority of that Act, and a similar method
was proposed in the nresent Bill. How hon.
members could expect him to say who the com-
missioners were to be, he could not see, because
he did not know himself.

Mr. MURPHY asked whether the scope of
the measure would exclude any smendment pro-
viding for a reduction of members.

Question stated.

Mr. MURPHY : Did he understand the
Minister to say thas he did not know whether it
would or not ?

Mr., MACARTNEY : You ought to know as well
as I do.

Mr. MURPHY : He remembered the time
when the hon., inember for North Brisbane,
clever lawyer as he was, was put in a fix in
regard to the scope of a Bill. The hon. member
did not know at this particular stage of that Bill
that he was going to be put in the soup. It was
only when it came on later——

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order, order!
Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The ActiNg CHAIRMAN
reported that the Committee had come to a
resolution, and it was agreed to. :

FirsT READING.

The Bill' was then read a first time, and the
second reading was made an Order of the Day
for Tuesday next.

JOINT COMMITTEES.

Upon the Order of the Day for the considera-
tion of the Legislative Council’s message of the
13th instant being read,

The PREMIER said : T beg to move—

That Mr. Speaker, Mr. Coftell, and Mr. May be ap-
pointed members of the Joint Library Committee; Mr.
Speaker, Mr. Roberts, and Mr. Ryland members of
the Joint Committee for the Management of the
Refreshment-rooms: and Mr. Speaker, Mr. D.Hunter,
and Mr. Payne members of the Joint Committee for the
Management and Superintendence of the Parliamentary
Buildings ; and that the.e appointments be communi-
cated to the Legislative Council, by message in the
usual form.

Mr. MURPHY . I wish to say a word with
respect to the Parliamentary Buildings Com-
mittee. The last time the commiftee was
appointed, the hon. member for Woolloon-
gabba, Mr. Hunter, and the hon. member for
Mitchell, Mr. Payne, were included. I think

the expenditure of £750 on a lift

[8.80 p.m.] to go up one flight of stairs is a

ridiculous waste of public money;
and I understand that the work was carried
out without consulting the members appointed
by this House. I would like to know if that
be so.. If not, I think the hon. member for
Mitchell and the hon. member for Woolloon-
gabba are deserving of censure for the ex-
penditure of £750 in providing a lLift simply
to go up one flight of stairs. I could jump
from, the bottom to the top,

The Premier: It's a pity you did not jump
down.

Mr. MURPHY? I jumped down a lorig way
when I supported the hon, gentleman.

Question put and passed.

Mr. Murphy.]
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ADDRESS IN REPLY.
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. LENNON {(Herbert), who, on rising, was
received with Opposition *“ Hear, hears!” said:
Mz Deputy Speaker,—Before entering upon
the few remarks I propose to submit for the
consideration of hon. members 1 would like
to take the opportunity of expressing my re-

gret gt the absence through illness of Mr. .

Speaker.. At the same time, I congrasulate
you upon your occupancy of the high office,
and trust that, whether the term be long or
short, it will prove creditable to yourself and
satisfactory to the House. I think the Speech
we had read to us the other day was com-
mendable in many ways—on account of its
brevity, and for some of the things which the
Government promise to lay before the House.
I derived considerable pleasure from listéning
to the speeches delivered by the proposer and
seconder of the Address in Reply; but whilst
I may admire the method of the speakers and
their mode of expression—which I consider
highly: creditable to them-—of course, I can-
not 1dentify myself with the opinions ex-
pressed. . However, I think it is only right
that' I should" take the  opportunity of con-
gratulating them on their excellent speeches.
We had some trouble to-night in' getting in-
formation in regard to some of the measures
referred to in the Speech, and one of them
has been already tabled—the one for curing
anomalies in connection with our electoral
law by the redistribution of seats. I am very
much in favour of single electorates; and I
suppose that is to be provided for, though it
ig not so stated. I think experience has shown
that_single electorates are better, generally
speaking, not only for the electors of the dis-
trict but for the members who represent
them. Very often you find a double electorate
return members on opposite sides. of the
House; which is unsatisfactory both for the
members and for the electorate. Another very
popular idea—a deémocratic idea in which I
thoroughly concur—is ‘one vote  one value;
but the difficulty is to appraise the value of
the particular votes.. A vote in an electorate
like Cook, Croydon, Gregory, or Burke—
I'mention these because they are generally used
as: illustrations in comparison with Toowong
and Toombul-—I say that electorates so far
removed from the metropolis and the opera-
tions of this House, where the influence of
the people is felt—the difference is so great
that ten votes in those electorates are not
equal to one vote in the city of Brisbane. In
my humble opinion, if North Brisbane, for
instance, had no member at ali to represent
it-—at present it has two members—it could
exercise more influence in this House and in
the ‘administration of the departments of the
Government than could the four distant elec-
torates I have mentioned—nparticularly as the
Premier has taken the Brisbane Chamber of
Commerce to his bosom. Formerly the Pre-
mier was very much given to criticising the
influence exercised over Governments, particu-
* larly by the Courier newspaper. He had strong
opinjons’ regarding - the so-called ‘‘ Courier
Ministry’” not  many years ago; and I am
perfectly certain he had no sympathy whatever
with - organisations—self-constituted bodies
such " as. Chambers of Commerce—who very
often exert  considerable  influence on the
legislation  in scme . States - of ° Australia.
T think from what we have seen already that
the Brisbane Chamber of Commerce is likely
to exercise—or attempt, at all events, to exer-
cise—considerable influence upon legislation in
Queensland,- and it will be the duty of the

[Mr. Lennon.
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Opposition to endeavour to’ check as far as
possible any influence of that sort.. Now, this
matter has been before the counfry in an
indirect way for many years. We have had
redistribution talked about by various Govern-
ments. - Generally speaking, hitherto it was
coupled: with the reduction of members. The
Labour party’s attitude in that respect always
has been- that the reduction should begin n
another place, that there the reduction is very
necessary, but that here in our own Parlia-
ment it 18 not quite so necessary. However, {
dare say ab the present time that a large num-
ber of members on the Opposition side would
not have resisted a reduction of members; bub
1 understand from what I can gather, reading

- between the lines of what we see in the news-

papers, and what many of our public men
say. that it has been recognised by the State
Premiers  that they must not lessen their

