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Questions.

Moxpay, 23 NOVEMBER, 1914:

The -Seeaker - (Hon.” W. D.  Armstrong,
Lockyer) took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

QUESTIONS:
TEACHERS IN' EXPEDITIONARY - FORCES.

Mr.  GRANT: (Fitzroy); on -behalf of Mzr.
Stevens, . asked. the Secretary . for ' Public
Instruction—

“What steps have been taken to' con-
serve the interests  of those State ‘school
teachers: who' have joined or. may join
the Expeditionary Forces with regard to
their participation in the. superannnation
insurance - scheme ? 7

The  SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC . IN-
STRUCTION (Hon. ' J. W. :Blair, I pswich)
“replied

“On: 24th. September - last  the  Chief
Secrotary -replied as follows toa  ques-
tion by the member for Fitzroy

*The Government will provide—

1. The  entire ' contributions  to - the
superannuation fund, in eases where
the military  pay is less, by such
contributions. - or-"by - a = greater
amount, “than the eivil pay.
So. much cf the  contributions to
the' superannuation fund as added
to'the ‘military : pay would  make
the latter. equal to the eivil pay, in
cases where the. excess of civil pay
over military pay is lcss than the
amount - of - the -said’ contributions.
Inall” other: cases  the public: ser-
vant himself will provide the con-
tributions.’
The Department of -Public Instruction: is
acting: inaccordance * with - that arrange-
meng.

N

WHEAT GROWING IN' CENTRAL QUEENSLAND.

Mr. ADAMBSON (Rockhamptos) . asked the
Premier—

S 1Ts it true, s stated in the metro-
politan - Press, that the Government are
warranging for the extension of the wheat-
growing areas in Queensland?

2. If so; will -the areas of land’ in
Central - Queensland: capable of growing
wheat - be  included  in. these arrange-
ments %7

The . PREMIER  (Hon
Oxley) veplied—

1. Under -approved  conditions, " the
Government " will * provide ' seed = wheat.
and. if-necessary, assist to get the crop in.

#:2..The same - consideration: will - be
extended” toCentral " as  to. Southern
Queensland.”

D."F..: Denham,

ACCOMMODATION AT BABINDA;
Mr.  McCORMACK - (Cairns) ' asked the

Treasurer—

1. Is he ‘aware that the closing of the
hotels in the  Babinda area has left the
place “without " any - accommodation - for
the “travelling public?

# 2. Will" he - expedite the leasing of
the - township land” at Babinda so that
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accommodation houses may be  erected;
or -will “he take  action to provide such
aceommodation” under clause - 11, subsec:
tion 4, " of ' the Sugar Works- Guarantee
Aet, 191177

The TREASURER (Hon. WoH. Barnes,
Bulimbu) replied—
*1. No:
“20 Yes

SUPPLY. :
RestaerioN  oF . CoMMITTEE—FIFTH - ALLOTTED:
Day.

(Mr. Stodart, Logan, 4n- the chair.)

PrBLic WORKS DEPARTMENT.
INDUSTRIAL  COURT.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS-
(Hon: W. . Barnes, Dulimba) moved: that
£3,540° be granted for *‘ Industrial Court.”
It would be noticed that the item was" £80
more than “the amount voted  last " year,
which was accounted for by the appointment
of ajunior-clerk-at- £80 per annum.

Question put and passed.

INSPECTION. OF  MACHINERY.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS.
moved: that'- £10,920  be granted for ** In-
spection - of - "Machinery.”” . Hon. “members
would- notice that there was an" increase to
the ' Chief  Inspector of Machinery of - £20.
It:was only fair .to state that:before: the
close of the year 1913 it was pointed out
that the:Inspector of  Machinery was: getting
very much less’ than was paid’ for similar
He was " a particu-
larly good . officer, and as his responsibilities
were -very  great, it was only right that he
should recetve consideration. There was a
reduction  in the: number of :inspectors. of
machinery, . from  twenty-one to- twenty, as
since the introduction of motor-cars for the
use of inspectors, they were able to compass.
a great deal more work: than formerly.

Mr. . Bowaan :» How many motor-cars have
you: got?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
There were four motor-cars' in the country,
and in> addition -there were’ motor-cars in
the city for the use of inspectors: of scaffold-
ing, etc.

Mr. - THEODORE: (Chillagoe) : - The Com-
mittec were up- against the same proposition
in: connection with ‘this vote as occurred in
regard to- other votes, that was the surrep-
tittous inercasing of the salaries of certain
highly paid officials. - The Government gave
an- undertaking, before’ the - introduction of
the  Estimates,  that there would be''no in-
creases, as they were unable to give the auto-
matic ‘increases.” No one- could: justify. the
eiving -of. increases. to. the higher paid: offi-
cials’'-andat ‘the same. time knocking' off
the: automatic ' increases. ~ Certain members
of ~the: Opposition,. himself amongst: them,
had’ contended that the Government should
not “have stopped - the  automatic: increases,
particularly those in the lower grades of the
service; and,  if there was any’ difficulty
about financing, -the  difficulty should have
been met in some other way, so that those
best - able would have had:to bear the bur-
den. " However, the Government had thought
otherwise, and had stopped the automatic
increases this year—in three departments: of

Mr. Theodore.]
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the service: it interfered with the "individual
worker wvery considerably, that was in’ the
Police Department, - Railway Department,
and. Education Department—yet they  saw
that the C(hief Inspector of Machinery was
~down for a £20.increase. He was not going
to say that Mr. Henderson was not worth
the amount it was proposed to give him, as
he was a thoroughly efficieat ofticer, and he
had no complaint to make against him. He
was probably worth more than it was pro-
posed to give him, but the highly paid men
- the pubhc service should not be singled
out for: special treatment. If" those men
could be given increases by Executive min-
ute, then the men working on' the railways,
who had’ been clamouring for an increase
since last year and who were promised fav-
ourable consideration by the Secretary for
Railways, should have received ' increascs.
They had been compelled to_forego their in-
-creases owing- to the war. It was setting a
very bad precedent to have one mode: of
procedure for granting increases to men. in
the . higher branches of the. service and
another’ mode of procedure for the lower
paid men. The latter could not get an in-
crease “unless it ‘was approved of by Par-
liament,  but the former could get increases
by E\u’utwe minute.- If it was true,” as
stated by the Minister, that Mr. Henderson
was onl¥ being: brought up to the level .of
men’ performing similar duties in the other
States, how was it that his claims were over:
looked last year and nothing was done until
the beginning of this year?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
done last year.

Mr.-THEODORXE : That was- all the more
reason why it should have bccn submitted
to Parliament when last year’s Hstimates
were under discussion. In order to be con-
sistent. he moved that the vote be.reduced
by £20. At the same time, he wanted it
to be clearly understood that the amend-
ment was not directedsagainst the oceupant
-of the office, but only agamst the action of
the Government in' giving preference . to
highly paid officers.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
Iie’ was careful to- explain, when dealing
with other votes the other -evening, that one
of the caretakers was given an increase of
#£10, the women cleannls all got increases,
snd the typists also received increases. All
those increases—like the one now under con-
sideration—were granted prior to the out-
break of war. It would, therefore, be seen
that, so far as that department was con-
corned, it was not only highly paid officials
who had received .increases.
Mr. Kirwax: - When did
cleaners get- their increase?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
"They had been granted from 1st February.
There had been a disposition on the part of
the department to do a fair thing all round.
While he had no desire to excuse the depart-
ment for overlooking Mr. ' Henderson’s
claim last year, if the present condition of
things could . have been {foreseen, the, in-
crease would not have been granted. At
the same time, if it was wrong in the case
of Mr. Henderson, it was equally: wrong in
the case -of -the others of  whom -ha had
spoken.

Mr. BowuiXN:
respect to the
other Ministers.

[Mr. Theodore.

It was

the ~ women

That does not apply with
departments  controlled by
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
He thought ‘it did.” “He could answer for
his own departinents, and his colleagues were
able to answer for theirs. " ~This was the
only case of an officer drawing a’ high salary
in- any of the departments under his con-
trol who was receiving an increase.

Mr. BertRaM:  Your explanation is dit-
ferent from: that given by other Ministers.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
ile did not admit that.” Whatever was done
by any other Minister, he (Mr. Barnes) was
just - as  responsible - for as . his' colleaguecs.
They were all responsikle  for what ~was
done in all the departments; and he had no
wish to shelter himself behind any of his
colleagues. e hoped the hon. member for
Chillagoe would .withdraw his amendment.

Mr. HAMILTON (Gregory): The Minister
might-have proved to his own satisfaction
that he was doing the fair thing by the em-
ployees in this department but he had not
proved it to his: (Mr. Hamilton’ s} satisfac-
tion. The trend in every department was
to grant increases by Kxecutive minute to
officers drawing ‘high salaries. . At the same
time, there were thousands of those in' the
lower grades of the service who were not
getting the automatic increases which formed
a part of the agreement entered into when
they joined the public service. The Minister
wanted to maks out that it' was because of
the war that gencrsl increases had not: been
given,” as  though : the Queensland - Govern-
ment. were bearmu the whole burden of ‘the
war. The Commonywealth Government . were
providing ‘the means -for carrying on’ the
war, so-far as Australia was concerned.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIc WORKS: Don't
forget that we are the only Government in
Australia that is not reducing salaries.

Mr. HAMILTON ;. He - considered they
were reducing salaries when they’ were with-
holding the automatic increases which were
a matter of agreement between the Govern-
ment and those who entercd the service. The
Government - showed that their sympathies
were " sll for the ‘highly paid »public’ ser-
vants and that they did ‘not care for' the
interests - of the low paid members of the
serviee,

The. PREMIER: What do you regard .as: a
highly paid officer?

Mr. HAMILTON: Those getting over
£400 a vear. Nearly every officer in receipt
of £600 or £700 a year had gobt a motor-car
provided for him. in which he ran his family
out on a Sunday. When they came to the
Lands Department,. they would find the men
with the biggest ralaries getting increases,
vet there was no .monev to grant the auto-
matic increases to the lower paid men.

The Sgcrerary For - Pustic Lawps: There
is no one in the Lands Department who has
received” an -incresse since -the 1st of July.

Mr. HAMILTON : They reccived Increases
since the Estimates were passed last year.
The' increases” were granted surreptitiously.
If a Minister wished to increasc the salary
of any public servant in his department, he
should put # on the Estimates and ask the
House to approve of it, bu# that course had
not been followed. A lot of these men had
been drawing increases by Executive minute
since the last Hstimates were passed.. That
was a wrong thing to do. The Government
showed - that - its sympathy  was with :the
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‘higher paid officials in the service, but they
had no time for the smaller paid officials.
At a time like this the higher paid officials
should make some: sacrifice in the interests
of the country.

Mr. BERTRAM (Maree) protested against
the action of the Government in granting
. increases to the highly paid servants while
no increases were granted to the lower paid
men. It was all very well to say that the
man receiving the increasec was paid less
than men occupying similar positions in the
other States.  More. shame to the Govern-
ment for not paying him the same rate as
the other States! The fact remained that
at the beginning of the session the Govern-
ment intimated that no inereases were heing
granted to any of the public service this
vear, vet increases werc given to men who
were practically at the top of the ladder in
the service. - He protested against -increascs
being given to men getting £600 a year
while there were hundreds of men’ in the
Railway Department who were being under-
paid. If the argument that these men got
an increase because they had been paid less
than public servants in other States held
good in their cases, then it would also hold
good with respect to many of the lower paid
public servants. The - school . teachers in
Queensland were paid less than New South
Wales paid their school teachers, and yet they
got no Incrcases. It showed that the men
who got the ear of the Minister were placed
in a favourable position.

The SECRETARY FOR PupLic Worxs: It is
quite evident that the cleancrs got tho car
of the Minister, - then,

Mr. BERTRAM : If it had not been for
the noise made by Opposition members last
vear about the cleancrs being underpaid;
ther wwould not have got their incrcases.
The men in the high positions were given
preferential treatment, while the navvies get-
ting €s. and 9s. a day were overlooked. The
“ Courier ™ of to-day showed how the highly
paid officers received preferential treatment,
It mentioned the naines of half a dozen
highly paid officers of the Railway Dsopart.
ment who took a day off and wen} down as
far as Wallangarra to meet the Railway
Commissioner. Who was doing the work. of
thess officials while they were away?

The SECRETARY . FOR PUBLIC. LANDS ;

did their work in the train.

Mr. BERTRAM : How could they do their
work in the train?" If an unfortunate navvy
wanted a day off to go to Wallangarra, he
would have to pay his own fare, and he
would lose his day’s wages into the bargain.
vet all these highly paid: officials could get
away without any trouble.

The PREMIER: Facts would show that
it was all mere talk on the part of the hon.
members oppesite about inercases being given
to the highly paid servant: of the Staice.
One would imagine that there had becn
numerous increases amongst the highly paid
officers. Such is not the case.” When the hon.
member for Gregory was speaking. I asked
him what he regarded as a high salary, and
he said £400 a year. On looking up the list,
he found that there were only four officers
getting over £400 a vear who had received
increases early this yvear, and that covered
the whole of the depariments other than
railways. Those = officers . were  Captain

They
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Pennefather, Comptroller-General of = Pri-
sons, Dr. Nicholl, Superintendent of = the

Asylum at Toowoomba, Dr. Dods, Govern
ment- Medical Officer at Brisbane, and Mr:
A. A. Bpowers, Surveyor-General

Mr. Fiuriry : What about Mr. Gall, Under
Home  Secretary ?

Mr. THEODORE: What about Mr. Crow-
ther and Mr. Davidson, in the Railway De-
partment ?

The PREMIER : With regard to Mr. Gall,
he was transferred to the position of Under
Secretary in the Home Secretary’s Office,
and he got the salary attached to the office
of Under Secretary. The Ministers had fruth-
fully’ stated that no increases had been
granted this financial year. The Estimates as
at first prepared provided:not only for auto-
matic-increases but also for increases to other
officers throughout the service. But, owing
to the war, they had to recast the Estimates,
and no increases were given at all on the
Estimates for the current year. Out of the
whole of the departments there were only four
officers getting over £400 a year whose sala-
ries were increased during last financial year.

Myr. THEODORE :* What about Davidson and .
Crowther ?

Mr. Kirwax: They got bonuses.

The PREMIER: The list of increases,
which was drawn up by the secretary to the
Public Bervice Beard, showed that only four
officers . getting ~ £400 and over received
inerea Taking those whose salaries were
over £330 and under £400, two vetcrinary
surgeons got increases because it was found
that certain officers were being enticed by
znother publie service, and in order to hold
them, increases of £15 and £35 were granted.
Then there was an iucrease which was under

review now—Mr, - Henderson,

[4 p.m.] Chief Inspestor of Machinery.

He could not. explain  why that
évas 50, -but his . collzague would be able to

o 80.

Mr. Bowxax: Are there any increases in
the lower grades?

The PREMIER: Yes; fourteen slaugh-
ter-house inspectors at £200 a year were in-
creased to £220 a year. It would be revealed
by ‘“Hansard ”’ last year that refercnmoe was
made to salaries paid to slaughter-house in-
spectors by the hon. member for Enoggers
and the hon, member for Ithaca, who pressed
that the salery was inadequate, and those
offivers had been granted an increase. There
were a few others in the department, but in
all therc had only bieen twonty-eight increases
on the Hstimates during the current year.
Then there were forty women cleaners.

Mr. Figerry: What rise did they. get?

The PREMIER: It did not matter what
the amount was; it iz a question of prin-
ciple, and they were dealt with in the same
manner precizely as other officers. If it was
considered the salary was insufficient, in-
creases were recommended.. All through the
history of the State there had been a re
view of the Estimates at the end of the ses-
sion - of Parliament. Representations were
made during the debate which the Ninis-
ter took a note of, and in January they con-
sidered whether certain persons should : be
increased, and most of the increases given,
except in regard to the doctors, and Mr.
Spowers and Mr, Henderson, had been under

Hon. D. F. Denham.]



2112 Supplay,

discussion in the House, The fact remained
that only four,” whose salaries werc above
£400," got' - an’ increase, and - forty,  whose
salaries were low down and up to as high
as: £220. got an increase.’ Nothing irregular
had been done. It was absolutely . true thay
no: salaries had- been: increased on' the Esti-
mates this financial year., In regard to the
asylums, they found that the doctors would
not’ remain theve at the salaries they were
receiving, and the mere increase of £50 was
inconsiderable as compared with the comfort
and the benefit that would ecerue  to the
patients there: It was a mere bagatelle,

Mr. Hayinrox': We' are not arguing that
any.of them: are overpaid:

The PREMIER: The: hon. member was

¥ irying to make political capital out
of ‘the four imercaies to which he. had re-
ferred; - aud he -wished to -say that the in-
creases made during recess were made: to
professional men whose services we desired to
retain.

Mr: - Havivrow : - What “is- the amount - of
the increases to these women . cleaners ?

The PREMIER : Cleaners- and watchmen
are getting from £58 to £120 per annum.

Mr. FigeELLy : By Exccutive minute?

The "PREMIER :- Exactly the samec way.
Oue would think' that' an ' Executive minute
was something exceptional, but if they went
back they  would' find " that the same: thing
had’:been -done year after year, only that
there had been fewer increases this year than
in“ previous  years; and ‘hon, members would
not have taken any notice of it had they not
thought - there - was a' chance " of making
political .capital out.of it. The: railway men
who remained on the same mark as laQt year
would have got their increases “if circum-
stances had not’ prevented it;- but- last year
and the year before they had received greab
consideration. Hundreds  of thousands of
pounds had been paid in increases of salaries
during the last three or four years.

Mr. FIHELLY : The Premier’s statement
was as plausible’ as it was weak. He failed
to mention” several highly-paid - officers’ who
received - substantial increments.. He " had
in his hand figures showing that Mr. Gall,
in the Home Office, went from £600 to £800;
Mr. Gordon Graham, in the Lands Depart-
ment, from £580 to- £800: and Mr. Board
from £E50 to £700.  In Mr. Board’s case,
there “was  not  even - the . excuse  that his
predecessor got- the same salary that Mr.
Boeard was getting now.  The excuse #n far
had been that an officer was permitted to
get” the salary attending the posilion.: The
position occupied by  Mr. Board  at the
present time. had. only had a salary of £580
last vear, and this year it was £700.

The SECRETARY TFOR PrUBLIC LANDS:
doing more work—two men’s work.

Mr.  FIHELLY: He had a good opinion
of ‘Mr. Board, but it was impossible to say
that any man could do two men’s work unless
one . was superfluous- last year.

The SECRETARY' FOR' PuBLIC LANDS: You
will have an opportunity of bringing that up
on the Lands Estimates.

Mr. FIHELLY : He would do that, and
he hoped the Minister would give a better
explanation, as -this was a very poor  one:
The - Commissioner: - for: Railways was  also
getting an increase’ of - £250.° They heard
about .the -women  cleaners . getting an. .in-

[Hon. D. F. Denham.

He is
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crease, but it only amounted, in most cases,
to 2s. 6d. a week. - The school teachers, to

whotn the Government -were pledged in "the
way - of  automatic increases, were cut -out
entirely. No man. in the neighbourhood  of
£3 or £2 a week was getting an increase.
He did not think ' an’ Executive: minute had.
been  used once  to_get’ .a lowly paid . man
an increase.  .The Premier was simply mis-
ropresenting ' the  state of ' affairs—distorting
the facts.. He gave them an assurance here,
and the people outside a distinet: promise,
that there would 'be: no inecreases, and he
had broken  that promise. " He had' fooled
the - people - outside’ and also attempted to
fool the Committee. "According to the Tsti-
mates, increases were’ given, and Mr. Gall
had heen increased from £600 to £800, Mr.
Gordon Graham ' from £550 to: £800, and
Mr.' Board from £550 to £700. It was an
outrage’ on the lower ‘paid officers and on
the railway servants, who could not_get: their
classifieation increases, as’ well as’ juniors in
the’ teaching servies.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! T hope the
hon. member - will'  confine " himself “to  the
amendment.

Mr. FIHELLY : The Premier,

in pa«mg,
mentioned  all’’ these matters.

The girls 1wy

the C(fovernment - Printing Office = were ™ in
receipt of low ' salaries, and - were a}most
starving. The  Commissioner - for - Railway

was getting an increase of £250, and if thov
divided that by twelve it would give an in-
crease to twelve people.  He' was satisfied
that the  Premicr had committed a distinet
breach of faith. His assurances could not be
relied-on;' they*were false from' A to Z.

