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Gas Bill.

[ASSEMBLY.] Questions.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

WeDNESDAY, 22 NoVEMBER, 1916,

The SpEsKER (Hon. W. McCormack, Cairnsy
tcok the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

QUESTIONS.
DAYLIGHT SAVING BILL.

Mr. PETRIE (Toombul) asked the Pre-
mier—

‘““Taking into consideration the serious-
ness of the present coal strike, is it the
intention of the Government to at once
introduce a Daylight Saving Bill?”’

The PREMILER (Hon. T. J. Ryan, Barcoo).
replied—
“Not at present.”



Quesiions.

Tr TrEASURCR ANT. THE CONFERENCE BETWEEN

PASTORALISTS AND THE ATUSTRALIAN

WoRKERS” UNTON.

Mr. SWAYNE (Iirani) asked the Pre-
mier—

“1. Is it a fact (as stated in certain
New South Wales papers) that the Trea-
surer, the Hon. E. . Theodore, alone, or
in conjunction with Mr. Dunstan, repre-
sented the Australian Workers’ Union at
a conference hetween the pastoralists and
the Australisn Workers” Union held in
Sydney last week ?

2. Will he inform the House the
object of the conference, and in what
capacity the Treasurer attended such con-
ference, if no% as representative of the
Australian Workers’ Union ?”

The PREMIER replied—
“1 and 2. This matter does not offi-
cially concern the Chief Secretary, con-
sequently, I would suggest that the hon.
member Inquirc elsewhere.”

LEGAL FEES TO ATTORNEY-GENERAL.

Mr. SWAYNE asked the Premier—

“1, Did the expenditure of £3,160,674
mentioned in paragraph 110 of the
Auditor-General’s report include any pay-
ments for legal fees to the Attorney-
General, or any other counsel, or to any
public servant or servants, for service
rendered ?

2. If =0, will he give the particulars?

The PREMIER replied—
“1. No.
“2. See answer to No. 1.7

RAILWAY ALTERATIONS ON ACCOUNT OF COAL
STRIKE.

Mr. B. L. HARTLEY (Fitzroy) asked the
Secretary for Railways—

“1, How many trains have been re-
moved from the ordinary timetable in
force at the time of the alteration of the
train running, for the alleged threatened
shortage of coal caused by the coal strike
—(a) In the Northern Division; (b) in

the Central Division; (¢) in the Southern *

Division ?

“9. (1) How many guards, engine-
drivers, and firemen have been put off
the trains on the above account? (2)
How many men have been dispensed with
in the railway service, consequent on the
alteration of the timetables, and what
were their occupations?

“3. What were the numbers in each
division of the State—viz.,, Northern,
Central, and Southern—whose services
were so dispensed with, if any?”’

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
‘Hon. J. H. Coyne, Warrego) replied—
“1. {a) 26; (B) 19; (e) 174.7
9. (1) 287; (2) 114.
3. Northern Division, 23 temporary
labourers; Certral Division, 38 tempor-

ary labourers, 1 temporary clerk;
Southern Division, 53  temporary
labourers. The present timetable was

necessary to conserve the limited coal
stocks held by the department, owing to
the indefinite duration of the strike, not
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on account of the °alleged’ threatened
shortage of coal as stated by the hon.
member.”

PERIODS OF SERVICE OF ATTORNEYS-GENERAL.

Mr. PETRIE, in the absence of Mr.
Roberts, asked the Attorney-General—

“ For what period did Sir 8. W.
Griffith bold office as Solicitor-General
and Attorney-General; Hon. T. J.
Byrnes as Solicitor-Geeneral and Attorney-
Ceneral; Sir Arthur Rutledge as Attor-
ney-General; Hon. J. W. Blair as
Attorney-General and  Secretary for
Mines; Hon. T O’Sullivan as Attorney-
General; Hon. T. J. Ryan as Chief See-
retary and Attorney-General?”

The ATTORNLEY-GENERAL (Hon. T. J.
Ryan, Barcoo) replied—

« The hon. member is referred to_the
¢ Blue Book’ and the ‘Queensland
Government Gazettes.” No doubt the hon.
member will have more leisure time to
ascertain such details than I have.”

ATTORNEY-GENERAL’S FEES FOR GENERAL
J.ITIGATION.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla) asked the Pre-
mier—

« 1 Will he give short particulars of
the items constituting the sum of £113
15s. paid to the Attorney-Gene_ral for
general litigation as mentioned in page
03 of the Avditor-General’s report?

«9 Will he also explain why the sum
of £113 15s. so largely exceeded the
aggregats sum of £92 2s. 9d. paid to Pro-
fessor Harrison Moore, of the Vietorian
bar: Mr. H. H. Henchman. of the
Queensland bar; and Messrs. Blake and
Riggall, the Victorian solicitors, all of
whom acted for the Queensland Govern-
ment in the matter ?”’

The PREMILR replied—

“1. No.
“2 No.
TXPENSES OF ATTORNEY-GGENERAU'S VISIT TO
ENGLAND,
Mr. MORGAN asked the Assistant

Minister for Justice— )
“ What steamer, travelling. or hotel
expenses, if any. were paid by the
Department of Justice in connection with
the visit of the Attorney-General fo
Tngland in the early part of the present
vear, apart from the sum cf £1.835 3s.
9d.. stated on the 7th September. 1915,

to have been paid in respect of the
Premier’'s party?”’

Hox. J. Al
replied—-
¢ NOnO.V’

L3

TIHELLY (Paddington)

FxeexnsEs oF CRowN SoricrTor’s VISIT TO

ENGLAND.
Mr. MORGAN asked the Assistant
Minister for Justice—
“What steamer, travelling. or hqtei
cxpenses, if any. were paid by the

Department of Justice in cornection with
the visit of the Crown Solicitor to Kng-
land in the early parl of the present
vear, apart from the sum of £1,835 3s.
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gd., stated on the 7th Sentember, 1916,
to have heen paid in respect of the
Premier’s party? oo

Hox. J. A, FIHELLY replied—
“The cxpenses of the (‘rown Solicitor
amounted to £62%1 15s. 5d.™

CGOVERNMENT MOTOR-CAR OF GERMAN
MANUFACTURE.

Mr. PETRIE, in the abuence of Mr.
2Murphy, asked the Premier—
* Will he name the Government notor-
r which he said was of German manu-
sre, and the year in which it was
purchased ¥’

The PREMIER replied—

“ts it might be

honourable memher
deprive  the
Mirani of

suggested  that the
is endeavouring to
honcuabhle  member for
any eredit in regard to this

matter, in justice to the letter I must
ask him to awalt the Inquiries I am
instituting at the latter gentleman’s

mtsnce.  (See ¢ Votes and Proceedings,’
No. 40, 15th November, 1916.)”

FrES PAID TO ATrORNrv-GENERAL FOR SERVICES
Ix EXGLAND.

Mr. GUNN (Carnarvon)
mier—

“1. Did not the Attorney-General,
when in England, eppear on bchalf of
the Attorney-General for Queensland in
a case against the Commonwenlth in
respect to the powers of the Federal
Government to tax State property?

2 What fees, if any, were paid or
agreed to be pald in respect thereof to
the Attorney-General—(a) By tho Go-
vernment; (b)) by any other person?”

asked the Pre-

The PREMIER replied—

1. The

Attorney-General
by the

X solicitors representing Golds-
brough, Mort, and Co.) appearzd for the
Atto:nq General of Queensland at the
relation of Messrs. Goldsbrough, Mort,
and {"o. and for Goldsbrough, Mért, and
Co. on an application for special leave
to appeal to the Privy Council against
the decision of the High Court of Aus-
tralin on the question of the power of
the Commonwealth to impose certain
taxes.

2. () No fees werce paid or agreed
to be paid by the Governmment. (b) the
solicitors for Goldsbrough, Mort, and
Co. are responsible for parment of any
fees due in respect to the application,
the payment of "which does not concern
the pubhc in any way.”

(instructed

ALLEGED ARRANGEMENT wiTH Mgr. . H.
HeENCEMAN 1IN BASTERN ° (CASE.

Mr. GUNN asked the Assistant Minister
for Justice--

“1 Is it not a fact that the late
Government. through the Crown Solici-
tor. had arranoed with Mr. H. H.
Henchman, the counsel who had repre-
sented the Quoem]and Government thew‘
tofore throughout the htwahon to visib

England to xeplecent it in ihe * Bastern’
case?

[ASSEMBLY.] Stallions Registration Bill.

“2 Is it not a fact that the fee
arranged was in the neighbourkood of a
thousand guincas, and was to cover all
travelling expenses?

3. What were the reasony for
ing such arrangement?”’

Ho~. J. A, FIHELLY

1. No.
“2and 3. S

cancell-

replied-—

33

answer to No. 1.

PAPER.
The following D(.pm laid on the table, was
ordered to be printed :—

Sixteenth anrual report of the Burcau of
Sugar Experimental Stations,

STALLIONS REGISTRATION BILL.
INTTIATION.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE

{Hon. W. Lennon, Hrrbert): I move—

“ That the House will, at its next sit-
ting, rcselve itself into a Committee of
the Whole to consider of the desirableness
of introducing a Bill to improve the
breed of horses, and for other incidental
purposes.”

The leader of the Opposition has called “ Not
formal > to this motion, no doubt for the
purpose of eliciting some information re-
garding it. The Bill proposes to impose a
tax of £5 per head on all stallions. It also
provides for the appointment of boards,

“ whose function it will be to go to various

cistricts for the purpose of deciding what
stallions shall be classed as breeding stallions.
The fund raised by the tax will be used in
the first place to pay the expenses of these
rxaminations, and from the surplus left pay-
ments will be made to the owners of high-
class stallions which are successful in win-
ning the premiums awarded by these com-
petent boards, the object being to encourage
horsebrecders to import the very best blood
from abroad and thereby bring about im-
proved strains in all classes of horses. The
owners of premium stallions will receive a

- subsidy from the funds, and premiums will be

paid, as far as the funds will permit, in rela-
tion to the quality of the horses. Some person
may introduce a horse at very great cost,
amd if that horse wins a premium he may
recaive £100, £200, or £300, according to the
capabilities of the funds, and the awner will
he compelled to give the services of his horse
to certain selected mares at a low fee,
rossibly £2 2s., and the stallion will be pro-
hibited from serving more than five mare: for
one owner. The effcet will probably be that
high-class horses will be spread throughout
tne length and breadtk of the land, and
will serve mares at the lowest possible cost.
If any dispute arises in connection with any
of the matters mentioned, an appeal will lie
to the Blinister, who will have some discre-

tionary power in regard to fees. Those are
the main feaiures of Lhe Bill.
Hox. J. TOLMIE (Toowoomba): This is &

question that has been discussed in the House
on quite a number o occasions, and also_a
question that has beeun taken up by men whe
have a keen desire to see the breed of horses
improved in the State, and who have a very
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wide knowledge of their business, too. If
ths hon. geutlernan will read the debates
that have faken wlacc In connection with
this subject, he will find plenty of food for
reflection. Pt how is he going to improve
the breed of stalilons in Qucensland by put-
ting on a tax of £5 a bead?

The SpcrErARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Improve
the breed of horses.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: To improve the brecd
of horses you must first of all improve the
breed of stallions. If he is going to impose
@ license fee of £5 most of the stallions now
doing business in Queensland will continue
to do business, and theve is not likely to be
much improvement. I think the Bill will
prove a vers interestmmg measure when it is
brought forward, and will, no doubt, afford
plenty of opportunitics for eriticism.

Mr. MORGAN: I am very sorry that the
Bill is not racre comgprehensive.

The SrorptaRY FOR AGRICULTURE: Wait till
vou see it.

Mr. MORGAN: I am simply going on the
explanation given by the Minister, which
shows thaf ali the Bill contains is a tax of
£5 on stallicns,

The SecritarY TOR AGRICULTURE: Those
who own brumbies will not pay the tax and
will get rid of them.

Mr. MORGAN: The hon. gentleman did
not sav whether the RNl provides for a tax
on those who own brumbies for their own
use as well as a tax on stallions for public
service.

The SECREIARY FOR  AGRICULTURE:
may keep them for their own use.

Mr. MORGAN: That will not improve the
breed of hcrres, az I might own a brumby
stallion, and put him to 100 mares, and brecd
100 brumbies,

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is not in order in discussing details at
this stage.

They

Mr. MORGAN: I recognise something
should be domne to improve the breed of

horses in Queensland, but, unfortunately,
this Bill is only going to be one of those
pettifogging measures introduced to harass
those who are <doing their level hest to
lop Queensland. Only recently a com-
mission sat in Melbourne in respect to the
breed of horses, at which the different States
in Australia were represented. Queensland
was represented by a very able man in the
person of Mr. Baynes. I followed the pro-
ceedings of that commission very closuly,
and many of the recommendations made by
the conminission were very fine, and the
Minister would be wise if he adopted many
of the suggestions mude. Instead of bring-
ing down a paltry tinpot affair like this Bill,
he should introduce something comprehen-
sive. We must start at the very foundation,
and not only tax a few stallions, There are
more horses bred in Queensland from private
stallions than from stallions offered for
public service. I hope, if this Bill is not up
to expectations, that the Minister wil' with-
draw it. and if he has not time this year
he will later on bring down something thsb
will he of permaunent benefit to Queernsiand.
Hox. W. D. ARMRTRONG (Lockyer): I
am sorry that the Bill as outlined by the
ister is not wider in its application. We
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have always had a better class of stallions
than mares in Queensiand, and I hope the
scope of the Bill =ill be widened so that
sowmcthing can be done to induce owners to
introduce into the State high-class mares.
After the South African war, as the
Afinister knows, there was o great dearth of
hor in Queensland.

Mr. BrrrraM: A
too.

Hox. W. D. ARMSTRONG: The conse-
quence was that almost any mare at all was
bred from. It would be wise for the Minisier
to give some consideration to the question
of giving a premium or a bonus cf some
sort for the introduction of first-class mares.

ALy, FORSYTH Murrumba): At the
present time the people who arc'brecding
horses get no satisfaction in breeding them,
as the price of horscs at the present time 18
very low.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
of the deterioration in horses.

My, FORSYTH: 1 know certain owners
who have paid over 400 guinea: to get the
best class of horse suitable for export, and
at the present time horses of almost any
wind are an absolute drug on the market.

Mr. Brrrrax: That does not apply to
draughts.

My, FORSYTH: I am :aying what I
know to be true, as I am speaking of hoises
that I have an intercst in. The value of
hotses has gone down an enormous extent,
<o that there is no encouragement for anyone
to get high-class stock at the prese‘nt time.
It 13 @ good thing to improve the breed of
horses, but nobody is going to enter into
that business unless they see something 1n it,
and. T do not sce that the Bill is likely to
assi«t in that direction very much. I have
no doubt that the Minister brought the Bill
in with the very best intentions to try and
improve the breed of horses in Queensland,
but I have very great doubts whether the
Biil will do what the Minister expects of 1t.

Mr. SWAYNE: There is no doubt that
the horses, especially saddle horses. in Aus-
tralia are very inferior to what th?y were
forty years ago. So far as I can gatper, the
1311l only concerns stallions, and the Minister
]wopo=‘»e§ to effect an improvement 1 that
direction by means of a premium system.
The premium system has been long in vogue
in different parts of the world. In Scotland,
where the Clydesdales are bred. 1t was
largely through that system that the breed
was brought up to its present s.tandard of
perfection. In Vigtoria the premium system
is in vogue, and as far as it goes it 18 an

e means of improving the breed of
horses; but other factors are required, and
as far as we can gather the Bill docs not
touch upon them, One of the firet requisites
is a market. The deterioration 1s most
noticeable in regard to saddle horses, and
all who have had exneriencs in that regard
will agree that the thoroughbred 1is the
source from which the best saddle horses are
brod, and it secms to me the trouble in that
¢omnrction is largely owing to the trend of
horseracing for a number of years, the dis-
position being to have short races and light
vwelghts.

The SPEAKER - Order! The hon. mem-
ber will have an opportunity of discussing
those matters on the second reading.

Mr. Swayne.l

great Jearth of mares,

Because
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Mr. SWAYNE: I only desire to express
regret that the Bill does not deal with these
matters. The hon. member for Carnarvon
year after vear moved for the introduection
of legislation on this question, which, if it
had been adopted, would have met the
requirements I have just mentioned. I am
sorry that the Bill does not touch on that
aspect of the question,

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): I am elad to sec
some form of legislation is being broughs
forward in this direction. My predecessor,
the late Hon. J. T. Bell, spoke in this
House on many occasions on this subject.
and his idea was a tax on stallions. This is
a premium on stallions, although there is a
tax in connection with it. His idea was
that stallions should not be allowed for public
use for stud purposes unless they were up
to a certain standard. That seems to me to
get at the bottom of the business, as there
13 no doubt a number of horses that are
used for stud purposes in Queensland arec
very defective.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: This Bill
will prevent it.

Mr. VOWLES: I do not know that it will.
It seems to me all you have to do is to pay
a fee of £5.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: They
will not be allowed to stand for service unless
they are fit.