‘importancs in any way, and therefore they do
. ‘not care about reducing the number of mem-

bers in’ the populat’ House. I think but for
that reason-—but for the fact that the various
Premiers of the States of the Commonwealth
desire” to keep up their fancied importance— -
we should probably have had a reduction of
members proposed at the present time. Now,
hon. membeis will perhaps be good enough to
remember that I discussed this particular idea
of a redistribution of seats in this' Chamber
about two or three years ago.. I discussed if
chiefly from the standpoint of a Northern
resident, of one who had lived for many years
in the North of Queensland, and who at pre-
sent represents a Northern constituency. £
propose to so discuss it to-night, and I have,
in fact, taken the trouble to prepare a table:
of what I would consider fair representation.
T consider, as I have already said, that the
influence of votes under this democratic prin-
ciple of one vote one value is very hard to
accurately appraise in so scattered a countrv
as Queensland. If we had a thickly-settled
population all over our State, or a settlement
of population anything approaching to what
exists in Victoria, the question of arriving at
one vote one value would be comparatively
easy; but when you take into account districts
like Cook, Gregory, Burke, and Bulloo, where
you can travel hundreds of miles without
coming across very many residents, the matter
becomes snoremely diffieult. Supposing the
carving-knife was introduced to so carve up
the State of Queensland into electorates so
that some of those snarsely populated places
were unfairly reduced, you would render the
proper and efficient representation of those
remote districts very, very poor indeed. If a
couple of the less populous electorates of
Northern Queensland by the machinery intro-
duced in this proposed Electoral Districts Bill
were to be amalgamated and thrown into one,
it would be utterly impossible for any repre-
sentative of such a constituency to do what ¥
regard as his most vrgent snd principal dutv—
that is, to make himself familiar with hig
eloctorate. I say that the first indispensably
necessary dutv of any member of Parliamens
is to make himself familiar with his own
electorate, and I hope that the conditions I
have victured will not arise under this Bill—

though it is possible it mav—and that no suck

difficulty will be met with,” I think, there-
fore, that very large allowance should be made:
for remoteness from the scene of “operations.
T"am not asking that sheep or horses or trees

or broad acres or anything of that sort should

be represented.” I, of. course,  desire - thak
men should be représented; but if I could
induce hon, members to Tealise the position of
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“men_so remotely situated as- those are who
will be electors of the districts I have named,
and others like them that I have not named,
they would see that in common justice they
are entitled to very much greater considera-
tion: than are the people” who are near the
centre of government. I will illustrate what I
mean. - For example, we know deputations
have waited: upon various Ministers to-night,
we know they waited on Ministers yesterday,
we know' that half a dozen deputations might
arise upon s discussion bearing upon the local
authorities-'and- half a dozeén other things-—
deputations might easily be organised to wait
upon’ as many as half a dozen Ministers on
Monday morning in regard.to these matbers;
whereas: people at a distance from the scene
of ‘operations, before they would have time to
think of the matter, the opportunity for having
a deputation likely to be of any benefit might
have passed away. I am sure that that must
appeal to the minds of members on all sides
of the House.

Mr. J. M: Hoxter: You do not expect-that

to-appeal to the Government. - -

Mr. LENNON: I do. I expect the Govern-
ment: t0. consider. and note that we are n
opposition to them, and we take full oppor-
tunity of. exercising our liberty of criticism
of ‘any of their proposals.. I think they will
admit: that. we are not. altogether unreason-
able, and that whenever the measures contain
matters that we: are in’ accord. with we are
ready to ‘acknowledge it~ I-have nobt: seen
the proposed : Bill: nor the ' recent  tabula-
tion “of - the "number of  voters: in Queens-
land, but going on the assumption that there
are now 260,000 voters included in the seventy-
two. electorates, I find it gives a quota of
3,611, or in round numbers a quota of 3,600.
Now, as already stated; whilst I admit all the
good features of the one vote one value prin-
ciple, I would récommend that the remote dis-
tricts should have some special consideration,
gradually - increasing as their remoteness
increases.” But I propose to follow marginal
allowances practically on what may be called
the zone system. Districts over 100 and under
200 miles from. Brisbane, to have & margin
of 10 per cent.—that is to say, if the quota
be 3,600, those electorates will have a mini-
mum of 3,240; districts over 200 and under 400
miles from Brisbane to have 15 per cent., that
makes their minimum 3,060. (Laughter.)

Mr. J. M. Honrer: You are worse than the
Government. - :

Myr. LENNON : Districts over 400 miles and
under 600 miles, 20 per cent.; districts 608
miles: and under 800 miles, 25 per cent.; dis-
tricts -over 800 miles from Brisbane, 33% per
cent.” Now, that would give the minimum

number of electors in an electorate as 2,400,

The PrrMIier: That is a very good argu-
ment for yourself.

Mr. LENNON': It is quite consistent with
what I have already urged in support of this
plan, that the minimum number of electors
entitled  to' have ' a representative in this
House will 'be: 2,400, but, of course, in con-
gested or metropolitan electorates, the margin
would work: inversely.  Therefore, under the
same plan, the maximum number they would
have would: be 4,800, or exactly double the
minimum number. Now, when you take into
account what I have pointed out, the greater
influence of members near at hand as com-
pared with those at a distance by reason of
the readiness with which deputations can be
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corganised and sent here to the various depart-
.ments, | do think that it would be fair and

just to say that, at all events, one member in
a metropolitan constituency 1s quite egual 1n
influence to two members representing, say,
Uroydon and the Cook. Now, I do not think
that that is too ‘much 1o say, although the
Premier  seems to think differently. 1 have
not asked for more than we are entitled to. 1
consider it my duty, as a resident of North
Queensland for many years, to make a hard
fight to get something tair and equitable, as I
think we shall do under this Bill; and I think
that the scheme which I have prepared and
put before the House fills that® description: I
do not know whether the retropolitan consti-
tuencies would consider that they are unfairly
dealt with if they have only one member for
every 4,800 votes. I do not think that they
would have anything to complain. of -at -all.
For example; . l'combul~which: is always re-
ferred to as the most glaring case of disparity,

. as. compared with Bulloo, for example, or

Burke, or Croydon—has at present something
like 7,000 electors.. Toowong, I think, has
something like 6,000 electors, so. you see that
if you put these two electorates together they
would have three members instead of;, as at
present, having only two members. I think
that the Northern people are entitled to the
liberal margin of allowance which is sug-
in , that scheme. If any hon. mem-
ber. from any side can point out where my
scheme: has broken down, I will be glad to
hear them do.it: = I'think that that proposi-
tion - of mine 18 a successful. solution of a
difficult matter.: Speaking about a redistri-
bution. of seats, I warned the people of. the
North many years ago through - the public
Press that this ory of ‘“ One vote one value’
was  bound to: ‘arise,  and I pointed  out
that the sparse population of the North
and West, compared to the 'more dense
settiement around the metropolis and other
places; would be at a considerable disadvan-
tage. I think it will be the duty of members
of this House to, as far as possible; cure this
disability under- which the Northern and
Western - districts labour.