The PREMIER ¢ Once more the hon. mem-
lml was wrong ;- it was rare he ever was. right,
and happily he was: estimated by- the-public
at a certain standard. The hon. member had
#aid he could not find-an’ Executive minute
where ‘underpaid. officars’ getting £3 and: £2
a - week had. got- an increase. There was a
messenger: in the Department of Public In-
struction raised from £150 to’ £160; Moffatt,
the watchman, from' £130 to. £140; the clerk
~¥ petty sessions at Ayr, from £130 to £140;
Mr, Jack, an inspector of factories, £150 to
£160; and another officer frory £160 to- £180.

My, HUXHAM: No one” had ' a higher
appreciation of Mr. Henderson: than he had,
and - the session’” before last “he' had spoken
about him in the highest terms.

The ‘TREASUTRER: You urged an increase
for him?

Mr, FICXHAM : Yes; and he got it. What
he wanted to protest against was that officers
who were receiving rcasonably large salaries
were getting  continuous increases, and vet
the lower paid- juniors in' the service were
overlooked: ' As an assuranve was given by
the Government that no increases would be
awarded this year, he expected the Govern-
ment to abide by that decision, and for that
reason he joined in the protest by members
of the Opposition against the breach of prin-
ciple of increasing the salaries of some highly
paid officers. The automatic. increases should
have received the first: consideration; and. the
refusal to grant those increases was' an act
of repudiation by the Government. - There
should be no- increase given . to any. officer
when ‘the railway servants’ and other  officers
did- not- receive  their - automatic increases.
Therefore, much as he appreciated the services
~f Mr.Henderson, he should  vote against
his increase.
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Mr. E. B.  C. CORSER (Maryboreugh):
1o understood from the Minister that this
increass was given tc Mr. Henderson some
five or six months “before the 30th June
last, before there was any sign of war or
any idea of ‘stopping automatic  increases.
He would not be in favour of any increasos
to highly paid officers after the 1st of July
last, without paying auwtomatic increases, but
the increase in the present case was made
long before that, and made, probably, be-
cause of what had been said by members
in the House. They would not now be
justified in depriving that officer of his in-
crease granted in January or February last.
He was sorry that the Government had not
been able ‘to honour -the agreement - with
reference to automatic increases. At the
same time, he¢ must say that he knew a
number of men in-the railway service who
were quite satisfied, on account of the war,
to let their increases- stand over for a
time, provided that no one else received
an increase. Personally, he thought the best
solution of the difficults would have been to
have struck a rate all round, so that all
public servants would be treated alike, and
pay automatic increases less such reduction.

Mr. IIUNTER (Maranoa) said he oppozed
this increase, because the Government had
thought {it = to  repudiate " the agreement
entered into with the junior officers of the
servize and had incressed the salaries of
more - highly =~ paid  officers by Executive
minute. - They  were' no more bound in
honour to continue to’ pay those increases
ithan they were to pay the automatic increases,
which were due uuder a - distinet agreement
between: the officers and' the Governr
Home of the voung men and’ young wome
who -entered the ice under  such
ments ware v DOGEFIY
cases where they were not
money. to pay their board - and' clothe them-
selves. Yot those voung persons weve refused
incresw which ‘e promised when th
entered the sevvice, while more highly paid
officials were granted inercases. Why should
one portion of the service—and that the
young and underpaid portion—suffer, when
other officers were not suffering at all? It
was distineily unfair, and was not honest
treatment of the young perscns concerned.
For that resson he should oppose the increase
now under review.

Mr. FIHELLY :
justify himself by

gatfing enaugh

The Premier thought to
quoting three or four

officials who received £10 increas:s hy Exccu-
tive minute, ‘but he did not give any
explanation of faot th men in the

receipt of £400 & yeur were granted inercasvs.
Mr. Gull, Mr. Grahsm, Mr. Board, and the
Commissionsr for  Railways received an in-
crease  of £1.000 smong them, but jurior

officers In the ssrvice, who were g 4
promotion as far - as work was. conraed

through elder men dropping. out, re net
given increases. He: would not give anv
individual, particalarly a man with a large
salary, an increase at the present time. The
fact that Mr. Graham went into the Under
Secretary’s office was not sufficient to justify
1. If the work were graded so that it -wounld
always carry a certain wage, he swould not
object to 1t. but these men . were highly
paid” whose work was graded.” When Mr.
Graham became Under Seeretary he received
an increase of £220: the Premier could not
cxplain it. = He attempted to sidestep the
argument by mentioning a few. cascs where
a few paltry pounds were given to: different

191460
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men who were receiving lower salaries. ‘This
was really the low-wage Government, and it
refused  to give insrcuses to the lower paid
servants; refused to give them the oppor-
tunity of getting murried and settling down
and becoming good citizens. It was the men
getting £600 a vear for whom they had to
be apologetic there. Ile did not care what
any hon. member thought about Mr. Graham
and Mr. Board getting their increasss; he
objected to it, more particularly as the
juniors —the railway mien and the teachers—
were not getting their automatic increases.
To give an increase of £250 a year to the
(ommissioner for Railways was an outrage,
and the Premier had been guilty of deliberate

evasion  in not mentioning his name. The
Premier knew himself that that was the
point that wanted explaining—why  Mr.

Graham and Mr. Board and the Comimissioner
for Railways and others in. the. higher paid
positions got increases, not how they gave
a few £10 increases. to lower paid men by
Executive minute.

My, FORSYTH (Jfurrumba): Tvery mem-
ber in the House knew that when certain
salaries were mentioned in connecticn with
different - departments - and somebody said
that it was too little, the Minister would
sometimes say, © Very well; I'will go into
the matter and, if it is possible, I will give
him an increase.”. And that had been' done
in connection with this particular vote. THe
understood that this increase had bsen paid
since last January.  Ile was glad to see that
one member of the Labour party was pre-
pared to say that the Under Secretary for
Public Lands was catitled to his increase in
a similar position.

My, HuxuaM: Why did you not give the

Commwmissioner for Ruailways . £2,500,  which
Mr. Thallon was getting?
Mr. FORSYTIil: If the hon. member

thought that £2,500 was too much for a
man at the head of a busincss with a capi-
tal of £35,000,000, then their opinions: on
the matter were .somewhat different.  As a
matter of fact, £200 or £300, or even £500
or £1,600, was neither here nor there in the
case of a man who had absolute charge of
the whole of the administrative power of the
Railway Depariment of Queensland. There
were any number of men in businsss in Bris-
who were getting equally as much, and
with capital not one-tenth as great as thab
of the Railway Department. If this in-
crcase had been given since July, he would
say; ¢ By all means, knock it out.”  But this
was a case where s man had the salary for
over #ix months prior to the war.. The
question was, whether hon. members wanted
tha policy of giving inercases, after members
had’ drawn attention to them.in the House,
to be continued.

Mr. Hammron: Can you remember any
hot. mewber advocating: that- this officer
should get an increase?

Mr.. FORSYTI : One hon. member said
that he got up and advocated that Mr. Hea-
derson should get an increase. The fach
of the matter was that the Opposition’s move
was all political fireworks., When he spoke
on the Financial Statement, he compared
the salaries paid during the years when the
Labour party was in power with those paid
last wear. and there was an enormous 1n-
crease. . Any hon. member could see his
remarks in ¢ Hansard,”” and he challenged
anyone - to show that - a single” item ias

Mr. Forsyth.]
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wrong. He would ask any reasonable man
to consider whether the Liberal party, which
had been' in’ power during the last four or
five yvears; had not increased the salaries of
the lower paid officers infinitely ‘more than
governments  who = were in power before.
What did the hon.  member for Gregory do
when the wages were much lower than they
were now-—in the years from 1903 to 19087
How many of them got up then to advocate
increases ? = e would like to see all the
lower paid officers get still higher salaries,
but ' this-was not- the time to: do. it.” Every
hon.” member” knew  that - they must be
affected to a very large extent by the war,
and the same thing applied to the whole of
Australia. " But  so soon as’ normal times
came again, not only should they get: their
automatic increases, but all the lower paid
men. wanted a lift' up, and he hoped that
they would get it.  When they could afford
to - give it to  them,  they should -do so.
(Laughter.) /" Hon.  members laughed,  but
they knew that what he said was true.

Mr. THEODORE : . Eight shillings a day, when
it ds 93 2d.in ‘New. South Wales;

Mr.. FORSYTH : The question was, how
much was it five: years ago, when some of
them were getting from 6s, to 7s. a day ?' If;
after: discussion,. it appeared that it was the
wish: of ‘the House that a man should get a
higher: salary, was it to be understood that

that man should get the increase
[4.30 p.m.] from the’ 1st’ January following,

or-was he to wait tiil' the 1st of
June, when the next Hstitnates were framed,
before: getting his increase? - If that was to
be " distinetly~ understood, - then " the = Com-
mittee “would know where they were. " He
would:ask the Committee,  honestly: and- sin-
cerely, to go through ‘ Hansard’’ and see
for themselves what increases had been made
during the last: five or six years, and then
they would ' be - satisfied ” that " the ™ Liberal
Government- had, at least,”'done something
to' improve - .the : conditions ' of  the lower
grades in-the public: service.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
reminded: the Committee. that they were not
considering the Estimates of the whole pub-
lic service of Queensland. It seamed to him
that members on both sides had drifted into
a discussion of “the Railway Rstimates and
the Lands Estimates. and' the Sceretary for
Public- Lands ‘and  Secretary - for  Railways
would have no. opportunity of  diseussing
their * Estimates.” There “was' one i
vote before . the Committee—¢ Inspecti
Machinery V"—aud: he’ respestfully” submitied
that: members .should - confine themsalves to
that particular vote.

Mr. HAMILTON said they were dizcuss
ing 4 prineiple, and. not a mere £20 increase
to. My, Henderson.

The - CITAIRMAN : Order ! There

amendinent before’ the -Committee.

Mr.. HAMILTON " They were. discussing
the question of giving an-increase ‘to one
individual and net to others; and ths hon.
member for Murrumba referrved to:the sala-
ries new paid. as compared to those paid in
1908." The  conditions - were ' quite  different
now, as in- 1908 the  country’ was  only re-
covering from  a serious depression, ‘and in-
creases - were. being given each wear. How
many strikes had occurred inthe Railway
Department and in  other  departments be-
fore those increases were  given? - There
had been strikes all’ over the State. and the
increases” in. the  various - departments were

[Mr. Forsyth.
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due to.  organization’ on the part- of the
workers, W one public officer was shifted
to-a higher position rendered vacant through
death or othertvise, it was not an increase in
the ordinary sense. He had nothing to com-
plain' of in regard to the salaries  to- Mr.
Board end Mr. Graham, as they were ap-
pointed to different positions and:were only
getting the salaries that - their predecessors
got,which was" quite right. But' it could
not -be  said that that was the case with
some of the other officers who were . getting
a  £50 increase, nor “was it the case in re-
gard to the vote under discussion. He agreed
with the member for Murrumba that it was
time the Committes did understand whether
the Minister or the Hous¢ was going to con-
trol the public purse.  When any member
of the Committee advocuted an increase to
a public servant, that was an instruction to
the ~Minister to’ recommend -that = increase
when - the Estimates for the next financial
vear-were being consideved, but it seemed
that, immediately the Estimates were passed,
Ministers - could, by Executive minute, in-
crease salaries witheut' the sanction of the
Cominittee:  Could anyone say that any hon.
member~had advocated an- increase’ to.the
Surveyor-General, ‘or  any of " those "in" the
higher ranks who were getting big increases?
He had never heard any member  of - the
Committee’ advogate increasos in' those. cases,
and in' cases where hon. members had advo-
cated” an -increaze -to-some poor devil who
was getting a mere pittance; no recommenda-
tion- had been'made. The Treasurer: said
he had distributed’ a:certain: amount: betwesn
forty different women in his department, snd
he (Mr. Hamilton) would like ‘to know- how
much it came to- per  capita. He  would
guarantee. that the men to. whom he had re-
ferred © were each : getting  more - than - the
forty widows were getting “amongst: them.
It was & wrong thing to’ give some of the
highly paid members of -the public service
inereases when they could not ratify the obli-
gations they were under to give automatic
ingreases to the juniors in-the ‘service. - He
knew one girl—and he suppased there were
hundreds of similar instances—in  the' Xdu-
cation Department,  who was getting some-
thing like '9s.° 6d. a” week. ' That - girl - could
not live if her parents did not provide her
with beard snd lodging.  She had been look-
ing forward to getting:about: 15s. & week
this’ year, and yet she was not getting . one
penny increase. . That was repudiation, and
if “anybedy should get  censideration -at a
time " like “this it was those’ who were just
geotting a fow paltry shillings a week: Thase
who getting £600 or £700 & year could
look "aftar themselves; and it wus apparent
that they had plenty of friends on the cther
side to look after their interests. It was not
right to say members of the Opposition were
trying-to make  political capital out of ' the
matter ;. all they - wished:- v to"expose -an
injustice,” and “it" was an- injustice that re-
quirved all the exposurce members of the Com-
mittee could give it.

Mr. BARBER (Bundaberg) appreciated the
splendid: service a- man: like” Mr. Henderson
was able to give to the State. As a matter
of fact, if he had - his” way, and the State
could  afford i, he ~would  give' a  man
in Mr." Henderson’s position’ £500 a  year.
Some  two or three years ago -he  (Mr.
Barber) put up a strong advocacy on be-
half of the inspectors in' that department,
but while so' many voung teachers and others
were being paid such a low rate of wage he sub-
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anitted it was wrong: to give even Mr. Hender-
son an increase.  [f the State was in'such a
position that it -was not able to -give the
automatic increases. all  round,  the first to
be ‘paid increases should be low-paid mem-
bers of the service. There were a lot of
lad " porters - in~ the - Railway: Department
_getting about 12s.” 6d. a - week.  Frequently
they were sent away from home, and ' their
parents had to contribute from 2s. 6d. to ba.
a week for their board and lodging. That was
what the Opposition condemned, and it was
«condemned by the Treasurer himself in 1912.
On page 1966 of ***Hansard ' for 1812, in
reply to several hon. members, and especially
the hon.. member- for Buranda, -the - hon.
geutleman: said—

“Tf hon. members would look at the
Estimates they would notice that the in-
creases this year were from: £10 to £30,
Mr. Ienderson receiving a rise' of £30,
and -the other inspectors £10:each. He
quite recognised that the salary in- ques-
tion: must seem-small for the duties asso-
ciated with the office; and he could only
say—without " making " any ' comparison
between one’ officer or another—that the
matter would - receive the' earliest  con-
sideration .of “ the” Minister. ~ In-saying
that, he wanted: to: be quite plain. Hon.
members - would . recognise ‘that' it was
neither desirable, nor was it generally
done, "after the House had voted-a dis-
tinet amount, . to - increase  the amount
between ™ now ' and . .the  next  Estimates.
Some hon. member might nest year say
he had” made’ a’ promise -which he' had
not’ carried out.”

Tf:it was wrong in 1912 to grant any officer
an’incrense  after’ Parliament” had appro-
priated a ceirtain amount for-his salary, then
it was equally wrong at' the: beginning' of
thisyear. The  Government  were- doing a
great injustice in withholding the automatic
increases. . Admitting that revenue had. fallen
off owing to the war and other causes, the
State had distinctly pledgetd itself to pay the
voung people who entered the service certain
rates, and -in’ failing to carry out the com-
pact the Government were  guilty of a dis-
honourable” act. Tho Tressarer made a
great- deal’ out .of the' fact that the . office
clpaners “in the  public’ buildings had  been
wiven increases, But what did they amount to?
Two zhillings a week. He supposed it was
this large increase that enabled those: women
to go in troops and pay a guinea for seats in
the  theatre during  the last’ twelve’ months.
Two or three vears ago, when the Government

ve the polive an oxtra &d. or 6d." a day,
totalling £12,000 or £14,000 in the aggregate,
the hon. gentleman' and Government sup-
porters made a great song about it; but it
wias spread over such a large number of men
that it was a mere decimal increase to the in-
dividual. " No hon. member appreciated Mr.
Henderson’s ~work more than he did, but,
undar the  circumstances, . even Mr. Hender-
son'should  not have been given an' increase
when' there  were- so many public’ servants
who were: not receiving a - living wage.

Hox. R.. PHILP (Towssville) was shocked
-at the hon., member for Gregory saying that,
when he was in power, the. Government had
no-money’ to spend.

Mr. HaMILTON ;' 'We never were-in’ power.

Hon. R. PHILP: He and his" party at
one time had a majority of thirty-five on the
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Government side," and could do . what they
liked. - In. three - years they accumulated
£600,000 in - surpluses, - sweating  the - public
servants-in order to' do: so.

Mr. TreoDORE : Didn’t you retrench them?

Hox. R. PHILP : He-never had £600
in surpluses, ' His sin was that he paid away
more than he got in. " Why, the hon. mem-
ber’s Government appointed a commission of
three further to sweat the public' servants,
and one’ of their recommendations was that
w typist getting £52 per annum’ should be
reduced to £50.  And now the hon. member
rose in his indignation and talked about the
1t was' all non-
senss for the hon. member to say that his
Government would have paid more if they
had had it,. In the three years from 1905 to
1908 they ~had surpluses’ amounting to
£600,000—all taken' out- of ‘the public  ser-
vants by the Labour Government.

Mr. GILDAY: (Ithaca) -was- surprised - at
the  hon.” member for Townsville. ' He ex-:
pacted to - hear something interesting when
the hon. member rosze; but evidently he was
trying to supplement what the hon. member
for Murrumba said- about -what: the' Labour
party did- when they were- in- power.  The
hon:' member - for “Murrumba must -have
thought he was’ addressing his clerks in the
back yard and asking them: not: to join' an
industrial union because they might do some-
thing that: would be: injurious- to' his"busi-
ness, . He noticed that ithere was a reduction
on the HEstimates of something like -:£130,000
this - year as. compared ~with: last’ year. = It
had also been stated that it was necessary te
cartail - expenses.” He understood” from . the
Secretary - for Public. Works -that” the .in-
ies: shown'-on’ the Xstimates -were advo-
cated last year, and there was some mention

-~ of meat inspectors.

The SrcreTary For PrsLic Worxs i I never
mentioned anything of ‘the kind.

Mr. GILDAY : The Premier mentioned
them. - There was no doubt that he . (Mr.
Gilday) advocsted increases to the meat in-
spectors, but that' did not justify increases
appearing for'them on this year’s Estimates,
after the Government distinctly stated  that
there would-be no increases at all. - If it was
right to give an increase to. Mr.  Hender-
son, then it must be equally right to: give
an increase to every other public servant” who
was advocated an’increase in his salary by
hon. members during the passage of the last
Estimates. - If that  sysiem  was adopted
throughout,  then’ a very large-number of
public servants would get increases. He did
not say that the increases that had ' been
given were  not legitimate, sofar as the
remuncration itself was concerned,” but the
channel through which they were given was
illegitimate. ' It was not right for any Go-
vernment to act in that way, and the sooner
they rectified actions of that kind the better
it would be for the State. He did.not see’
why they should deal with the Estimates at
all, if the Fixecutive Council -had:the power
to give increases  other than’ those' passed
by the House. He strongly objected to the
procedure: adopted by the Government, be-
cause, if it-were understoud that there were
to bie mo. increases, then no one was justified
in -getting any . increases.

" Mr: RYAN (Barcoo): The desire of hon.
members opposite to get up-and talk on' the

Mr. Eyan.}
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amendment showed that their armour was
being pierced in a weak spot. The (Govern-
ment had said that they were not giving
increases on. account of the war, yet they
found on the Estimates that the amount re-
quired  for certain oflicers was larger than
that of previous officers, and they were told
the rises were given by Executive minute, in
pursuance of an agreement made before the
war began. Were not the automatic in-
creases for public servants expected in pur-
suance of an agreement made Dbefore the
war? They were just as much in pursuance
of an agreement as the increases given to the
higher paid officers. There was a very big
principle at stake in the amendment. The
Government had demonsirated their in-
capacity to face the position with which
ihey’ were confronted when the war broke
out. . They should have faced the position
fairly and squarely, and allowed the auto-
matic increases that were to be granted in
pursusnce of the agrecment made with th
lower paid officers, and then, if neccssary
and only if necessary—strike a rate on the
whels vice- by way of a reduction. He
did not think any good purpose counld be
served by the Government or their sup-
porters rising in their places in a somewhat
engry manner and peinting to what took
e six years ago. They allezed that a
T.abour Government was in power then, but
there was never a Ilabour Government in
power in Queensland except for a fow days.