Mr. VOWLES: As far as that goes, I know
of show horses that have passed the veteri-
nary surgeon at cne show and could not
pass the test at another show. If the reputa-
tion of a stallion is not of the soundest it
appeatrs to me that his earning power ceases.
The hon. member for Lockyer made a very
worthy suggestion to the effect that when the
Minister is taking this matter into considera-
tion he should not forget the importance of
mares. It is a notorious fact that when the

Japanese buyers came here a fow
[4 p.m.] vyears ago the animals they were
after were mares of the best
class, The result is that they are now doing
the Indian trade that we used to do, and that
is why we have not got a market for our
horses. On the question of inferior horses,
I think the suggestion came from a member
on the Treasury benches that we ought to
take into consideration the question of using
them as meat. That is the quickest way of
getting rid of the culls, and T should say
that something ought to be done in that
direction quickly. If the department would
lead the way by importing horses, I think
they would be making a move in the right
direction, but if they are merely going to
subsidise owners, or if the owners are mercly
going to subsidise themselves, it means that
the men with the most money, who can
import the most valuable horses, are going
to reap the benefit.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Do not
forget that the board may fix the fee at,
perhaps, £2 2s. That will benefit the public,
will it not?

Mr. VOWLES: Do you mean to say that
if you import a stallion

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is discussing the details of the measure.

Mr. VOWLES: At any rate, they should
begin at home, and if they import good
blecod horses others would probably follow
their lead.

Question put and passed.

[Mr. Swayne.

[ASSEMBLY.}

. veterinary school at Melbourne.

Veterinary Surgeons Bill,

VETERINARY SURGEONS BILL.
INITIATION

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE,
in moving—

“That the House will, at its next sit-
ting, resolve itself into a Committee of
the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introducing a Bill to make provi-
sion for the registration of veterinary
surgeons and to regulate the practice of
that calling,”

said: This Bill is required in order to try
to have some sort of qualification for people
who call themselves veterinary surgeons,

Hon. W. D. Arwmstrong: How many are
there in Queensland ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
There are only nine at the present time
properly qualified, but there are a great
number who ‘are ‘practising without the
necessary qualifications.

Hon. J. ToLmiz: And five of those nine are
in the Government service.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
There are practically only four in the
Government service at the present time.
Others who did belong to the Government
scrvice are away. There are two in Too-
woomba, two in Rockhampton, one in
Townsville, and three in Brisbane, usually,
but some are away at the front. The Bull
will provide that any one coming along with
proper qualifications will be admitted on
application. It also provides that those
persons who have been recognised as veterin-
ary surgeons and considered worthy, and
have been practising for three years, may
be permitted to come under fthe Bill. Of
course, everyone who is practising will not
be recognised. I think that in that case the
Bill will be a very great service. In some
remote degree, it is practically a complement
to the Bill which we have been discussing.
Of course, an additional -reason why it 1s
necessary is that in New South Wales they
have a Chair of Veterinary Science at the
University, and I think they also have a
The effect
is that those States do not recognise people
who are not qualified, and many of those
people have come across to Queensland, and
therefore we have more than our proper share
of that particular kind of horse doctor, if I
might so describe them. I do not_ think I
need say anything more. Tt is simply a Bill
to qualify veterinary surgeons.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: I simply rise for the
purpose of asking the Minister if he will
not, between now and to-morrow, consider
the advisableness of withdrawing the Bill, as
it is most absurd and preposterous that the
time of Parlament should be taken up in
dealing with nine veterinary surgeons, four
of whom are in the Government service.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We want
to deal with a much larger number.

Hown. J. TOLMIE: There are hundreds
and hundreds of men who may be of great
use to stock owners in different parts of
Queensland. We will take Dalby. If a man’s
horse is sick at Dalby, he does not want to
come to Brisbane or Toowoomba.

The SECRETARY FOR _AGRICULTURE: You can
have your horse doctor. We will not
interfere.
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Hox. J. TOLMIE: If you are going to
protect these nine, surely it must be at the
expense of the others. The number has
increased by about 50 per cent. in the last
three years.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The
number of properly qualified men has de-
creased. The number of men not properly
qualified has increased.

Hov. J. TOLMIE: When we arrive at
such a position that we have to introduce
legislation for the purpose of dealing with a
profession that is on the down grade,——

The SeCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Nothing
of the kind. Be serious if you can.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: The hon. member
ought to be serious, and not introduce Bills
of this sort. 1 hope he will withdraw it.

Mr. VOWLES: It seems to me it is rather
unnecessary to introduce legislation to deal
with such a small body of the community.
If it is simply a Bill dealing with registra-
tion, and the recognition of the veterinary
surgeons in Queensland, like the Medical
Beard, who can make rvegulations amongst
themselves, no harm is done. But, if it is
going to Interfere with the large numbers
of men in Queensland who have some skill
in treating stock and sometimes do it for
nothing—for instance, these men will attend
to your sick cow or your sick dog——

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE: We will
not Interfere with them.

Mr. VOWLES: What is the good of the
Bill then ? These men all hold diplomas.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No, they
do not.

Mr. VOWLES: They do. They have got
their diplomas mostly in Dublin, some of
them in Scotland.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Nearly

all the veterinary surgeons here are from
England.

My. VOWLES : I have even heard members
of the Government party say that the quack
doctor should be allowed to ply his trade.
Surely if the homeopaths are to .be allowed
to deal out medicines for human beings, the
men I refer to should be allowed to ply their
trade. The same thing applies to registered
nurses and the country midwife” This Bill
apparently only deals with seven men, and
the thing is too infinitely absurd.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Properly
qualified men will not come here and com-
pete with the others. They go to New South
Wales and Victoria.

Mr. VOWLES : Where there is scope for a
man he naturally goes. If it is going to be
an adjunce o° the previous BIll it simply
means that tliese are the persons who are
going to give ceriificates to stallions. The
department will only accept a certificate
from their own employees; they will not
recognise tha certificates of men who were
here sometimes before the others were born.

The SeonriaRY FOR AGRICULTURE: That is
not correct.
Mr. VOWLES: It is correct. The depart-

ment only recognise the certificates of Mr.
McGowan and others. Those are the men
who go to the shows and give certificates for
the purposes of the stud-book.

[22 NovEMBER.]
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Mr. SWAYNE: I am not aware that it is
o burning questioa in the country that this
Bill should be introduced.

The SPEAKER: Order! I hope the hon.
member will not traverse the same ground as
previous speakers.

Mr SWAYNE: T represent a district that
contains, I suppose, more draught horses in a
given area than any other in Queensland, or
at anv rate as meny, and for some of them
the owners have paid a pretty good price.
There has been 1o demand there for such
legislation as this. What I rose to ask the
Minister was whether this Bill will contain
any provision for dealing with stallions at
show grounds.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We are
not dealing with horses in this Bill at all.

Mr. SWAYNE: I think the Bill should
contain the means of dealing with such a
difficulty as arises when one Government
veterinary surgeon has refused a stallion a
certificate in one show ring and he has gone
to another show ring a couple of hundred
miles distant and the other veterinary sur-
geon has passed him. As has just been
suggested to me by another hon. member, this
may be a proposal to create a close corpora-
tion for men like that. If we are going to
do anything in regard to that, the Bill should
contamn provision for dealing with difficulties
such as I have mentioned.

Question put and passed.

DAYS OF SITTING.
Frinay MORNING.

The PREMIER, in moving—

“ That during the remainder of this
session, unless otherwise ordered, the
House will meet for the despatch of busi-
ness at 9.30 a.m. on Friday in each week,
and that on that day Supply may be
taken either from 10 a.m. to 4.30 p.m., or
from 4 p.m. to 10.30 p.m., and that in
either case such day shall be an allotted
day under Standing Order No. 306, and
all other provisions of that Standing
Order shall apply,”

said: IHon. members will understand, of
course, that the hour named, of 9.30, really
means 10 o’clock if we take off the half-hour
that is given for the formation of a gquorum.
The Government had under consideration the
question of whether it should ask Parliament
to meet on Monday or make provision in the
direction in which I am moving, and in view
of the fact that Ministers have to attend to
their departments, at all events for one whole
day

Hon J. G. AppeL: Their caucus meeting.

The PREMIER: It is considered desirable
that the time should be allotted as proposed
here. I am sure every hon. member is
desirous of finishing the business—and there
is a considerable amount of business to_be
finished—between this and Christmas, and it
is hoped that if a rcasonable attitude is
adopted by hon. members we will be able to
do that. I, therefore, move accordingly.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: The Premier cannot
complain that the Opposition have not
assisted him to the fullest possible extent in
getting through the business of the House
this session. We have shown ourselves to be

Hon. J. Tolmie.]
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willing workers right from the very begin-
ning, and it secems to me that there is a
tendency on the part of the Government to
make the willing horse suffer additional
burdens. 1f the Government had done the
right thing, they would have met the House
at the proper time and introduced legislation
for the well-being of the State. If we had
not bheen called upon to deal with a lot of
superflucus legislation, then there would be
no need to sit another day at this stage of
the session. By this motion the Premier is
asking us to meet another day. The hon.
gentleman must remember that we have
worked four days a week right from the
beginning, and that extra day should have
been requisite for the Government to intro-
duce the legislation necessary for the well-
being of the State. But the Government
have been bringing forward a lot of legis-
lation, and some measures of a trifling
character, and we can only come to the con-
clusion that they are imposing on members
too great a strain by asking them to sit an
extra day a week. Would it not be better if
the Premier were to alter his motion, that
the House should mecet on Tuesday instead
of Friday? The hon. gentleman says that
he wants onc clear day to attend to the
business in the departments. It will not take
away very much between now and Christmas
if we met on Mondav. It is too much of a
strain to ask members to sit from 10 o’clock
on Fridays till, perhaps, 2 o’clock on Satur-
day morning.

The PreviEr: What day does your caucus
meet ?

Hox. J. TOLMI¥: It is a great strain to
put on you, Mr. Speaker, to ask you to sit
in the chair from 10 o’clock on Friday morn-
ing till the early hours of Saturday morning.
At any rate, if the Premier is going to malke
a «departure, then he should make the day
on which the long sitting is to be held start
on the Tuesday instead of Friday. Members
are fresher then to carry out the whole day’s
work. If the hon. gentleman will alter his
motion to Tuesday, it will mect with the
approbation of members on this side, and I
am sure hon. members opposite will also
approve of it. On Tuesday the Minister’s
table will be clear of any accumulation of
work that must exist on Friday. Conse-
quently, it would be better from the Cabinet
point of view if we sat on Tuesday. If we
sit in the morning on the last day of the
week it will mean that members will be
tired out with all night sittings. At times.
members opposite show a zeal for work, and
they want to sit all night, and we have no
desire to cheek them. We always help them
with the greatest cheerfulness when they
make us sit all night.

The PrEmizr: Is that a threat?

Hon. J. TOLMJIE: We never threaten on
this side. All the thunder and lightning
comes from the front Treasury bench. When
the hon. gentleman says he is going to sit all
night we have to submit.

Mr. MvrrHY : And commandeer their motor
cars. (L.aughter.)

Hox. J. TOLMIE: Yes. Under the new
regime the Government share their motor
cars with members on this side. We do not
know yet when the session is going to close,
and we have not the slightest idea what
business is going to be introduced. Probably,
the hon. gentleman in charge of the front
Treasury bench does not know himself what
legislation is going to be introduced, because

[Hon. J. Tolmae.
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he has to get his instructions later on. If an
alteration 1s to be made I hope that we will
¢it on Tuesday morning instead of Friday.

Hox. J. G. APPEL (Albert): ¥ have no
particular objection to the motion. The real
Loason for the motion is because the House
vas called together so late in the year. )

The SECRETARY FOR AcgricUirrre: That is
why you are so late yourself.

TIox. J. G. APPEL: If the hon. gentleman
kuew the reason I have been absent from the
TJouse I do not think he would interject.
There is something in what the leader of the
Opposition suggests. If it mesns finishing
the business before Christmas, then 1t might
be necessary for us to sit on two ov three
mornings in the week.

The PreMirr: We may have to do that
yet.

How. J. G. APPEL: In view of the fact
that we are likely to have a hot summer
it is not dosirable that we should sit after
the Christrnas vacation. While we are willing
to sit additional hours, I would suggest that
no fresh legislation be introduced that does
not affect the welfare of the community. if
a lot of legislation is to be sprung upon us,
then there is nothing to be gained in sitting
a greater number of hours.

The Premier: I can
gentleman  that only reasonable
will be intreduced. (Laughter.)

Hox. J. G. APPEL: One measure has
been introduced which I consider n;1£ost un-
reasonable. However, if it expedites the
business of the House I do not object to the
motion. If the Premier can see his WgL]y
to alter the date, I have no doubt he will
do so.

The PREMIER:

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I am sure if the hon.
member finds that another day is more suit-
able he will adopt it, but I would suggest
that he should not introduce any more
experimental or sentimental legislation.

Mr. GUNN:

assure the hon.
measures

Qive this a trial first.

I have no objection to sitting
for a longer time on Friday, but I think
it would be fairer to the officers of the
Touse if we sab on Monday, because 1t is

long to ask them to be hece from
i%o o’clogék in the morning until 10.30 at
nicht. Hon. members sitting on the Go-
vernment benches belleve in an 8-hour
day, bank to bank, but that iz not an
g hour day. It is teco much of a good

thing to ask the officers to work those long
hours. .

Mr. May: What about overtime?

Mr. GUNN: I do not know whether they
will get overtime for it. 1 think 1t would
cuit the officers of the House better if we
sat on Monday.

The DTREMIER: Your anxiety for the
officers of the House has suddenly developed.
Vou were not so anxious about the officers
of the Fouse when vou sat over here.

Mr. QUNN: I do not ever remember
sitting 12 hours a day when I wus sitting
over there, except when we had all night

sittings. The all night sittings then were
caused by members of the Opposition.
(Laughter.) We had far more all night

sittings when the hon. members opposite
were in opposition than we have} had since
they have been on the Treasury benches. I
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think it would be better to do double dutr
on Thursday instead of Friday, because
a number of Downs members have to go

away from Brisbane at the weck-end.

Mr. FORSYTH: 1, personally, would
rauther sit on Monday from 10 o’clock
until 4.30 than have a Monday’s sitting,

because that would mean sitting five nights
a wveek, and 1t is too much to ask hon.
members to do that during this hot weather.

The Presmizr: How can we attend to our
departments ?

Mr. FORSYTH :

) The usual thing is to
sit three dayvs a

i week for a considerable
time, but we started this session with four
dars a weck, and that cxtra day should
have been 1mplo to make up. The Govern-
ment have introduced a lot of Bills, and we
«do not know <what other Bills are to come
forward. If tho hon, gentlaman could tell
us what other legislation he iz going to
introduce we would know exactly what we
could do. If he brings in many more Bills,
then it will not matter if we sxt six days a
weck. 1 would like to know what business
the hon. gentleman intends to bung before
the House between this and Christmas. The
hon. gentleman said that if the Opposition
were reasonable we would finish by Christmas.
I consider that the Opposition have heen
most reasonable. The business of the country

has been carricd through expeditiously when
vou consider the enormous quantity of Bills
that ie have dealt with. 1 consider that
the Government have had splendid assistance
from the Opposition, and while we are giving
them every consideration we expect the same
from hon. members opposite. With regard
to sitting on Friday mornings, it has been
pointed out that there is always a thin
House on Friday, because a large number
of members have to go away at the end of
the week. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
thinks that that will be a good time to get
his legislation through because there are
very few people here. It is not a fair thing
to pass legislation in that way.

The PrEMIER: You are putting ideas into
my head.

Mr. FORSYTH: This is not the first
time that the hon. gentleman has done it.
so the idea must have been put into his
head before, In any case, T think it would

a wise thmg to alter the

[4.30 p.m.] dav from Friday to some other
dav in the weck. The Premier

has said that the rcason he does not want
to sit on JIonday is that Ministers want
some time to look after their departments,

and there is probably some force in that
argument.  If the hon. gentleman cannot
sec his wav clear to sit at 10 o’clock on

Monday and finish at half-past 4 on that
day, then he might ¢hange the day to which
this motion refers to some other day than
Friday.

The PreEMiEr: Would yvou not give this a
trial? If we find that members are too tired
to sit all day on Friday, we can change the
day.

Mr. FORSYTH: A number of members
genecrally go away on Friday night, and it
would be very much befter to have some
other day, in order to give those members
a chance of being present.

The PreuMizrR: Of course, I will consider
that, and put on Estimates on Friday.

[22 NOVEMBER.]
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Mr., FORSYTH: I presume the hon.
gentleman desires to meet the wishes of

members. The matter does not really affect
me personally, but it affects a considerable
nummber of members who generally go away
early on Fridav. I hope that the hon.
gentleman will not bring in fresh legislation.
He has becn introducing lately some pecuhar
legislation, which has caused a good deal of
discuscion, and which is not for the good of
the country. I do not sece any reason why
we should be kept here long homc during the
hot days dnd nights, as that is not ﬂood for
the health of members, and I hope the hon.
ﬂfmlmnan will consider the suggestion I have
made to choose some other day then Friday.