LaBoUr MeMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr., LENNON: I will now pass on from
that measure.. = After ‘the wvery exhausbtive
speech of my leader the othér nighs I do not
propose to criticise all the measures mentioned
in the Governor’s Speech, but I pass on to
one which I think is perhaps one of the moss
contentious that we will have to discuss during
the present session. I refer to the Bible in
State schools measure, or, to call it by ibs
proper name, ‘‘The State Education Acts
Amendment Bill.”?.> In speaking very briefly
the other night on'the order of leave to in-
troduce that Bill, I gave. expression to an
opinion held by this party. This party has
been twitted by the Premier with having gone
back on its programme and on its platform,
in having the temerity, at this particular
stage, to repudiate the expressed will of the
people; ‘as he put it. I venture to differ with
him, and in a few brief words I gave expres-
sion to my views. As showing that I was con-
sistent in the views expressed the other night,
I would like to quote from a speech which
I made in this House in the year 1907.. It
will be found on page 1188 of Hansard for
that year.. At that time we were discussing a
motion which was very similar to the one now
before us. It was on a motion called ‘¢ Refer-
endum re Number of Members,”” moved by the
senior member for Townsville, Mr: Philp; and

Mr. Lennon.]
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- I gave expression to these words as showing
my views on the question of a referendum-—
Mr. LENNON : This is'a subject which has interested
me for u copsiderable time, and I am not at all sur-
“prised at the leander of the Opposition bringing it
Yorward again, as he has on several occasions given
expression 10 similar idews.. Nevertheless, [ am xof in
tavour of any referendum whutever, I venture to sav
that a majority of members sitting on the Opposition
benches, f a' general Referendun Bill were under dis-
cussion, would probably speak and vote against it.

I may say, in order that this will be all the
betber understood, that Mr. Philp was then
in Opposition.” ¥You will then understand the
purport of my remarks. I said that members
of the Opposition would oppose a general refer-
endum Bill, and then went on—

and I think I am justified in saying that members in
this corner would support it,

At that time' the Labour party were sitting in
the back Opposition corner;’ "I then went on—
The position I take up is': that I must oppose. éither
this or any other special referendum, until the general
principle of reterendum is affirmed in this House.

"These 'are my words, which I expressed in
1907, three years ago, and they are exactly in
keeping with the views which I expressed very
hurriedly the. other night—that the Labour
party was in no. way breaking its platform
in taking the action it is taking with regard
to this Bill.. We believe in the initiative and
referendum, but not. for a catch vote or a
snabch vote, as was done in this case. I am
perfectly consistent in all I have said. It is
all very well for the Chief Secretary to indulge
in that chueckle of satisfaction which seems
to give him so much pleasure.

The PreMIER: A strong man struggling
with a bad argument.

Mr: LENNON:. Let him enjoy his laugh.
No doubt he enfjoys it. He looks in excellent
condition,  and: no doubt it i5 a very: good
thing for the health to be able to laugh. The
Premier, when discussing this measure, made
certain promises. ' I think that when a public
man makes a’ promise on: the floor of the
House, if he: fails. to carry it out the least
thing he should do, as soon as the opportunity
offers, is to explain the reason why he did not
carry out his promise.. I have here a quota-
tion from the Trinity Times dealing with this
particular promise. It was written on the 9th
April, just before the Federal election; and it
BAYS—

The Queensland Premier is s0 strangely silent on the
Bible referendum matter that the impression may be
pardoned that he has forgntten his promise made on
the floor of the House on 31st March. 1903, at the time
of the Referendum Bill being carried, when he said~—
‘* The guestion before. the House is not a guestion as to
whether the State shull teach reiigion in the State
schools. - If that were the gunestion, I myself should
vote against the Bill. I have nevér made any disguise
of my sentiments in this respect.  The Bible in State
Schools League, who have asked for this referendum,
know quite well that I myself, if the referendum is
taken, will vote ‘No.’ T think it is not the
duty of the State to teach religion at all, Even
witht those most strongly opposed to religious teaching
in our State schools, I do nos give place fo any man in
the House in the strength of my convietions that our
national system of education should be kept secular,
A Our appeal is to the people of Queensland,
apd, unless & great mistake is made, I believe that an
overwhelming * No’ will be given on this question, and
the people whn are endangering that thing ars the
people who are preventing the gquestion from being
remitted to the eleciors. I do not think thay
the majority of the people of Queensiand are in favour
of any change in our system of edueation. I am
democrat enough to let the people of Queensland
settle the matter themselves. . If this goes to a refer-
endum, I will @0 my best, when the vote iz taken, to
persuade the people of Queensland against making
what seems to be so unwise o change in our educational
system.” .

[Mr. Lennon.
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Instead of making an effort to carry out that
promise to- endeavour to persuade the people
of Queensland to vote against the
[10 p.m.]} religious instruction in. State
schools referendum, he spent all
his time in trying to get the people to vote in
favour of the financial agreement and to vote
against Andy Fisher. All the heavy artillery of
the present State Government in Queensland
was directed against the Wide Bay electorate
in the hope that' they would down the present
Prime Minister of Australia, I am delighted
to think that all those efforts failed, but I
think it is due to members of this House—
éven though we may allow that the Premier
was - within his rights in devoting his time
and attention to that absorbing Federal sub-
ject—that he should have explained to us why
he altered his mind. Can it be possible that
there has been some influence at work which
has made- the hon. gentleman  change his
opinion’ with regard to the character of the
in our
State schools? - Not only did he speak in the
strong way shown in the speech from which I
have quoted, but he stated that he was en-
tirely opposed to religious teaching in State
schools—that he was opposed to: the parson
Whether: he has
changed “his. opinion on that matter or not,
we know that the Bill to which I refer con-
tains a provision providing for the infroduction
of clerics into our schools. If the school com-
mittee be favourable to the plan, and there
is a clergyman living in the locality who has
so much time on his hands that he can devote
one hour per day to the religious instruction
of the children, then he can go into a State
school and teach for one hour every day of the
week.
Mr, Krocu: They have that right now.

Mr, LENNON: I know they have that right,
but not- during school hours. They have per-
mission under the regulations, with the sanc-
tion of the Minister, to teach scholars before
or after school hours, but they cannot go into
the school and give religious instruction tfo
the children during school hours. This Bill
proposes to give them the right to go inte
schools during ordinary school hours—during
the time when the education, to which we
have grown so accustomed, should be im-
parted.. The present system of education,
which is briefly described as free, secular, and
compulsory, has been in operation in Queens-
land for thirty-five years, as nearly as pos-
sible; and I may say that the introduction of
that system was a matter which oceasioned
very protracted and very able debate in this
House.. It was debated by some of the fore-
most speakers who have ever addressed the
Speaker in this, House. I refer to Sir Samuel
Walker Grifith, the late Hon. John Macros-
san, the late Sir Thomas Mecllwraith, and
others. Those men debated this question for
hours and hours, and it was finally decided
that we should have free, secular, and com-
pulsory education in Queensland. I think any
reasonable man will admit that if we have
compulsory education, it should be secular.
The fact of having compulsory  education
should convince any reasonable man that it
must be secular. Of course, it ought to be
free also, but I do not think any rational,
reasonable person will gainsay the proposition
that if education is compulsory -it:ought to-be
secular. We have had our present system, as-
I have said, in operation for thirty-five years,
and I am delighted to testify to the: splendid
harmony which has existed. throughout the