The Szcrerary ror PusLic Works: The
majority. of the  Government’s  supporters
were: Labour men.

My, RYAN: Tt was a coalition, and the

understand- that no
could have  its own

hon. gentleman would
portion of a coalition

the

way. That was very - basis . of the
coalition.
SECRITARY' FOR P UBLIC  WORKS:

v could get-its own way.

RYAN: A majority of the House
ret its own way, but not necessarily
gjority of a particular party. There
were two parties—a Labour party and the
Morgan party—and the vesy nature of the
thing made it ne ary to have a give-and-
tuke-—to comprom No doubt there was
a good deal of compromise - when = that
coalition was effected.

The - f2CRETARY  FOR DPusLic -WoORKs: I
thought the poliey of the Labour. party was,
¢ No - compromise.”

Mr.. RYAN: They thought it was betber
to have the Morgan Government in power
and gey the adult franchiss paszzed, rather
than have the Morgan and Philp parties in
power end the Labour party in Opposition.

LY

My, MurpHY ;- The evalition did good work
for Quecensland.

Mr. RYAN: He admitted that they did
wood work for Qucensland in regard to the
franchiszs, the Workers’ Compensation Act,
and one or two other things.” It would not
avail the Government to-day to refer to what
took place six years ago, or to refer to what
was done in New South Wales, because the
circumstances might be entirely different.
Tha supporters: of the Government were
1 of referring to what was done six years
po, or to what was done thousands of miles
The people of Quesnsland, and the
public servants of Queensland, ‘were more
interested in what was being done to-day.
The question was, whether the Government’s

[Mr. . Ryan.
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policy to-day was a right or wrong policy
He thought it was a wrong policy. It was
for members opposite to stand by that policy
or not. -His (Mr. Ryan’s) opinicn on the
matter was o strong that he thought that
the action of the Government with regard to
the public servant: was suflicient to shift
them from cffice. If a vote were taken on
this matter, it should be sufficient to remove
the Government from - office, because the
Government had failed to carry out the
agreement they had entered into before the
war. If that were done, and it was feund
neceseary to have a saving, it should be in
proportion to the whole of the salaries paid
to the whole public service.
Mr. BowMax: It was clear repudiation.

¥r. RYAN: That the sutomatic increasss
were not paid was repudiating an agreement,
and if it was possible to repudiate the auto-
matic increases, they could also repudiate
the Executive minute increase
The CHAIRMAN : Order! I do not think

thet the hon. gentleman is in order.

Mr. RYAN: He was quite in order.. He

s talking on a matter of policy. He was
not going to have his remarks confined as.
the Secretary for Public. Works would like to
hawe them confized. :

The SECRETaRY FOR PusLic Works: The
question is the reduction of the vote.

Mr. RYAN: It was not the £20 that was.
concerning ~ him,  but the policy of the
Government. The Government had not faced
the position, o far as the lower paid public
servants were conceried, (in a way in which
a- competent Government woenld have faced
it.. There was no Joubt that the amendment
was a vote of want of confidence in the
Govesnment, and, if it were carried, he
nothing for it. bui for the Gevern-
resign, beeause it would be a con-
: of the Goveinmerndt’s policy. - They
. member for Maryboro
cxpress the view that the automatic increas
ht to bave been given, aud then, per
they should red the whole of the salari
of the public s 1t would now remain
for the hon. member for Maryborough to
show the public servants thet he had the
couraze of his convictions, by voting for
the amendment. He regarded the matter
s a very important one, and it was one
which would be regarded as important by
the people generally and the public servants
in particular.

Mr. THEQDORE : The Treasurer, in_reply
to eriticiswss from the Opposition. said that
the Government had at least not reduced
wages; that if they had not iqcrez:ssed men
in the lower grades of the service, they had
not reduced the wages. He contended that
thev had reduced the wages of men on railway
construction worls in the Northern distriet.
The ruling rate of 3 s in the distriet in
which the Millaa Millaa railway was being
built had been nothing less than 10s. for
the last three wears, and the Government
started the works there by paying 9s. 2 day.
The rate of wages awarded bv Judee Mac-
naughton for qusrrymen at Townsville wus
11s. 4d. a dav, but the rate paid by the
Covernment when they started the Townsvills
to Ingham railway was 9s. a day, Was not
that a reduction® The rate of wages on
surface work at the Cloncurry Mines, similar
to work done on railways—

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
rose to:a .point of order. ' The  question
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‘before the Committec was the reduction of
a certain vote by. £20. The hon. member
was' discussing the wages paid to  railway
m%n, and that,  he submitted,  was not -in
order.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member for
{‘hillagoe is not  in order. I hope he will
confine himself to the amendment before the
Committoes,

Mr. THEODORE: He was merely replying
to an. argument used by the Minister for
~ Works himself, and the hon. gentleman’s
case must be very weak if it would unot stand
replying to. It showed that the case for
the Opposition had been amply proved. One
would be sorry if the Committee did any-
thing which might injure Mr. Henderson’s
prozotion, to which he - was undoubtedly
entitled, and there was nothing intended in
that way when the amendment was moved.
Public officrrs who were entitled to increases
and promotion should receive them when the
stat? of things permitted; but no class of
public servants or individual should get prefer-
ence.over the other. : 2

Question—That the sum of £10,900 only
be granted (Mr. Theodore's amendment)—put ;
and - the  Committes  divided : —

Aves, 24,
My, Fu

iam

Kivwgn
Land
Larcomhe
1

v, Bowman
., Coyne

.. Hamilton A
. EE rdacre Theodore
., Bunisy YV instasley

Tellers: Mr. Hunter and Mr. Mur{)hy.

Mr, 41lan
. Apped
« Archer

., Bouchard
e Br_1dgcs
Cai

. Philp

. . Swavne
er, i B. C. oo Tolmie

(rawford Tr

SO ¢ ,»  Irout
s Denham . Rit
. Douglas . Williams
Telleys: Mr. Archer and Mr. Bouchard.
Parp,
Aye—Mr. May.  No—Mr. Cribb.

Resolved in the negative.

Original question pat.

Mr. COYNE pointed out that there were
about the same number of clerks as last
year, and still there was a reduction of £90.
He supposed- it was the old style of getting
at the lower paid servants again. They
would be told that somebody was shifted
and a cadet put in his place.

The SECRETARY roR PuBric WORKS:
is exactly the position.

Mr. COYNE: If a person was shifted to

That

«do another person’s work, he should get the -

same salary. There was a reduction of £500
in travelling expenses, postages, telegrams,
and incidentals, and there was also a reduc-
tion of £300 in railway fares and freights,
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printing, stationery, etc. What benefit was
it" to get motor-cars for inspection work if
there was not a greater saving in iravelling
expenses and railway fares? .

The SECRETARY - FOR PuBLic WORKS: In
those two votes there is a reduction of £800.

Mr. COYNE: Yes; but the Minister had
told the Committee that the department now
emploved a better means of locomiotion, so
that there should be a counsiderable saving
in those items.” But even if the motor-cars
were doing the good work the Minister said
they were doing, the cost of tyres and re-
pairs and upkeep inconnection with those
four motor-cars would amount to the price
of one motor-car in twelve months, so that
he did not sce that the department were
cffeeting any saving by going in for those
motor-cars.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The hon. member for Warrego had evidently
nob graspsd the position. Ie advoeated the
use of motor-cars because previously inspec-
tors on duty in the back country were often
under an obligation to station owners and
others for means to get about in order to
inspect machinery.  Now ther were able to
get alout in one of the departmoent’s motor-
«ars, and were sble to rmake a number of
inspections per annum irstead of one or two,
and in addition they were absolutely inde-
pendent. He did not wish to insinuste that
station owners or anyone who had machinery
to inspect would do anything improper to in-
fluence an inspector who had ridden 70 or
80 miles to perform his duty, but he thought
the inspecior should not be under a compli-
ment to anyone, especially to an intercsted
party. A man who could go out “on his
own 7 was in a very much stronger position
than a man who was dependent upon an in-
terested party for means of convevance. The
amount for travelling expenses, telegrams,
ete., was reduced from £3,500 to £3,000, and
the amocunt for railway farves and. freights,
printing, and stationery frem £1,000 to £700,
so that on those two:items there was a sav-
ing of £800.

My, CoOYNE:
notor-cars.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORIKS:
Ves: but it would not be a fair thing to
write off the whole cost of the motor-cars
in one year. Three cars were imported, and
one had been purchased locally, and it had
been fonnd that the use of motor-cars effected
a considerzble saviag of time, and that the
inspection was very much better done than
it could ‘be if the iuspectors had to travel
about by trams and other public convey-
ances. The Education Department had also
found the use of motor-ars a great advan-
tage, and in another department which he
controlled they . found that a considerable
saving of time was effested by the use. of
those cars.

Myr. PAYNE:
reliable.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The cars used by the Works Department
were exceedingly satisfactory -as far as he
knew: they were purchased by the Under
Secrotary in the old country, and were doing
excellent work.

Mr. FOLEY (Mundingburra): When the
hon. member for Warrego referred to a re-
duction of £30 in the amount for the salaries
of clerks, the Minister interjected that the

Mr. Foley.]

As against the cost of the

There will be if the cars are
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reduction’was cxplained by the employment
of a cadet in the place of one of the former

clerks. " "When -~ the: Home Secretary’s  Esti-
mates - were. under  consideration, it” was

argued’ that Mr. Gall ought to get the salary
which -was’ previously paid- to Mr. Ryder,
but he (Mr. Foley) pointed out that Mr.
Chuter,” . who was- appointed  to.-Mr. Call’s
position; did not" get M=, Gall’s salary.

The  CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the
hon. " member - will' keep 'to  the ' question

before -the Committee.

Mr. FOLEY : He only mentioned the fact
to show that the Government did- not follow
that principle when dealing  with the lower
paid - officers - of  the  seyvice: “In  this  vote
there ‘was a reduction of £30 in the amount
for' the' clerks:’ If the clerk who was pro-
moted-to the vacancy causesl by the promoc-
tion or removal ef ancther clerk was fit to
fill* that - position, then he w £ to-take
the salary attached to the position.  Hé was
s0rry - o see the hon. msmber. for Tow
ville get so hested in his remarks. 16 was
an-old hahit of the Government when . that
* hom.’ member wes in: power himself, and he

remembuared that  on one . occasion he gave
three “men’ in the: Railway Department in
Townsville £100 a vear " each—the  Traffic
Manager, the  Maintenance Engineer, and
the Lecomotive Enginecr—ut the same- time
that he reduced the pay 'of all the other
reilway servants,

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I must ask the
hon. member -to confine his remarks to-the
question,

My FOLEY : “1Ie " was just saying - that
this-was  anold’ game, ‘and an old game
thathe -did - not- agree with. He  thought
that before the highly paid cfficers: got-their
increases” the lower paid. officers’ sheuld get
consideration.  Thers were many persons in
the’ Government employ: who' could. scarcely
pay their -way- and keep up appearances on
the  salaries: they were” getting. = It was™ all
very: well to tell them: that these" particular
rises - had been agreed upon early. in the
year. The  automatic  increases had  been
agreed upon. ever since those servints  who
were entitled to-them had been in the em-
ploy of the Government, and when they did
notget it one’ year it’ threw - them  back.
This: Government told: them that they were
not - reducing -wages.

The CHAIRMAXN: Order! I have had
to-call the hon. member to order eral
times. - He_is not in‘ order in discussing the
general policy: of the Governient.

[®

Mr. TOLEY : He was discussing the re-
duction or otherwise of ‘officers in the: vots.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member -will
be' inorder if-he dees- that; but he will
not’ be" in order’ in discussing - the' general

policy - of the Government.

Mr, FOLEY : He did not kunow that he
was discussing the general policy of: the Go-
vernment, . He way discussing the payment of
salaries. B

‘The CHATIRMAN ;" The hon. member was
discussing the policy” of payment of salaries
adtopted by the' Government - and not . this
vote.

Mr. FOLEY: He thought that other hon.
members who had spoken had gone all round
the compass'-too. ' He was only elaborating
his: argument,  perhaps, when he pointed to
other: departments,” but it was only to-show

[Mr. Foley.
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that it' applied to them also. He was re-
ferring to'the reduction of the  salaries of
five clerks from £530 to £500. The Treasurer,
by wayv of interjection, replied to the hon.
member for Warrego that the reduction was
caused by a:cadet being put in-the pesition
of one of the clerks, who had been promoted’
or shifted. - He only said: that because——

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member: has
said it half a  dogen times already.

Mr, FOLEY @ e wanted to press it Dbe-
cause - the Chairman did ngt scem to under-
stand what he was driving ‘at. (Laughter.)
That cadet. should get the salary due to.the
peiition: he had - filled.

Hox.. R. PHILP: His friend the hon.
member for Muundingburra was very narrow-
minded ; he was a very small man in mind
a2 well &s in body. - He was very like a man
in' England—a member of Parliamaent and
a Minister—who once said that no man liv-
ing was worth £500.  That man was at pre.
sent. drawing - £5,006" a year, and when he-
wus asked where it went to, he said, ™ Ask
Mrs. Burns.” The - hon. member had: told
the Committee: about three men in Towns-
ville “'who' got £16J . a vear each. He" for-

got to say. that theydid a' great deal of
extra work. ‘Those men: were Mr.  Evans,
My, Minehan, and “Mr. Pemberton. They

were then living in'Townsviile, looking after
the Northern  rsilways.

The - CITATRMAXN @ Order!

Hox. R, PHILP: Hec was only refuting
the statement of the hon. member for Mun-
dingburra. ‘ Mr.- Evans had to go out to Noe-
manton’ and’ to- Bowen: and  Mackay to:in-
spect. - Te" did. double the work; and saved
a lot: of money.

Mr. Forey: " Did you not reduce the men:
12} per cent; at the same time?

Hox. R: PHILP: He did nct reduce any
of ‘the men’ 12} per cent. " He reduced them:
according to salary; men getting over £100 a:
year were reduced 5 per -cent., and so on.
He put it' on a most equitable basis:

The * CHAIRMAN : " Order! "I hope  the
hon. member - will  not. proceed  further - on
these lines.

Hox. R PHILP: The hon. member for
Mundingburra made a statement and the
Chairman  should have pulled “him  up.

The CHAIRMAN: I did: call
member to order.

Hox. R. PHILP:
(Laughter.)

Mr. GILDAY:: He did not wonder that
the hon.' member wanted to justify himself.
When he’ was Premier of the State he led
the low-wage Government. - He was the man
who  introduced the  poll tax,

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC WORKS
I rise to-a point of order.

Mr. GILDAY ;: He put a poll tax on every-
one, even ou the man getting 4s..6d. a day.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Will the hon.
member: resume -his seat?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
My point of order is that the hon. member
is - not discussing  the  question - before’ the:
Committee.  He -is- discussing  the -poll - tax,
which: has nothing whatever to: do: with ‘it

the hon.

After he had made it.
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The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member is
decidedly out of order, and I must remind
him that when I get up to call him o order
he must obey my call.

Mr. GILDAY : e had no desire whatever
to - disagree. with the  Chairman’s ruling.
He thought that the hon. member used argu-
ments’ against’ members on  that side’ for
which' there .was no justification, and it was
only "right that they should retaliate. He
could not: rize in- hisplace’ without saying
what' the” Labour  party’ had done.” The
lower paid- people to-day were really asked
to: subscribe to- every mortal thing in con-
nection with the war, and yet they were told
that, «wing to the war, there wus no justifi-
cation for: their giving rises. He attended
a’ petriotic’ carnival run by the  Australian
Natives’s Association on Saturday last.

The CHHAIRMAN : Order ! I-would point
out-that the Australian Natives’' Association
carnival has nothing to do with  the vote
before the: Committee. - I must ask the hon.
member to - deal” with” the vote. before  the
Conumittee:

Mr. GILDAY : Ile was going to show the
necessity of  giving the lower paid' people
better pay, when ~ they ~ found that very
nearly - everything appertaining  to. the war
was thrown: on' tothe shoulders - of  the
workers. © He merely: rose for the purpose of
expressing resentient at the vemarks of the
hon.- member for Townsville.

Question  put. and: passed.

LABOUR 'AND. FACTORIES.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
moved - that £7,650 be” granted for * Labour
and  Factories.” " There was a desrease of
£200-in:connection with the: convérance of
labour, raiiway“and steamer farcs, and’ a
decrease. of - £10in connection” with' labour
agents,”and an - increase of £30 in regard to

inzpeeiors. - When speaking on

[6.30 p.m.} the " matter, - the  Premier had

mentioned that there was a small
increase. to- Mr. Jack, who, when appointed,
was told that his’ salary -would be so” much,
and that after serving .a certain number of
months: he would receive an increase of £10,
which he -had  got.

Mr: WINBTANLEY - (Queenton) said he
would 'like some: information as to what
instructions local agents had in regard: to
breaches of the 'Act? The inspector  at
Charters’ Towers 'was a very energetic and
painstaking officer and’ did his" work equi-
tably, but he was not at liberty to prosecute
without " getting  permission . from - the Chief
Inspector.

The  SECRETARY Tom - PuUBLIC - WORKS : ~Tho
Chief: Inspectorcannot give permission  at
all ;. the” Minister is - responsible.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : That was all right
as- far as it went, but’ when people were
guilty of breaches of the Act, and recognised
that fact, and stated that they were going
to: plead’ guilty -when brought  before the
court, -it"” should ‘be quite - sufficient to. fine
them for a breach of the Aect, without com-
pelling - them  to’ pay  £2 2s. solicitor’s ex-
penses”as”well:: Of course, if people  were
going' to defend the case; then the inspector
must - do the same.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The ' instructions . were that ~when  anyone
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notified that he was going to plead guilty,
no - solicitor should: be” employed;  and while
the hon. member was’ speaking, a’ memo-
randum'  had  been ~handed: to- him' {(Mr.
Barnes) from the officer in charge; pointing
out that - that was: the practice.” Ile was:
very: glad to . kuow that the hon.  member
appreciated the inspector in Charters Towers,
the more so, because he was an officer’ who
had risen: from' the ranks.  The officer. in
question .at onc. time was a messenger’ in
the  Department of  Public' Works,  but - he
had prowed himself a capable man and was
promoted to the position of inspector. In
order to-remove any doubt with regard to
the policy pursucd in connection with prose-

cutions” where - people pleaded guilty, " he
would " sce' that  further  instructions  were
given. - The hon. member  would at once

recognise that if people did not' propose to
plead guilty, ‘as many points werc taken, it
was highly necessary that the Crown should
be’ represented by a solicitor.

Mr. HUXHAM understood that there had
been a reduction of £10, as far-as the salary
of the -lady inspector was concerned, and it
was a.case of the officer not receiving the
salary “of  the. position to which' she  was
appointed. - He maintained that the position
should carry the salary. - As the population

-of the. State increased, they must expect: the

lower ' grade- officers  to go up higher. and
there  was no reason  why  they .should not
get the higher salary when' they. got  the
position: - They did not say to a judge, when
appointed, ‘ £2.000 . a  year is the 'salary,
but “we will start you ' at £1,500.°> Then
again, 'a member. of Parliament. when first
clected” got £300- a’ year, just the same as
those. .who had been members: for vears.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS::

He' quite recognized the  principle’ the hon:
member - had: advocated;,  but he would: be
able to cxplain' the position to the  entire
satisfaction of the Comuinittee.” They had’in
the department a lady of the name of Smith.
Miss  Smith had been in the department for
many years, andshe became very: proficient
in her dutics. It would be at once admitted
that, in" a department such:as the Depart-
ment of Labour, no matter how good:a new-
comer might be, it could not:be expected
for one  momient that she would be right up
to-all' the requirements of the department;
and, indeed, they required a’good deal of
training in order to make theiw fit for their
work, so the reduction”was in no way a
reflection on - those joining the departinent.
There wure some services where there must
be-a maximum salary, and, if the hon. mem-
ber  knew all the circumstances, he "would
know that a fair deal had been given to
every member: of the service. Two of the
lady - inspectors were practically newcomers.
One’ came from' another branch of - the ser-
vice, but: she was anxious to: get into’ that
branch of the service and was very glad of
the -opportunity of 'availing ‘herself of the
salary provided.