Mr. GRAYSON (Cunninglam): I do not
intend to oppose the motion, but I would
remind the Premier that many members on
this side of the House, particularly Downs
members, like to leave for their liomes on
Friday morning in order to assist at harvest-
ing on their farms during the weck end;
and that he would mest the convenicnce of
country members generally if he would make
this long sitting on either Tucsday, Wednes-
dav. or Thur 1ay, instead of Fllddv I ad-
mit that it is a fair thing to have extra
sitting time in order to ﬁnish the business
before Christmas, and I am suve that the
Opposition will give the Government ocvery
assistance.

The Previgr: If you assist me enough,
we may not need to use the extra time.

Mr. GRAYSON: It is not the desire of
members on this side to keep the House
sitting after Christmas; we all desire to
‘umh the work before Christmas if possible,
and it is a very small concession that we ask
f01 when we ask the Premier to make the
long sitting day either Tuesday, Wednesday,
or Thursday.

Mr. MURPHY (Burke): If T were not
opposed to the motion, I would not say any-
thing on it, but I am opposed to it. 1 have
to0 be 0ppo~od to it in order to be consistent,
because in the past I have frequently assisted
the present Premier and his supporters to
oppose a motion for an extra sitting day!
It was pointed out then that, so far as this
Heuse is concerned, if it became necessary
in the public mtme*t that members should
be prepared to come here after Christmas.
The hon. gentleman proposes now to have

what 13 ]mllv an extra sitting day on Fri-
da\ in order that the House may adjourn
by Christme [ do not zec that there is any
geney for this extra sitting day. I think
we can get through the business of the
country without mecting at 10 o'clock on
Friday morning. The Premicr kpows how
he used to oppoie Monday sittings, and how
we all supported him, and how, on one occa-
sion, we cven went so far as to take a divi-
sion on the question in order to show our
disapproval of the action of the then Go-

vernment. However, things have now
changad, and the Premier savs Ministers
must be in thmr offices on Monday, and

Government members have ceased to advo-
eate meeting at 10 o’clock in the morning
and knocking off at 6 o’clock, and having no
night sittings. Although it has been said
thot the Premier may later on find it con-
venient to meet the wwhm of some of the
Downs members, my opinion is that if this
motion is oanled the Premicr will gne very
little consideration to any complaints which
may arise later on.
Question put and passed.

Mr. Murphy.]
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INCOME TAX ACT AMENDMENT BILL,
COMMITTEE.

The several clauses of the Bill were agreed

to without amendment or debate.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported the Bill without amendment, and
the third reading was made an Order of the
Dayv for to-morrow.

MARSUPIAL BOARDS ACT
MENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

AMEND-

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
In moving the second reading of this Bill, I
may state that considerable information as
to 1ts main features was afforded hon. mem-
bers at the initiatory stage. 'the Act which
the - measure proposes to amend has been in
force for a considerable time, and very heavy
contributions have been made by pastomhsts
in their own interests in order to extirpate
as far as possible the native dog, the fox, and
the marsupial. During the time the Act has
been in force a subsidy has been contributed
by the Government. No subsidy was paid in
the four years 1891 to 1895, nor was the Act
in force during that period, but leaving
out that interregnumi, the total contubutlon
paid by the Government by way of subsidy
from 1877 till the present time amounts to
no less a sum than £289,111 bs. 5d. This Bill
is intreiduced because it has been asked for
by all the bodies concerned. The leader of the
Opposition must be familiar with the fact
that we have in Brisbane what is known as
the ‘‘ deputation season,” At the time when
our National Show is held, people from all
parts of the State make it a point to lay
their wants before the various departments,
and during the last two years I had deputa-
tions urging upon me the necessity for amend-
ing the Marsupials Boards Act.

Hon. J. TorMie: Didn’t your deputations
want to wipe it out?

Ths SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
No. I would like to do that, but that was
objected to strongly by a very large number
of boards and pas :toralists. The number of
dingoes and foxes paid for throughcut
Qqeen@lcud during the year 1915 tot‘ﬂled
23.000. That shoms some vigour in the
efforts which had been made “to extirpate
dingoees and foxes. Greater activity in this
connection was displayed last year than was
displayed the preceding year. Dingoes are
increasing in the far West and “the far
South-west. They also come from other
quarters, and thc dingoes are increasing,
notwithstanding the fact that such lm‘ge
numbers were destroyed last year. In order
that the work may be more effective, we
propose to prohibit, by this measure, the
practice that has grown up in recent }0&13
of marsupial boards granting exemptions in
respect to large areas of “their territory.
Under this Bill it is proposed to discontinue
that nemmwus system. Another very impor-
tant ])unt is in regard to the minimum to
be paid for scalps. Under the present Act
the minimum was fixed at Bs. Representa-
tions were made to me from as far north as
Cloncurry right to the extreme southern end
of the State, and as far as the extreme west
in regard to the matter, and varying sums
were suggested at which the limit should bo

[Hon. W. Lennon.
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fixed. Some people wanted it to be fixed as
high as £1 10s.. but I do not think that rate
would meet with general satisfaction. I is
interesting to know that at present twenty-
nine hoards are operating. and bonuses paid
as follows:—Iight boards pay £1; two
Hoards pay 159s.; eleven boards pay 10s. ; one
hoard pays Ts. 6d.; and seven hoards pay
55. minimum. That shows an avervage of
11s. 93d. per scalp A sensible and moderate
solution of the matter i to make the mini-
munt 15s., and that, I think, will give more
general catisfaction than any other figure
named, and, of course, it is only dcslred to
zive <atisfaction to those people concerned in
a measure of this sorf.

Mr. Morcan:
35 why
iptions?

Can you give a few more
you are not going to allow

rea
ON &

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Tor the rcason that such places becume
breeding-greunds.  If you have large arcas
where no kxlhno is going on they naturally
becore blcedmw-placet for (hngoes and mar-
supials.  Some people thought it would be
much better to bring in what they call a
Pests Act, and representations were made to
me in that direction. Considerable thought
was given to the subject, with the result that
1 could not see my way to bring in & Pests
Bill this session, because loml u*hon-
ties have power to declare certain animals
as pests, and if they were brought under this
Bill in any shape or form it would reaquire
so much trouble that I do not think hon.
members would give the necessary attention
to it to make it law this session, It would
require alterations in the following Acts of
Authorities Acts: the
existing by-laws of many local authorities;
the Land Acts of 1910 and 1913; Prickly-
pear Destruction Acts of 1912 and 19L3
Marsupial Froof Fencing Acts, 1898 to 191%;
Marsupial Boards Acts, 1905 to 1910; Rakbit
Acts. 1885, 1889. and 1913; Diseases in Stock
Act of 1915; Fruit Cases Act of 1912 Grape
Vines Diseases Act, 1877; Diseases in Plants
Acts, 1913 and 1914 Native Animals Protec-
tion Acts, 1906 to 1910; Native Birds Protec-
tion ACts 1877 to 1884 Sugar Experiment
Stations ‘Act of 1900; and the Common-
wealth Quarantine Acts 1908 to 1915, I am
assured by the Pa1hamenta1v Draftsinan
that to bring in a Bill such as is desired by
some Y)eople would involve an alteration
of all those Acts of Parliament, and an altera-
tion of all those by-laws ])assod by looal
authoritics. The- Bill also provides that in
future endowment will onty be paid in regard
to the amount actyally expended in the de-
struction of marsupials and dingoes. IHitherto
endowment has been paid on the total dis-
bursements of the Dloard, and complaints
have come from certain quarters that some
boards have been somewhat lavish in their
expenses; their office expenses and the cost
of administration generally has been un-
reasonably high.  Suggestions were made
that these should be regulated by the Act.
That scems to be an unwarrantable interfer-
ence with the business of those boards, and
the ond can be attained in a better way—
that is. by not paring subsidy on those
expenses, and paying the subsidy on the
work of extermination only. The Bill, I
shink, will meet with rrcnmm acceptance. I
have given, as far as it is practicable, effect
to “1“ it I nlﬂht call a general concensus of
spinicn regar dmg the matter. It is not easy
to do that when you have a large number of
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people making representations. You caunot
satisfy everybody, but I think this Bill will
be a marked improvement on the existing
law, inasmuch as it will prevent—whatr is
now quite a common practice—certain boalds
paving only 5s. for the scalp* of dingoes and
foxes. Such boards practically have no busi-
ness, but boards that offer a higher fee ds a
wood business.

Mr. MoRreaN: Are you making it compul-
sory to pay 1bs. for foxes?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Yes, it is compulsory to pay 15s. for foxes.
The word dingo "’ includes “‘ fox.” I think
that will give general satisfaction.

Mr. GunN: Can you make it include blow-
flies 7

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
We cannot do the 1mnos'i1blc Some neople
wanted emus and wild pigs included, but in
order to do that a number of Acts would
have to be altered. I think what we are
doing is quite sufficient for the purpose, and
I feel satisfied that hon. members opposite,
who are interested in the measure, will pass
1t without any alteration, but 1f they can
point out any alteration that will improve the
Bill, it will, of course, receive sympathetic
consideration. I do mnot wish to delay the
House any longer, because we have a lot to
do this session, and very little time in which
to do it, and therefore have no time for
long speeches I beg to move—That the
Bill be now read a second time.

Mr. MORGAN: The Minister stated that
he is introducing this Bill at the request of
people who are concerned. In one respect
he 1s right, as the people who are concerned
do require certain amendments in respect
to the Marsupial Boards Act, but the
Minister, in some directions, is going further
than those who are actually concerned had
asked. When the Minister asked permission
to introduce this Bill, he forgot to tell us
that certain alterations were being made
which I, as one who has had practical experi-
ence in the work of marsupial boards and
as one who has to pay taxes in connection
with those boards, know the stockowners
of Queensland do not want, T would draw
attention to the fact that this Bill provides
that in future no exemptions will be
allowed in respect of certain holdings. I am
quite sure that the pastoralists and stock-
owners of Queensland have not asked the
Minister to introduce an amendment in that
direction.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
not know what they have asked.

Mr. MORGAN: I know perfectly well
what they have asked, as I introduced several
deputations to the prevlous Minister on the
subject. I have taken a very keen interest
in the Marsupial Boards Act, and before
the present Minister occupied the position
of Secretary for Agriculture I attended many
conferences on the subject, and I know that
the stockowners of Queensland have never
asked the Minister to abolish subsection (4) of
section 19 of the principal Act. The Minister
stated that exemptions have been given by
certain boards, and these areas become
breeding- grounds for dingoes and marsupials.
That is a reflection upon the marsupial
boards of Queensland. Section 19 of the
principal Act states that exemptions can-
not be given by the boards unless the boards
are thoroughly satisfied that the whole of
the conditions, so far as the destruction. of
dingoes and foxes is concerned, have been

You do
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carried out in respect of the area. The pro-
vision which the Minister wishes to eliminate
from the Act is as follows :—

“ Provided that the owner or manager
of any holding may apply in writing to
the board that his holding  shall be
exempt from the operation of this section,
either absolutely or during a specified
period, on the grounds stated in such
application. Whereupon the board, after
hearing all persons interested who "desive
to be heard and taking into consideration
the application and any evidence adduced
in support thereof or in opposition
thereto, may by order—

{a) Grant the application without
modification or with any modification
which appears to the board to be
proper; or

(b} Reject the application.”

Therefore, before any exemption is granted,
the board must be thoroughly satisfied that
the owners of the holding are destroying the
marsupials and the foxes and dingoes on
that holding. I would also like to point out
in this respect that the definition of holding
applies to frecholds as well as to all classes
of leases that exist in Queensland. By the
abolition of subsection 4 of section 19 of the
principal Act the Minister is going to allow
the board, if they so desire, to give permits
to trappers to go upon a man’s frechold or
any country he may desire, irre-

[5 p.m.] spective of the fact whether that
holder is doing his duty with

regard to the destruction of marsupials,
dingoes, and foxes, or whether he desires the
trappers to come on to his land or not. This
is the most important alteration which the
Minister propnses to bring about. If the
people of Queensland knew that this amend-
g Bill contained such a provision as that,
thev would resist it to the utmost extent. This
is an attack upon the boards in one direction,
and, so far as the Minister is concerned, it
allows the boards, if they so desire, to give
permits to undesirable men to enter upon
the holdings of those who have done their
duty so far as the destruction of these pests
is concerned. I know myself that in the
western parts of Queensland, where men are
engaged on the different stations in the
destruction of dingoes and marsupials for a
certain period of the year, that they are
usually men who are engaged in work on
the station, such as mustering and the like,
and when they are not earning wages from
the station they are allowed to trap and
destroy the marsupials and other pests. This
privilege is reserved by the owners of the
property for certain individuals who a551st
them during certain portions of the year in
the working of the property. If this sub-
section is eliminated from the original Act,
it will mean that any Tom, Dick, or Harry
can obtain a permit from the Marsupial
Board to_ trap. It 58y that the permit
‘“shall ” be given, not “ may’ be given.
These men will be able to go on any property
and engage in the destruction of marsupials,
dingoes, and opossums irrespective of whether
the owners of that particular property are
doing their best to destror the pests or not.
That is not fair. The Minister cannot tell
the House that on any occasion when the
owners of property have asked him to bring
in an amendment of the Act in that direction.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You are
stating what is not true. They did ask me,

many of them.
Mr. Morgan.]
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Mr. MORGAN: I would like the Minister
to mention the rames of any deputation of
holders of property that asked him to intro-
duce thisz legislation. Fle may have heen
asked by the trappers.

The BECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Thix Bill
has nothing to do with trappers.

Mr., MORGAN: There are certain restrie-
tions so far as trappers are concerned, but
there are some men engaged in trapping
whom it is not desirable to give permits to.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Subsec-
tion 2 of section 19 has nothing to do with
trapping at all. You don’t know what you
are talking about.

Mr. MORGAN: 1 will read the balance
of the seetion from the principal Act, and
members of the House can judge whether ir
deals with trapoing or not. "It savs—

“If the board grant the application
without modification or with such modifi-
cation as aforesaid, notice of the order
of the board shall, at the expense of the
applicant, be published in some news-
paper generally circulating within 4}
district during two consecutive woeks
next after the making of the order; and
at the expiration of such two weeks i
shall not be lawful during the pericd,
any, fixed by the order for any scalper
to destroy marsupials or dingoes upon the
holding therein referred to or to enter
upon such holding for the purpose of such
destruction

I sce the word “scalper” is mentioned there.
I used the word * trapper” instead of
“scalper.”

The SrCRETARY FOR AGRICULTTRE: Dou't
yvou understand that if that section is re-
pealed theve will be no such thing as grant-
ing an exemption for any particular ares?

Mr. MORGAN: Exactly. That is what 1
say. At the present time a scalper cannot
ge on to land that is exempt.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Theve
are no excmptions under this amending Bill.

Mr. MORGAN: That is so. The hon.
gentleman is only trying to quibble cut of it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I am not.
How dare you way that? You can do nothing
bat use insulting language. You are not
%pthelhgent enough to understand plain Eng-
lish.

Mr., MORGAN: I am endeavouring to
show the Minister that he is wrong when he
says that it does not refer to trappers.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You can-
not show me where T am wrong. I challenge
you to show me where I am wrong. You
have not brains enough to show me where
I am wrong.

Mr. MORGAN: So far as brains are con-
cerned I may say that during the period I
have lived 1 have made a success in life.
Can the Minister say the same?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Yes. I
am a greater success than you will ever be.

The SPEAKER: Order!

. Mr. MORGAN: I am only replying to the
interjections made by the Minister.

The SPEAKER: Order!
{Hr. Morguan.
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Mr. MORGAN: You should deal with the

interjector, as he is rvesponsible for the
interruption.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Because

vou insuited me.

Mr. MORGAN: You said I did not have
any brains. If I only had as little brains as
Fou

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon.
member to be less personal in his remarks.

Mr. MORGAN: If you had only listened
to the Minister for Agriculture you would
find that the personalities originated from the
Minister himself.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon.
member to address himself to the Bill.

My, MORGAN: Ves, I will endeavour to
do so. but I wish for fair treatment. The
3linister was the first to introduce the
porsonalities, ‘

The SECRETARY
not.

Ay, MORGAN: I will finish the section I
was reading from, which continues as fol-
lows ’

FOR AGRICULTURE: 1 was

1t shall not be lawful during the
period, if any, fixed by the order for
zny  scalper to destroy inarsupials or
dingoes upon the holding therein referred
to, or to enter upon auy such holding
for the purposc of such destruction. And
any scalper who offends against this pro-
vision shall bs liable to a penalty not
exceeding twenty pounds.”