length and breadth of Queensland under that
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system. Our country has never been sullied
by sectarian bitterness; we have had none
of  those scenes - at  elections - that have
taken place in New South Wales, but I ven-
ture to predict that if the character of our
educational system is altered, ad desired by the
Bible in State Schools League, by the intro-
duction of religious instruction in our schools,
that happy condition of affairs will depart for
ever. It is a miost regrettable thing that when
we have an educational system that has given
every satisfaction, and that statistics have
proved ,is a rational and successful system,
should be changed at the request of a portion
of the community.  If the people desiring
this change had given statistics showing that
our people were not equal in morals and be-
haviour to the other States in Australia, they
would have made out a fair case in favour of
the proposed change. But statistics prove the
contrary. Queensland compares most favour-
ably with all’ the other States, particularly
in - the matter—a  delicate  one which one
scarcely. likes- to: mention—of illegitimate
births. " It has been shown that in regard to
first‘births that in New South Wales nearly
50 per cent. are not legitimate. I know that
we are not free from stain in Queensland in
this' matter;, but we compare most favourably
with New South: Wales and the other States:
Why; then, not: follow the good old maxim
of letting well alone? "I may be told that it
is: now. too late to argue in' this way, but I
should like to show: that a strange departure
was made from our usual practice when taking
a poll by the Bible in State Schools League
inconnection with this referendum. Why did
not the Government follow the good old prac-
tice of inviting the contending parties to ap-
point serutineers? - Why was that practice not
followed ‘on- this occasion?  No scrutineers
were- appointed by the parties. I took the
trouble on polling-day to travel round a few of
the. suburban electorates—Toombul, Albion,
and others—and I found that only one section
of the' ¢ommunity " had scrutineers and can-
vassers at work in connection with the referen-
dum. - The canvassers of the Bible in State
Schools. League were hard at work and
strongly enthusiastic, and they deserve credit
for their energy.. Anyone who enters into a
fight should do so warmly and enthusiastically.
But I did not find anyone taking up. the other
side and working in the same way.

The  PreMizr: Why didn’t you- appoint
scrutineers?

Mr., MULLAN : Because they would not allow

them..

Mr.. LENNON: I have made careful in-
quiries, in various parts of the State, and I am
assured that the returning officers—with what
authority I know not—expressed the. opinion
that ‘setutineers were not to be allowed on
this occasion.: That is what I have ascertained,
and T believe it 15 true. Anyone going round

* the suburbs of Brisbane on that day could not
but be struck with the fact that the Federal
election—the election of senators and of mem-
bers of the House of Representatives—seemed
to be ‘entirely subordinated to this sectarian
question—a. = most . deplorable ' circumstance.
The polling-booth in the North Brisbane elec-
torate was in Finney’s old: building  at the
corner  of . Edward. and =~ Adelaide ' streets.
Crowds of people were congregated about the
booth, and canvassers for the Bible in State
Schools League were most energetic in their
efforts to secure votes.. They are quite within
their. rights, -and- I express my appreciation
of  their ardour. But I noticed that there
were . placards. posted in the. polling-booth—a
thing that is never allowed at an - ordinary

[14 Jowy.]
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State election. I went to the reburning
officer, Mr, Nielson, and called his attention
to the fact that this was a breach, if not of
the Eleections Act, at any rate of the custom
which had grown up in connection with poll-
ing-booths, ~ He very promptly came out, and
pulled the thing down with his own hands,
but he had not time to pull down the thousands
of discs which were posted all over the build-
ing telling people how to vote.

Mr. Coyng: They did that in Toowoomba.

Mr. LENNON: To put up in polling-booths.
instructions - how ‘to' vote is contrary to the
spirit. and ‘contrary - to the practice of our
eloction law. In all my experience of State
elections I have never seen returning or pre-
siding officers permit placards to be posted up
in the polling-places, whereas in this instance
placards-—and some of them of a highly objec-
tionable character—were placed in some of the
polling-booths.” It would. ‘appear that there
was- something strange-—something unusual—
about the method in which this particular vote
was taken. I have received complaints about
it from various places; and to prove that I am
not romancing I would like to quote a lefter
which deals with a concrete case. This case
occurred in my own electorate, and I am per-
fectly within my rights in reading the letter
to the House. It is written by a lady. I shall
allow her to speak for herself, and she does it
very well.. The lettor is addressed to the sec-
retary of the: Workers” Political: Organisation:
at Geraldton-—

Sir.—I -desire to bring. under your noiice what I

consider was: 4 gross injustice to wiany electors who
went to the State polling-booth to vote on the Bible in
State schools referendum:: "I ‘myself expeérienced &
litsle dilfienlty in -obtaining a vote.. After giving my
name to the returning otticer, I wus told by the poil
clerk that my name was not on the roli, and that I:
couldn’s vote - I thereupon sreuied that my name was
on the roll, but I was turned away with the retort,
“My good woman, it iz not there” I told the poll
clerk that I wus gomg home for my roll, which I
aceordingly did. Armed wr'h the rol, I returned to
the polling-hooth, and was met with profuse apologies,.
and was subsequently given mv vole.. Whether this is
a case of mecompetency or bias ou the part of the-
officials, I don’t know; bus had scrutineers been
allowed to atrend at the State polling-booth, as they
were #t the Federal booth, I consider thatthe foregomg
wonld not have occurred. You are at liberty t2 use
This communication in any way you think fis.
That is the authority given to the Workers’
Political Organisation, and they handed it to
me with the like authority. = The letter is
signed, ‘‘ Janet. McDonald.” - She writes a
very sensible letter, and proves what I say up:
to the hilt—that there was something strange
and unusual about’the method in which the:
referendum’ was conducted.

The  PrEMIER: It proves that somebody-
made a mistake in compiling the roll.

Mr. BARBER: It was the same all round.

Mr. LENNON: That is-only one of half a
dozen cases. regarding which complaints have:
reached: me, but I have not taken the trouble-
to get evidence in other cases.. The complaints:
have been made to me by people of good re-
pute:- Not quite 30 per cenf. of the people on
the State rolls gave an affirmative vote, and I’
think that is not a sufficient vote to justify us
in making such a great change in our educa-
tional system:

The. PrEMIer: If it had been a 70 per cent.
vote, would your attitude be different?

Mr.: LENNON: That is hardly a proper
question to put to me at this late hour.. If a
big prize were offered to hon. members to:
answer conundrums, no doubt we might com-
pete, but in ‘this case it is hardly a question:
that the hon. gentleman should: put to mei.

Mr. Lennen.]
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Not quite: 30 per cent. of the people on the
- State rolls voted. in the affirmative, and not
quite 20 per cent. voted in the negative; but
there 'was a 50 per ‘cent. abstention from
voting.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
No; 54 per cent. of the electors voted.

Mr. LENNON: I am  speaking  approxi-
mately. I am not saying that the figures are
absolutely accurate. I say 30 per cent. voted
in the affirmative, bub actually under 80 per
cent. gave an affirmative vote. Likewise I say
that there was a negative vote of 20 per cent.
However, it leaves a balance ‘of 47 per cent.
who abstained from voting.. Now, I ask any
reasonable man is it & wise thing to make

such a change in our educational system,  that -

has been in existence for thirty-five years, on
2 vote of that sort? I think it is not:

OrpposiTioN: MEMBERS: No, no!