Mr. BOWMAN (Fortituds Valley) wished
to draw the attention of the Minister to the
cage’ of an inspector recently in' the employ
of - the  Fastories and. Shops ‘Department, at
Ipswich:  He was dealt with: by the Public
Scrvice Board and dismissed. for drunken-
ness. " The officer in question had been in the
service #ince 1890, -and,  though' he believed
this was the second time such a charge had
been made-against-him, the police magistrate
and the: clerk of vetty . sessions at  Ipswich

Mr. Bowman.]
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testified that he had done his work well
He (Mr. Bowman) had seen officers very
high"in the service so full that they . could
hardiy walk, but not one word was said
about them, and he considered it was un-
fair to ‘make *““fish of one and flesh of
another.” If this man had been reprimanded,
hs thought it would have met the case. The
man had been recently married, and it was
ot likely that he would have much chance
cof getting into another department, and,
having regard to his previous good service,
he . trusted the Minlster would reconsider
thn cave and give him another chance. He
Lelieved that the man admitted in a letter
which he had written to the Minister that
he was not right on the occasion in question.
He did not know “whether there was any
friction Letween him: and the Chief Inspue-
tor, but, taking into sonsideration the fact
that in a vote they had recently passed there
was one inspector who, if he had his due,
would have been out of the rervice long
ago, he hoped the Minister would give this
man anther chance.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
It was just as well to be frank in connection
with anything that had been done by the
Minister or by the department.. DBefore he
took charge of the Works Departinent, the
officer reterred to by the hon. member for
Fortitude Valley had been' reprimanded by
the -then Minister, and he was told that,
if he continued to behave as he had been
doing, "he would be dismissed. - He pro-
mised to become an abstainer, and said that
there would be no further cause of trouble.
Repeatedly complaints had been made by his
superior officers that he was not doing his
work satisfactorilv.: To have an officer in a
department like the Labour and Factories,
who could not ds his work properly, was a
reflection upon evéryone connected. with the
department. - If the hon. member saw the
record of the officer, he would :ee at once
that the department could not retain an
oflicer with- such a record. So far as he
(2r. Barnes) knew, the service was a sober
one, and, if:it- was represented to-him that
an officer was not capable of doing his duty
through the excessive use of liquor, it was
not his duty to sce that the man became an
abstainer, “but it was clearly his duty—
especially” where a man had to inspect
maghinery and scaffolding, or work' in con-
nection with- Labour and Factories—to see
thet that man was not any longer employed
in the service. He regrefted having to say
that this man had had several opportunities
and that his work was not at all satisfactory
to the department. He hoped the hon. mem-
ber would give him an opportunity of lotting
him see some of the records of this officer.

Mr. Bowman: I shall be very glad to see
them.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
If the hon. member had beea in his place,
he would have acted precisely as he did,
unless he wanted to malke the department stink
in the nostrils of the public. In a depart-
ment that required the exercise of tact and
care in administration,.they could not afford
to have a man who was not capable of look-
ing after himself. He was quite prepared
to give any man a chance, but this man had
his chance sud failed to take advantage of
it. " As the hon. member said, he might have
some difficulty in obtaining another position,
but he should have profited by -his previous
warnings.

[Mr: Bowman,
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Mr. GILDAY : This department had very
important work to do in seeing that all the
industrial awards which had. been made were
carried out in their cntirety, and he vre-
gretted very much that the work of adminis-
tration was not carried out as it should be
in some towns in the State. In most towns
the inspectors were sympathetic; but in others
they were not, and there were some unions
which were not strong enough to enforce
the observance of awards by their employers,
and it was very hard on such unions. He
wanted to bring some facts under the notice
of the Minister, because they might enable
him' to investigate the charges he had to
make. It was well known that the meat in-
dustry employees had a very strong organi-
sation, and they sent periodically through-
out Queensland an officer to see how +he
meat awards were carried out. This officer
made a report, and he was prepared at any
time to allow the Minister to see it. At
Warwick and Mackay. it had been brought
under the notice of the inspectors that there
had been breaches of the awards in connec-
tion with the industry.” The unfortunate
part about these reportz was that as soon
as an cmployee gave information about a
breach of the award taking plaes, the very
next day the employer would have posses-
sion of that information and he would go
to the employec and ask him what he meant
by making that report against him. As
soon as an employee reported an infringe:
ment of the Act, the inspector went straight
and told the cmployer. - The: inspector had
no right to do that: in fact, there was a
penalty provided in the Act for anyone doing-
that kind of thing. No inspector had a
right to divulge infovmation that was given
to him by the employees.  There were some
complaints received about the reports hav-
ing" to go through the head office in  Bris-
bane, instead of heing dealt with where they
were made. When complaints were made in
different towns—Toowoomha, FEmerald, and
other places—the officers had to communi-
cate with the head office in Brisbane before
they could take action. The result often
was that the cmplovee would have left the
distriet before proceedings could be taken.
The whole onus of prosecuting an employer
should be left with the inspectors in the dif-
ferent centres where the offences took place.
Mr. Smith, the organissr of the Butchers’
Union, recently visited T.ongreach, Barcal-
dine, and Emerald, and he brought under
the notice of the inspector at Emerald a
breach of the mest industrr award.  The
inspector svas also the clerk of petty ses-
sions, - and- he refused to take any action
against the employer. The official of the
Rutchers’ Union prosecuted the man him-
solf, with the result that he was fined for com-
mitting a breach of the award, and ju addi-
tion he had to make up the amounts that
he had short paid in wages, which in some
cases amonnted from 2s. 6d. per week to £1
7s. 6d. per week. It was a bad state of
affairs when the local inspectors refused to
take action, and if they all took up that
attitude he could not see how justice could
be obtained for the employes. The officials
of the Butchers’ Union were always ready
to amsist the inspectors so far as breaches of
the award were concerned, and he knew of
instances where -other reputable employers
also assisted them in" laying before the in-
spectors instances where violations of the law
had taken place. If that sort of thing hap-
pened where a streng body of organ men
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+was concerned, what must it be where the
unorganised portion of the workers was con-
cerned? That showed the necessity of hav-
ing svmpathetic administration @ from men
who had humanitarian views so that they
could bring about justice so far as the
workers were concerned. In Emu Park, Yep-
poon, and Mount Chalmers there had been
no change in the conditions since the award
came into foree. The men had to work on
Sundays as well as every other day in the
week, and the inspectors would not act. As
the conditions were just the same at those
places as they were before the award came
into foree, he hoped the Minister would look
into ‘them. At Laidley, when Organiser
fmith brought certain matters under the
notice of the acting sergeant there, the act-
ing scrgeant suid he would not act on his
advice at all. and he thought that a man
who made a charge like Smith made against
an employer ought to be in gaol. That was
a poor way cf treating matters of that kind.
IIe had a report as to the working of the
different awards throaghout Queensland, and
he would be pleased to give 1t to the Minis-
ter, as he thought he should have it before
him. Tt was not often he made charges of
this kind, and he only did it in order to
have them investigated by the Minister. He
hoped there would be better administration
of the Wages Board Acts in the outside
towns than there had been in the past.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
rose to say that the matters mentioned by
El}e hon.” member ' would: be  looked  into by

im.

Mr. LARCOMBE (K eppel) hoped the Minis-
ter would investigate the charges made by
the hon. member for Tthaca, and alsc that
he would look into charges made ‘n vonnee-
tion with awards in Central Queensland. There
had bwe#n seriouns complaints about violation
of the engine-drivers and firemen’s award in
the Central-west which should be looked into.

Mr. BERTRAM hoped the Minister would
reconsider the caxe of the man referred to
by the hon. member for Fortitude Valley.
When he (Mr. Bertram) was secretary of a
union, he had frequently come into contact
with the man referred to. and he knew that
he carried out his work in an efficient man-
ner. He Dbelieved that the Secretary for
Public Works was rather a fanatic on the
question of temperance.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : No.

Mr. BERTRAM: He did not want to do
the Minister an injustice, but they knew
‘that he was a strong advocate of teetetalism,

The SzcRETARY ¥OR PUBLIc WORKS: I have
never hesitated to say that I am a total
abstainer, but I do not want to do an unfair
- ¢ to a man who does not see eve to eve
with me.  (IIear, hear!)

Mr. BERTRAM: Tt seemed as if .the
Minister had done this man - an"injustice in
that direction.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
along and see the book at the - office.

My, BERTRAM: He would take an op-
portunity of doing that. Ie hoped that the
man’s case would be considered again, and
that he would be reinstated, hscause it was
difficult for him to get . employment clse
where after  having been twenty-three or
twentyv-four years in this department,

Come

[23° NOVEMBER.]

Supply. 2121

Mr. THEODORE referred to the item put
down for railway fares, which was maude
available for those persons who secured em-
ployment in some distant plsce and got a
pass from the department to take them to
their place of employment. The intention
was a good one, but, unfortunately, it was

somewhat restricted,” and  the regulations
had been more restricted this- year than
hitherto. The argument was that very often

men who got passes travelled to their des-
tination, and did not go to that particular
employment, and consequently the fare was
lost to the department. Care had to be
talen to prevent the department from being
defraudad, but a great many men wore
thereby placed under a dissbility. A case
came under his notice the week before last,
where two men had work to go to at Banda-
berg, on one of the sugar plantations; but
the Department of Laburur refused to give
thesn & pass unless they could get a friend
to guarantee them. But they had no friend
here. He rang up Mr. Crowther, who, after
considering the matter, treatcd it as a special
case and gave them a pass, and he was in-
formed by Mr. Crowther that the men had
not been heard of again, and the department
had lost the fare. The department made
regulations to guard against fraud of this
kind, but it made it pretty difficult for others
who were honest to get passes to go to the
places they had got work at unless ther had
got friends. In. such cases as these it was
better to pursue a man who committed a
fraud and make an example of him. It was a
reasonable thing that the Government should
assist honest men to get to their employment,
on the distinet understanding that the fare
came out of their wages. ~The men should
not be penaliscd because the department had
been penalised in one or two instances, and
the Minisier should lay down a rule that no
apparently - genuine man- should be turned
down.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
satd the policy ef the department was a very
libival one—namely, that if any verson ap-
plied for a railway psss, and waz sble to
show that thev had work to go to, the de-
partment would find the hali of the fare;
if the fare was £1, they only asked the man
to give a guarantee for 10s. e appreciated
the point which the houn. membsr for Chil-
lagoe had raised. and be teck it that if a
rnan obtained the fare under false pretences
it was a {air thirg to pursue him, and the
mattor td recoive very eful considera-
tign, ~Th srtment  did not desive
penalizg arn
g for work. )

Mr. PAYXNE (Mitekhell) pointed cut that
the dep t had more cffective machinery
than an individual to follow up these men
who cbtained passos fraudulently, and they
¢ht emnley the police for that purpose.
He had an account now which he had re-
coived frem the department for one of these
passes, in connestion with a case which had
red to him at the time to be a genuine

It was difficult for an honest man to

oune.
et a pass on acceunt of the suspicion caused

by ~thes:  who had taken the
down. He was glad to say that in the ma-
jority of cases which had ccme under  his
notice the men hsd returned their fares, but
there had been a fow wasters. and it was the
duty cf the department to follow up -these
wasters, ‘and make it easier for the lhonest
mau.
Question put -and passed.

Mr. Payne.]

department
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JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT,
CILIEF. OFTICE.

The - SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN:
STRUCTION (Hon. J. W. Blair, Ipswich)
moved- that £7,475 be- granted:: for ** Chicf
Office.” - There  was~ very " little  alteration
in the vots. - There was an apparent decrease
of £10 in the salary of the chief messenger,
which was not reslly a decrease. The ex-
planation ‘was that the chief messenger had
been appointed from the head: office to the
position  of - chief bailiff  of  the  District
(ourt, and the junior messengzr was pro-
moted to his position. The amount for fees
for the defence of poor prisoners was in-
cresed by £220 and the amount for fees
fé)zrrocourt shorthand  writers: from: £100" to

2l

Mr. HARDACRE (Leiehhardt): He should
like' to know whether any more was spent
on'the defence of poor. prisoners last year
than' the vear before ?

The

es,

Mr. HHARDACRE:

SECHEETARY FOR Pupnic  INKIRUCTION:

The sum: of £130: was
not a large sum to spend in twelve months.
He had had a lively experienca in’ connee:
tion with an cffort he had made to get the
department to use zome of that money to
defend a poor prisorer in a case in which the
man:-was charged with attemipting to obtain
money by fraudulent: pretences: On the sur-
face, it spemed as if the evidence was very
much against’ the  defendant, but he knew
the ‘man and his' peculiarities, and, after
having: interviewed him; he came to the con-
clusion” that “there might be a very simple
explanation: of  the matter.  The' man had
no means at all, and he (Mr.- Hardacre) went
to the Under Secretary to try and get some
assistance: for the defendant from the poor
prisoners’ . defence - fund, " but - could: - get
nothing at all. When the case came on, the
man - was - acquitied,’ or some. doubt was
raised by the  prosecution,  and the ~man
walked out of court within five minutes of
the trial.: He was glad that the amount for
the defence-of ‘poor’ prisoners was increased,
and " hoped- the ‘department would use  the
funds.

The SECRETARY: FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: When this vote was dis

cussed last year, he made a promise that
the matter would be seriously considered,
and it wus. considered to the extent that, in
addition to the appropriation of £130, an
additional - amount of £295 was obtained,
thgs making’ the ‘whole expenditure - £425.
With regard to the case mentioned: by the
hon. member, ke had no personal knowledge
of it. but he could say that, when he was in
the department, wherever there was a rea-
sonable chance of a man” raising a defence
which would sceure his liberty, he invariably
granted him  assistance, and that was the
intention of the Act. But in j ce 1o who-
ever- wag: responsible. for finally deciding. the
matter mentioned by the hon,” member. he
might say that the department first of all
got a.report from the police magistrate. who
heard the case, and “if - that report was

strongly -against' the - defesdant: it ham-
pered the - department - very much “in' their
action.

Mr/ FORSYTH :  With - recard _to  the

statement’ of the -hon. member  for Leich-
hardt that a’ great deal more money might
be expended: on the defence of poor prisoners

[fon. J. W. Blair.
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than was expended, he would point out'that,
in additien to the £130 voted last year, no
less than £245 in addition:was:spent, making
a total  of *£376. - He could quite under-
stand. the department’ asking for £350 now,
when: £376 was expended last year.

Mr. RYAN noticed an amount of £300 set
down for “legal expenses f{eivil business),”
and should like to krow what those expenses
consisted - of. - Did" they  include feces' to
counsal, or what did they .refer to?

The SECRETARY. FOR  PUBLIC ‘ INSTRUCTION :
Court: fens.

Mr.. RYAN : Way these-any. place where
they- " would  find ~the: " amount  paid. . to
counsel ?

The - SyrRErARY FOR - PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :

Tii the return I laid on the table.

Mr. RYAN - It was not on' the Estimates?

The ~ SECRETARY - FOR PUBLIC ' INSTRUCTION :
No.

v, RYAN: There was another matier
ould liks to refer-to. He. should like
to know what was the inteation of the Go-
vernment. with regard to the appointment of
a- public trustee 7 That was a very- neces-
sary office to: have sstablished. and nothing
spemed £ have been done in that: direction.
ibly the ' Minister  might  have  some
went to’ meke- in regard to it.- There
was 4 great. public’ demand for  such  an
officer, and-a grogt necessity for such an ap-
pointment” being: made. He would - also. like
to. know . whether - something  could not  be
done’ as to the payment:of small amounts in
the Savings - Bank' in. cases - of - intestacy.
There had to- be'a’ wait' of 'three months
under the Act befere the moeney was paid
out. . He knew of an instauce which cccurred
only the other day, in which a person-died
leaving an amount of absut £20 in the bank.
He endeaveured %o get the money cut’ for
the  relative, and interviewed -the Depury.
Curator: of ‘Intestate Kstates, who had no ob-
jection. - But .the manager of the Savings
Bank ' was ‘unable to do anything, although

et (M» Byan) was prepared to’ sign’ any
document’ that might. bo nec 5. He was
told: that if it had been under £10'it cculd

have been done. The  person happined- to
die before she signed  the withdrawal form
i~ been sent toher,” and her hus-
wanted: to- get the money, but could

do 6. and he s go away without it
Apparently, the officers were justified under
the Act, but still semething should be done

to shorten the period in’ cases where the
mongr might be. really ne ry.
The SECRETARY TFOR - PUBLIC IN-

STRUCTION : The reascn why -the money
could not be paid out was because f a pre-
cautionary period’ provided under the Sav-
ings Bank ' Act, and. it was considered at
the time the Act was' passed that the period
mentioned was o reasonable time to keep-
people waiting in order to:sec that everybody
who had: a"claim wgainst ‘the’ estate had a
chance to prove it. Undoubtedly, in cases, it
worked ‘hardship, but he believed thet an
exception was made new in cases up to about
£20 for funeral expenses and other demands
which ‘had -to bc paid in-priority..of - other
claims, -The only way he could see cf deal-
ing with the matterwas to amend the Act.
and it was very doubtful whether that would
be: wise. ~In the majority of cases it was
really a’sefeguard,  With.regard to the pub-
lic truston 'all he could tell the House was
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that he' had a Bill prepared to give effect
to what the hon. member had discussed, but
so far there had besn no opportunity of intro-
ducing it He' promised to see whether the
safeguard in the case of Savings Bank depo-
sits could - not be removed; but,  personally,
he did not think it could.

Mr.  HAMILTON ¢ Every vear the ques-
tion of the appointment of public  trustees
cropped up, and they got the same answer
that the Minister had just given the House—
that his intention was to introduce a measure
if he cvuld only get the opportunity. : Where
there 'was a will there was a way. There
was an opporlunity last vear and sgsin this
year.  But, of course, it was one of those
measures that interfered with private entor-
prize.. He belinved that a” measure -of the
had “been  very successful in - New
South- Wales.  Thay had a big staff in the
CrownLaw Office, and, he believed, a very
capable staff, quite as able and just as com-
petent us those in cther States, to earry out
the. dutics - if they could only give themn the
opportunity - to' do so. And when they had a
departmeont " with” a competent staff, he heald
that -they should put that staff to the very
best use possible, . The public’ trustee had
been: wanted. for many, mauy years.: It was
one of those  measures which  should” be
brought ' in at the very -beginning of the
sesaion,” and they had had & lot of measures
which  could very well -stand over ‘until- it
was made law.  The Goverminent had time
to bring:in a Bill tampering with the fran-
chise in" order: to  make their  position -on
the Treasury Dbenches a:little safer, but they
had no - time:todeal with a measure  that
would be  for the public weal and publie
good;  and. benefit” thousands' of ‘persons. in
the  comimunity.

Mr. THEODORE: He would like to in-
terrogate the" Minister - with- regard. to- the
increase  provided' for . the Supreme  Court
judges’ travelling expenses. - Last year they
were set down” at £900, and: this’ vear they
had: increased to £1,000. - fle would like to
know what was the average cost of the tra-
velling ' of - the judges.

The - SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : I was found that the judges
were travelling more latterly, because Mz
Justiee Shand was away on' twelve month
leave of  abser which - necessitated Mr.
Justien  Lukin' oing from- Rockhampton,
and, he supposed, necessitated also 3 re-
division of the work.” The judges had tra-
velled on' cireunit 216 davs; at the average
cost of £5 10s. 4d. o day.

Mz THEODORE pointed out that . they
“had reduced the travelling expenses of the
inspectors .cf machinery ;- and now they pro-
posed to increase tihe travelling expenseos: of
the judges.

The "SECREr#Y For PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :

Their expenses have not increased; but they
are travelling moere, :

Mr. THEODORE: Was -the average cost
last - year the same?

The * SECRETARY - FOR = PTBLIC - INSTRUCTION :
Yes, I think so.

My THEODORE: The inspectors  were
necessary to look after machinery all over
the State”and see that it was safe, and, no
doubt,  they would be affected: more by the
increased cost of living than the judges. The
judges  ought ' to be. as patriotic . as other
public servants who had to suffer as a conse
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quence of the war, and forego a little luxury
during the time they were on circuit, which
couid be done without any great’ hardship
to themselves and possibly result in-a saving:
to- the public Treasury.