According to that section, any man cngaged
in the industry of scalping or trapping, if he
goes on areas that are cxempt, will suffer
a venalty of £80. The Minister desires to
have that clause eliminated from the Act
altogether, and that is somcthing we do not
desive. T am sure that the people who are
paying the bonus and carrving on the work
in connection with this particular Act will
not agree to it so far as that particular pro-
vision 1s concerncd. There is also another
important matter in regard to this Bill which
I shall refer to. Subclause (3) of clause 3
does away with the fixing of a maximum
asscssment.  The Minister has not explained
that to the House as fully as he might have
done. Had the Minister so desired he could
have told the House that so far as this Bill
is concerned it is going to double and treble
the taxation on the stockowners of Queens-
land for the destruction of dingoes and foxes,
whilst the Government of Queensland are
going to get out of it practically scot free.
The Act provides that the assessment shall
not be more than 7s. 6d. per twenty head
of cattle or 100 head of sheep. This Bill
abolishes that proviso and gives the board a
free hand as to the amount of assessment
they may impose. They can do what they
like so far as that form of taxation is con-
cerned. The Minister is permitting the
marsupial boards to put whatever taxation
they like upon the stockowners of Queens-
land. That is a matter which I am sure
the stockowners of Queensland did not ask
the Minister to ineclude in this Bill. There
is another important amendment here which
the Minister has not explained. At the
present time, if there are not a great number
of marsupials or dingoes, and the board does
not think 1t necessary to strike another assess-
ment rate, but has sufficient revenue to carry
on for another year, it need not strike a levy
at all. TUnder this Bill, however, it is
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orovided that the board must make the assess-
ment whether they like it or not. What does
the Minister intend to do with the funds that
azcoumulate year after year? That is another
amendment that the Minister has not been
asked to make so far as the stockowners of
Queensland are concerned. There is another
important amendment here. At the present
time, if the board finds it necessary to make
a second assessment, they cannot exceed -Bs.
for each twenty cattle or 100" sheep, but the
Minister is wiping out that provision alto-
gether, and he is introducing an amendmens
to incvease it to Ts. 6d. I am sure that the
marsupial boards did not ask for that amend-
ment, Now we are coming t0 a most impor-
tant amendment so far as this Bill is con-
cerned, and that is the part played by the
Government in the assistance given for the
destruction of foxes and dingoes upon the
Crown lands in Queensland. We, who have
had experience of this matter, know that
there are, unfortunately, hundreds of
thousands of acres of vacant Crown land in
Queensland under no form of fenure what-
ever, and it iz a breeding ground for dingoes
and pests generally., The State take no
responsibility at all so far as this Govern-
ment land is concerned. The land is not
occcupied. Vet the Government come along
now and they are not prepared to share their
full responsibility in the destruction of these
pests on Government land. The original Act
provides that if the marsupial board spends,
say, £4,000 in a district on the desiruction of
dingoes and foxes the Government will come
along with a subsidy equal %o one-fourth of
that amount, and they will advance the
board £1,000. If the board spend £8,000
the Government will give £2,000, and so on.
So far as this Bill is concerned we notice that
the amount placed on the Hstimates for the
payment of bonuses {for the destruction of
marsupials is £5,000. The Minister has
already said that during the past six or seven
years he has discovered that that is the
average amount paid by the Government.

The SrEORETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: During
the last ten years.

Mr. MORGAN: Yes, during the last ten
years, the Minister says that the average
amount paid by the Government has been
£5,000 a year. The Minister fixes the amount
at £5,000, yet he proposes to imcrease the
subsidy from 5s. to 15s.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No, he
does not. You had better stick to facts.

Mr. MORGAN: I should say rather that
the Minister is going to increase the bonus.
I made a slip in the word. I am sorry that
it is not a subsidy. The Minister is going
to allow the marsupial boards of Queensland
to pay a bonus of 1bs. a head on dingoes,
while under the original Act they were only
compelled to pay 5s.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
have asked to be compelled.

Myr. MORGAN: I agree with the fact
that the Minister has seen fit to bring in a
Bill to raise the bonus to 15s., but, because
I agree with one particular section, it does
not follow that I agree with all the Bill.
The Minister has agreed to compel the
board to pay a bonus of 15s. for every dingo,
and I say that it is a very good provision,
but that is going to increase the taxation
on the stockowners, and while the annual
amount pald by the Government when the
bonus was bs, amounted io £5,000, the

They
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Minister is still only going to pay £5,000
when he has increased the taxafion by 200
per cent. On those figures alone, if the
Government were going to pay their equal
proportion, they would place £15,000 on
the estimates—that is, providing only the
same number of dingoes are destroyed each
vear, but the Minister knows perfectly well
—at least, I think it is his intention—by
increasing the boous to 15s. more dingoes
will be destroyed. Last year he told us
23,000 dingoes and foxes were destroyed in
Queensland. That is the number the board
paid for, but no doubt there were many
more destroyed.

The SECRETARY TOR AGRICULTURE: I said
23,000; it was really 25,000, and that is in
excess of any year for the last three years.

Mr. MORGAN: If 25000 dingoes and
foxes have been destroyed during the last
twelve months, when the bonus was 5s., I
think the Minister will agree that during
the next twelve ronths, when this Bill be.
comes law and the bonus is raised to 15s.,
there will most likely be 50,000.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
the better for the stockowners.

Mr, MORGAN: We hope that this will
be the means of getting rid of the dingo
quickly, instead of spreading It over a
number of years. If it is going to be the
means of a quick destruction of the dingo,
is it not fair that the Government should
come forward and give the same subsidy as
before, namely one-fourth? Instead of that
they say if 50,000 are going to be killed next
year, they are going to get out of the
taxation by only paying a paltry £5,000.
It iz not Just, not right, and it is not
encouraging the people to go on the land.
The Minister is placing—as this Govern-
ment has always done—the whole of the
responsibility on the people who are on the
land. 1 say that the destruction of dingoes
the same as the destruction of prickly-
pear or any other pests—is of as much con-
cern to the people of Brisbane as to the
people on the land. It is a national matter.

Mr, Kiwan: More socialism. 1 thought
you did not like socialism.
. Mr. MORGAN: Never mind about social-
181,
The SeCRETarRY FOR AGRICULTURE: Do you
not think the subsidy is a very liberal one
for the Government to give?

Mr. MORGAN: I do not. When the
previous (Government made it one-quarter,
I objected, and said they should make it
one-half, the same as in Victoria, where
the Government came forward and said the
people of Melbourne were interested in the
destruction of the pests, the same as the
men on the land, and they subsidised o
the extent of one-half. When Mr. White
was Minister I advocated as strongly as I
do now that the Government has the right
to subsidise to the extent of one-half, but
this Government is pursuing its policy of
taxing the man on the land, and making
his position worse, and more burdensome.
It is the duty of the Government not to
interfere with the subsidy, but to let it
remain at one-quarter, and I hope the
Minister will be reasonable when we move
that in Committee, or that he will with-
draw his proposal and say “now we are
going to increase the amount to 15s.”—
and 1t i3 a wise thing to do that—“we are

Mr. Morgas.]
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going also to be fair to the stockowners of
Queensland and bear our proportion of
the extra expense, recognising 1t Is a national
matter, and not a local parochial affair.”
The Minister must admit that this proposal
to increase the bonus will make the taxation
on the stockowners much greater than at
present. If he admits that, he must also
admit it is a fair thing for the Government
to take their share of the responsibility.
The people have come through a severe
drought, and some of them have lost 50 to
75 per cent. of their stock, and this is not
the time to put extra burdens on them.
Let the CGovernment be fair, and say
they are prepared to bear their share of
it and subsidise to the exbtent of one-
quarter. If the Minister will do thai, he
will show that he is genuine in his desire
tn bring about the quick destruction of
the marsupial pest and in his desire to
assist the man on the land. The Minister
said in his speech, in reply to interjec-
tions, that it 1is the proposal of the
Government to make it compulsory to
pay 15s. for foxes. I said that was not
so. The Minister said foxes came under
the definition of dingoes, and they would
be compelled to pay the same amount as
for the dingo.

The SECRETARY FOL AGRICULTURE: They
may be compelled to pay £5 if the board so
decide. 1 said 15s. was the minimum.

Mr. MORGAN: The Minister stated that
the board would be compelled to pay a
minimum of 15s. for foxes as well as dingoes.
I want to show that the Minister is wrong,
and 1 will show that by clause 31 of the
original Act. The only alteration the
Minister proposes to make there is the sub-
stitution of the word ““fifteen” for ‘five.”
Clause 31 reads at present—

“The rate for the scalp of a dingo,
irrespective of age, shall not be less than
five shillings.”

Fie is going to eliminate the word ‘five”
and substitute the word * fifteen.”” Dut he
forgot to make the other alteration to bring
about what he thinks is necessary—that the
bonus should be the same for foxes as for
dingoes. He forgot to read the balance of
the section, which states—
“ But the rate fixed for the scalp of a
fox need not be the same as the rate
fixed for the scalp of any other dingo.”

Will the Minister turn up the original Act

and see if that is not there? It shows that
the Minister has not made himself acquainted
with the original Act. The board will be
able to pay only 5s. or 2s. 6d. for foxes’
skins, notwithstanding the fast that the
Minister was bringing in this alteration, and
I hope when we go into Committee, and
he recognises he has made that mistake, he
will make the alteration. If the Minuster
will agree to that, it will certainly make the
Bill a better one than it is at the present
moment. I had experience of foxes in Vie-
toria. We have not had much experience of
them here, except in the last few years.
When I was lamb-raising in Victoria, I have
gone into my paddocks and found eighty
lambs dead, with only the tongues taken out.
They say the fox will only eat the turkey or
the poultry in the farmhouses. That may be
so while the foxes remain few in number, and
while they can get food of that description,
but if they become hungry, and there is no

[Mr. Morgan.
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food of that sort to eat, the fox will attack
a lamb and kill it just as well as a wild
dingo. The fox certainly will not attack a
fuli-grown sheep, but he will do considerable
damage to a lamb, and while the foxes
remain few in number, as they are at the
present time, I say that is the time we
should endeavour to cxterminate or as nearly
as possible wipe them out.

hMr. D. Ryan: The cattlemen will not like
that.

Mr. MORGAN: 1 admif the cattlemen
have a different opinion as far as foxes and
dingoes are concerned. They say they keep
down the wallabies and the marsupials gene-
rally, and while the dingo may kill an odd
calf or two they do some good by keeping
down the iarsupials and wallables. I do
not agree with them in that contention. I
look on the! as a narrow view for them to
hold. I am a cattleman myself, and the
reason why I am a cattleman is that on my
country, owing to the dingo, I cannot carry
sheep. If there were no dingoes in Queens-
land, or very few, while wire nelting costs
anything from £80 to £100 a mile, though
1t is more now, & man would only have to
put @ six-wire fence round his property, and
he could run sheep. At present the country
is not fit to carry sheep, as the dingo is so
plentiful.

Mr. D. Rvan:
of the cattlemen.

Mr. MORGAN: It does. 1 admit that the
cattleman has no argument when he says
the dingo or fox should not be killed. I say
the fox, and the dingo as well, should be
wiped oub as quickly as possible.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: And you
object to the means of wiping them out.

Mr. MORGAN: No, I agree with the
means, but the Minister only provided for
an amount of 5s., or 2s. 6d. if the board
so desires, in the case of the fox. T know
it is @ mistake, and I say it ought to be 15s..
the same as for the dingo. In other respects
the Bill can be altered so that those who
desire to see the dingo wiped out as quickly
as possible, and the fox also, will have the
means to have that carried into effect. I
speak from experience, and the Minister, I
feel sure, will be well advised that in some
directions this Bill, which is aiming in the
right direction, can be altered in certain
aims to make it a better Bill in order to
bring about the quick extermination of the
dingoes and the foxes.

The SECRETARY FOBR AGRICULTURE: You wilk
have a chance in Committee.

. Mr. MORGAN: We want to bring this up
in Committee.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Do you
not see by the definition in the principal Act
the word ““ dingo » includes foxes®

That shows the selfishness

Mr. MORGAN: You cannot get over the
fact that the third paragraph of clause 31 of
the principal Act states that the rate fixed
for the scalp of a fox need not be the same
as the rate fixed for the scalp of any other
dingo. And that is where the Minister over-
looked the principal Act when he framed
the provisions in the Bill. I believe he is
in favour of making the rates for foxes the
same as that for dingoes, -but ik is necessary
to alter that portion of the principal Act as
well as the portion which he says will bring
about the alteration. I also wish to draw
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the Minister’s attention to the fact that in
this Bill section 8 provides that if a board
wishes to be exempted from payment for a
certain period in comsequence of so many
scalps being sent in, the consent of the
Minister will not be given unless the board
have levied an assessment in the aggregate
of at least 2s. 6d. on every twenty head of
cattle or 100 sheep. Some of the boards
have found that the number of foxes,
dingoes, and marsupials sent in has been so
great that their year’s assessment has not
been sufficient, and they have not been able
to pay, and they want an extended period
of two or three months’ or perhaps more. In
the principal Act, it provides that no board
can get that exemption unless their rating
was 2s. 6d., and the Minister proposes to
bring about an amendment that the board
must have made an assessment at the rat
of bs. That is increasing the assessment in
that respect by 100 per cent. Under the
amending Bill, unless a board levies a rate
equal to Bs. on twenty head of cattle or 100
sheep, they cannot get exemption. That is
not as it should be; it will be harassing to
a certain class of people. Clause 9 provides
that the Minister may grant leave o a
board to discontinue operations under certain
circumstances. When a board finds that the
dingo or the fox has decreased in numbers
and is practically extinct, they may apply
for exemption from carrying on their work
for a certain period. The old Act provided
that if the fox, marsupial, or dingo had
decreased to a considerable extent, they could
apply for exemption.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It is very
hard to define that.

Mr. MORGAN: Quite so, and the new
provision in this measure is a good one. It
would not be fair that the scalps of dingoes
or foxes caught in a districk where the
dingoes or foxes do not exist in any numbers
should be taken to some other board where
they would be paid for. We have had
instances where one board was more generous
than another, and paid 10s. for fox or dingo
skins, while another board paid only 5s.; and
the skins were taken to the board which
paid the larger bonus. I am pleased to note
that the Minister intends to make it compul-
sory that every board shall do what may be
regarded as a fair thing. I am also pleased
to know that he does not intend to give
exemptions, and I hope he will be very strict
in that connection, because certain boards
want to escape their responsibilities. When
a board makes application for exemption,
the Minister ought not to be satisfied with
their staternent as to the number of dingoes
or foxes in their area, but should have strict
inquiries made as to whether the area is
free from dingoes or foxes. We know that
foxes and dingoes are on the increase and
that they do a considerable amount of
damage throughout Queensland, and we must
admit that the present way of dealing with
them has not proved successful—has not
brought about the desired result. In my
opinion the time will come—in fact I think
it has come at the present moment—when we
should abolish marsupial boards, and allow
the shire councils and the municipal councils
throughout the State to deal with the
matter. In Victoria and other States the
bonus paid for the destruction of dingoes is
paid by the muncipal councils, and that means
the doing away with a certain number of
boards and a corresponding decrease in the
expenditure. We are now going to have
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large boards which will deal only with the
destruction of dingoes and foxes. The Bill
does not make it compulsory for the boards
to pay for the scalps of wallabies, kangarce
rats, and other marsupials.

The SecrETARY POR AGRICULTURE : The skins
will pay for them.

Mr, MORGAN : Exactly; I agree with the
hon. gentleman. But seeing that we do not
make it compulsory to pay for marsupials,
is it necessary that we should have a board
composed of six or seven men, with a secre-
tary and offices and other expenses for the
purpose of dealing with foxes and dingoes?
The whole of the work could be carried out
by the local authorities, who could be given
power to raise rates on stock for the destruc-
tion of dingoes and foxes in the same way as
the boards make levies for that purpose.
Why should we have a number of boards
and a number of decretaries and other
officials to deal only with dingoes and foxes,
when those pests could be dealt with by the
local authorities throughout the State?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwAYS: Why are
they not dealing with the dingo menace now?

Mr. MORGAN : Because the local authori-
ties have not the power to deal with them.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Some of the
boards in the most thickly-infested portions
of the State only employ three men to deal
with them, and they will not give a bonus
to any outside man.

Mr. MORGAN : They have power to issue
permits to scalpers, and this Bill does not
take that power from them.

The SecrErArY FOR RALwAYS: Of course, it
does; they must give 15s. to the men.

Mr. MORGAN: Yes, but the boards you
speak of will only give 15s. to the three
men they employ.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
only give them so much a week.

Mr. MORGAN: Undeér this Bill they will
have to pay 15s. for scalps, but it does not
say that boards cannot employ men at so
much per week. I hope that when the Bill
goes Into Committee the Minister will be
reasonable and listen to suggestions from
members on this side of the House, and accept
reasonable amendments. If he takes up that
position, there will be a chance of geilting
the Bill through in such a form that 1t will
not be necessary to alter it to any great
extent in another Chamber, and we shall
have a measure which will do more good
than the present Act is doing, as it will
bring about a more complete destruction of
dingoes and foxes than is likely to be brought
about under the provisions of the existing

Act.

Mr. SOMERSET (Stanley): 1 think the
hon. member for Murilla should be congratu-
lated on the interest he has taken in this
question of marsupial destruction.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What
does he mean by ¢ the lousy shire councils’?
{Interruption.)

The SPEAKER: The hon. member can
make a personal explanation.

Mr. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, I wish to
only do so with the permission of the hon.
member for Stanley, Mr. Somerset.

Mr. SOMERSET : I very willingly give it.