The PreMirr: Is it a wise thing to elect a
member of Parliament on such avote?

Mr. . Correrr: How many people voted for
you, and how many did not vote at the last
election?

Mr. LENNON: Quite enough voted for me
to put me in, and I can tell the hon. member
that he will require a few more to make him
cdomfortable at the next election.

Mr.  ALLEN; They are going to cut out Pad-
dington, so it.will be all right.

My, LENNON: I would like to support my
view ‘as. to the unwisdom of making this
change by reminding hon. members that there
are approximately 100,000 children attending
the schools in Queensland.  Of that number
about 90,000 are attending the State schools,
:and about 10,000 are attending the denomina-
tional- schools. . The - cost of  educating the
children’ in' the State schools is something a
little in excess of £4 per head per annum.
This system that we bhave put before us, if
adopted; will probably lead to the withdrawal
‘of a considerable number: of children from the
State schools, which will probably increase the
cost per head of educabing the children in
those schools: from ' £4 to- £5: per -head. T
do niot know ‘whether the Secretary for Public
Instruction—who, I know, takes a very deep
and, T believe; sincere’ interest in: this ques-
tion—looks  with equanimity  upon -such'-a
thing as the withdrawal of a large number of
children from the State schools:
mend itself to him as a desirable result to
make a change in our educational system that
will practically drive a large number of chil-
dren oub of our State schools? We know well
that the Koman Catholic people in Queensland
have made. a splendid sacrifice in building
schools of their own. They have not made
any song about it. They do not whine about
it

The Premizr: Why didn’t you make that
appeal to the people of Queensland before the
matter: was. settled?

Mr. LENNON: I did.
The PREMIEE: And they nonsuited you.

Mr. LENNON: I addressed myself to this

question very warmly-~as warmly as I felt. I

think that describes 1t accurately.  In Cairns,
Townsville, Mareeba; : Wolfram Camp, and all
over Woothakata, I spoke-onithe subject, and
at: Brandon and: Ayr in"the Bowen electorate.
When T came down here, I found that it was
not considered: - &  desirable thing to speak
abont it, and it did not strike me as & strange
‘objection either; as it certainly was not a de-
sirable thing to: bring this question: into pro-
minence: at. the Federal clection. I consider

[Mr. Lennon.
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it ‘was a mean thing to have such a question
settled at the Federal election. It was mean
for this House to do it. I would have
greatly preferred to have had it seftled at a -
State election. I would have preferred, of
courge, not to have it at all, if I had been able
to prevent it. I have done all I could to pre-
vent it in the past. I have opposed it at every
stage, and I shall oppose it at every stage still.
I hope that those who fecl just as strongly on
the othier side as I do, will do me credit in
thinking that I am acting from conscientious
motives—just as conscientious as they are in
their desire to establish religious instruction
in. our State schools. :
Mr, Coyne: Sectarian teaching.

Me. LENNON: Sectarian teaching in the
very nature of the case. It was bad enough,
butb in ‘so far ag Bible teaching in State schools
without comment:~it is to be taught by men
many of whom are agnostics, and men who
belong to any of the many and various sects
and ‘denominations. - How can they possibly
teach’ Bible reading and discourse on Biblical
topics without imparting to it some particular
colour “of ' their own feelings in the: matter?
In‘one case there would be a tendency towards
the Church of England, in another ease to-
wards: the - Roman = Catholic ' faith, and in
another agnostic.. You know very well that,
in the Bible teaching, a man: by a mere
shrug of the shoulders, by an ‘elevation of
the eyebrows, could belittle the lesson to
the children and make them atheists. To
the people who desire to foist. this thing
on the children, that is a very serious view to
take.. Are they to be the direct means of
turning a large number of the rising genera-
tion in Queensland to atheism? I say it is a
very serious view for them. I do not know
what the Premier thinks about it, but I think
his duty is to oppose this thing: He admits—
at all events he did the other night—that his
supporters have a free hand on this matter,
and they have a free hand cn the licensing
question.

Mr. CoYNE:
afraid of.

Myr. LENNON: A free hard on all con-
tentious matters.. I think- it is. the proper
thing in this matier that. they should have a
free hand.

The PrEMIER: It is more thah your sup-
porters have on the matter.

My, LENNON: From the hon. gentleman’s
past speeches on this subject in this House and
elsewhere, T call upon his vote.” I 'say he is in
duty bound to vote against this Bible teaching"
in State schools. If I were on the other side—
I thank Heaven I am not——

An Hovovrasre MemMBER: You wish to be
some day, though.

Mr. LENNON: Of course, and in the near
future.. I would lik: to say this: If I were
sitting on that side of the House, and if what
the Premier has said about members opposite
having a free hand on this question—and
whether he said it or not, after the way the
Venerable Archdeacon Garland has threatened
this House—I would assert my independence,
and out of sheer opposition I would absolutely
take the opposite side to the Venerable Arch-
deacon. In his little parliament; the Church
of England Synod, he, of ‘course, let himself
go.- I make every admission that they are
entitled to be overjoyed——entitled to' express
jubilation. " at the grand victory . they: have
achieved, but I think the venerable gentleman

And on anything else he is

“has allowed: his zeal  to outrun: his discretion
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on this question’; and, instead of jubilating in
decorum, he is begmnmg to utter threats.
Amongst other things he stated at that Synod
—first of all he referred to the action taken
by the Labour Convention in Townsville; I
will read what the venerable gentleman said—
The second aspect of the situation was that a body
in Townsville had: called upon its parlinmentary repre-
sentavives' to: oppose the:verdics of the referendum,
because: of  the 'conditions surroanding its taking.
That objection came from those who used on: e 10 have
# plank embodying the principle of referendum to the
people on uny and all subjects under the sun.
I characterise that as a deliberate misrepre-
sentation.  We not only had it once—we have
a plank now; and ‘we always will have a plank
of “that character I hope and believe, but it
. pever: was intended to apply to all sub]ects
urider: the stin. .
My, Corrern: What is that?

Mz LENNON: The referendum. We hope
£o0.have that put on the statute-book of Queens-
land; and until we do tha

The PrEMIER: Twenty years hence.

Mr. LENNON: Until we have it on the
statute-book we shall not be able to legally
define to what it shall apply, but once we get
it affirmoed: in this House, and by that time I
hope there will be no other House—when we
have'it affirmied in this House and it is on the
statute-book of Queensland, it will be clearly
defined. to what subjects the referendum shall
apply, and I venture to predict that religious
questions ‘shall be specifically excluded from
the Bill. T think it is a very great pity that
we:allowed ‘& referendum in this matter at
all: " However, I will go on quoting what the
Venerable ‘Archdeacon said further on—
Bus:when the supporters of the Bible referendum
sought to: use: that plank it was the members of the
TLabour party - who broke it into fragments.