My, FIHELLY said he understood- a cir-
‘“was being sent round .in’ the serviece
» for subscriptions to present the Under
pary - with - a testimonial. -He had no
nal objection to Mr. Hall, as he was
a very deserving officer, but if such a thing
was mooted, or in the cousrse of preparation,
it v rather unfortunate  at' the  present
because - the - juniors in the service
ht it necessary to subscribe to such a
testimonial.’ They imagined they were under
a handicap or might be submitted to hard-
ship if they did not subscribe.” Mr. Hall
was getting  £100 under the vote for the
“Workers . Dwelling  Act,”” and if “such a
civenlar - was  in - course - of preparation, or-
people had taken it up, he would suggest
t it be discontinued. He had no personal
celing towards Mr. IHall,” but .on account
of the unique circamitances, the young: offi-
cers st the present time had no money' to
contribute.  He understood Mr. Hall was one
of the oldost servants in the service, and had
completed his jubilee, and he (Mr:" Fihelly),
in" common with other ‘members, was- very
proud: of their public servants,” but he did
not- think the present was an opportune time-
to carry out any scheme such’ as he had men-
tionel

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : -~ He was informed: that" the
TUnder Seeretary had no knowledge of such a
circulir- as that: to which  the hen. member
had referred; but, at the same time, he (Mr.
Blair) was ‘informed’ by the chief clerk that
a movement was on. foot which™ had been
originated by the various heads nf the sub-
departments  to-honour the” Under Secretary
on the attazinmernt of his jubilec.. That was
all he knew with regard -to the matter; but
at the same time he would convey the
opinion expressed by the hen. member - to
the TUnder  Secretary.

Mr FIHELLY: His: point’ of view had:
nothing to do with the pros and:cons:of
the testimonial; he thought it was a-very
excellent - thing, especially in the case of a
man who had completed such a length of
serviee,  but he hoped, if Mr. Hall was going
to be presented with a testimonial, that sab
scriptions - would be - confined  to  officers - in
receipt of over: £200 a year.

Quastion put and. passed.

COTURIS - OF  PETTY  SESSIONS.

The SECRETARY TFOR . PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION moved that £35,703 be granted
for ¢ Courts of Petty Sessions.’” There was
atl inerease in.the voto of £705, there being
an  inereass in salaries of .£830, and a de-
¢rease’ in' connection  with contingencies of
£125. The incres took place from: June,
and were absolutely necessary. on. account
of the death of Mr. Thomas Mowbray, third
police magistrate at Brisbane, the retirement
from the service of the police magistrate atb
Charleville, the  retirement of “the police
magistrate of Cairns, and the: appointment
of a police magistrate at Cunnamulla. - The
retirement of those” officers and others pass-
ing out through death had necessitated a
readjustment and- various promotions.

Hon. J. W. Blaw.]
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At thirty-ive minutes past 7 o’clock,

The CHAIRMAN said: Under Standing
“Order No. 11, I call upon the hon. member
for Bremer, Mr. Cribb, to relieve me in the
~chair,

Mr. CriBB thereupon took- the chair.

Mr. HAMILTON said he was under the
impression that a court of petty sessions was
going to be established at the Duchess, but
there scemed to be no provision for it in
the Estimates.

The SECBLTARY TOR - Pusric INSTRUCTION :
It is to be established. If the hon. member
will look at the bottom of the page—is—he
will see ¢“ and- any other place where nsces-
sary, £1,800.”

Mr. HAMILTON : He was told by the de-
partment that as soon as ever the new police
station was finished a court of petty sessious
would be established at the Duchess. He
had been given to understand that the build-
ing- had been comnpleted for some time, and,
if so, it was up to the department to estab
lish a e¢ourt there at the earlisst possible
moment, as at the present time it was neeogs-
sary to go 80 miles to Cloncurry. It would
save a great deal of expense and inrconveni-
ence if a court was established at that place.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic INsrRUCTION:
I am agsured that a court will be established
there.

My, HAMILTON: The Commit
been told that there were no inc
that Department, and xct he noticed  that

the police magistrate at Barcaldine ~was
getting an increase of £50. Was that an

increase  granted by - Executive - minute . or
was it a transfer of an officer?

The SECRETARY FOR. PUBLIC INSTHULTION :
It is a transfer.

Mr. FIHELLY said a circular had been
sent ous by the Department of Justice asking
police magistrates to inflict heavier sentences
on those convicted of pilfering, and the Secre-
tary for Public Instruction should have some-
thing to say on the matter. © It seemed #0
him- an extraordinary thing that 2 man who
stole a pot of gresse worth 6d. should get
the savage sentence of six months without
the option—a man who produced testimonials
with regard to his character, going back for
thirty odd years, showing that he was a
most respectable citizen, and vet he got that
savage sentenes for stealing a pot of grease.
The Chamber of Commerce evidently ap-
proached the Minister, and, at their insti-
gation. the circular was sent. It was a most
improper thing that the Justice Department
could instruct the police magistretes in that
respect, especially at the instigation -of an
association like the Chamber of Commerce.
If thex were going to have magistrates
directed by the Minister or by the office, he
did not know where it would end.” e asked
the question tha other day about a man who
stole 6s. 6d. worth of white lead and he
got something like six months’ hard labour
without the option of a fine. The Depart-
ment were cndeavouring to make criminals
of comparatively innocent men, while other
men who - adulterated milk and poisoned
babies were fined a few pounds. In reply to
his question, the Premier, for the Attorney-
General. stated that the heavy sentences were
inflicted . with the inteniion of putting down
pilfering. If that was so, it was time they
tried hanging drunkards in order to stop
drunkenness,  If the DMinister thought that
“heavy sentences were going to act as a pre-
<entive, he might as we!l adopt that prin-
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ciple straight away. A few years ago big
firms were continually guilty of cheating the
Customs, but the Department of Justice did
not then suggest that heavy penalties should
be inflicted upon the merchants who were
guilty of that offence. Apparently, there were
two sorts of law-—justice for the rich man
and law for the poor man. The poor man
was sentenced to hard lahour without the
option;  the rich man who cheated the
Clustoms all the vear round, or the chemist
who went on selling kercsene oil as a patent
purgative, was let off with a fine. fl‘hore
should be some attempt at uniformity in the
matter. - On 3rd Novembsr he asked the Pre-
mier the following questions:—

1., Has it been brought under his
notice that Mr. Eglinton, P.M., sentenced
a man to three months’ hard labour,
without the option of a fine, for stealing
one keg of lead valued at 6s. &d.?

9 Has it been brought under his
notice that Mr. Eglinton, P.M., com-
mitted a man to the higher’ court for
stealing a case. of herrings -valued
£1 13s.14 ?

3. Is he aware that the reason given
for thess sentences is that pilfering is
becoming more  frequent?”

The Premier’s answers were—

“1. Yes.

“ 2. Yes.

“3. Mr. Eglinton, the police magis-
trate, reports that pilfering from wharves
and ships has increased to such an extent
that he is satisfied the only punishment
that - will act as a deterrent is imprison-
ment; that he has in previous cases ex-
tended the provisions relating to first
offer:ders, and in other cases flines have
been inflicted, without any good result;
and that he is informed that in one case
a fine of £20 was subscribed’ within
twenty-four hours by sympathisers.”’

What hkad the fact that the money was sub-
seribed to do with the meting out of justice?
Tf the merchants of DBrisbane had subscribed
to pay the fine inflicted on the firm of Robert
Reid and Company, who cheated the Customs
several years ago, it would not have had any
effcet upon the police magistrate. Offenders
should be dealt with entirely on their merits.
In Brisbane there was altogether too much of
police magistrates being partially instructed
by the Departinent of Justice. It was also
well known that a police magistrate would
see the prosecuting attorney, or the prose-
cuting clerk, immedintely after he left the
bench, and frequently was seen holding whis-
pered conversations with him. There was one
case in which a voung fellow was sentenced
to six months’ hard labour on a charge of
assaulting a girl. Had the case been in-
quired into, it would have been found that
he was guilty of nothing but drunkenness and
aceidental assault. He certainly should have
been punizhed sevorely, because it was an
inexcusable thing, but the punishment did
not meet the offence at all. He asked some
more questiong on the 3rd November—

“4, Has it been brought under his
notice that a milkman was yesterday fined
£10 or, as an alternative, sentenced to one
month’s imprisonment, for adulterating
milk and thus helping to poison: babies
and cheat milk buyers?

5, Is this offence a frequent one?

“6, Does it require - more - condign
punishment than pilfering? ”
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The answers he got from the Premicr were—

“ 4. Yos,

“5. Mr. Pears, the police magistrate,
reperts that there have not been many
prosecutions fer adulteration  of milk
zince he has held that position at South
Brisbane.

“6. That.is a matter for the tribunal,
and depends on the circumstances of the
case and the previous characier of the
offender.”?

A man with thirty years’ unimpeachable
character got six months for stea'ing a pot
of grease, because of influence brought to
bear by the Department of Justice, who were
influenced by the owners of property. Ap-
parently they werc prepuared to hand out the
most severe sentences for crimes agaiust
proper whereas offeaces againsit the per-
son w lot off with a mere paltry fine—a
fine that anyone a% all could pay. If the
principle was going to -be adopted, when
certzin crimes. were rife, that the punish-
ment must be severe, they might as well
reintraduce capital punishment for - all sorts
of erime. Fifty or sixty yesrs ago capital
punishment was imposed in the old country
for nearly all crimes against property, and
they might as well revert to that system if
irresponsible magistrates were going to deal
out sentences under instructions from the
Department -of Justice acting upen’ instruc-
tions frem commercial people:

Mr. THEODORE: It was grossly 1m-
propet for: the Department of Justice to
circularise magistrater, as had been done in
the case alluded to by the hon. member for
Paddington. The next thing would be that
they would finnd the department issuing circu-
strates instructing thom to im-

pose severe  sentences  upon  unionists for
offences that they might be alleged to have
committed. He did not wharf

suppose
labourers were any inore dishonest than any
other class in the community. Because a fow
might have been guilty of pilfering, that
was 1o reason why a - stigma should be
cast upen the whole body. The man to
whom the hon. membor alluded was certi-
fied to have been of irreproachable charsc-
ter for upwards of thirty years, but the
magistrate did not take that into acrount,
but, acting on the circular of the Depari-
ment of Justice and the representations of
the Chamber of Commerce, he sentenced him
to six months without the option. That sort
of sontence could not be defended. If the
intention was to make an example, they
might go to tho extent of hanging a few
wharf labourers by the neck until they were
dead, to deter others from stealing pots of
greass, e had very little confidence in some
of the police magistrates. They scemed to
develop jaundiced and lop-sided views with
regard to certain offenders who came before
them. ' This was a remark made by one police
magistrate in  Brisbane on- 9th - September
last—

“ T think it is a great pity that there
are 0 many peoble brought up here for
drankennes, - Two weeks hence they
will he erving out that they cannot get
sufficient work.”

Most of the offenders could afford:to forfeit
their bail, so that apparently thov did not
balong to. the unemploved class. Just about
that time an unemploved deputation waite:d
on the Premier, asking him to start some rail-
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ways and-other public works, and this police.
magistrate evidently thought he might help
the Government along by condemning all
the unemployed and saying they were all
getting drunk, and that in a couple of
weeks they would be crying out that they
could not get work., IKveryone knew that
there was more drunkenness among the
shabby gentility of the upper and middle-
classes than there was among working men.
There was very little drunkenness in Bris-
bane amongst the working men. He thought
the working men were a remarkably tem-
perate body of pewy The magistrates.
#liould curb their tongues a littler more.
they wanted to express their views on unem-
ployment, they should resign their positions
as magistrates and tale up some other public
position. where they would be more com-
petent to criticise. He did not want to give
the name of the magistrate, but it was the
gentleman who presided at the sittings of
the court on the 9th of September, and his
remarks were published and commented on
in a sublesder in the “ Ohserver ” of 10th
September.  The Minister might take the
matter in hand, and see the wisdom of
dropping & hint to the magistrates that
they would be hetter empioyed in. giving
strict attention to the cases that came before
them, without expressing themselves ~on
puliic matters of that sort.

Mr. BOWMAN: He had noticed the cir:
cular issued by the Chamber: of Cemmeree,
and-he happened to kuow the man who was
sent to gaol for six months. He was a
wharf labourer, and b= lived in the Windzor
olectorate. After the man was sentenced, the
hon. niember for Wind:or and himself waited
on the Home Reereiary to see if the man’s
sentestce could not be lessened. It just hap-
ed that the Iome Sceretary had returned
frem a trip to the Neorth, and while on his
trip he had the expericace of losing his bag
and a pair of spectacles, and he would not
Budge in the matter of lessening the man’s

. He did not kuow whether that
y reason or not. e (Mr. Bowman)
not there to justify thieving on the
whsrves., in fast, he was sure that no hon:
mumber wanted to sce that carried on; but
t it unwise to disceiminafe b
one. class of eriminal and another. ere
was no doubt that a direct set had been
made against the wharf labourers. It had
bean said that there had been a good deal
of pilfeiing on the wharves. He had known
this man for a number of vears, and he
Lore an excellent character. Ide denied hav-
ing taken the tin of lexd, worth about 6z 6d.,
but he was sentenced to imprisonment for
six months without the opticn of a fine. That
was . sltogether too strong for a first offence,
The -Home Secretary felt that there hed
t20 much pilfering going on on ths

s, and he wanted #n example made to
others. He quite agreed with the remarks
of the hon. member for Paddington and the
hon. miember for Chillagoe abecut the in-
structions issued by the Justice Department.
It was a disgrase that any instructions should
be sent  from the Justice - Department
backed up by the Chamber of (lommerce.
The commercial men might have wffered by
the pilfering—and he was sorry to see any
man suifer from that cause—but it would
have bgsn more reasonable if a fine had been
impesed. What was the First Offenders’
Prcbation Act for?  This man had never
been - before the ccurt: before, and he had
a- respectable. wife: and: family, and yet he

: Mr. Bowman.]
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was imprisoned. for six months. ‘It was teo
severe. - He hoped “the Minister would - use
his influence with the Attorney-General, and
have'the instructions withdrawn. "If a man
did wrong  he should be' punished, but the
punishment -should be  commensurate  with
‘the’ offence committed.  He knew that the
hon.  member  for  Windsor condemned - the
practice of - issuing. the  gircular just  as
strongly as he did himself.  When the magis-
trates dole out punishment az they did in this
case, it was overstepping- the bounds of jus-
tice altogether.

Mr. BOUCHARD " (Brisbune - South) was
glad- to “hear the hon, member for Forti-
tude-Valley say he was no apolegizt for pil-
fering. It was mnotorious that throughout
the metropolitan area there had been a tre-
mendous amount of pilfering going on, and
it was only- right, in the interests of the
public, - that the  pecple : guilty " of - these
offences: should be taught' a  lesson. Fines
had been inflicted, but they had not had: the
desired . effect.: The hon. member for Forti-
tude Valley was not'. correct” when he said
‘that' a set had been made against -the whari-
lumpers. It must be within the' recollection
of hon. members that shoplifting was' rife in
Brishane, and although fines- were inflicted
they - did' not - have the desired effect; but
since - imprisonment had been' inflicted the
offence - had ' not been ropeated.” - When
offences’ were so persistent, it’ was necosst
to'have some drastic: punishment to act as a
deterrent.. If it was not desirable to inflict
irﬁprisonment, why Ingert it -in-the- Act at
all?

Mr. FigrrLy:- Do you justify the: cireular
sent. out: by the" Justice Department?

Mr: BOCCHARD : - He ncver gaw .the cir-
cular. It was  unnecessary to sond cut 2
circular, because- the resolution passed by the
Chamber of Commerca was: made public; and
was probably read by the magistrates.”” He
did not think the Justice Department should
dictate to-the magistrates what they. should
do .in these matters, and he: did not think
the metropolitan magistrates were going to
beo dictated to by the Justice Dspartment.
. - Hedid not' think they would be

[8 p.m.]" governed by any circular, but

that . ther  would | exercisze  their
own . discretion. It had come to his kacw-
ledge that another. circular had been' irzsued,
and he was sure it had not urisen. from the
person  to whom it had reference.. It" had
reference to the Under: Secretary: of the de-
partment, who-was a: gentlem:an for whom
he had the greatest respect, and who,. doubt:
less, commanded-the respect of all hon. mem-
bers.” It had been reported to him that it
was intended to:make a’ presentation to that
gentleman.

Mr. Fraenry s We have had sll this before.

Mr. BOUCHARD: Then he would not
pursue the matter further.

Mr. WINSTANLEY said it would be in-
teresting to hear the'reason for the increases
n.one or: two cases which the Minister said
he would ‘be able to satisfactorily explain.
It would" also be interesting to hear  why
and how  certain transfers took place. It
szemed to him that while thers was a feel:
ing i some quarters that the police magis:
trates. did not mete out justice, there was
also’ a- feeling' amongst police magistrates
themselves that they did not get justice, and
in‘some . cases there was an idea abroad that
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some police magistrates were pets of - the
department  and~ got speeial trcatment to
which' they were not: entitled. It would’ be
interesting’ to know if there was any method
by which police magistrates were transferred
from onc place to another, or whether police
magistrates appointed to North' Queenslund
towns were to be kept: there for ever, or
could get transferred to some congenial place
in the south.- There was a feeling that there
was a lack of justice in these appointments
and transfers. ' He knew some who had been
in’ the service a”long time,” and seemed to
spend . practically the whole of their official
career . in - thesc ' isolated,  out-of-the-way
North-western towns.” It was mnot fair to
them or. to their families. It seemed  to
him that one man should not have the op-
portunity. of getting - the best positions. all
the time without any regard to. seniority or
abilite.

The  SECRETARY" FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION' pointed’ out, in reply to' the
hon. member for Queenton, that what guided
the department in making promotions: was,
first of all;” merit,” and " secondly, seniority,
and that every effort was used to see that
no injustice -was suffered by~ any individual
entitled” to promotion. - ‘There were a great
many men’ in. the department, and- they
gradually came on, some more rapidly than
others: fome showed ability for magisterial
work, while others had greater: gifts for ad-
ministrative work, and hence it was the de-
partment’s. duty—and it wag not always an
enviable one—to strive to pick out’ the one
most suited to -the' particular: position.  If
the hon. member had: anybods in his ' mind
particularly, he would be glad if he would
come across later on and give him the name
—he’ did not want it given publicly—and
ingquiries” would be- made. " The  hon.  mem-
for' Paddington had alrcady raised the
point: referred:to br the: hon. member- for
Scuth DBrisbane, and ke had  already told
the” Committee that that circular had been
issued not with the knowledge of the Under
Secretary, but with the view of celebrating
his jubiles. " Whether ' that- jubilee’ would
come off now he could 'not'say.  With regard
to the other matfer, a general circular was
issusd, but it did not seck to direct the
magistrates to exercise jurisdiction in a par-
ticular-way, nor did it seek to eompel them
50 to do. Tt was sent.out by the Under Secre-
tary as- a result of the deputation which
walted upon- the  Attorney-General, : calling
the attention of the mayistrates to the matter.

My, THEODORE: By :direction of the As-
torney-General?

The SECRETARY FOR  PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: He presumed so. The ques-
tion arose with regard to this circular, first of
all,-whether it was right to issue it from a
legal point of view, and, secondly, whether it
was a proper -action {0 take. " With regard
to. the first point, he might point out that
it was an- ordinary " occurrence in Great
Britain. e had- here a pamphlet headed
“TFor Official Use. " Circulars and Statutory
Rules issued from the Flome Office to- Jus-
and’ Justices’ Clerks,  1883-1913,”  in
which ' was' the following circular :—

“10th January, 1912,
¢ Sir,—I am- directed by the Secrétary
of State to' say that, in consequence of
representations’ recently * received - from
local -~ authorities’ charged ' with the  en-
forcement. of the provisions of the above
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Acts; he thinks it right to draw attention
“to the Home Office cireular of the 2ith
July, 1902, Later figures obtained. by the
Local Government Boardin connection
with' this’ subject demonstrate the large
proportion: of cases still occurring undel
these - Acts- in: which penalties  are im-
I d of such a amall amount as to sug-
gt that the offence is regarded as bemg
of an- altogether: trivial character. The
Secretary of State will thevefore be glad
if vou will bring the’ circular to the
notice of your justices with a view to
securing. - careful: consideration of the
adequacy of the penalties which they
may decide to-impose in cases under the
Sale. of Food and Drugs Acts.”’
There were any amount- of others to. which
he could refer. It was an ordinary thing
for the Secretary of State in- Great Britain
to draw: the attention of the' magistrates to
the fact that where the imposition of -what
were regarded as trivial penalties were lead-
ing  others to commit' offences, they should
take' this fact into  consideration in'future.
Coming to:the particular guestion raised by
the' hon.” member for Paddington and  the
‘hon: member for Chillagoe, he wished to cor-
rect one mistake.  The man  did not get six
months’ impr ment; he got three months.
Mr. FiueLry ;- It -was for:stealing. a pot of
grease that a man got -six months.