Mr., MORGAN: The Minister, by inter-
jection, stated that during the course of my

Mr. Morgan.)
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speech I made use of the words * iousy
shire councils.” I wish to say that I did
not do anything of the sort, and I do not
wish that to appear in “Hansard” without
contradiction. I hope the Minister will
‘withdraw.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: If the
hon. member disclaims having used the
expression, of course, I give in to him; but
1 certainly understood him to say so.

Mr. SOMERSET: I regret that the Minis-
ter, misunderstanding what the hon. member
for Murilla was driving at, lost his head,
and for some considerable time afterwards
was not atbending to what the hon, member
was saying. (Dissent.) I am quite satisfied
of that, because I saw another hon. member
of his own party talking to him, and he was
giving mno attention to the hon. member
who was speaking. The sole desire of the
hon. member for Murilla, I feel sure, is to
make this Bill a good one. (Hear, hear!)
I am in favour of the introduiction of the
Bill amending the principal Act, but I have
some objection to it, and my objection—par-
ticularly in reference to freehold properties—
is to doing away with exemptions altogether. 1
want to point out to the Miniter that if he
will take the case of freehold properties given
up tc the purpose of fattening bullocks he
will find that the scalper may oe allowed to
come in and travel about the paddocks just
as he likes, on  foot, ostensibly with the
object of destroying dingoes, yet, perhaps,
there is no dingo within miles.

The SroReTARY FOR RAmLwavs: Do you

think they go there for a holiday?

Mr., SOMERSET: I do not know that
people will go there for a holiday, but I
khow the paddocks in my mind’s eye, and
the class of people who i]ive on them, and
I can foresee that unless we have those
exemptions, on the condition that we destroy
the dingoes ourselves——

The SecreTarY rOR Ramnwavs: You are not
doing it. .

Mr. SOMERSET : Make the conditions as
strict as you like; compel us to destroy the
dingoes ourselves; but give us the right to
keep these people out of our boundaries.

The SecrETaARY ¥OR RaLwavs: You have
kept them out all along; put you have not
destroyed the dingoes.

Mr. SOMERSET:
them.

The SECRETARY FOR RatLwayvs: They have
increased.

Mr. SOMERSET: At any rate, I have
drawn attention to that, as the hon. member
- for Murilla has also. Another clause is to
the effect that the board is compelled to
levy an assessment in each area. The board
may have ample funds at their disposal to
pay for all the scalps likely to be presented,
at the same time they are compelled to make
a levy whether it is required or not. I do
not know that that is wise. I suppose time
really will soon show whether that amend-
ment should be repealed or not. Another
matter to which the hon. member for Murilla
has drawn attention is the endowment by
the Government. It seems to me a very
unfair thing that, whereas under the prin-
cipal Act the Government paid one-fourth
of the amount expended in the destruction
of dingoes, they now intend to adhere to the

[Mr. Morgan.
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same old sum in the aggregate of £5,000,
which is arrived at as being the average for
about ten years.

The SgCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Is that
not a fair thing to do?
Myr. SOMERSET: No; that was the

average when 5s. was the bonus paid for
scalps. Now the bonus is 15s., and surely
the subsidy should be increased in propor-
tion.

The SecRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE: I have
already told hon. members in my second
reading speech that the average has been
11s. 98d.—nearly 12s.—so that there is nothing
to make a song about.

AMr. SOMERSET: I understand that not
quite £5,000 has been the average for about
ten years. Make the total subsidy now not
quite three times that amount, and we shall
be perfectly satisfied. If you multiply the
bonus by three, you ought to increase the
subsidy in the same proportion. With re-
gard to the exemption of freehold paddocks,
it so happens that I have a little mob of
pet kangaroos in my paddocks, and I object
to anybody destroying them, because every
wild animal we have is gradually being
wiped out. As the lion is emblematic of
England, and the bear of Russia, so the
kangaroo is emblematic of Queensland.

GoverNMENT MEMBERS : Australia.

Mr. SOMERSET: Of Australia. I have
a strong desire to retain those few kangaroos,
but if 1 am not allowed to prevent undesir-
able persons from coming into my paddock
owing to the repeal of this exemption clause,
then away go my kangaroos. I do not in-
tend to say any more, but I think the
Minister should consider what the hon. mem-
ber for Murilla has said and accept his
assistance in the spirit in which it is
offered, because it will certainly tend towards
making the Bill better than it would be
otherwise.

Mr. LAND (Balonne): This is a very im-
portant question. Dingoes have been in-
creasing in number in Queensland to a very
much greater extent of late years than has
ever been known before in Queensland. I
was speaking the other day to a man who
had nearly fifty years’ experience, and he
told me that last year the dogs had
increased more than he had ever known
before.

Mr. FonsyrE: In some parts.

Mr. LAND: There are two reasons why
rative dogs have increased. One particular
reason is the fact that as a rule caftle-owners
will not allow anyone to destroy the dogs on
their holdings, neither will they destroy the
dogs themselves, and consequently their runs
become breeding-grounds.

Mr. Forsyta: Not only cattle-owners.

Mr. LAND: 1t applies to cattle-owners
principally, because the sheepowners do their
best to keep the dogs down. Many sheep-
owners have had to do away with their sheep
altogether on account of the dogs being so
bad. In my opinion, the boards should be
done away with altogether; in fact, they
ought never to have been brought into exis-
tence. The destruction of marsupials has
heen turned over to these boards, and as the
hoards are principally composed of cattle-
nmen, they have become practically useless.
It is the duty of the Lands Department to
take this matier up, as they have a better
opportunity of dealing with the matter than
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the Agricultural Department, because the
Lands Department have officers of their own
all over Queensland. whose duty it is to
look after land matters generally. The hon.
member for Murilla suggested that the worlk
should be handed over to the shire councils,
but the shire councils, as a rule, are princi-
pally composed of cattlemen. The boards
should be wiped out altogether, and a bonus
of £1 should be put on all dogs and foxes. I
do not suppose any man cver killed a dog for
5s., and no one would bother his head to
kill a dog for Bs.

Mr. Gunx: I kill them for nothing.

Mr. LAND: A man who kills dogs on his
own holding does not want a fee for doing it.
As the hon. member for Murilla knows, the
expense of running the boards is ahsolutely
unnecessary. 1 am glad that the Minister
has taken this reatter up, and I hope more
effective attention will be given to the work
m the future than has been the case in the
past. The shire councils do not even look
after tame dogs, and a good deal of the
trouble arises out of the fact that dogs are
allowed to run wild and they breed a worse
kind of dog than the dingo. Foxes are get-
ting more numerous every day and the rabbit
has been thinned cut a good deal, not because
of the number Lkilled by the boards but
tbrough the drought and by foxes. Some
people argue that foxes will not interfere
with sheep while they can get rabbits. We
all know that as soon as the rabbits are
thinned out the tox will turn his attention
to the herds, and it is just as much our duty
to destroy foxes as to destroy the dingo. T
hope the Minister will keep his eye on the
Loards, and sce how they get along, because
they have been a failure in the past, and the
sooner they are wiped out of existence the
better.

Mr. GUNN: Like the hon. member who
has just spoken, I am against the marsupial
boards. They may have served a good pur-
pese in years gone by, but they have out-
lived their usefulness. 1 do not wish to inflict
a long speech on the House, but I have had
a considerable experience amongst marsupials
and native dogs. When I was on my father’s
place thirty or forty years ago the zame con-
dition of affairs existed as exists to-day—the
dingoes were becoming a great menace and
people had to go out of sheep. We got up
au agitation and brought into being, through
the late P. R. Gordon, the Marsupial Act.
and got dingoes included with the idea of
protecting our flocks. After fighting the
dingo pest with poison for twenty odd years,
we found it was only money thrown away,
as the dingoes seemed to increase all the
same. We then came to the conclusion that
the only method of coping with the dingo
was to fence him out. My father imported
a lot of netting from Great Britain, and we
fenced out the native dogs. That got over
the difficulty. Since then, my sons and my-
ceif have taken up property in the Balonne
clectorate, and we tried time after time to
poison the dingo and to catch him in traps,
but we have found that there is only one
method of getting rid of the dog, and that is
to fonce him out. The only thing the
Government can do is to supply the lessees,
ag they are doing at present under the Rabbit
Act and Marsapial Act, with a sufficient

i quantity of wire-netting to put
{7 p.m.] around their holdings. I do not

say that I am the only man that
kiows anything about dingoes, but I am
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only giving my experience. I understand
that other people think differently to me.
It people want the Marsupial Act amended
fer the purpose of killing dingoes, then the
Minister is doing quite right to bring in a
Bill to assist them, Whether this Bill is
going to do that or not I do not know. Time
will show. I have no objection to raising the
fees from 5s. to 15s. In the past we have
wade many mistakes in dealing with this
matter. I know that we have upset the
Lbalance of nature in a way detrimental to
our industries. Some years ago, I was told
that in the disirict where I lived the rabbits
were a frightful pest, but I did not find them
tc be a pest at all. Then we were told that
t.¢ foxes did an untold amount of damage
so far as sheep were concerned. We were
told that the farmers could not keep any-
thing away from the fox. I remember five
or six years ago when I had my first experi-
ence of foxes that we could not keep any
poultry or tame turkeys from them. The
foxes used to come in and pull the tail
feathers out of thc roosters. (Laughter.) I
admit that they are a horrible nuisance, but
there is a far greater menace than the fox,
and that is the tlowfly pest. The blowfly
rest has outdistanced all the other pests.
I think that the blowfly is attributable to
some extent to the destruction of the rabbits
Ly poison. The use of phosphorus has con-
tributed to it. Many of our insectivorous
Lirds have heen killed, such as the mutton
bird and others, and these were the birds
that used to kill the flies. Then, again, the
dead carcases of the rabbits encouraged the
blowflies to multiply very much, The
drought came along and killed a great num-
ber of our birds. and, on top of the drought,
comes the fox. He also has killed a great
number of our birds. It is all very well
Isilling the dingoes where sheep arc kept, but
in the Gulf of Carpentaria and up towards
Cape York there is no need to kill the native
dog. They might be fulfilling some purpose
of nature, and they are not a great menace
to anyone up there. The dingo is always
described as a mean and disreputable crea-
ture and no one has a good word for him.
At the same time the dingo is one of the
most intelligent animals we have. I have
often wondered how it was that the dingo
always took the fattest sheep of the mob.
T found out afterwards that he drives the
sheep along the road through the bush.
Tveryone knows that when sheep are travel-
ling every now and again one of the sheep
who thinks he knows more than the rest
will drop out and circle around. It is the
sheep that does this that the dingo seizes and
tukes away. I consider that the dingo has
forgotten more than the fox will ever know.
I know that on one occasion my brother, who
vad a station on the Maranoa, kept a dingo
as a pet. In those days, travellers used to
come up the river. Some people call them
“ Walers” and others call them ¢ Sun-
downers.” They always carried two ration
bags, one filled with rations which they left
at the creek, and the other empty one which
they brought ap to the station. On one
occasion, when one of these men came to
the station with his empty ration bag, and
asked for rations the dingo disappeared, as
he always did when a stranger came to the
place. On this occasion the traveller got his
bag filled with rations at the store and went
away. As soon as he had gone the dingo
came back wilth the full bag of rations which
he found on the creek and delivered them to

Mr. Qunn.]
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my brother. (Laughter.) The dingo is a
nuisance to some cattlemen, but taking them
all in all, the cattlemen in the Gulf district
would not care to be taxed for the purpose
of getting rid of these dingoes. I do not see
why they should be assessed for the purpose
of killing the dingo up at Cape York.

Mr. H. L. HARTLEY:
dingo travel in a day?

Mr. GUNN: He would travel a great dis-
tance. The dingo has a district the same as
the union organiser, and he takes it in rota-
tion. (Laughter.) I do not wish to go into
details about the measure, because we will
have plenty of opportunity to do that when
we get into Committee. I do not believe
in destroying dingoes by traps or poison.
There is only one way to get rid of the
dingo, and that is to fence him out of the
holding. If you have a wirenetting fence
vou can keep him out.

Mr. May: What height of fence would you
require to keep the dingo out?

My. GUNN: My experience is that we
put up a rabbit fence at the bottom, and
3 feet of marsupial netting on top—
6 feet out of the ground and 6
inches in. T have at the present time
sons living on the Maranoa in the middle
of districts that are infested with dingoes,
and the dingoes are fenced out. 1 notice
that there is an anomaly in this Bill. Al
though it is called a “ Marsupial Bill,” it
declares that marsupials are not marsupials
but dingoes are. Under the old Act the
marsupials were the marsupials and dingoes
were not.  Under this Bill the marsupials
are turned out and the dingoes put in. I
do not wish to oppose the second reading,
but I do not think the Bill is going to do
as much good as some people think.

Mr. FORSYTH : I think this Bill, with
some alteration, will do some good. The
trouble is, for some years past dingoes have
not been numerous, and all at once they
come along in great waves. They have
come along in the last twelve months, and
in the south-western part of Queensland
there have been more dingoes than for many
years past. How they come in these waves
no one can tell. A great deal of money is
spent in connection with the dingoes, more
especially on the sheep stations. We have
been told how much the various boards pay
—from 5s. to #£1, averaging about 10s.—
but as a matter of fact no one has the
slightest idea as to the amount paid by the
squatters and selectors in connection with
the destruction of dingoes. I notice that
some of the boards only pay 5. As a
matter of fact the holders in the Charleville
district are paying £1 and £1 5s. a scalp.
That is a good rate, and it pays to do it.
because the amount of destruction caused
by even one or two dingoes amongst a
flock of sheep in a night is a very big
item. It i known that one dingo will kill
50 or 60 sheep in a night; that is a very
heavy loss, and therefore one can easily
understand how it is as well to try by all
means to knock out the dingo. They come
from the South Australian border, where not
very much care is taken; they are allowed
to breed in very large numbers, and at
certain times of the year thev come along
in great waves. I think the Minister stated
that 25,000 dingoes were killed in Queens-
land last year. If that is so, it only shows

[Mr. Gunn.

How far would a

[ASSEMBLY.]

Amendment Bill,

what an amount of destruction can be
caused by dingoes. I know that one or two
boards 1n the south-western part of the
State have killed as many as 4,000 or 5,000
in a year. They cause a great amount of
damage, and while that is so, if by some
means we can arrange to have them kept
out, it would be a very good thing to do.
I can quite understand that the best way
to keep them out is to fence them out, but
that is a very expensive job, and to anyone
who has a large area of country it amounts
to a huge sum of money. It is quite true
that a rabbit netting fence is about 3 feet
out_of the ground, and you can get mar-
supial fences about 3 feet 6 inches; but I
was talking to a man who had put up
netting for 7 feet out of the ground, and
even then some old dingoes had managed
to get across. Therefore, while I believe
that nefting is a great preventive of the
dingocs, it is a most expensive thing, and
at the present time you cannot get netting.
A great many holdings have put men on
at £1 10s. a week to trap, and on top of
that they give them £1 a head for every
dingo, and that is subsidised by the various
local boards from 5s. to a higher rate.
One of ihe great reasons why the dingo,
so far as the sheep people are concerned, is
a_great menace is because in a great many
places where cattle are adjoining sheep
the people on the cattle run do not take
the same interest in trying to destroy the
dingoes as sheep men do, and consequently
a large number of cattle holdings are really
the breeding grounds to a large extent,
and the sheep men have to suffer the
damage. We know that the dingoes kill
a few calves, but not very many, but when
they get among sheep ther can do a great
deal of destruction, and they are doing it
all the time. I know of one pastoralist in
the western district who lost in one paddock
alone over 5,000 wethers, because a great
mob of dogs had got in. He went to the
expense of putting up a wire netting fence—
marsupial netting on top of rabbit netting—
and even then, because he had not sufficient
marsupial netting to complete the work, the
dogs are still getting in. We can, therefore,
see the amount of damage and loss accruing
from dingocs, and there is not the slightest
doubt ther appear to be increasing all the
time. There is not the number of dingoes
at the present time as there were twelve
months ago, but we know they are steadily
increasing and going north. At the present
time they are about Blackall and Barcal-
dine. We know that they travel long dis-
tances, and I have been told by some people
they travel as many as 50 miles a day. But,
in any case, there is no doubt of the fact
that any legislation that is to help in any
way to kill the dingo will be a step in the
right direction. Personally, I have no
objection at all to the rate being raised
from 5s. and making it compulsory on the
basis of 15s. Some pcople have not been
properly endeavouring to keep dingoes out,
and they have been let off because some
of the boards, in my estimation, have not
been pushing in this matter, and consequently
therc has been no action taken by some of
these boards. T think it is most essential,
no matter whether a man is a cattle man
or not, while he may not lose anything, on
the other hand, he should not allow his
country to become the breeding ground for
dingoes, and, therefore, any legislation of
that sort is something in the right direction..
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One of the objections in this Bill has already
been mentioned by the hon. member for
Murilla, =nd that is in rvegard to exemp-
tions. T think that subsection (4) of section
19 should be retained, and I will give you
my reasons for that. 1 think the Minister
will remember that when he introduced the
Brands Act Amendment Bill recently he
knew the special reason why some of those
amendments were introduced was because
there arc some people who manage to get
brands very like the brands of other people,
and they are able to utilise those brands
in such a way that they can brand other
people’s stock.  Under the new Act the
Minister has the power to change the brand
when he likes, and I believe it was a good
thing to introduce that provision, because
certain individuals were in the habit of
living on other people. With regard to
exemptions under this measure, I think it
is only right that subsection 4 of section
19 of the principal Act should be retained,
because the same thing applies in conncction
with permits as applied in cases where men
possessed  cattle brands similar to brands
already in existence. There are some people
who strmply make an excuse to get permits
in order that they may go on the lands of
other persons and do all sorts of things
other than killing dingoes. We know that
in the far western distriets a considerable
number of stock are stolen in the course
of the year, and that men use permits for
that particular purpose.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
boards have power to issue permits.