That 18 ‘another. misrepresentation.  We have
not broken it into fragments. We confirmed the
principle at: the last: convention,: which was
held two or three months ago in, Townsvtlle, SO
it "is . not true to'say we have broken ib into
fragments. I am 1ot saying that the Vener-
able Archdeacon would deliberately tell a false-
hood, but: in: the exuberance of his joy he
has made: statements that certainly - will not
bear . close : investigation.  The ' venerable
gentleman goes on—-

It counld not be claimed that the opponents of the
Bible: in- State. schools were all- asleep, becduse Han-
sard’ contained’ 248 columus: on’the subject, of which
201 columis: were: opposed: to: the" referendum, and it
was to be supposed. that the: voice of the members of
Parliament reached  the: people:outside. So far from
the opponents: of the referendum not knowing what
was going on, there had: beeu an active propaganda
against the movemen‘c on the part of ¢avpdidates at the
recent Federal election, assisted’ by State rembers of
Parliamient.

I say this is only in s ineasure true There
was no- active propagaundy, or only in a few
very remote’ instarices. ere’ was no: proper

plan of campaign conducted dgainst that Bill -

i Queensland at-all, 8o I.say this is misrepre:
sentation  on the part  of: the ' venerable
gentleman, :
Mr. D. HUNTER:
North ~ yourself.
Mr., LENNON: Isay I did, and I am
grieved I did not have more flequent oppor-
tunities of speaking on' the matter;
whenever I had the  chance..  The: report
further - states— ’

1 thought: you did. it up

Mr. Garland s«id that if the members of the State .

Parliament vefused to pass the  tesolution” of the
snvereign tribunal of the peovle, they would appeal to

eourt of Parlinment.

the people of Queensland to Oue themy power over uhe
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Then farther on 1t states—

He (M. Garland) could promise that the supporters of
the reierendum would land Parliament in endless diffi-
cuities if they did not give due heed, and very speedy
heed, to the aecisive verdict of the people of Queens-
land.  (Loud applause.) The verdict was the more
siriking’ when hey bhore in mind that it was the
verdict of people: who for thirty years hau not had
the: advantage of ~cripture instruction, such as the
referendum ciaimed.

Then he goes on to say—

Tue aherndlive would be the forcing of this guestion
on tu the platioriy at the next sState general eiection.
‘the joeckeying of the seripiure referesdum in Vietorig
hutl 160 10 Thy eiocTions 0 pobu Houses beiug fought
and won exclusively on ihe quesvion of the Bivle m
dtate scuools, Such o staie of affairs e would regrut
wost deeply ; bub ROt hatf 50 10UCh 28 Wourld the weni-
bers o L‘aniumeut when they were standiug as cande-
dates. (Lauguter and applatise.}

This happened at the last parliament of the
Church of England Synod. The veneranie
gentleman threatens members of Parliament
if they do not vote as he tells them—as he dic-
tates they should vote—then he will take good
care that every vote cast at the next election
practically will be cast on the sectarian prin-
ciple. I have said enough to show that, at ail
events, going back for two years, my position
is thorough]y consistent in this matter, and if
it went on for another twenty-two years my
attitude towards it will not be altered in the
slightest degree. I want to say no more on
this subject. I would like to refer to a matter
of momentous importance in my mind, and
that is; in the Speech there is no reference
whatever, " good,. bad, or indifferent,: except
that it might possibly be argued ag included
under the term ‘‘ agricultural ¥-—no reference
whatever is made to the important sugar
industry in Queensland. And the present

attitude of the Government 1n

[10.30 p.m.] regard to this question staggers

me. I would like to quote from
an article of the 8th of this month in the
Courier with reference to the closing up of a
large - factory in Melbourne owing to the
increased price of sugar. The Minister for
Customs said this was a matter for much
regret, and pointed out that ““in 1906 the pro-
duction was 205,576 tons, in 1907 it rose to
214,244 tons; then it dropped to 165,715 tons

n 1908 and last yvear the estimate was only
161,253 tons. In 1907 the imports were only
6,167 tons; in 1908 they increased to 19, 552
tons, and Tast year they reached 99,690 tons.’
Practically 100,000 tons of sugar was imported
into Australia during the lagt year; and that
is made by cheap labour in foreign parts. Of
course the ¥ederal Government recelve a
magnificent revenue from the importation of
100,000 tons of sugar. When we ask the Pre-
mier to take into account what has been done
for  the industry by the - establishment ot
central mills, and urge on him the necessity
for exftending’ the system, he calmly tells us
we are to go to the Federal Government. It
was mentioned only yesterday that there wasa
possibility. of the Federal Government con-
structing a railway in Queensland, and that
was termed aggression on the part of the
Federal - Government. Here we have an
industry that would be cherished in any other
country but this, and we have a Government
in power that is practically allowing it to be
strangled for want of encouragement. If the
butter industry, the honey- industry, or the
cape gooseberry industry wanted assistance, it
would be given readily; but the important
sugar maus‘cry has to go by the board.. Pro-
dyction has decreased enormously for three or
four years. .

The TREASURFR “Was not that largely owing

to frost? .
Mr. Lennomn.}
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Mr. LENNON: There was a large decrease
apart from- that. The Premier gave as a
reason for not granting us mills in the North
that the production was sufficient to mees
home consumption ; and I then predicted that
the consumption would be enormously in-
creased. That has come true, yet Ministers sic
down quietiy and allow that industry to. be
practically - threatened with annihilation.
(Government laughter.) It is all very well to
laugh.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Whe#
about the 180,000-ton crop coming on - this
year?

Mr. LENNON: You will be particularly
lucky if you are able to crush the 180,000-ton
crop. Apart from that, it is the feeling of the
Premier and others that Queensland must prove
its right to retain Queensland, and: Australia
must prove its right to retain- Australia by
effective occupation.: There is no evidence
that - any other industry except ' the sugar
industry will settle a. dense population: ‘on the
coast of Queensland.  The Premier knows that
I'am not exaggerating when I say that sugar
is. the ‘one industry that will settle a dense
population from  Mackay to ‘the - Mossman,
about 500 miles. " And when he knows that it
is:the one thing that will do it, I ask him in
all 'earnestness: Why does he sit idly by? Can
it be that he has been taken to the bosom of
the Colonial Sugar Refining Company? I
think the houn. gentleman has a capacity for
making new alliances. He must be actuated

by some motive that is not understandable -

when he will refuse applications for the estab-
lishment of central mills. I had the pleasure
of meeting Mr. Munro, of Cairns, a few weeks
ago in Brisbane; and he told me with satis-
faction that he practicallyv had a promise from
the Premier to establish a mill at Babinda
Creek. I have had some experience of pro-
mises made by the Premier, and I knew i
wag not wise to trust too much to any promise
emanating from that quarter.. At the same
tithe, I was disavpointed when I heard. as
allezed by the Cairns people—I am not saying
that such is the case—that the Premier or the
Treasurer, or both of them; had broken the
promise.