The: SECRETARY. FOR  PUBLIC IN-

BTRUCTION: All"he could say- was: that
from - his -knowledge " of " magistrates, ~they
were men who strove to do'their” duty, and

he did not think: that any magistrate would
consciously allow prejudice to operate.  He
would be sorry to think that there were any
men in judicial positions who did- that.  His
experience. was that evencounsel who' were
defending a man and. who might believe him
to bg innocent, often came to the concluslon,
after (;Qnalderatlon, that- the punishment in-
flicted was.one which-was: calculated to meet
the offence. The hon. member for Padding-
ton’ said- there was  disecrimination between
offences against property and offences against
the person, but he quoted a case which rather
destroyed his' argument.  Of course he {35
Blair). did not know what the particulars or
merits of the case were.

Mr. FraeLLy: My complaint was that the
police’ magistrate’ did' not take evidence.

The SECRETARY  FOR 'PUBLIC IN.
STRUCTION : " Then the man must have
pleaded  guilty, otherwise  the magistrate
must have taken: evidence. If the offence
was an aggravated “one, two months’ im-
prisonment was not too much for an assault.
With regard-to the offence of stealing a keg
of lead, valued at 6s.-3d., he could not say,
snd he was not going to surmlso whether the
nenalty imposed was a proper penalty.: All
hie” could say was that the case was tried by
a man.who had had many years’ experience,
and who was leoked upon by the department
as'a man of ability with a level head. The
hon. member for Paddingten suggested that
prosecuting counsel consulted with the police
rate with regard to the penalty.

My, FiHELLY : 'No; a clerk from the Justice
Department,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : If a clerk did that, he would
be - doing - an . absolutely = improper thing.
{Hear, hear!) A magistrate must decide a
case on the evidence before him, without any
influence from anyone, and any’ magistrate
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who did' a thing of that kind—he would be
very sorry to think that a magistrate would—
would- be acting extra: judicially, ~and . that
would probably be.~a’ ground of- appeal
Clerks or counsel had no right to consult with
the police mnagistrate in any way with regard
to the possible demsmn of a case. That wag
his view ;- it was also the view of the depart-
ment; and he was sure it-was a view in
which  the Attorney-General  concurred.

Mr, FmgrLLy: It was on'  an American
decision.

The ' SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC  IN-
STRUCTION :If it was a decision of the
Supreme.: Court of the Unitad States, he
knew of no better law.  He" did not thmk,
and never did, that severe penalties for first
offences were of any utility.  In the majority
of cases he would not send. a per«on to prison
for a first offence—(hear, hear!)—but having
said that much, he ought also to say that one
had to consxde1 the facts of a particular case,
and that, unless one had the facts before one,
it was almost impossible to-give' an opinion
of value.

Mz, THLODORL The case he was refer-
ring to was-that a man working on' the
wharves at South Brisbane, who was charged
with. stealing one pot of grease. - He quitc
agreed with the Minister that no man who
was not obviously a hardened criminal should
be sent’ to. gaol for'a -first offence.” In the
case - he  mentioned, the man’ had an' abso-
lutely clean record for thirty years, and his
(¥Mr. Theodore’s) honest opinion’ was that the
magistrate” did not deal” fairly - with  him.
On the same day, in the same: court, another
individual was cha,rged with :«atealing a’ sot
of billierd: balls;” valued-at- £3, and he was
fined £2 and given a month in which to pay
the fine:;. In another case which came before
the same court, an' ex-magistrate, who had
100 charges aguinst him “in the - police
record, ‘was charged with -obtaining ' money
under false pretences.- This' man pretended
that he was a collector for the hospital, got
subsoriptions: and spent the money; he was
fined £2 and given time to pay. The course
suggested in the circular jssued by the depart-
ment was not followed’ in that case; and it
seemed to him that discrimination was shown
in- the” mstter.” The ' magistrate’ must have
come to the conclusion that he was one con-
cerned- in systematic pilfering; but accordmg
to the evidénce he was not concerned in any
such system. Apparently it was his first at-
tempt, and unsuccessful, in getting away with
stuff from the wharf, and it was only a miser-
able pot of grease; which, however, got him
six months.” He had a good deal of sympathy
for that man and his family. - He thought the
magistrates” should  act with more wisdom
and discretion. ~Within two or three days he
showed that" large  diserimination befween
the cases of two. persons guilty of apparently
equal " offences. How could' a- magistrate
justify’ dealings of that sort? He did not
think” he could: and he did not think that
the Chamber of Oommelce, who alleged these
things “about ' pilfering, . could Just1fv their

.gations, They knew that pilfering did
take place, but nothing to the extent . that
the chamber made out..” In comparison with
the hundreds  of thousands and millions of
pounds’ worth  of goods. that were handled,
the amount lost through pilfering’ amounted
to: less than nought point blank nothing per
cent.; -and--to. make out : that- the wharf
labourers - were taking - away - a' - valuable
portion of them was simply misrepresenting

the  case.
Mr. Theodore.]
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Mr. BOWMAXN: He wuas very glad to
hear the Minister say that he believed in

leniency for ﬁbt oﬂender He only wished
that' some cf the magisirates would catch
some of the hon. member's feeling in regard
to the matter. The mother of a boy came
to him last week and told him that her son,
between  fifteen and sixteen years of age,
who was caught taking an umbrella from
McWhirter's, had been sent to Riverview for
three years. She told him that he spent
from 1‘11(l«lv or Saturday until the Monday
on which he was tried, in the lockup, with
those who were accustomed to be taken there.
He was emploved by & rveputable firm in
Brisbane, and bore an \\oollcxt char
and this was his first offeres, He did not
justify the lad taking the umbrella, but he
thought that a chance should bs given in a
case like that. At any rate, three ycars was
a monstrous senternce.

The SECRETARY
There must. be
that.

FOR Prenie INsTRUCTION:
~0‘n(fnlng more 1‘1 lt tnlll

. BOWMAN : e was giving the Minis-

t 1o oxact statement as it was given to
him by thu b(w s mother, The hon. member

for Buranda and he went to the State Chil-
dren’s Department to see if thew could not
get bim outy

The ' SE:RETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRULTION :
I hope the hon. member will' give me his
name privately.

Mr., BOWAMAN
the Iouse rose.

e would do. so before

My, FIHELLY : The Minister was curious
1 ard to a case he quoted of & young
who ' got #ix montns for assault, It
might brirrg it to his mind if he said that,
in the first instance, the magistrate refused
him legal assistance—an unprecedented thing.
Of course, he had to change his mind.  He
did net know either party concerned, but as
certain’ representations were made to him he
took the trouble to go out and sce the girl.
She told him that she woald be satisfied if the
boy bought her a new haes for 7s. 6d. or 8s.
But the magistrate, after mo1ah=1ng for an
hour and plaguing the pressman and those
who frequented that part of the court, inflicted
a savage sentence of six months, fo thow that
he was justified in his moralising. The boy
had an undoubted character. He was drunk,
and certainly should have been severely pun-
ished, but six months with hard 1abou1 was
quite  disproperiionate to the ecrime. Com-
ing back te pilfering, he also was glad to
hear that the Minister bolieved in leniency
to first offenderz - It might be worth point-
ing out that the hlppmg companies who
complained of this pi7f61111w were themselves
actually pilfering away from the publicvery
valusble foreshores. So - the shipping com-
had a good set-off.” Ie thought that

g nariment were wise inadopting” the
practice (; plomotmg to the position of
police magistrate smart youug clerks of petty
sessions, but the good men were sent out
into the country, 'md only brought to a busy
centre like Brisbane when thov were jaded
and usel Then, it was doubtful whether
the Justice Department were wise in intro-
ducing® law from various American States
and quoting it here to put magistrates in a
hole. He knew that Sir Samuel Griffith had a
weakness for American law, but our own
judges had not: . To illustrate the principle on

[#2. Bowman.
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which that law proceeded sometimes, he might
quote - the instance of a well- known State

judge, who asked a prisoner what age he
was, and on- being told, “Thirty-ﬁve,"’ re-
plied, ““Well, vou will- be forty.when you

come out.”  {Liaughter.) They were told that
the doctrine of to-day was that, if a person
was promoted to a position, it carried the
higher salary with 1t. He contended that
that applied only when they eame to the
highly paid officials, and he nctived that the
clerk of petty sessions at B11 bane, whose pre-
decessor got £330, was omv getting £300;
that -the police magistrate at Blackall was

getting onlv r¢,550. whereas his
[8.30 p.m.] predecessor got £400; and the

poh(o magistrate  at Charleville
got B30, although hix predecosser’ got £450.
If the principle was going to be adopted
that the pozition carried tho salary, then it
should prevail throughout the service and
not be restricted to a few favoured people
who had the ear of the 2linisters. It was
an unforttr 1te thing that that uld oceur,
1 he hoped the Minister; as rogardsl the
Department of Education, would see tha
the position: ¢arried the salary in all ca
end  not  be restricted -to an iscleted case
here and there:

Mr. KIRWAN (Brisbance) called attention
to the desirability of desling with the ques-
ticn of the appointment of a stipendiary
magistrate for Brisbane. It was geuerally
vesognised througliout the legal plOfO.:;lOl’I
that it was highly desirable, in o city like
Brisbane, where some- very Important cases
were' heard,  that the magistrate  on the
bernch should be a man who had proper
training. . At* present, it was the custom
to give the position to the senior mag te,
irrespective of whether he was quauhed for-
the position or not. He did not wish it to
be inferred that he was in any way reflecting
on the gentleman who at present owuplod
the position. The late Xr. Ranung Wwas an
exceptionally able man and, it was admitted
by all, a very just man; and it was under:
stocd, when his unfortunate death occurred,
that the Government would have introduced
the new svstem. Ie (Mr. Kirwan) trusted,
n the opportunity again occurred, that the
Minister in charge of the department would
aive the matter very serious consideration.
He was not there to say anything in defence
of the offence of pilfering.  Unfortunately,
it was of frequent occurrence, but, ne\euhe-
less, the sentences inflicted 1<>"ent1v were alto-

gether out of proportion to the offence. He
1‘ememb~?red the time when the Federal
Government was pilfered of thousands of
pounds through the Customs, and when they
had a Minister strong enough to take action
ngainst  those gentlemen, what did the
Chamber of Commerce do? Did they stand
by the Minister 2 Not-only the Chamber of
Commerce, but the Press of Brisbane,
denounced the late Hon. Charles Kingston
for being courageous enough to place men
of undoubted commercial position in the
dock and let them stand their trial, the same
as the wharf lumpers. = If they were going
to administer the law, let it be the same all
round, whether a man stole a pot of grease
or defrauded the Customs revenue of thou-
sands a vear. The man who pilfered from
the Customs was a bigger- scoundrel than
the man who stole a pot of grease from. the
wharf.

Question put.and passed.
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CROWXN SOLICITOR (BRISBANE).

The SECRETARY 'FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION moved that £3,002 be granted
for ¢ Crown Solicitor  (Brisbane).” There
was very little change in this department,

" except  that Mr. Webb  was appointed in
place of Mr. Harrington, who had resigned:
The associate ‘to Mr. Justice Shand (Mr.
Henchman) was also appointed to cope with
the work, and-an additional typist at £80 a
year, as well as a cadet clerk at £60.

Question put and. passed.

CROWXN - SOLICITOR  (TOWXNSVILLE).

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION moved ‘that £400 be granted
for - * Crown Solicitor (Townsville).” The
vote was- £15-less than the amount voted
last year, there being. a reduction of that
amount in the vote for postage, telegrams,
railway fares, printing, stationery, and inci-
dentals.

Question put and passed.

DISTRICT COURTS.

The SECRETARY IFOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION moved that £6,930 be granted
for - District ~ Courts.”.. This - vote  -was
exactly the same -as that of last vear.

Mr. RYAN - asked whether it was the
intention of the Government to continue the
practice, which had been in vogue for some
time, of appointing District Court judges to
the position -of acting Supreme - Court
judges?  He had no doubt that those
appointments were made on the ground that
the judges were thoroughly competent to
fulfil -the duties’ which they had to discharge
in' the Supreme Court; and if that was so,
why was 1t that the mmea&ed remuncration
was not paid?  He thought acting Suprcme
Court judges were not desirable, and he
understood that some of the District: Court
judges who were appointed to the Supremec
Court had very onerous duties, which they
performed very efficiently, and he would
liko to know why the Crown left them as
acting Supreme Court judges on the salary
of  District Court judges?  The point re-
quired - looking ~into - in . one  direction or
another.

Mr. BOUCHARD said there was some-
thing in the contention of the hon. member
for Barcou. Ile knew of no other instance
where a person: was dnpomted to act in -a
higher (upacxty without gettmg some  in-
crease in salary.  Take, for instance, the
House itself. If the &apeakm was . absent and
the  Chairman of Committecs was - appointed

Acting  Speaker, he rcecived an inercosed
salary.
Hon. W. D. ARMSTROXG : No.

Mr. BOUCITARD: At any rate, it was
the case in the other House. If a District
Court ]udqe was appointed actmg Supreme
Court judge, he should certainly get some
extra remuneration.  He wou'd also point
out that there had been an acting District
Court judge for nearly twelve months. Why
not - make an - appointment straight .out?
That was the proper thing to do.’ He did
not . think " those positions should' be kept
vacant.

19146
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The  SECRETARY FOR 'PUBLIC . IN-
STRUCTION : The rule laid down when
the last two appointments were made to the
District’ (Jourt bench was that, should occa-
sion arise that Supreme Court work was to
be done, the judges would do it without
extra remnuneration  save -additional ftravel-
ling expenses,. “The reason why there had
been 'an - acting District Court judge : for
twelve months was because. of the unfortu-
nate illness  of Mr. Justice Shand.” Mr.
District Court Judge Jameson was appointed
to-act: in-his place, and Mr.  Dickson, - the
Crown Prosecutor, was appointed to take
Judge Jameson’s’ place.

My, THEODORE: Evidently, it was not
the - intention of the Government to go on
with the District Courts Bill. - That Bill had
been passed unanimously by the other House,
where it had been passed once before. The
Bill ‘proposed a -very important retorm,
which would -have the effect of rendering
law -less costly to litigants, whilst proceed-
ings would be quite as expeditious as' at
present, and the District Court would “be
able to deal with cases which it was not now
competent to deal with. The Biil was re-
ferred to a Sclect Committee, which took a
lot of evidence. The lay member- and the
learned counsel who were members of the
committee approved -of the Bill, but the
other members did not favour the measure.
They were  lawyers, and possibly interested
in ‘the preposed reform.

Mr. BOUCHARD rose to a point of order
Was the hon. msmber in order in saying
that certain members of the-Seleet Commit-
tee were opposed to the Bill because, being
members of the legal profession,. they were
interested parties?

The ACTING CIHIIATRMAN:
think there is any point of order.
ter.)

Mr. THEODORE: The learned counsel
and the lay member of the committee were
in favour of the proposad’ reform - but the
solicitors: were -against it.

I do not
(Laugh-

Mr. Worians: How many learned counsel
were in favour of it?7. The onc sitting near
you was notb.

Mr. THEODORE: The Bill proposed to
enable the litigating public to get their cases
dealt " with .more expedltlously and more
cheaply, and plobabl& with just as much
comumon- sense as in the Supreme. Court.
The  reform was therefore one- that should
have had ‘an’ opportunity of being passed
into law. It was most unfortunate that the.
Government appeared to have dropped. the
Bill—probably at the instance of members of
the legal profession. . The chairman of -the
Select - Committee * was strongly opposed: to
it.” He regretted that the (fovernment - had
seen’ fit to throw it overboard, especially as
they had gone on with that abortion, ' the
Ilections - Acts: Amendment  Bill,  whiche
nobody- wanted - except - the Liberal party.
Possibly next session the Bill would be re-
introduced by a Labour Government; but
if the electors- should, unfortunately, rcturn
the Liberal party again to power, perhapsA
ch)heT would then place the Bill on the statute-

00k.

Mr. WILLIAMS did not know. whether:
the hon.: member for Chillagoe was in order
in discussing that matter, but he would like

MroWilleams.]
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to’ say that the reason why. three members
of the Select Committee did not - approve: of
the Bill in its present form was because they
considered it - would be injurious to: the pub-
lic'and good:' for the lawyers. - (Laughter.)
That was a conclusion based on the evidence
submitted by gentlemén who knew what the
Bill' would mean.” " An  independent person
like “Mr.  Justice Lukin  pointed out-in his
report ‘that the Bill :in  its  present form
would be injurious to" the public in' every
possible ‘way. The members of the Select
Committee who. were opposed to' the preseu
Bill were quite prepared to bring in a rea-
sonable  Bill, ‘but- they : could not ' possibly
support one that would be injurious.tothe
public.

M?r. THEODORE:  What did. Judge Jameson
say?

Mr. WILLIAMS: He said very  little
about it, and Judge Macnaughton gave no
opinion..at-all. So far from the learned
counsel - who - were members of the Select
Committee: and the lay members being in
favour ' of “the Bill," one. counsel “and' one
layman signed a minority report in- favour
of .the "Bill, but the other learned counsel
did- not" sign either report. He hoped . the
Bill would still  come before the House and
let” hon. -members say’ whether they would
pass. it or. not.

Mr. FIHELLY thought, in common' with
the' hon. member" for” Chillagoe. : that " this
Government- did not believe in" law :reform.
The Districts Courts  Bill -had been passed
twice by another place.: On the second ocea-
sion that it came before the Assembly it was
referred to a’Select Committee of lawyers.
When the Farm Produce Bill was passed last
year, 1t was not referred to-a - Select’ Com-
mittee  of "produce -agents, and when they
passed the Pure Seeds Bill they did not
refer it to a’ Sclect Committee of seed mer-
chants. - He was’ not complaining about - the
Bili' being - referred  to ‘lawyers, but the: Go-
vernment’ did not want law reform, or else
they. would have referred the Bill to laymen.
All" law reform came  from laymen.  The
lawyers on- that. committee were  against the
Bill for various reasons.” - They  included
the hon. members for Toowong, South Bris:
bane, -and- Charters Towers, -and. the hon
member for Charters Towers gave a novel
reason’ as-to- why he opposed: it. " It was
& very unusual reason for a lawyer to' give.
The measure " was badly - wanted ' by people
outside; because they had to pay exorbitant
fees to settle an ordinary commercial dispute.
The'- Government * wanted - to” pile” up- costs.
They wanted big fees, big briefs, and: big
refreshers. ' He would' like' the: Minister to
explain” why the Bill" had not"been. passed?
It must have cost hundreds of pounds already
for printing. - They had a Commercial Causes
Act which was'a good Act, and it was a pity
%l?lt they did not: have this Districts- Courfs

il

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION:" He was sorry that the time
had become too restricted to deal  with the
District - Courts Bill in :Committee. It was
referred by: the House to a Select Committee.

Mr. Fiueiry : - Why * did” you - pick lawyers
on that committee ? :

The: SECRETARY  FOR - PUBLIC . IN:
STRUCTION : It -was. picked by the Chair-

man.

Mr. FIHELLY :* With the Government’s con-
sent?

[Mr. Williams.
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The - SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : The  Government consented
toits. being referred to a Select Committee
but’ it was. open for any member of the
House to get up. and object to that refer-
ence, but-no one-did- object to it.. There-
fore, the responsibility for:the reference to
appointment of the committee rested with the
House ‘and not with any individual member.
He was on that committee, and the hon.
member for Chillagoe agreed with his report.
The whole matter was carefully discussed,
and he suggested. certain amendments. - He
was quite satisfied that if those amendments
were incorporated, it-would be a good Bill:
However, time: would ".not - permit of - its
being brought in-now. He would like: to
see an amendment of the law brought in
as a result of the discussion on the Bill. In
an amending  Bill - they  could arrange for
stipendiary magistrates being appointed, and
no -District Court at all. The present  Dis-
trict Court judges could be shifted on to-the
Supreme Court. and they would all go on
circuit.” Appeal - courts could be simplified
and law cheapened. - That was his idea of
the simplification of legal procedure. (Hear,
hear!) He hoped before many years to see it
in force, no matter which party brought it in.

Question- put and -passed.

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES.

The SECRETARY FOR  PUBLIC  IN-
STRUCTION moved that £1,490 be granted
for “ Friendly Societies.”” ' There was an in-
crease of £25 over the vote of last year.