The

Mr. FORSYTH: We take that power
away by this measure. The Minister must
be satisfied from the information he has re-
ceived in his office that such things as I
have referred to are taking place. If you
take away from the board the power to
grant exemptions swhich is given in subsec-
tion (4) of section 19, then a permit must
be granted to anyvone making an applica-
tion. I agree with the Minister that anyone
who kills kangarces will get sufficient for
the skins to pay him for his work, but if
you take away from the board the power
to grant cwemption to the holder of a run,
permits may be issucd to suspicious indi-
viduals who want to go on the land belong-
ing to other persons for no good purpose.
If the owner of a station applies for an
cxemption it is necessary for him to explain
why he objects to anyone getting a permit
to go on his holding, and unless he gives a
satisfactory explanation, the board are not
likely to grant him exemption. I think I
have given good reason why we should re-
tain subsection (4) of section 19 of the prin-
cipal Aect. 1 could give the hon. gentleman
a great deal more information with regard
to the matter, and with regard to the excuses
that men make so as to get permission to
go on a helding when they have no more
intention of killing dingoes than my boots.
I known some station-owners in the West
who lost a large number of horses after these
gentlemen with permits to kill dingoes had
Been on their holdings, others who lost a
large number of sheep, and others again who
had some of their cattle taken away. I do
not brand every man who gets a permit as
dishonest, because I believe that many of
those men get permits for the perfectly
honest purpese of killing dingoes, but it is
a woll-established fact that some of these
persons go on to holdings for no good pur-
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pose. The members of the boards, as a rule,
arc men who own runs, and they know the
men who apply for permits, and can form a
just deecision as to whether those permits
should be granted or not. I hope the Minis-
ter will make inquiries from his own officers
with regard to this matter. If he does, I
have not the slightest doubt that they will
confirm what I have said. One or two cases
came before the department during the last
four months with regard to which the officers
of the department said they were most
suspicious casecs.  There is no occasion to
grant permits in connection with  sheep
stations or sclections, because it is in the
interest of any man who has sheep to get
rid of the dingoes as soon as possible, as
while they are there they are killing sheep
all the time.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The ob-
ject of this clauwse is to make the whole of
the State subsecrvient to the Act.

Mr. FORSYTH : I contend that the board
should have power to refuse a permit to a
man to go on a holding for the purpose of
killing dingoes in cases where the owner
does not desire that such permit should be
granted. The owner should have the right
to get exemption 1f he can show sufficient

reasons why exemption should be granted.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: One
board has already granted as many as thirty-
eight exempticns in its area.

Mr. FORSYTH: I do not know about
that, but 1 am sure that if the Minister will
make inguiries he will find that evidence has
been given lately in connection with matters
of this sort where the actions of the men
concerned have been  most  suspicious.
Station-owners should be protected from men
of that character. As a matter of fact, I
believe that ecach of the stations out west
employ trappers. 1 know some which em-
ployed five or six trappers during the past
twelve months for the purpose of killing
dingoes. )

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Is it nob
a strange fact that out of 143 exemptions
granted in the State no less than thirty
wore granted by one board?

Mr. FORSYTH : That may be so0, but the
hon. wentleman knows that there are certain
little sactions of Quecnsiand where these
thines do occur. There is a large section 10
the Gulf country. There is also a consider-
able number of men in Windorah who are

cetting a lot of scalps, and I

730 p.m.} think that *those men who are
[ b doing their best should be pro-
tected. If the hon. gentleman will make

inquiries, he will find that what T am saying
is correct. Under the Bill, the maximum
rate of assessment which might formerly be
levied is iaken away. 1 de not know that
that is a bad thing. The boards had ne
power to charge more than 5s. without the
permission of the Minister. The Act pro-
vided that, except with the approval of the
Minister, no assessment should exceed 5s. on
every 100 head of cattle or sheep. Although
the maximum of T7s. 6d. was there, no one
could increase the amount above bs. It 1s
more than likely that the same number of
dingoes will be killed this year, but T hope
it will he a great deal less, and if the
amount is raised to 15s. it will come to a
very large sum. I think it would be better
to adopt the suggestion of former speakers--

My, Forsyth.]
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that the Government should not fix « rate
at all. but pay one-fourth of the total what-
ever it might be.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Remem-
ber that the average of the present scale is
about 12s.

Mr. FORSYTH : If the amount is raised
o 185, more especially where dingoes are
prevalent, it will mean that a larger amount
of money will have to be raised. I think it
would be better to subsidise the boards to
the extent of one-fourth of the total amount.
The Government have stated in the Bill that
only £5.000 will be granted. On looking up
the report T find that only £4,370 was paid
last yvar, and that was on a basis of an
average of 10z, Consequently, the average
has been exceeded by 50 per cent., and if
the basis is 15s. a very large amount will be
required. In the far West there is a large
portion of Crown land where dingoes breed,
because no one bothers about that country,
and the dingoes then go on to other country
which is stocked. These breeding-grounds
are o great menace, and the Government
should assist the boards more materially. I
trust they will see their way to do so. It is
proposed to repeal, in section 34 (a) of the
principal Act, the words “diminution in the
number of marsupials.”” and to substitute the
words “ practical extinction of.”” While vou
may in some cases believe that the dingoes
are extinct, they sometimes come back again
and upset the whole of your calculations, I
shall be glad if the proposals made will lead
In any way to the stamping out of the
terrible pest. I quite agree that the blow-
fly pest has been a great evil, and I do not
think it has ever been worse in Quecnsland
than it is at the present time. That has been
caused through the continueus rains all over
the State, the muggy weather having given
theni a great chance to inecreasc. There is
another pest which has not been mentioned
by eny previous speaker, and which is doing
an enormous amount of damage—that is, the
eagle hawk. In Western Queensland people
vay 25, and in many cases 2s. 6d.. for every
eagle hawk destroyed and brought in. It is
a pity that the Minister has not provided in
the Bill for a certain amount to be paid for
eagle hawks, as he will find that in the
south-western districts thev have been very
prevalent during the last twelve months. and
have caused heavy losses amongst the lambs.
Scme of the men out there have heen doing
remarkably well by shooting and poisoning
eagle hawks. T sincerely hope that this Bill
will do good, and that the Government will
see their way to increate *he amount pro-
vided, because the Minister will sec that, as
it 1s compulsory to pay a much higher rate
than was paid before, the boards will have
cast upon them much greater fnancial
burdens, It would be wverv hard on some
of the Jboards, and thex will have to raise
some hig amounts. and that is nrobably why
the Minister has taken away the maximum
amount of 7s. 6d.

The SEcrETARY TFOR
that a good reason?

. Mr. FORSYTH: There is no doubt that
in some cases the boards will have to apply
to have the amounts increased to a consider.
able extent above those mentioned in the
Bﬂl,.lf. the dingoes are as bad as last year,
and it is only fair that the Government should
assist the boards to a greater extent, more
especially as a good many of the dingoes
come from Crown lands. The very fact that

[2£r. Forsyth.
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Crown lands are great breeding grounds for
dingoes and foxes shows that 1t would be a
very good thing if the Government were a
little more liberal to the boards. In faect,
so far from their trying to assist the boards,
it appears to me that they are going to appoint
them and let them find the money themselves.
The hon, the Minister has told us that dur-
ing the last nine or ten years the average
subsidy has not been more than £5,000, and
that in the last year about 25,000 dingoes
were killed, and the Government subsidy
amounted to £4,370. Therefore, they have
not paid a great deal. I feel inclined to
agree with some hon. members who have
already spoken, when they say that the sub-
sidy should be increased from ome-fourth to
anything up to 50 per cent. There is one
thing T will say—that I hope this will be
the means of making cattle runs immediately
adjoining sheep runs take a little trouble in
getting dingoes killed. I know of some cases
where they do not do it, and the cattle runs
are breeding grounds of dingoes. Something
should be done to provide that the cost of
exterminating a menace to the whole com-
munity should be borne by the whole com-
munity. I believe the pest can be rooted
out if drastic measures are taken by every-
body. But if only a certain number kill
them and others do not take the trouble,
then certain areas are simply breeding
grounds, and the sheep men bear the brunt.

Mr. MAY (Flinders): I welcome this Bill.
I think it is one of the best Bills that have
been brought in for some time for the benefit
of the pastoralist and the grazier in the
Western parts of Queensland.” 1 think it is
going to do a lot of good. During my recent
tour in my electorate a good many people
expressed themselves as being in favour of
placing the matter under the shire councils.
Others are of a different opinion, so that
they are not unanimous, and my own idea
follows that of the hon. member for Balonne,
who thinks there should be a separate board
entirely, administered by the Lands Depart-
ment, The hon. member for Carnarvon
mentioned dingo fences. He said they must
be something over 6 feet high, but I think
any amount of dogs could get over a 6-foot
fence.

Mr. ForsyrH: It would be only an odd
dog. Not many would get over 6 feet.

Mr. MAY : I think there are a good many
who could. I have seen terriers go over a
6-foot fence

Mr. ForsyrH: You could not.

Mr. MAY: No, bubt the hon. member
might, because his legs are longer than
mine. (Laughter.) Anyhow, I do not sit
on a fence like the hon. member. (Renewed
laughter.}) If the grazier had to put a 6-foot
fence round his selection, 1t would be a
terrible cost to him. We notice that through
the extension of our railways, sheep raising
is extending into what was cattle country.
People are finding that the country is abso-
lutely suitable for the rearing of sheep,
but the cattle man takes very little notice
of the dingo, as most hon. members who have
any knowledge of the Western part of Queens-
land know, with the result that that land
is dingo infested, and a large amount of the
burden falls on the sheep man. And we
know that, as a national asset, the sheep is
the better. In cattle country we find that
most of the rates are low, but in sheep
country the rates for scalps are much higher.

Mr. ForsyrH: Some rates are low.
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Mr. MAY: If we had a good stiff tax all
round and allowed the trappers to get to
work we would certainly kill a good number
of dingoes. Sométimes I know the scalpers
or trappers can do a little bit of harm, and
the hon. member for Murrumba, who has
great experience of the Gulf, has spoken of
his experience cf years ago, and how many
men have made great incomes by going
trapping and duffing.

Hon. J. Tormizr: What is that?

Mr. MAY: The hon. member for Too-
woomba is not so ignorant that I have to
explain the meaning of that to him. (Laugh-
ter.) Let him ask the hon. member for Wide
Bay or the hon. member for Cooroora, or
the hon. member for Carnarvon. They all
know what duffing means. I do not blame
them. Had I been in the position myself
I would have done it. (Laughter.) The hon.
member for Carnarvon was talking about
dingoes running into the hollow logs. I
suppose we shall have to put on a man to
go round and nail up the ends. (Laughter.)
That would not be a bad scheme at all.

Mr. Forsyra: Have you many dingoes in
vour district?

Mr. MAY : Any amount of them. That is
what I am speaking of, that and the district
of the hon. member for Gregory, where
shecp are taking the place of cattle and din-
goes are doing an Immense amount of
damage.

Mr. McPrAIL: What are they paying for
scalps?

Mr. MAY: A short time ago they were
paying only 5s., but they raised it to £1.
Had we a good scalp tax and enforced it
all over Queensland, not in one particular
part—in the sheep districts—we could get
rid of the dingo. There is one suggestion
that was made by the hon. member for
Murrumba that I would like to see carried
out. I do not like to take anything from
the other side, but it would be a good thing
if we could get some clause inserted to
include eagle hawks.

Mr. MOORE (Aubigny): On the whole,
the Bill is rather a good one, but there
are several clauses in it with which I do
not agree. The clause to which I principally
object to is the one with regard to not grant-
ing exemptions. I do not sec that there is
anything to be gained in not allowing exemp-
tion= when application has to be made to
the board and when reasons have to be
given.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Don’t
forget that 142 exemptions have been granted
already, and thirty-eight by one board.

Mr. MOORE: That may be quite neces-
sary in most instances. As far as my ex-
perience gees, it is only in the inside country
where the cxemptions are granted, in which
cases the owners do most of the trapping
themselves. I know perfectly well that there
are foxes and dingoes there, but in cases where
the owners are doing their best to destroy
the pests, and for special reasons they
do not want scalpers working in certain pad-
docks, they should be able to get exemption
if they can give a sufficient reason to the
board. They have to satisfy the board that
they are doing a fair thing, and that they
are endeavouring to exterminate the dingoes
and foxes. There has been some talk about
shire councils doing the work of these boards.
I do not agree with that idea at all, as the
shire councils have plenty to do at the
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present time without having any more work
thrust upon them. Only the other day the
shire council of which I am a member had
a letter from the Jome Department asking
how many men were put on for killing mos-
quitoes. Famncy putting on men in these
outside shires to kill mosquitoes! For sev-
eral vears past, at the local authorities’ con-
fererices in Brizbane, a proposal has been
made that shire councils could better ad-
minister these boards; but the proposal has
been thrown out by a very large majority in
cach case, because it was recognised that
the shire councils have quite enough to do,
and in many cases

The SzcrzrarY rorR AGrICULTURE: They do
not do it.

Mr. MOORE: They would not be able to
do this work., TFor the last three years appli-
cations had been received from the North,
asking that wild pigs should be declared to
be marsupials, as they are very destructive,

The SECRETARY TFOR AGRICULTURE: Also
emus and crows.

Mr. MOORE : Crows are a different thing
altogether, becausze, while in some parts of
Queensland, the crow is a tremendous
menace, in the sugar districts it is a great
benefit.

Mr. ForsyrH: They kill lambs, too.

My, RMOORE: When you are making a
law for the whole of Queensland you cannot
put crows in, but wild pigs are only bad
in the North, and when the people of the
North ask for them to be put in as mar-
supials, I <o not see any reason why they
should not be put in, seeing that they are
prepared to tax themselves to pay for the
destruction of the pigs. In Victoria as well
as here, it has been said that foxes should
not be brought in because they kill rabbits.
I remember many years ago in New Zealand,
when the rabbits first became very bad, a
large number of ferrets were let loose to kill
the rabbits. Soon the ferrets became a great
pest, and a lot ol weasels were let loose
to kill the ferrets, and after that they let
loose a lot of stoats to kill the weasels. When
it is boiled down, it means that the people
who own the property have to kill the last
pest. It is best to start at the beginning,
and I am very glad to sec that foxes have
been put in. I certainly think an oversight
was made in section 31 as far as the dingo
is concerned. It reads—

“The rate for the scalp of a dingo,
irrespective of age, shall not be less than
5e.; but the rate fixed for the scalp of
a fox need not be the same as the rate
fixed for the scalp of any other dingo.”

It should certainly be the same.

The SFEIRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
the intention to make it the same.

Mr. MOORE: Foxes breed very rapidly
in Queensland, and far quicker than in colder
countries. [ know of an instance where one
fox had thirteen young ones in the one litter,
and you can, therefore, understard  how
rapidly they breed. Consequently, it will
mean a very large expense if theA same rate
is to be pald for foxes as for dingoes. To
a large extent it is on vacant Crown lands
where they breed, and where they are most
difficult to get at, and therefore the Govern-
ment should not salter the section which says
that one-fourth should be paid by the Crown.
There is another matter that I would like

Mr. Moore.}

It was
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to call attention fo, and which has been
omitted from this Bill. 1 would very much
like to_sce a balance-shect of the various
marsupial boards published in some paper
in the distviet where the board has its being.
At the present time no balance-sheet has to
be published, and a great deal of dissatis-
faction arises because many of the people
who pay the levy think that the administra-
tion cxpenses arc too high in proportion to
the amount expended on scalps. When the
local authorities have to publish a balance-
sheet, I do not see why these boards should
not publish a balance-sheet, so that every-
body can see how the money is expended.
This has been asked for several times, and
it is only a reascnable thing, as the expense
would not be very great. Then, with regard
to the question where more money is col-
lected than is required in the year, I do not
think it should be compulsory for the board
to have to make a levy 1f they do not need
the money. Under the Local Authorities
- Act a shire council need not levy a rate if
the money is not required, and in this con-
nection the Governor in (louncil has full
power. If he thinks, for the reasons put
before him that an assessment in any year
1s not required, then it is quite competent
for him to say that it need not be put on,
and there is no necessity to make a hard-and-
fast rule that the assessment must be made.
Surely, whatever Government is in power,
if it is proved to them that a board has
collected more money than is required in a
certain year, and it is pointed out that there
is sufficient money in hand to carry them on
for the yecar, they should be competent to
say that no levy need be made for that
year. The board in whose area I happen
to live at the present time has not had to
make a levy this year because so few scalps
have had to be paid for. In a case like that
it is only reasonable that the Minister should
be able to grant permission to not make a
levy. It is po use raising money unless it
is intended that any money left over shall
go into the consolidated revenue. I do not
suppose that is intended.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : That will
not be done.