The TrEASURER: No promise.

Mr: Covyne: Is it not customary for them
to go back on such a promise?

Mr. LENNON: Not in places outside of
Queensland. I am urging as strongly as I
possibly can on the Ministry that they should
take a broader view of our Queensland indus-
tries. They are anxious to have a railway run-
ning to the never-never country for the benefit
of the woolgrower; and I say that those
Western lands should be opened up in due
time ; but I maintain that we want to settle a
population on the coast for our safety; and
unless we do so we are faced with the menace
that we may not be able to keep it. The
Premier has frequently spoken in glowing
words of the necessity of filling up the empty
spaces, and I have admired his rounded
periods and glowing phrases; but it is all
sham, and made merelv to catch the prevail-
ing breeze of popularity that he spreads his
sails so adroitly. The mining industry is on
the decline, but little interest is shown by the
Government in that industry: and I regret to
sayy that still less interest is shown by them in
the sugar industry. What would not New
South Wales. Victoria, Sonth Australia. or
Western Australia give to have such an im-

[Mr. Lennon.
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portant -~ industry as our sugar industry—
particularly since we got rid of the kanaka:
curse, and made it a white man’s industry?

The PreEMIER: You told us it was an expir-
ing  industry.

Mr. LENNON: I want to show that you
are not doing your duty. Under white labour
we had prosperity, but the hon. gentleman is:
evidently trying to thwart in some way the
desires  of ‘the Commonwealth Government,.
because the Commonwealth controls the excise
and the import duty. But this State Govern-
ment controls the land, and when you have
the control of the land you have practically
the control of all.. That has been the exper:-
ence’ of “every country in the world. The
control of the Jand gives it the supreme con-
trol; and it will be a very bad record for this.
or any other Government that refuses to do:
its duty by the sugar industry of Queensland.
I mentioned in: some: of my remarks in the
North, and T will ‘quote them again here,
points ‘where: there: 1s - absolute  certainty: of
success as far. as production of sugar is con-
cerned; ‘could further central mills be estab-
lished, - I will begin at Darradgee; then there
is: Tully - River, Babinda, Liverpool Creek,
Long Pocket, and Ayr. Those are six points
at  which central mills could, with the very
greatest security and safety, be established
next year, and even if they were only 10,000~
ton mills, the six mills would produce 60,000
tons of sugar. No matter how successfully
they were managed from the very jump, they
could not possibly have reached their full com-
plement of production within four years. It
would take four years for these mills to pro-
duce 60,000 tons of sugar, and in four years
the population would have so increased, and
our consumption so increased, that we would
have room for six more mills. And yet those
men sitting there——(Government laughter)—
managing the affairs of this great State,
as they are always proud to call it, are
doing nothing! Indolence is one of the very
worst things under the sun, and they allow
that industry in Queensland to be in danger
of extinction by carelessuess and disregard,

Mr. D. HuntER: Why don’t you force them:
to do it?

Mr. LENNON: I have had considerable
experience in sugar matters in Queensland,
and I am glad to see that in Mackay the
millers are putting their heads together with
the idea of starting a refinery there, which
indicates that they will expect assistance from
this State Government. It will be o case of
“Don’t you wish you may geb it from this
Government.” They are alto applying to the
Federal Government. I wish them success
wherever they apply.

Hon. R. PaILp interjected.

Mr. LENNON: Perhaps the hon. gentleman
knows better than I do. I would like to say
that when I worked for his firm in Townsville
—and I worked for the hon. gentleman’s firra
sixteen years ago, at the time when the
Colonial Sugar Refining Company was making
overtures to all the refineries in Queensland—-
I caused circulars to be sent out to every
refinery in North Queensland, beseeching them
not to throw themselves absohitely into the
hands of the Colonial Sugar Refining Com-
pany, but to get some of the refineries fo adopt
a pool system for the benefit of the sugar
industry. And now I find they are coming
to realise the fact, as proved by the action at
Mackay, . that the ' recommendations I gave

_ them then were worthy of adoption, and it
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has taken ‘them’ sixtesn years to find out.. I
do hope that this. Ministry will tot take so
long; or even so many weeks, to-find it out. I
hope I am not beatin
not addressing “ears that are steeled against
anything like reason in this regard. I say the
actions: of the Premier are really beyond de-
soription in regard to the sugar industry.  He
coolly told us to apply to the Federal Ministry,
but directly the Federal Ministry' is ready to
come to the State of Queensland about a. rail-
way, he says, ¢Oh; oh!”’ (Laughter.) He swells
himself ‘out, and would fear the Federal mem-
bers to- atoms—to rags. (Laughter.). That is
not ‘a. propeér attitude to take up.. We are a
State, ‘and we' are-not to consider that we are
bigger than the Commonwealth. - We are a
very. important: State. . I am prepared to go
to the longth of admitting some of the high-
faluting we hear talked' about ‘‘ this grand
State’? and its potentialities, and to acknow-
ledge ‘all ‘these things, but let us remember
that we are part of the Commonwealth, and
that the Commonwealth has rights just as we
have, and we should adopt & more becoming
attitude than has been shown in:the past in
regard - to our dealings’ with the : Common-
wealth:© We ' have heard & lot 'of criticism
about the financial ‘agreement; and -4 lot of
criticism:also of what is called ‘“misappropria-
tion’’ or wrong-doing ‘on the part of -the
Prime Minister of Australia. I am verysorry
to see that the Premier has descendsd to

scurrility in his'treatment of the Hon. Andrew

Hisher.
GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Oh; oh!

Mr. LEHNNON: Yes. - He has likened him
to-a clerk in'the Treasury who has misappro-
priated Government funds, collaring some o
the moneys: in ths Treasury to make good a
shortage 1 hig cash:': That is a very glowing
description given by the Premier of what Mr.
Fisher has done.

The PreMIer: It may be glowing, but it is
perfectly accurate.

Mre. LENNON: You say it is accurate.
Then you confirm my statement that you have
50" criticised it I would also remind the hon.
gentleman that it is only a couple of years
ago that the hon. member for Townsville was
supposed: to have misappropriated £600,000.
We had the hon. gentleman on that occasion
showing the gravity of the offence of that
gentleman, but that was simply words.

Hon: R. Prrr: I paid the money legally.

My. LENNON: The hon. member says so,
but the: hon. member for Rockhampton does
not: say so.

Hon. R, PHILP: What does Fisher want an
Indemnity Bill for?. You passed the £600,000
in the next Appropriation Bill; at any rate.

Mr. LENNON : Practically, that was an in-
demnity the same as Mr. Fisher is asking’ for.
I think he was perfectly justified in doing what
he has done; if the law, in words; does not
gnite admit as much.  (Government laughter.)
It is just on all-fours with the Special Appro-
priation Bill for £680,000 that we passed in
this House. T do not want to divert the House
with the picture given by the Premier of the
hon. ‘member for Towngville going off ‘in

chains to Boggo road--a picture emanating
from the' imagination of tha leader of this
House:

The Treissvrer; Tell us what is going to
happen: to the excise and bounty in 1912.