Mr. -THEODORE ' asked if ‘the  Govern-
ment had any intention of following out the
recommendations of the Registrar of Friendly
Societies by introducing an amending Trade
Unions Act? - He had repeatedly asked' the
Government to' make ‘this  necessary  amend-
ment of the trade unions law'to protect the
trade unions of Queensland. * At present: the
trade unions were open to attack by unscrupu-
Jous individuals and cmployers, for no' other
reason - than that they were:” opposed - to
unionism. At present the unions were run-
ning the risk of being destroyed,: and: they
were not ' protected by any. law ' in: Queens-
land. " There were numbers of. unions in
Queensland which: wers not registered under
the Trade Unions  Act, because they were
debarred by their rules of the small vestige
of ‘protection afforded by the Trade Unions
Act. - In England they - were far and away
ahead of - Queecnsland’ In ' their trade union
law, ‘and they had passed two ‘amendments
of the law.  The Queensland law should be
brought into line with the: English law: = At
one time a Bill- was' passed in the Assembly,
and -he believed. it was " introduced. by - the
present Minister.

The - SECRETARY - FOR . PUBLIC  INSTRUCTION :
1 did not introduce it,

Mr. THEODORZE: The hon. gentleman
supported it. It was called the Trade Dis-
putes Bill. - It was' passed 'in Xngland - to
render nugatory the Taff Vale decision re-
garding “the’ funds of unions. Then there
was - the Osborne  judgment—another extra-
ordinary judgment, which attacked the rights
of ‘unions, and stated that their funds could
notbe devoted to- political - purposes.. The
law was again amended in England to meet
that ' judgment. It protected  the union
funds from -attack. The registrar had’called
attention to the necessity: for an’ up-to-date
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‘Act in Queensland. In Queensland  there
wore only 7,992 members of unions registered,
whereas that number did not represent one-
twelfth of the number ¢f unionists in Queens-
land. - There  were 23,000 members of the
Australian -Workers” Union, 6,000 members
of the Meat Industry Union, and many thou-
sands of members-in the Wakerside Workers’
Union.- They had no legal status, and were
not protected by any law- as they should be.
“They . could not sue, and they could not be
sued. . If  anyone  pilfered their
[9 p.m.}’ funds, the union had no redress
at_all.” If they were registered
.associations, they should be given the pro-
tection ‘of the law.  The  Government might
not ‘agree” with  the general policy of " the
unions, but that was not the question ab
issue. ‘The question was whether they were
pursuing legitimate objects, and if they were
they should  be registered © as- any other
society. ~ The only redress they had got was
to - get some of their members, or nominal
tru~teea, to lodge a complaint with the police
and’ endeavour to- get a conviction of those
persons, If the members suffered wrong at
the hand of individuals: they had no- civil
redress. ~and” the  Government should give
them this protection.  He should: like to hear
what the Secretary for -Public ' Instruction
had to say.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : " The' hon. " member  raised
this' question last year, and he, at that time,
promised  to' give it carsful " consideration,
As far as the Government was concerned, it
had no policy antagonistic to unionism at all.
He. personally, believed in unionism;  and
he believed that that was the position of the
“Government.” (Hear, hear!) With regard to
this particular matter, the legislation in Eng-
land had been amended twice, he believed,
only last year. The department was follow-
ing up  the matter very carefully, and, he
believed, was in consultation with the Regis-
trar. of Friendly Societies; and when they got
-the consolidating measure . from home he
would  promise “that "a - measure  would be
ddrafted- on -those lines. “The hon.  member
had brought the matter up for the last three
vears now ;. and that was the position.

Question’ put: and -passed.
At-9 pum.,

The " CHAIRMAN resumed - the  chair.

INDUSTRIAL. COURT.

The  SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION moved that £600 be granted
“for - Industrial - Court.” " The vote for last
vear was increasced by £50 for travelling cx-
penses.

Question put-and passed.

INSOLVENCY, AND INSANITY.

The SECRETARY FOR  PUBLIC IN-
‘STRUCI‘IO’\I moved that £2,500 be granted
for -+ Insolvency, = Intestacy, and Insanity.”
“There was no alteration in' this‘ vote from
last- year.

Question put and. passed.

INTESTACY,

PARLIAMENTARY‘ DRATTHEMAN.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN:
bTRLCTIOW moved that £050 be granted
for “ Parliamentary Draftsman.”
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Mr.. THEODORE did:'not know whether
the Parliamentary Draftsman was employed
all ‘the vear round or only a few months.

The - SECRETARY. FOR  PUBLIC  INSTRUCTION :
He is at call.

Mr.- THEODORE : “No- doubt, he had a
large: private practice,’:as he was one of
the most difficult men to find.  He paid this
tribute” o Mr.  Woolecock's  drafting—he
drafted the Bills-and amendments submitted
to him as clearly 'as a lawyer could make
them. : (Laughter.) -He ' remembered = the
Minister at one’time say that he considered
£500° was a fair thing.

The - SEcRiTARY FOR - PUBLIC  INSTRUCTION:
In 1902-3; there are reasons for it.

Mr. THEODORE thought that Mr.. Wool-
cock: might make his ‘services more avail-
able to members of the Commibtee. It was
a disadvantage for an hon. member to have
to submit his own" aisendments; because - the
Parliamentary Draftsman, who had drafted
the original measure, could say whether a
particular amendment conformed to the gen-
eral contents of the Bill; but, unfortunately—
no doubt on account of his private practice—
Mr.  Woolcock’s scrvices: were: not - always
available. - He' should: give an undertaking
to the Government that he would be acces-
sible, either-personally, or by telephone, at
his chambers. - The  Minister might' make
that suggestion to. him.

The SECRETARY  FOR. . PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: He had always+ understood
that' the House voted this salary in order
that any hon. members could have the ser-
viees “of its Draftsman.” He would convey
to” Mr.: Woolcock: the comment of the hon.
member as to his accessibility. - With: regard
to the £500, the Parliamentary Draftsman
was  originally getting £600, which, - he
thought, was reduced at the time of the re-
trenchment to #£500.. At that time retrench-
ment was rife in the department, and he had
expressed the opinion ascribed to him by the
hon. 'member for Chillagoe. Since then the
salary had been brought back to £600, and
last: year to. £650.

Question’ put.and passed.

PUBLIC: SERVICE -SUPERANNTUATION ' BOARD:

The - SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN.
STRUCTION moved that £400 be granted
for - the = “ Public " Service  Superannuation
Board:” There was a reduction’ of £50 in
this vote as compared- with the appropria-
tion for last year.

Question put and’ passed.

SHERIFF—SOQUTHERN, . CENTRAL; : AND “NORTHERN.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION moved that £4,315 be granted
for the ¢ Shenff—Southern Central, - and
Northern Divisions:”> This vote was reduced
by £160—salaries by £60, and contingencies
by £100.

Question put and passed.

SUPREME .COURT (SOUTHERN  DIVISION).

The' SECRETARY - FOR . PUBLIC " IN-
STRUCTION moved that £6;447 be granted
for the ‘‘ Supreme Court (Southern Division).”
The amount was £50 more than was. voted

Hon.J. W. Blair.]
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last year, and this was owing to the fact
that the associate to the Chief Justice re-
ceived an increase of £50.

Mr. KIRWAN regretted that, when the
question of increases was being considered,
the salary of the night watchman was not
considered. Ile brought this matter up last
vear, and he believed he received a promise
that the matter would receive consideration.
The night watchman at the Supreme Court
received only £100 a year, while other night
watchmen received salaries up to £140. e
hoped this officer would not be overlooked,

The SECRETARY FOR PURBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: He had tried to get an in-
crease for the night watchman at the Su-
preme Court, but owing to the unfortunate
circumstances which existed, he had not been
able to do so. Possibly something might be
done in this case at some future time, but
he might say that the department considered
that £100 was not-insufficient for the work
the officer had to do.

Question put and passed.

SUPREME COURT ' (CENTRAL DIVISION).

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION moved that £1,420 be granted
for the ** Supreme Court (Central Division).”
There was a decrease of £60 in this vote
compared. with the amount voted: last year.

Question put and passed.

STPREME COURT (NORTHERYN - DIVISION).

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN:
STRUCTION moved that £2,630 be granted

for the -** Supreme : Court . (Northern - Divi-
sion).”’
Mr. WILLTAMS wished to rvefer to the

rar. official trustee, and

All those offices  were
held by Mr. Norris, who had “een in the
servies eighteen years, and was an exceed-
ingly capsble, painstaking, and conscientious
officer, but he had far too many duties to
perform.: He would like to see Mr. Norris
getting more salary, but he did not suggest
that at the present time.  What he did sug-
gest, not in the interest of Mr. Norris alone,
but in the interest of the public—very many
of whom had to see him on business, but
often could not get the attention they ought
to get from him owing to the multifarious
duties he had to discharge—was that another
officer: should' be appointed to: relieve him
of somc of his duties.

The SECRETARY. FOR  PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION said Mr. Norris was an excep-
tionally good: officer, and did good work for
the public as well "as for the department,
and he would certainly conver the recom-
mendations of the hon. member for Charters
Towers. to the Attorney-General.

Question put and passed.

position of the regi
loenl deputy curato

TITLES AND STAMPS.

T’mv SECRETARY - FOR PUBLIC IN:
STRUCTION moved that £15,045 be granted
for: “ Titles and: Stamps.”’ - There was prac-
tically - very 'little change  in this vote.

Question put and passed.

[Hon. J. W. Blar.
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THE TREASURER.
THE TREASURY.

The TREASURER moved that £28,086 bo
granted for ** The Treasury.” There wax
very ' little difference between the amount
asked for this year and the amount voted
last year. The cofficer in charge of securities
had been dispensed with, because there was.
no work for him to do, but a position had
been found for him in another  department
of -the service.

Mr., BOWMAN: Last year he brought up
the advisability of having gas meter  in-
spectors, - and he had quoted statistics to
show how frequently they were used in the
large towns and municipalities of the old
country.  He did not know whether the-
same. applied to Australian cities, but he
thought that the Treasurer might take the
matter in hand. He did not wish to say
anything in regard to the attitude of those
who controlled our gas companies, but cascs
had come under his notice in which people
bad gone away for holidays, and when they
came back they found that they had been
charged a fair amount for gas.  Whether it
was because of defective meters, he did not
know. He believed that such a system as
he proposed would be a very great-advantage
to people who used gus, not only in Bris-

bane, but right throughout the Btate.” They
had inspectors of ~weights and measures,

which he regarded as a splendid thing, and
thev - also had’ water meter inspectors, and
what applied to other commodities -applied
to gas.

Mr., FIHELLY: Hec also would like to
touch upon -the maticr mentioned by the
hon. member. On the 15th October, he asked
the ‘Premier a series of  questions, which
were to be found in the journals of the
House. e asked first—

1. Is be aware that the Governments
of New South Wales and Victoria have
fixed the price. of gas?”

To which the reply was—

“The Government of @ New South
Wales has fixed a standard price and is
now considering -an application for an
increase thereof; have not yet ascer-
tained’ the action taken in- Victoria.”

He also asked—

* Is he aware that the Government of
Vietoria are introducing legislation pro-
viding for a rigid system of gas meter
testing and the fixing of a calorific
standard  for -the  gas supplied: to the
public ?”?

The reply was— :

“Ves. but no detailed information: is
to hand.”

In reply to another question—

“Will he adopt similar measures for
the protection  of - Queensland .gas: con-
sumers ?’—

the Premier replied—
“Yes, if such action is necessary.”

He could assure - the Premier that such:
action was absolutely nccessary. It was an
extraordinary thing that .they had  inspec-
tion of weights and measures, and standards:
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For - every conceivable item that was sold
anywhere, but the gas companies were
allowed {o be in untramelled commercial in-
tercourse with everybody. They were allowed
to go their own way.  He also asked the
Premier—

“4 TIs it a fact that the meters im-
ported  into’ Queensland are so adjusted
that 'a gas consumption equal to an
oxcess of 25 per cent. can be registered
on the indicator ?”

The hon. gentleman replied—

¢ All meters supplied to Queensland
are tested and stamped as accurate by
the British Board of Trade, and are
similar to those supplied to New South
Wales and. other States.”

That was misleading, in so far as the Eng-
lish manufacturers sent a particular pattern
to the Board of Trade, and that pattern
was approved, but all those of the same
pattorn were not necessarily the same. There
could be some alteration. ' It was a matter
that “absolutely 'necded . some sort of pro-

vision, and  the scomer it was started -in
Brisbane - the better.  He - also  asked' the
Premier—

“5. Will- he ascertain  whether the
meters in uze register air, which may
be forced through the pipes in the same
way -as gas?’—

and his reply was—

“Just as a water meter may register
other: liquids, a gas meter may register
air if air and not gas is forced through
i’

That woulsdl suggest that the gas companies
could, at their own sweet will, shove air
through - their pipes. Every man who lived
in ' South Brisbane knew that he paid for
air. 'When he went home at midnight, he
could get a fair light for reading by, but
he had no chance of reading at 7 o’clock in
ihe evening: . There was no pressure; no gas.
“The matter  required some Government
action, just as it was necessary to see that
the man: who sold bread kept to a 2-1b. loaf.
He also asked the Premier—

6. Is he aware that the price of gas
at. Ipswich is lower than that obtaining
in South' Brisbane?

7. What is the reason?”

The Premier replied—

“6. and 7. I am aware that the price
of gas is lower in South Brisbane than
in Ipswich.”

It was quite true that the price of gas for
heating purposes was lower in South Brisbane
than in Ispwich, but the price of gas for
purpeses . of illumination was about 2d.
higher in South Brisbane than in Ipswich.
The whole  business was calling aloud for
‘Government action. The gas companies here
had a monopoly, and the municipalities had
not a wide enough franchise to enable them
to enter into rivalry with them. They should
‘have inspectors of meters and also super-
vision in the gasworks themselves to see
that air was not forced through the pipes.
The Premier practically said he would not
take any action. But it was necessary. A
large  proportion of ths working people in
South' Brisbane used  gas for cooking pur-
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poses, and it was a -well-known fact that
there was no chance of cooking a meal af
a quarter to 6.. It took hours to cook, and
were it not that he had a stove that burned
firewood, he would very often go without
his tea.  He hoped the Treasurer would do
something. The Government was a decrepit

institution. ' It seemed to be at
[9.30 p.m.] its last gasp. The Government

had introduced the Elections Bill
in order to give them a new lease of life
after the next elections, and they left un-
touched many. real issues of public interest.
The whole of Southern Queensland was in
a state of turmoil. They had some railways
introduced to catch votes, and they had some
alleged Trusts and Combines Bill promised,
while necessary legislation was being ignored:

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

Mr, FIHELLY : Ie was pointing out that
the Government would do nothing in regard
to the gas supply.

The CHAIRMAN : Then the hen. member
will be out of order.

My, FIHELLY : The Treasurer could get
revenue - from that source, and he should
insist on  all gas receipts being stamped.
e hoped the decrepit Government., which
found itself on its last legs, would do some-
thing in the matter, :

Mr., BERTRAM usked for some informa-
tion in regard to the amount of £18,000 for
“ Commission, Exchange, etc.’”” = He pre-
sumed the money was required in connec-
tion with the flotation of loans and pur-
poses of that kind, and it seemed to him that
a saving might be effected if the flotation
of loans and other business -were done
through the Commonwealth Benk., Nei only
would it have that effect, but would also
have the effect of pulting money into the
coffers of the Commonwealth Bank °that
would otherwise. go into: the coffers of - the
Bank of England and the underwriters.

The TREASURER said there was cer-
tainly something in what had been stated
by the hon, member for Fortitude Yalley
and the hon. member for Paddington in' re-
gard to the necessity for the appointment of
inspectors in connection with the supply of
gas. He was not in a position to say that
the Government would appoint gas. inspec-
tors, but inquiries would be made as to the
practice elsewhere, so that it would be a
guide as to any action the Government might
take in that connection. With regard to the
item for Commission and Exchange,” he
ougnt to explain to the Committee, as per-
haps was generally known, the Bank of Eng-
land did all’ the Government’s business in
Lngland in. connection with the flotation of
loans. Thkat business had to be done in cer-
tain channels, and the experience of the past
had been that the Bank of England did the
work very satisfactorily. He had no objec-
tion at all to doing business with the Com-
monwealth Bank, but, as a matter of fact,
there was an agreement with. the Bank of
England, and that agreement must be re-
spected. The amount was largely an ap-
proximate one. but it was a very necessary

amount. - Of course, the smaller the amount
required, the better it  would be for  the
Treasury.

Nr. LARCOMBE said the State Govern-
ment should take up, in the near future, the

Mr. Larcombe.]
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question of the: transfer of the' State debts
and the control of future borrowing by the
Commonwealth, and try and arrive at some
definite and' practical scheme:” Ever  since
the consummation of federation, the question
of the transfer of the Stales debts and the
control of “future  borrowing had been- dis-
cussed  at- conference after conference, and
no’ decision had been' arrived at.” The trans-
fer of States debts and control of future
borrowing by the Commonwealth was one cf
the strong arguments used in favour of fed-
eration by many of the ablest’ public men
in- Australia. They argued that the general
control by the Federal authority of -all bor-
rowing  would lead to' money being raised
at  a lesser rate of interest, and that there
would be a saving generally and more effec-
tive -control. - Notwithstanding those - argu-
ments were used, nothing material had been
done up to the present. The question was
discussed: at. the last. Premiers’ Conference,
and certain  schemes submitted,” and  he
thought Queensland should do her share to-
wards bringing abwout a solution of the ques
tion. . It was a question very difficult of solu-
tion. " He knew that the question of State
rights occurred. in' connection with the mat-
ter, and he was one of those who was not in
favour of unduly handicapping the States in
the matter of obtaining future loans, but he
thought 'the scheme submitted by the ex-
Premier: of Western: Australia should” meet
with: the approval of all the States and the
Commonwealth  authority” also. That scheme
was to allow  the  States to borrow what
money “they “required through the  Federal
authority.” There was to be a yearly meeting
of Treasurers, and they would decide what
money -they required; and that money would
be borrowed for them by the Federal autho-
rity; and it had been estimated by  compe-
tent  authorities: that  such’ a scheme would
result in-a saving of 4 per cent. tothe States:
Sir. John Forrvest and Mr. Watt had pointed
outthat there were cortain lenders in- the
old country who did not deal in small stocks,
and that they would not deal with the' re-
spective States individually, but they would
deal “with the Commonwealth should ' they
borrow for the whole of the States;, and that
by borrowing from  that authority at.least
% per cent. could be saved. -The public debt
of ~ Australia - to-day  was ' something like
£300.000,000, and it was increasing at a very
rapid rabe. It was about time it was sabis-
f;_lctorﬂy transferred - to the Federal  autho-
rity .and the question of  future borrowing
taken over by them. ' Sir John Forrest and
other . Federal parliamentarians had. indi-
cated time and again'that if the States did
not. agree to some scheme, they would ask
the people of "Australia” for power to' take
control of ' future ' borrowing irrespective’ of
the  States, = He ' (Mr.  Larcombe) did " not
wish to see unification in: regard to borrow-
ing powers af present; and for that reason
the States should take some action. = Addi-
tional’ power- was  granted to the Common-
wealth in 1910 to  enable them  to take over
the ~ States debts right up  to that" year,
whereas previously they could only take over
the debts up to the time of federation. . The
question was considered of the utmost im-
portance by such financial authorities as Mr,
Watt and Mr. Bath.. He hoped that before
the mnext Treasurer's Estimates were  being
considered ' something - definite and  practjcal
would be done.

[Mr. Larcombe.
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Mr. FIHELLY  asked ~whether the Trea-
surer - could” make 'an announcement = with:
regard to Ministers’ travelling expenses, whichs
were' referred : to. by the  Auditor-General?
There must have been some reason for the
Auditor-General to make special comment on
that phase of publie expenditure. He would
not do it in an irresponsible humour: just for
the sake of criticising Ministers.

The * TREASURER : The Auditor-General's.
Department is “under  the Chief Secretary.

My, FIHELLY : He was not talking ‘about
the Auditor-General” at  all, but about his
criticism - of certain < expenditure . of  public
funds. It was a matter that had some rela-
tion to the Treasury. . For instance, what
expenses  did - -the -hon. " gentleman: himself
draw, and how were they made up? There
must have been some great dizparity between
the expenses ' of different Ministers to call’
forth the comment of the Auditor-General.
Tle had not got the array of figures that had
been presented to the House with respect
to the Home Secretary’s expenses = on- his.
Norihern trip, but they were almost as great
as the expenses of the Premier’s trip to Eng-
land and back  again.” Then his’ Southern
trip was like the Delhi Durbar;: with all - its:
pomp- and -magnificence.