Mr. MOORE: Then, what is the sense of
making a hard-and-fast rule such as this,
when 1t is in the intcrests of the board and
in the interests of the Minister to be able to
give relief from asscssment for twelve months
when the money is not required, and it
might often happen that such will be the
case.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : The point
will be considered.

Mr. MOORE: I am pleased the Minister
is going to be reasonable. This afternoon
apparently, the Secretary for Railways was
going to be very reasonable over this Bill,

and I thought he might have pre-

[8 pom.] vailed on the Secretary for

Agriculture to accept some more
amendments. I trust the hon. gentleman
will accept other amendments, especially one
dealing with exemptions. Xven though he
hedges exemptions about with safeguards,
there is no question that exemptions should
be granted in some cases. 1 am in accord
with any Bill that is likely to do away with
pests like the dingo and the fox. 1 have
had experience here and also in Victoria of
the great damage done by those pests, and, if
the Bill is likely to deal with them, and deal

[Mr. Moore.
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with them quickly, it is going to be a public
benefit., There are one or two safeguards
that I think should be put in to afford pro-
tection in cases where protection is required.

Mr. BOOKER (Wide DBay): One cannot
get away from the gravity and importance
of this Bill so far as the stockowners in South-
western Queensland are concerned. On
account of the ravages of this pest, men have
had to sell sheep stations becaues they could
not carry on in that part of the country.
But the question I am going to raise is that
there should be a benefited area, I quite
understand that the men in the south-west
are suffering very seriously from the dingo,
but the men on the coast and the tableland
men are suffering seriously from ticks, and
I am quite satisfied from my own experi-
ence that the yearly payments of the cattle-
owner, whether he owns ten head or whether
he owns 10,000 head, are a very heavy drain
upon his resources. If a man runs a cattle
property effectively in the tick-infested area,
it is neccssary for him to dip almost every
three, four, or five weeks throughout the
best part of the year. This involves a very
heavy charge upon his resources, not only
because of the constant dipping, but because
of the increased cost of the mixture, the
cost of labour, and the damage done to cattle,
because there is serious damage done to the
cattle, more particularly to breeding cows
when in calf.

Periodically there are outbreaks of tick
fever. During the last few days, I regret to
say that redwater has developed in some
places in a very bad form, even in herds that
have been inoculated twice.

The Western men—both cattle and sheep
men—suffer from this one pest that we are
dealing with just now. We recognise the
blowfly is a more serious pest in some of
the western districts than it is on the coast;
but, notwithstanding that the cattlemen in
the west suffer from none of these other
disabilities, the Bill provides that the man
on the coast who already carries a very
heavy annual burden, shall bear the further
burden of a tax for the benefii of people in a
certain district. In common justice to the
settlers on the coast, the Minister should
take that into comsideration, and define the
area in the south-west which will be benefited
by the passage of the Bill, and not ask men
who are aiready carrying a bigger burden
than these south-western men, to pay this
additional tax. It is double-banking one
section of the community in the interests of
another section. I speak feelingly, because I
know what my burden is in keeping my herd
and my property clean, which I am doing
largely in the interests of closer settlement
later on. That is a burden that the man on
the coast has to carry, but which the western
man has not to carry, and the former will be
purdened equally ~with the latter with
respect to the assessment to be made under
this Bill. I would emphasise another very
important point which was raised by the hon.
member for Murrumba. To give free access
to anyone anywhere is altogether unjust. As
the hon. member said, there are men who
are welcome on any holding, but there are
others who are not welcome on any holding,
and the owner of a holding should have some
protection from men who are a menace to
his business.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Would
you restrict the office of trapper to university
graduates?



Postponement of Order,

~ Mr. BOOKER: 'That kind of interjection
is not worthy of the Minister.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Surely
the boards may be trusted to select respect-
able men ? They are not all fools.

Mr. BOOKER: I am dealing with the
Bill in the fairest way possible, and I do
not want interjections of that nature. There
are university graduates who are just as big
larrikins as other people. and there are
Ministers of the Crown who are just as big
larrikins as other people.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Not here.

Mr. BOOKER : It is unjust for the Crown
to give the prerogative to any person to go
on to another man’s holding just as he likes.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The
Crown does not do that; the board does it.

Mr. BOOKER: Ever since the original
Act was passed, the practice has been for the
boards to give or to refuse permits, and that
practice has worked admirably well in the
interests of everybody concerned, even of the
trappers and shooters themselves. 1 know
trappers and shooters who resent certain
men going on to the holdings that they are
shooting over. As a matter of fact, the
pastoralists and the selector prefer to deal
with the whole question themselves, and many
stockowners have a grave objection to allow-
ing men to go on to their properties. This
is a matter that concerns myself, dis-
charged two men, and those men deliberately
got permits to come and interfere with my
stock. That kind of thing prevails, and the
men referred to do not happen to be either
university professors or Cabinet Ministers.
Human nature is a peculiar thing even in
Cabinet Ministers; and, when a man is pre-
pared to do a thing like that, he will do it,
and the result is that his previous employer
suffers through having discharged him. I
~have had that experience, and there is no
question that it is not just or right for a
man who is known to be an objectionable
character to have the right to go omn to
any man’s holding for any specified purpose,
more particularly a specific purpose like
this, where great damage can be done. With
the exception of probably those two points, I
can quite understand the Bill is absolutely
necessary; but, if the Minister deals with
the question justly and equitably, he will
take some little notice of what I have said
on those two points.

Question—That the Bill be now read a
second time—put and passed.

The committal of the Bill was made an
‘QOrder of the Day for to-morrow.

POSTPONEMENT OF ORDER.

LAND AcT AMENDMENT BILL—LEGISLATIVE
CoUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS.

The PREMIER: I beg to move—
“ That the consideration of Order No.
3—Legislative Council’s amendments in
Land Act Amendment Bill-—-be post-

poned until after the consideration of
Order No. 7.7

Mr. STEVENS (Rosewood): I merely rise
to say that I think the Premier might have
given the House some reason why he is asking
for this alteration in the business-sheet.

The Premier: I told your leader.
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Hox. J. TOLMIE: I may say that the
Premier consulted me in regard to this
matter, and we will raise no objection to it.

The Premize: The leader of the party is
the proper party to consult.

Question put and passed.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION BILL.

LegisLaTive CoUxcIl’s AMENDMENTS—PRO-
poSED Frer CONFERENCE.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

I beg to move—

““That Order No, 4—Consideration of
Legislative  Council’s amendments in
Industrial Arbitration Bill—be postponed
until to-morrow.”

The necessitv for the postponement has
arisen becausc it is proposed to hold a free
conference between the two Houses fto-
morrow.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: I understood we were
going to discuss this measure. I understood
from the Premier that we might postpone
Order No. 3—Land Act Amendment Bill—
for the purpose of assisting the Government
in disposing of two or three other matiers on
the business-paper,

The PremIErR: I understood I mentioned
the free conference.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: The hon. gentleman
said that it was possible that a free conference
would take place, but I asked if he was going
straight on with the business as arranged on
the paper.

The PreEMiEr: The Minister will at once
move that a free conference be held.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: It might be necessary
for us to discuss the measure. We arrange
our business in accordance with the sheet
handed to us in the morning, and I thought
we were going on with the discussion of this
matter.

The PREMIER: The necessity for post-
poning this Order arose after I spoke to the
leader of the Opposition. After seeing the
representative of the Government in the
Legislative Council a decision was come to
with regard to moving for the postponement
of this Order, as it 1s desirous that a free
conference shall be held. The Minister will
move for that directly. That may do away
with a lot of discussion that might otherwise
talke place on this Order. I understood that
the leader of the Opposition was prepared to
go down to No. 7 on the business-sheet.

Hon. J. Toruie: No, No. 6.

The PREMIER: Well, it was understood
that we would go a certain distance with No.
7—the Constitution Act Amendment Bill. I
am prepared to confer with the hon. gentle-
man later.

Question put and passed.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

With the consent of the House, I would like
to move a resolution.

Hon. B. G. Theodore.]
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The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the
House that the Secretary for Public Works
be allowed to move a resolution without
notice ?

HoNOURABLE MEeMBERS : Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
I beg to move that the following message
he forwarded to the Legislative Council:— -

“The Legislative Assembly having
received the Legislative Council’s message
of date Tth November, intimating that
they insist on certain of their amend-
ments in the Industrial Arbitration Bill
to which the Legislative Assembly have
disagreed, request a free conference with
the Legislative Council, with a view to
arriving at a mutual agreement with
respect to the said amendments.

“The Legislative Assembly have ap-
pointed the Hon. E. G. Theodore and
Mr. J. T. Gilday to be the managers
to represent them at such conference.”

In support of the motion I may say t¢hat
representations ware made to the Government
by certain hon. members in another place
when it was suggested that some of the diffi-
culties now outstanding ni‘ght be overcome
if a free conference took place. I see no
reason why we should decline to meet hon.
members from another place, and conse-
quently I move accordingly. I think the
conference will take place to-morrow evening.

YHON. J. TOLMIE: I have no objection at
ali to the free conference being held if the
Minister thinks that some satisfactory
arrangement might be come to in connection
with it. I have seen a number of free con-
ferences in my time, and although they
generally help to do good, I know that
conferences have been held with the object
of trying to bridge over a difficulty, and they
have been dealt with from a parliamentary
point of view.
 Mr. PerrrsoN: You have got r -
tion in another place. got representa

The SecrerarRy ror Pusric Works: Don’t
forget that at the last free conference on the
taxation proposals the Minister was the only
one present from this House.

How. J. TOLMIE: I am only speakin
the free conferences with Whichylphave %e:rf
associated. If hon. members are going to
endeavour to work it on strict party lines
we might as well thrash it out in the House.
The practice hitherto has been to appoint
managers selected from both sides of the
House. The object in view has always been
to disarm criticism as much as possible and
try to arrive at some amicable arrangement,
but, if the Government desires to restrict it
to party lines, they can do so.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Womrks: It is
not a question of strict party lines, but of
the Government’s views being represented.
There is no representative of this party repre-
sented by the Council on the conference.

Hox. J. TOLMIE : If the Government want

to make it strictly party, they have the
majority and they can carry it.

Mr. BertraM: You have the majority in
another place.

How. J. TOLMIE: I am not talking about
another place now. We will have time to
talk about the other place some other time.

Question put and passed.
[Hon. E. G. Theodore.
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FISH SUPPLY BILL.
C'ONSIDERATION IN COMMITTEE OF LEGISLATIVE.
CoUNciL’S AMENDMENTS.

(Mr. Bertram, Maree, in the chair.)

The TREASURER: The Council have
made two amendments in clause § in rela-
tion to the inclusion of oysters in connection
with the business of fish supply. The matter
was fully discussed when the Bill was before
the Assembly on the last occasion. Certain
hon. members on the Opposition side had
a suspicion that the Government might no#
do a fair thing and just thing in dealing
with oysters, and the Council, acting on
such suggestion, have moved to eliminate
every mention of oysters in the Bill. That
was & most unwise thing, because if the
Government cntered on the business of get-
ting, preparing, storing, supplying, and dis-
tributing fish, they should also have the
power to do the same with regard to oysters.
The Government were providing very ex-
pensive equipment in regard to markets and
cold siores, and there was no reason wh3
they should not also have the control of
oysters. He understood one of the chief
objections was that the Government might
interfere with the people now established in
the oyster industry. There was no intention
whatever to interfere with those people.

Hon. J. Torwie: The intention might arise
at any time.

The TREASURER : The intentions of the
present Government would not arise in that
direction, and if the hon. gentleman thought
they might arise under the next Govern-
ment, they would be postponed to such a dis-
tance that it was hardly worth while con-
sidering the matter in connection with this
measure. (Government laughter.) The only
possibility to establish the business was under
the section from which the words “ oyster
banks in sections’’ were omitted in another
place, and which read “to purchase, take,
contract for the use of, or otherwise provide
lands, oyster banks, and sections,” &o.
hon. members really thought the Govern-
ment intended to interfere with present
liconsees, he did not mind accepting the
amendment cutting out those words, but,
with regard to the first amendment, it was
really essential to have power to gather
and sell oysters, or purchase them from the
people at present raising them. They were
not going to interfere with the present
licensees or their grounds, but there were
oysters growing on the retaining walls in the
Drisbane River which the present Inspector
of Tisheries said could be used by taking
the spat and culture from them and made
a very profitable sideline of the business.
There was no intention whatever to inter-
fere with private enterprise. That would be
encouraged, because it was a very pr.oﬁtable
business, and a highly valuable business to
Queensland. There was any amount of space,
quite apart from the grounds used by private
licensees, that might be used by the Govern-
ment or anvone else. He moved that the
Clommittee disagree to the Council’s amend-
ment in line 29 of clause 5.

* Hox. J. TOLMIE: He thought the hon.
member for Wide Bay was going to speak
frst. because he was particularly interested
in this matter, and better able to speak on
it than anybody in the House; but he
was not ready. He thought hon. members
in another place were wise in limiting
the action of the Government in regard
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to the measure. There was no reason why
oysters should be included in the Bill. As
a matter of fact, he did not think the Bill
was going to be operated. The Government
were not in a position to go on with the
works they said were essential for the
Bill and the fisheries. He gathered from
the objection to the omission of the words
“and oysters’ that they provided for the
sale and distribution of fish and oysters,
and that the Government intended to enter
into that as one of the Government enter-
prises- ~enter into competition with the
cafés. He for one was not in sympathy
with Government enterprise of that kind.
Ho thought they were cutting into the
private enterprise of the State to an un-
necessary extent. They would see the abso-
Iute condition of wholesale ruin ther were
causing.
The TREASURER interjected.

Hox. J. TOLMIE : When the Minister was
speaking he (Mr. Tolmie) listened to what
he had to say, but now the Minister wanted
to make his speech for him. He hoped the
hon. gentleman would show some sympathy
to him, and give him an opportunity to
speak his own piece. He was not in sym-
pathy with the proposal, because he saw the
thin end of the wedge for the introduction
of further Government enterprise, and public
enterprise under the Labour Governments
had alwaws been failures, and had reduced
States almost to a condition of ruin. Ther
found that was the general condition in New
South Wales and Western Australia, and
they saw the sad commentary on Labour
enterprise in Western Australia which ap-
peared in the metropolitan papers to-day,
and if those things were to be continued 1n
Queensland, 1t would be destructive of the
interests of the people.

Mr. DunstaNn: Did you not favour the
fish supply?

. Hox. J. TOLMIE : No; he did naot believe
in the Dago business at all, and he believed
that Government citerprise cutting into the
Dago business was getting about as low
down as they could. He said the Govern-
ment enterprises they had already were cut-
ting into the enterprises carried on by the
people.  What was the result? People were
going out of business, and the Government
were not in a position to continue the same
business as those other people. If those
people were prepared to invest their money,
and give employment, and they now found
it expedient to withdraw, the result was
going to be disastrous to the working men of
Queensland. They knew the disasters at
the present time. They knew the Govern-
ment was not in a position to keep its indus-
tries going; 1t could not keep its own
works and enterprises going to the extent they
should, and the object of the Government
should be, not to do as they were doing—
cutting out those people engaged in the
industry—but to give encouragement to
people to invest their capital and give em-
ployment to others. The Minister in charge
of the measure said he did not want to
establish a monopoly, but had they not tried
to establish monopolies in other directions?
Wherever they could, they tried to do so,
and the result had been less of employ-
ment to the people, and he was desirous of
seeing as full employment as could be
found at as high a rale of wages as could
be paid. That was the policy he had always
believed in—finding work for the people—
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and when the present Government took it
over, by reason of the policy we had adopted
by encouraging private enterprise in every
possible direction, the State was in a condi-
tion of great prosperity. But since that the
Government had in half 2 score of
[8.30 p.m.] ways competed against private
enterprise, with the view of
driving out the man who was providing capi-
tal for carrying on such enterprises and find-
ing employment for the people. Here, again,
the Government wanted to cut in in the same
direction, and it would be very unwise to
give them the slightest encouragement. The
Upper House were wise in the attitude they
had assumed on this matter, and they should
be supported by every right thinking mem-
ber of the House who was desirous of seeing
employment given to the people.

Me. VOWLES: It seemed to him that the
argument of the leader of the Opposition was
a sound onc. They should not be too keen
in encouraging the Government to go into
speculative businesses, as coverything they
had gone into lately had been a failure If
the words which the Council proposed to omit
were retained, the Government would have
the right to go into the oyster business and
to deal in all the by-products of the trade.
They might even engage in the pearl-shell
business, as the by-product of the oyster had
a very close relation to the pearl-shell. A
suggestion had been made that, because there
was a certain deposit of ovsters in the Bris-
bane River they should allow those words
to remain in the clause. What had that
deposit of oysters to do with the Bill? If
those words were retained, the Government
would have the right, not merely to take
spat from the Brizbane River, but to engage

in the preparation, storage, sale, supply,
and distribution of oysters.
The TrReASURER: 'The reason those words

were inserted was that we might be able to
handle ovsters in the fish market.