Mr. LENNON<: I.am astonished to think
that the Treasurer.is so very inexperienced as
£a ask a question of that sort.  The Act passed

1910--¢
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through the House does away with all limita-
tions of time regarding excise and bounty;: it
puts it exactly on the same: footing as'the 1m:
port duty on machinery; on-locomotive engines,
on which there is a heavy duty, and of which
I shall ‘always be & strong supporter.. The
reémoval of the time limitation in regard to the
excise and: bounty puts that question exactly
on‘all-fours with any other dutiable article, on
any other article that pays excise in Australia.

The Trrasuker: You say the excise and
bounty. are to. be removed. :

My, LENNON: Nothing of the sort. . They
are. to be continued until otherwise ordered:
(Government: laughter.). . It is easy: to amuse
some’ people. ' Cun they mame a single article
upon - which: duty is levied now, or a single
article on which. excise is paid now, in which
the cage is different?  Is there any guarantee
given : thatthe duty will never. be  altored?
Nothing of the" sort, Nothing so ridiculous
would ever be attempted. It has been said also -
that the sugar industry is a most valuable in-
dustry.. I am sorry to say that the gentlemen:
sitting on the front Treasury bench do' not
seem to think so) as such arrangements: have
been made in the Federal House that will give
pew - life: to it if they only: get: encourage:
ment from the State.  Tliose whose duty it is
to ruti the business of Queensland are letting
people outside know that they have no faith in
the sugar-industry, and then' it does that ter-
rible thing we hear so much about--it frightens
capital away from here. "I know dozens of
people  who visited my district and the: other
districts - surrounding "1t~ with: the  object  of
taking up land.

Mzr. Ferrioks: - They came to my  district
00.

Mr. LENNON;: ' Ves, they went to: the
Mossman', and - right- along ~ the. Northern
coastal fringe’ with the idea of going info
the sugar industry, but they came back dis-
satisfied, © They received no encouragement
whatever; they saw no prospect whatever of
getting anyone tu take their cane when they
grew it.- I hope that the present Government
will - quickly - throw  off - their lethargy,: and
apply themselves: with energy: to: that great
sugar industry of which this State of Queens:
land ought to be very proud indeed: - I have
only a few minutes more to speak, so 45 10
ena,blga members to eatch their trains, so T 'will
be brief.  With regard to this Police: Offerices
Bill, personally it will have my most- deter-
mined - opposition. .- From . my " knowledge  of
this. Bill, on reading ' it last sessiony it is-
nothing but what I might call grandmotherly
legislation; "such: as " the curfew bell legisla-
tion. It is' a, Bill which ' is caloulated ‘to
lead to a multiplication of petty offetices, and
in saying that I describe it exactly. It is such
a; Bill that if a man even coughs in the street
he- may render-himself ‘liable to be run . in:
I do notithink that legislation of that, sort
should sully - the  statute-book of Queensland.
I ‘commend the Governiment most highly: for
its action in interesting itself in the medical
inspection: of ‘children, and: I think: that all
credit-is:due to the hon. member for Gregory
and the hon: member for Mitehell and others
representing  Western districts of ' Queensland
t"ml htammering away-at this thing until they
gob it, .

The TreEAsURER: The old gag:

Mr. LENNON: - The: ‘“old gag,’’ butiit is
quite true, : : i

The PrrMIER:: It was introduced before
anyone of them ever mentioned it. : :

Mr. Ryraxn:. It was mentioned by the
hon, member for Gregory. ,

M. Lennan
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The Premipr ;. No man mentioned anything
about it in this House until it was done.

My BowmaN: - You: must give the hon.
meimber for Gregory credit for speaking about
the state of the children’s eyes in the West:

My, LENNON: I commend the Govern-
ment for taking good advice, and I hope that
they will 'show. like good ‘sense’ in ‘accepting
my. advice in regard.to the sugar industry of
Quecensland.” They spoke about the note issue
of ‘the Federal Government. I would like fo
say at once that when Sir Hugh Nelson in-
troduced his note issue in 1893, owing to my
surroundings in those days, T was a little appre-
hensive of ity siceess. . I am pleased to say now
that I. have in later years' gained- a  wider
knowledge, and I have a greater apprecia-
tion of Sir. Hugh: Nelson’s ‘knowledge of such
mablers than I bad thew. - Sir-Hugh Nelson’s
note issue has proved an ungualified stcgess.
To say that the notes of the associated banks

“are-of better value than the Commonwealth is
too rideulous  for words; and it is most un-
patriotic too.: Tam delighted to see that Mr.
Fisher has carvied out his promise ‘and ‘hag
established anAustralian note issue; and be-
fore we are five ‘years older the people who
pow: condemu [it: will ‘say that it is an ex-
cellent’ measure. " The very gentlemen who
are condemuing Mr. Fisher for bringing in
a ‘note issue: were only a few years ago prais-
ing: 8ir. Hugh' Nelgon  for coming to  the
rescue of the olosed-up banks.. The banks
were all closed up ab the time, you remember
and the note issue- of the Government saved
them to a large extent. If it was a good thing
in‘g time of public panic like that, how much
better is it for ‘us in times like the present?
What is the use of talking about Queensland

“losing: - £25,000 and: znother - State - losing
£30,0007. The Commonwealth makes the profit,
and as we are all-one people, that is all right.
We have our railways and our lands to make
a profit out of, and we ought to be content
with them. = I bave said many good things
aboub. the Government, but. I will say one
thing of an opposite character.  We know in
connection  with the financial agreement. the
Ministers tried to get it passed.. In doing that
they also tried to down Fisher; and they used
this:as a. threat.. I am quoting from the
Trinity  Times; which is not a very strong
supporter of  the Government, and this is
what it says aboul the Home Secretary in its
issue’ of the 9th- April—

State Ministers going round like J. G. Appel promising
all sorts of things i the people will vote for the £1 5s. per
capita amounts to nothing short of wnblushing brivery,

=The Quesnsland Governmentsimply holds a threat over

the heads of the electors in- every constituency, and
says that unless Mr, Kidston's will ix done, and the
finavicial agrésruent is carried; no public money will be
spent,
T wonder if that is-one of the reasons why
they neglect the sugar industry, I have been
at a loss to arrive at a reason for the neglect
of that industry, and I must confess my utter
helplessness in ‘arriving at' the motive which
actuated the Government in frying to kill
that industry,  &s:they have done in the
last few years: As'it is getting late, and I do
not want members to. miss their trains, with
the consent of the House: I will resume my
seat.

HoxourAnre MeyvBers: Hear, hear!

. Hon. R. PHILE® (Townsville): I beg to
- move the adjournment of the debate.

- Question put and passed.
' The resumption of the debate was made an
Order of the Day for Tuesday next.

The House adjourned at two minutes o

11 o'clock:

[Mr. Lennon.