The CHATRMAN : Order ! The hon. mem-
ber is not speaking to the question now . under
consideration.

Mr. FIHELLY : The Treasurcr had control
of the funds, and the hon. geuntleman was
Acting -Premier at-that time.

The CHAIRMAN: The matter -does not
arise in connection with'this vote,

Mr. FIHELLY : Well, he would ask the:
Treasurer whether his expenses while he was
travelling during - the recess: differed  from
those of - his -colleagues, what- the expenses
were, and.how they were apportioned? He-
understood. the  Secretary for Public Lands
also -had a tremendous bill to: present to his
department” when he returned from- his' trip
to Western Australia. The Auditor-General
had commented on the matter, and he would
like to know -whether the hon. gentleman’s.
colleagues had been too greedy or whether
the * hon. gentleman =~ himself had been. the
greedy . boy.

The TREASURER: As: far as he was
personally. concerned, he  had  no " objection
whatever to lay upon-the table a return show-
ing his total expenses as Secretary for Public
Instruction. as Treasurer, and as Acting Pre-
mier since he first became a Minister.  He had
nothing to hide in ‘the matter, and he was
quite sure that none of  his colleagues' had
anything to hide either.

3

Mr. HARDACRE: For about three yvears,,
at various times, on the Address in Reply .
and on the Financial' Statement, he had
brought up the question of a big leakage irr
the  income tax: revenue, and- the Treasurer
had promisad that he would make inquiries.

The TREASURER: This is not the income-
tax  vote.

Mr. HARDACRE: He was not discussing
the Clommissioner for Income Tax or anything
appertaining to his department. The Trea-
surer- had promised .that he ‘would look -into-
the matter, and he wquld like to  know
whether the hon. gentleman had ever asked!
the " Commissioner " for - Income -Tax  for . &
report. :
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is not in order in bringing up the question
on this vote.

My, HARDACRE submitted that he was
quite in order in asking the Treasurer whether
he dhacjl made  inquiries, as he" had promised
to do.

The : CHAIRMAN: The hon.  member - is

not in - order.

Mr. HARDACRE : On the income tax vote
he could only' deal with what the Comimis-
sioner had done, but his present concern was
not with anything the Commissioner had done,
but with what the Treasurer had done, and
the ' vote now before the Committee seemed
to be the proper place to: raise the question.
However, 1f' the Chairman would permit him
to; raise the question on the income tax vote,
he would do so.

The TrREASURER: - That is the proper place
to ask it.

Question put and passed.

ANALYST.

The TREASURER moved: that £4,659 be
granted for -the *‘ Analyst.”” .~ There was a
decrease in the vote of £229 as compared with
last year. - There were no items that  called
for comment.

Question put and passed.

BUREATU OF CENTRAL SUGAR MILLS.

The TREASURER moved that £1,926 be
granted for the ‘Bureau of Central Sugar
Mills.”” - The items were the same as last
vear, but the amount was less by £1,000 than
the vote for.last year, caused by a reduction
of £150 in - Travelling expenses,” £100 in
‘“Postage, - telegrams, and  incidental ' ex-
penses,” and: £750 in ‘‘ Inspection: fees.”” ~ It
was ' not thought  necessary to- provide. any-
thing  this year for inspections.

Mr. McCORMACK - (Cuairns) asked the
Treasurer if he intended to build an accom-
niodation house at the Babinda Mill. . The
Treasurer “had closed all the hotels in: the
mill: area,” and’ he would not lease any' of
the “land’ that was available,  and the re-
sult ‘was :that when travellers arrived there
after a 50-mile journey, at 7 o’clock at night,
there was no accommodlation: for them. The
Treasurer was the corporation, and he should
make provision for accommodating the public
and the men who worked there. He had re-
ceived a: letter from the' shire council com-

plaining -about the delay on the part of the-

Treasurer in opening land there. The land
was in ‘the hands of the Treasurer; but -it
was’ not” available. for the people.” If  any-
one felt inclined to build an accommodation
house he could not do so, because the land
was not available. e had received a letter
from the shire council, and a similar letter
had beon: zent to the Treasurer, asking for
something to be done. -He had brought the
matter  up months ago, and nothing had
been . done since. Mr. Christian - offered to
lease his land to anyone for £10 per acre
per. annum, -but they were waiting for' the
Government ' land to be thrown open.’ He
believed that  the land was offered to' the
Government.

The  TREASURER: - We  got' no- land  for
nothing from: Mz. Christian.
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Mr. McCORMAQCK : He understood . 3ir.
Munro offered a block” of land to the Go-
vernment. provided it was' leased and  not
sold. ;

The TREASURER: We did not get any land
offered  to .us.

Mr. McCORMACK : “He understocd that
offer’ was not' accepted, and that the land
was- since: bought by the Government.”  The
Treasurer. took - drastic action in- closing -up:
the hotels,- and -he sheould have made pro-
vision . for other accommodation.  The man:
erecting the mill: found it hard to get men
to work there because of the want of accom-
modation. The annual rainfall at Babinda
was 180 inches, and  some accommodation
was needed. . The Treasurer would not allow
the land to be leas»d; because there was
some delay in: connection with. the surveying.
Then, ' sanitary accommodation  was  wanted
in connection with the Treasurer’s own mill.
Typhoid fever ‘had broken out in: the last
forinight or' threc. weeks, and some attempt
should be made to provide sanitary acconimo-
dation.

The 'TrEasTRER : There has been corres-
pondence with'-the shire council, and they
agreed to make the necessary sanitary  ar-
rangements,

Mr, McCORMACK : The council were not
in a. position to do'it; because the area be-
longed ' to. the - Treasurer. .The Treasurer
should.~ have . provided  an  accommodation
house long ago. Tt was' a’ commentary on
his" administration - of  sugar matters. The
Treasurer should make the land: available, so
that these men could erect- their homes, other-
wise  they' would go  further away to Mr.
Christian’s ‘land’ and settle  down' there, and
the  township- would be 'in a different’ place
to what was first intended; and to what the
Treasurer intended. The people’ of Babinda
were -’ continually complaining . -about = the
matter, * There  was something ~wrong  with
the plauning of the town—that was the first
cxeuse, - While they ‘were providing a beauti-
ful town' plan, the people would' accept. Mr.
Christian’s offer, .and  the  Treasurer would
not- then -be able to' lease his land -at" all.
The people of Babinda wanted to know what
the Treasurer intended to do about it.

The: TREASURER :" The hon. member for
Cairns had referred to the want of ascom-
modation -in" that particular neighbourhood,
but - he would remind- him  that there were
two “hotels- which ‘were not prohibited  from
taking in boarders. . Under the -Act they
were prohibited from selling intoxicants, and

he "assumed that they ' rather

16 p.m.]- resented having to- close,” and

they probably thought they would
ot even with' the- corporation - for - closing
them- up. He gathered from some correspon-
dence that  had passed that there was at
present no provision made to any extent for
accommodation. - The hon.. member had' re-
ferred to.the town planning of the ‘area at
Babinda. - It was  essential - that the work
should be properly done, -and it -had there-
fore been -delayed, because' there had been
some- difficulty in- getting a  proper survey
of the township made.  There was another
point the Committee  would appreciate ; - it
would not " have been wise, . the -mill not
opening till 1915, to rush the settlement of
the leasehold. - Everything was now under
wav. -and - he hoped that the difficulties: to
which the hon.” member had referred would

Hon. . H. Barnes.]
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soon be a thing of the past. When the hon.
member referred to the sanitary conditions,
he (Mr. Barnes) was quite sure his memory
was right when he stated that the munici-
pality had been approached, and had agreed
fo a certain form of work being carried out
by themselves. The Treasury gave them
authority, and he was surprised to hear the
hon. member say that he had received a
letter stating that they were waiting for
instructions. Evidently there had been some
mistake ssmewhere. 1t was most essential
that ewerything should be’ done to prevent
the  spread of © any diseasc, especially
typhoid. The hon. member would appreciate
thut,  in connection with < keeping a mill
going in 1915, there had to be a great deal
of expedition, as it was rather a big under:
taking. e took it that the Government and
the contracior were having all they could pos-
sibly do to get the mill ready for the 1915
season. - The matters to which the hon. mem-
.ber had referred would receive further con:
sideration. Te should be pleased to hear
from him from time to. time as to what
was going on.

Question put and passed.

HARBOURS AND RIVERS.

The TREASURER moved that £2,348 be
granted for “ Harbours and Rivers.” :There
was a reduction of £300 in connection with
working expenses.  Last year £1,800 was sot
down for working expenses, -the "actual ex-
penditure being £1.517 0. 54. He regretted
that, probably, on account of the war, there
would be fewer: ships' going ' into . the - dock
than there were last year.

Mr. BERTRAM said he had drawn the
attention of the Treasurer on more than one
occasion to the necessity of doing something
to abate the nuisance caused by the smoke
from the smoke-stack at the Dry Dock, but
practically nothing had been done. This was
a great nuisance to those who frequented
the technical college and library, which were
within a few vards of the dock, and also to a
number of people in Dock street, whose resi.
dences were on' a level with the top of the
smoke-stack. ~ He had written to the depart-
ment, and was told last vear that some efforts
had been made to abate the nuisance, but that
they -had not been successful, and another
effort would be made. Private firms had
taken steps to prevent nuisances of this kind.
Only to-day he learnt that the milling com-
pany over there had got some device which
prevented  the nuisance, and 'so had the
Rosewarne Meatworks, only a few yards
from the Dry Dock. He hoped that the
Treasurer would give an assurance that some.
thing would be done to prevent the nuisance
at the Dry Dock. He had received a com.
munication from Messrs. Babeock and Wilcox,
Limited,” in~ which they claimed. that they
had a contrivance which would remedy the
trouble. i

The TREASTRER: I have received a similar
communication from that firm.

Mr. BERTRAM hoped that this firm would
be sucecessful in inducing the Treasurer to
do something to wipe out the nuisance. He
did not know whether ansthing . could be
done in the way of enlarcing the dock just
now, but the necessity for larger dotking
accommodation -was severely felt, A large
number of boats belonging to the Australian
United Steamship Navigation Company and

[H oo, V. H. Burnes.
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other companies were unable fo dock in
Brisbane, because of the inadequacy of the
docking accommodation. The result was that
thousands of pounds of work that  would
otherwise be done in Brisbane was being
done in Sydney, much to the detriment of
workmen who followed that occupation; but
he supposed that under present circumstances
he could not ask for an enlargement of the
docking accommodation. He hoped, how-
ever, that the Treasurer would give him an
assurance that some . genuine effort would
be made to abate the smoke nuisance.

The TREASURER : As he had previously
informed the hon. member, a smoke device
had been adopted, but, unfortunately, it was
not a success. He should be quite willing
to find out from the firm who had com-
municated with the Treasury what was their
proposed  device, and: if anything could be
done at a reasonable cost to remove the
nuisance it would be done.. The matter had
already been  passed: on to Mr.. Cullen for
report.

Question put and passed.

INCOME ' TAX.

The TREASURER moved that £9,192 be
granted for the Income Tax Department.
There was a deercase of £90 in this vote.

Mr. IIARDACRE: Some little time ago
he brought under the notice of the Treasurer
by a question certain leakages in regard to
income tax, and he thought that. as the
matter waz one of great public importance,
the Treasurer should get a special report
on it." He (3r. Hardacre) had had several
conversations on the subject with the Com-
missioner - for Income Tax, who had given
the matter consideration, and the last time
he saw Mr. Hughes about it, that gentleman
said he had come to the conclusion that it
would be very difficult to alter the phrase-
ology of the Act so as to cover the cases
of leakage. It did not seem to. him (Mr.
Hardacre) a difficult-matter. All that was
necessary was to alter the- interpretation of
“income,” and instead of . saying “income
from  business,” make it read ¢ sgam.”
Gain wuss not necessarily income. Wages,
profits, and windfalls were gains, but they
need not necessarily be income, and he
thcught the Act should be altered so as to
make it apply t5 all gain from  whatever
sourcs.

The TREASURER : After the inatter re-
ferred to by the hon. member was last
raised, he had a conference with Mr. Hughes,
and his opinion was that, while some little
might be gained by adopting the sugges-
tion of the hon. member, on the other hand
there would be a set-off which would more
than counterbalance the gain. However, as
the matter had been raised again, he would
give further consideration to it, and’ see if
the Commissioner - was - still” of the. same
opinion,

Question put and passed.

MARINE- BOARD.

The TREASURER moved that £5,568 be
granted  for the ¢ Marine Board.” There
was a decrease of £280 on the whole vote.

Mr.  Krrwax: Is there any reason for re-
ducing ' the salary” of the Shipping  Master
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and Inspector cf Pearlshell and Beche-de-
Mer Fisheries at Thursday Island from £240
%o £2007?

The TREASURER: The reduction Iis
owing. to the transfer of officers.

~Mr. McCORMACK wished to know if Mr.
Cullen’s department came in this vote. He

wished to discuss - the = Mackay = Harbour
scheme.
The TressvrRerR: This will not be the

proper- place. It  comes

vobes.
My, McCORMACK :
<cuss it later on.
Question put and passed:

in the trust fund

Then he would dis-

MARINE.

The TREASURER moved that £81,224 be
granted for the Marine Department. There
was a decrease of £10,000 in this vote as
-compared with the amount voted last year,
due to various reductions, the principal one
being in  connection with the mnew pilot
steamer in Moreton Bay. Last vear provi-
sion was made for an expenditure of £28,000,
and this year there was a revote of £14,700.
e was very pleased to be able to advise
that the new steamer had arrived, and what
was previcusly a’ source of difficulty would
now: disappear.

Mr. McCORMACK: He would like to
refer to the matter of the Mackay harbour
works. He was surprived that the Minister
for Railways' and the hon. member for
Mirani had nct risen to say something about
th1§ very 1mportant matier.  The way in
which the people of Mackay had becen treated
was a scandal. - At the beginning of the
session’ he asked the Treasurer the following
Questions : —

“ 1. Was the Mackay Harbour scheme
recommended’ and approved of by the
- Harbours and Rivers' Department?

**2. Under whose supervision were the
tests of foundations carried out?

3. Is the Mackay Harbour Board or
the Harbours and Rivers Department
responsible ~ for the expenditure that
occurred and has proved useless, owing
to the tests not.being reliable? ”

To which the hon. gentleman replied—

¢“1. The Mackay Harbour schemc was
recommended by the board of inquiry.
‘The detail drawings were prepared by
the Harbours and Rivers Department for
the harbour board, tests of the founda-
tions being first obtained.

2. The harbour board made the tests
and’ furnished the results to- the Ha1-
bours and Rivers Department.

¢“3. The harbour board is responsible
for all expenditure.”

‘Some people, members of the harbour board,
kicked up a bit of a row in regard to the
replics, and immediately they were placated
by the Minister for Railways telling them
that it would be- all right, that they would
not be responsible for all the expense.

The SECRETARY FOR. RAILWAYS: On
authaority ?

what
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Mr. McCORMACK : His authority was a
Mackay paper. He thought they should
have some explanation from the I'veasurer
or the Harbours and Rivers Department as
to the expenditure of £30,000 or £40,000 on
the scheme. including the building of a small
branch rusilway and the entering into agree-
ments with cngineers to carry out the work,
the buying of steel for reinforced concrete,
and the sacrificing of that amount of money,
besause the scheme could not be gone on
with. Surely the Engineer for Harbours
and Rivers would have something to say in
justice to.the people of Mackay! They were
told that he (Mr. McCormack) was c¢ndea-
vouring to make political capital out of it.
He was nct; he was very sorry.for them,
and he would have liked to sec them get a
harbour there. Later on the Treasurer said
that he was  having  plans. - prepared - for
another scheme.

The  TREASURER:

Which have been  sub-
mitted. .

Myr. McCORMACK: He also said- that
they would hold an inquiry as to who was
to blame. The beoard had entered into an
agreement with an engineer, who recently
got a verdict against’ them in the courts,
whish would cost them:' another £2,000, per
haps. All this was due—hs was prepared to
be corrected—to the Harbours and Rivers
Department in Brisbane.. They approved of
the whole thing, and the harbour board en-
tered an expenditure of £20,000 or ££0,000,
and what had they got for it? They had a
derrick at Flat Top, and nothing else ; and the
people of Muckay  were asking what - their
representatives were doing about it

The SromETARY FOR RAILwWavs: They know
what- their representatives are-doing.

Mr. McCORMACK : ‘They were in the
court the other day, and they did not know
much about their position.. They fought that
case because they did not understand their
position. They were put in a wrong posl-
tion by the department the Treasurer was
administering. ~They had spent a consider-
able amount of money, and were in. the
position that they had nothing to show for
it. ' The whole scherac had collapsed. There
was no talk about going on with another
scheme at all. The whole of the money had
been wasted, and wasted because of bad ad-
ministration in the Government department.

The TrEssURER: I think you ought to sus-
pend. jndgment until you hear the other side.

Mr. McCORMACK: The judgment the
other day: was surely evidence to the Trea-
surer that something was radically wrong
with the administration of the scheme. Why
did the board cnier into contracts on_the
advice of the Chief Engineer, whose advice
they were compelled to accept? There was
no electioncering in the matter at all.  He
asked the questions months ago, because he
was interested in the matter, and he had
friends in Mackay who were interested.  He
thought that the whole matter should be in-
quired into. - He thought at the time that
it was a gigantic scheme for a place the
size of Mackay to take upon itself, and he
though that Mr. Cullen would have been wise
if he had gone to a great deal more trouble
than he did  before  allowing ~the Mac-
kay people to launch "a scheme costing,
perhaps, - £500,000 ‘before ther - had taken

Mr. McCormack.)
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proper borings. - It was a remarkable posi-
tion for an expert to find himself in, and
only one test of borings had been' made: at
Flat Top.

The TREASURER: That is not correct.

Mr. McCORMACK: : No exhaustive tests
were’ made. until -the first pile was driven.

The TREASURER: - 1 ami quite- prepared to
lay: all the ‘papers on the table.

Mr. McCORMACK : It would be interest-
ing to the people of Mackay, but it would
have been: more interesting to the people of
Mackay if full' information had been given
befora the ' expenditure -had been incurred.
They " would: never have' found- themselves
engaged in a law case with an engineer who
had' been  engaged to do work which was
stopped because the' foundations were bad.

The TREASURER: It was only fair to
say that the members for the district were
closely “in ~touch - with the  matter right
through and knew every step that was taken.
So- far ' as' the  Government: were . concerned,
if -Government officers had made a mistake
in- connection with the scheme, he could only
repeat “what he had said to the representa-
tives of ' the - district, that the Government
should’ stand by that mistake ~and recoup
them for  the amount. If; on the other
hand, . the =~ fault"was with the people - of
Mackay, then 1t was their funeral, and it
was their duty to pay. the expenses in con-
nection. with'the matter.: He would go-fully
into the matter the next time the Committee
were dizcussing - the  Estimates.

4+.10.30 p.m.,

The CHAIRMAN said: Under the opera-
tion of Standing Order No. 306, I now leave
the chair and make my. report to-the House.

The House  resumed. - The CHAIRMAN . re-
ported progress,’ and the Committee obtained
leave to'sit again-to-morrow.

CO-OPERATIVE AGRICULTURAL
PRODUCTION BILL.

DIsCHARGED 'FROM. PAPER.

The SECRETARY FGR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. J. White, Musgrave): I beg to move
that this Order be discharged, and the. Bill
itself - withdrawn.

OrposITION MEMBERS : Oh, oh!

Question put and passed.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
I beg to move that the House will—

The SPEAKER: Order ! Under Standing
Order No. 47, the hon.  member may not
move.a. motion -without  notice, except by
leave of  the House. The question is that
the hon.  member be allowed to give notice of
motion.

Question put and passed.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I-heg to give notice that; on Wednesday
next, I shall move—

¢ That the House resolve itself into a
Committee of the Whole to consider of
the desirableness of introducing a Bill to
provide for advances in aid of co-opera-
tive enterprise in' connection with the
manufacture’ and storage of primary pro-
ducts of agriculture.”

The House adjourned at thirty-two minutes
past 10" o’clock.

[Mr. McCormack.