Mr. VOWLES: He thought the hon,
centleman had spoken of taking the spat of
the oysters

The TreasUrer: Without those words we
could not even take oysters into the market
and put them into cold storage.

Mr. VOWLES: If those words were re-
tained, the Government would be able to
go into the oyster business; but if, as the
Minister said, he was prepared to agree to
the omission of the words *“ oyster banks and
sections” later on, that would show that
the Government were nct going in for the
business of oyster raising, except so far as
the Brisbane River was concerned. There
was no reason at all why the Government
should want to go into the oyster business,
and he thought the Committee would do
well to accept the amendment.

Mr. FORSYTH: He thought it would be
better to omit the words referred to in the
amendment. Some years ago some of the
oyster people in Brisbane did very well;
they got large prices for their oysters, and
they had a good market for them. and they
were sending them South. But the market
had gone down since that, and the retail
price had jumped up from 1Is. to Is. 6d., which
had killed the business. He was not in-
terested in oysters, but he knew some people
who were in the business. and they informed
him that they were losing money now be-
cause they had had a great deal of trouble
owing to the oysters being affected with
disease. A lot of people who had gone to

Mr. Forsyth.)
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the expense of buying thousands of bags of
oysters in order to lay them on beds had
lost a considerable amount of money, and
it would be unwise for the Government to
interfere with their business. The people
whe were accustomed to the oyster business
should have a chance of recouping the losses
they had sustained. The Government were
getting thousands of pounds a year from
the oyster beds, and yet they, as landlords,
now wanted to interfere in the oyster busi-
ness carried on by the lessees.

The TREASURER : Don’t you think we should
help the oyster fishermen?

Mr. FORSYTH: In what way could the
hon, gentleman help them

The TReEASURER: By storing their oysters.

Mr. FORSYTH: Could they not
them us well as the Government?
The Tressurer: We will have depbts in
different places.

Mr. FORSYTH: Where would the hon.
gentleman have the cold storage-—up the
country ? The hon. gentleman knew very
well that the oyster-men could get cold
storage for their oysters.

The TreasureR: They cannot get cold
storage here.

Mr. FORSYTH: Yes, they could. In any
case, he thought it was better that the
Government should remain out of the busi-
ness. It was apparent that a huge amount of
money would have to be expended in connec-
tion with this proposal. They knew the
losses that had already occurred in New
South Wales, and the report in connection
with  Western Australia  was enough to
frighten any Government from going into a
venture of this sort. They had been losing
money hand over fisi there. Although this
business meant the expenditure of a lot of
money, vet the Government said they were
hard up and could not afford to make
advances to local authorities for necessary
works. This was not the time to go in for
this undertaking.

The TREABURER : I thought you wanted the
Government to encourage production?

Mr., FORSYTH : He was not so sanguine
as the hon. gentleman appeared to be that
the fish business would be a success. It was
not so in New South Wales, where the
trawlers were laid up.

The TrREASURER: No, you are wrong. They
went out one day last week. (Laughter.)

Mr. FORSYTH: There seemed to be a
strike. The master of one of the trawlers
wanted an extra £1 a month, and the other
employees wanted increases. He gave the
New South Wales Government credit for
desiring to do something which would benefit
the people, but the last eight months there
had been a loss of £8,000. The Government
should refrain from going into a business
like this when they saw the risks attached
to it, as the people’s money could be spent
in a much better way. The hon. gentleman
knew that he was getting thousands of
pounds a year in rent from the oyster lessees
at the present time.

The TREASURER: Who is going to interfere
with them?

Mr. FORSYTH: The hon. gentleman
would very likely interfere with them. Those
people who had been in the oyster business

[Mr. Forsyth.

store

[ASSEMBLY.]

Fish Supply Bill.

so long knew the business much better than
the hon. gentleman. It would be far better
for the (overnment to leave these things
alone. The hon. gentleman would find
before long that many of the speculations
which the (Government had gone in for would
cause the loss of a great deal of money. There
was no monopoly in chis business.

The TREASURER: That is precisely why I
want to assist these people.

Mr. FORSYTH : There were people in his
clectorate engaged in the oyster industry, and
they were losing money owing to an oyster
diséase. In Maroochy River and at Bribie
they had a lot of disease. Some of the oyster
lessees had spent thousands of pounds in
bringing spat from Maryborough and other
parts of Queensland and laying them upon
the beds, and the discase in some cases had
destroyed the whole lot. Apart from the
disease, sometimes when a flood came the
beds were covered over with mud and the
oysters all died out. Wkile the Government
might have an honest intention of trying to
provide cheaper fish—as there was not a
good supply of fish, especially in the summer
Z he believed the undertaking would be very
costly. It would be better to stick to the
fishing business and leave the oysters alone.

Mr. PETRIE: The Government had
erected coldstores at Wynnum, and gone in
for the establishment of a market in South
Brisbane. Personally, he agreed with the
Minister that the oysters should be retained
in the Bill. The fishing industry had never
been a success as far as private enterprise
was concerned, and it meant a large sum of
money to carry on the_industry, Clause 5
provided for the establishment of _markets,

depots, shops, factories, preserving and
rofrigerating works, canneries. and other
suitable works, and so on. The Govern-

ment were providing a cold storage depdt ab
Wynnum. Fisherman in the hot weather
stood a chance of losing their fish, and
wanted to be as near as possible to a cold
store.

The TrEASURER : That is what we are pro-
viding them with.

Mr. PETRIE: He thought it would be
better if the (fovernment did that in the
meantime, and postpcned the further exten-
sion of the industry. On the second reading
they were told there were lots of ways in
which the industry might be extended. Mr.
Ogilvie had made some suggestions with
regard to the dugong.

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

Mr. PETRIE: They had been rather
scarce. He tuought the Government would
be very unwise if they went in for shops_and
irawlers and oyster boats for some consider-
able time to come.

The CHATRMAN: Order! I would draw
the hon. member's attention to the fact that
wo are dealing with an amendment by the
f.ogislative Council deleting the words * and
oysters.”

Mr. PETRIE: It referred to oysters and
boats and the Chairman had allowed previous
speakers to refer to it.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.
member is making a second reading speech,
and I ask him 1o confine his remarks to the
amendment before the Chamber.
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Mr. PETRIE: Of course, he bowed to the
Chairman’s ruling. He was rather in favour
of the retention of the words because if it
were the intention of the Government to open
fish shops he did not see why they should
not be allowad to sell oysters. A good many
men were engaged in the oyster fishery who
wight be glad to have some place where
they could stow their oysters in cold storage.
From the Southport end of Moreton Bay to
Drisbane there was nothing else but oyster
beds, but they were subject to the inter-
ference not only by the grub and worm, but
also by the stingaree.

idr. BookER: And the oyster fish, too.

Mr. PETRIR: Just so. They were sur-
reunded with wire-netting to prevent those
cnemies from getting into the oysters, but
thrre were plenty of banks available if the
people could rake them up, but he did no’
think there was a rush, because although
they might make a fair amount of money at
some times, s¥ill they had lost at other times,
probably more than they had made. He sup-
gerted the Ministsr in his disagreement to
the amendment, but he would like him to
adhere to his promise to accept the deletion
of the words ““and oyster banks and sec-
ticns.”

Mr. SWAYNE: He thought all country
members should join in making a stand
egaimst the continual incursion of the Govern-
ment on the reaims of business. This was a
new departure, at which the Council very
praiseworthily tried to draw the line. He
supposed it meant that oyster shops would
have to be established, not only in Brisbanc
but in every town along the coast. The
Government had supporters all along the
North Coast, and he was quite sure their
members would unite in urging the Govern-
ment to establi:n shops there. Would it not
he better to use the thousands of pounds it
would cost on other works? He happened to
wait on the Miister for Railways that day
in regard to a small tramway proposal that
would, if carried out, add thousands of tons
of cane yearly to the freight carried on the
main line, and he did not suppose his case
was at all singular, but they could not get
their most urgent wants attended to, because
no mouney was available. As showing how the
towns were dependent on the country, he
would quote a sentence from the Government
publication known as the ‘ Queensland In-
dustrial Gazette”

Tine CHAIRMAN : Order! Order!

Mr. SWAYNE: He was arguing that in-
stead of putting the money into oyster shops
it would be much better if they put it into
other things, such as railways and tram-
lines in the farming districts. He thought
he was justified in asking all country mem-
bers to join in calling a halt. |

ITox. W. D. ARMSTRONG: He would
like to ask the Minister whether he did not
think it was just as well to go slow in the
establishment of ¢7ster shops?

The TREASURER: Where is the proposal to
cstablish oyster shops? You have been
iistening to the last member who spoke, who
Itnows nothing about it.

Honx. W. D. ARMSTRONG: Then the
hon. member gavs bim that assurance?

The TmEAsUrER: There is absolutely no
mtention to essablish oyster shops.

Hon. W. D. ARMSTRONG: They all
knew what had been going on in New South
Wales. At the raiiway station that morning

&
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he had seen forty cases of fish addressed to a
firir in Sydney. i the fish business in New
South Wales had been a success would
there be any necessity to send down that
fish?

The TREASURER: They have only three
trawlers and they were trying to get thirty-
four.

Hon. W. D. ARMSTRONG: Every one
of the trawlers in Ncw South Wales at the
present time were hung up.

The Treasurer: The hon. member is
wrong. They are ou’ now. They went out
only last week when I was in Sydney.

Hon. W. D. ARMSTRONG said his infor-
mation came from a better souree than that
of the Minister,

The TREASTRER: 1 saw the trawlers go out
a week to-day.

Hox. W. D. ARMSTRONG : At any rate,
they had been hung ur for a long time, and
they had not been a success. If, as the
Minister said, they had developed the
fisheries in finding cus fishing grounds, the
money had beent well spent.

The TREASURFR: They are doiug nccessary
experimental work,

[Tox. W. D. ARMSTRONG: He was in
favour of experimental work heing done,
even if it was going lo cost a little money,

bat, with the experience of New

{9 p.m.] South Wales, the Minister should

watch things very carefully. As
far as embarking in the oyster business was
concerned, it would be more advisable if the
Minister’s attention werc turned to safe-
guarling the oyster banks and in preventing
the oyster being destroyed ruthlessly, as it
was at present,

Mr. BOOKER: It would be a very wise
thing for the Treasurer to accept the amend-
ment and not touch the oyster business until
such times as his officers were satisfied that
the industry could be carried on profitably
without interfering with the men who had
put large sums of money into the industry,
a great deal of which had been lost. Mr.
Appel, of Maryborough, who was closely
associated with the Labour party, had spent
a large sum of money in developing the
oveter banks in Wide Bay, and it would
have becn interesting for the Treasurer to
have had an interview with Mr. Appel to
sce whether it was a «afe proposition for the
State to involve itself in any large sum of
money in the business. TIf the Treasurer
would  instruct the Commissioner for
Tisheries to carry out experimental work for
a term of three years

The Treastrer: We cannct carry out
experimental work unless this provision is in.

Mr. BOOKER: 1f the Treasurer would
ellow the matter to remain in abevance for
a term of three ycars—as it would take three
vears before there were any specifiec vesults—
he could then come to the House and say,
“ Here I have the facts that it is good busi-
ness.”  There was a vast area in Hervey’s
Bay and Wide Bay which wos so lightly
covereC. with spat that it was unprofifable
for anyone to iake it up as it was, and the
Government should appoint a most capable
man and give him certain powers to carry
out experiments on those aveas. All along
the forcshores of the bay there was a con.
siderable amount of spat, and the heds ecould
be laid down in the most practicable and
best condition, and in three years’ time the

Mr. Booker.]
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depurrtment would have ample data to show
whether the scheme was a profitable one or
not. If it was a good scheme. then he was
with the Treasarer; but if it proved tc be a
bad scheme, then he was agalnst the pro-
posal altogether. If the Treasurer did that,
he could come io Parliament—and the people
of Queensland who had to find the money—
with some concrete proposal. FHis own
opinion was that if the Treasurer sclected
the right man, and gave him the necessary
powers and the money. it would turn out a
good scheme in that district.  As the hon.
member for Tockyer said, it was a deplor-
able fact that they were cxporting from
Wide Bay and Hervey’s Bay thousands of
bage of culture per annum, and only a per-
centage of that culture finally reached the
oyster plates in tho oyster shops. 'That was
one of the greatest disasters in eounection
with the industry.  After the war. i Aus-
tralia was to develop as they all heped it
wonla, and there was an influx of people to
Austrelia, it would not be 1s. or 1s. 6d. a
plate that they would have to pay for
oysters, but considerably more, for the reason
that the oyster beds were limited. Oyster
fattening in Moreton Bay was an unprofit-
able business. The output was limited, and
the general methods were such that there
was a great deal of destruction in the oysters
drawn from Hervey Bay and Wide Bay. It
was “up to the Government” to carry out
experimental work in such a way as not to
involve the expenditure of a large sum of
money. The Treasurer ought to know from
his officers that the oyster business was very
precarious, and that it means a large expen-
diture, The hon. member for Toomhul had
referred to the enemies of the oyster both in
Moreton Bay and Hervey Bay. No oyster
proposition in the latter bay could be carried
on prefitably without a large expenditure in
fencing the hanks with poles to protect
oysters from the oyster fish. He had known
banks in splendid condition, and in a week a
shoal of oyster fish had wiped out the entire
beds. That was a common occurrence. If
the Treasurer went into the business under
present conditions, he could not hope to sell
his ovsters at a higher price than the present
suppliers.  There was no question ahout the
hon. gentleman commandeering the oysters,
as he had given them his word that he'would
not interfere with licensees. But who knew
who would be Treasurer twelve months
henee? TIn a few months the present Trea-
surer might he Premier. 'The leases were
only annual, and what was to stop the next
Treasurcr from doing what the Crown had
done in connection with cattle-—-conmunandeer
them—to satisfy a certain section of the
people, who said, “We want cheap oysters
with cur dear stout,” and thev were going
to get them, if the present Government con-
tinued in power. Lowd help the unfortunate
lessee who had involved himself in a large
expenditure in preparing his banks and
carrying on his work. He would have very
little protection unless they accepted the
amendment of the Council. The Treasurer
should confine himself to experimental work,
and when he had some data to put before
Parliament he could easily amend the Act,
and the people could back him up if the
proposition was a good one, or turn it down
if it was a bad one. TUnder present con-
Qitions it was a bad proposition. and the
men who were engaged in the industry were
the best judges of that.

{Mr. Booker.
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Question—That the Council’s amendment
in clause 5, line 29, he disagreed vo—put;
and the Committee divided : —

AYEs, 33.

Mr. Armfield Mr. McLachlan

.. Barber ., MceMinn

,. Collins ., McPhail
{luoper ,» O’Sullivan

.. Coyne ,, Payne

., Dunstan ,. Peterson
Fihelly ,, Petrie
Foley .. I'ollock
Gilday ., Ryan D.
{ileilson ,, Ryan, H.J.
Hardacre ., Ryan.T.J.
Hartley. H. L. .. Smith

.. Hartley, W. ., 'Theodore

., Huxham ,, Wellington
Jovas, T, L. ., Wilson
Kirwan ., Winstanley

, Land
Teilers; 3Ir. Petrie and Mr. Pollock.

Noxs, 18,

Ty, Armstrong Mr. Macartney
Barnes ., Moore
Bell .. Morgan
Booker ., Roberts

.. Bridgss ,, Stevens

,. Forsyth . Swayne
Frayson ,.» Tolmie

.. Gunn ,, Vowles

,, Hodge . Walker

Tellers: Mr. Gunn and Mr., Morgan.
Resolved in the affirmative.

The TREASURER: The Legislative
Council had omitted the werds ‘ oyster banks
and sections ” on lines 34 and 35. He moved
the Council’s amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed.
On clause 16— Regulations.”

The TREASURER: The Council had in-
serted a new paragraph dealing with the
regulations. He moved that the amendment
he agreed to.

Question pub and passe:l,

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported that the Committee had disagreed to
one amendment in the Bill, and agreed to
the other amendments. The report was
adopted, and the Bill ordered to be returned
to the Legislative Council with the following
message 1 —

“ Mr. President, .

“The Legislative Assembly having had
under consideration the Legislative
Council’s Amendments in the Fish
Supply Bill, beg now to intimate that
they— .

““Digagree to the amendment in clause
5, page 3, line 29— . .

< Because it is necessary to include in
the Bill the authority to deal with
oysters in connection with the business of
marketing and distribution of fish, and

“ Agree to the other amendments In
the Bill.”

“ W, McCORMACK,

“ “ Speaker.
* Legislative Assembly Chamber,
** Brisbane, 22nd November, 1916.”
QUEENSLAND GOVERNMENT SAVINGS
BANK BILL.

C'ONSIDERATION IN COMMIITEE OF LEGISLATIVE
COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS,

(I ». Bertram, Maree, in the chuir.)
On claues 2—° Definitions 7’—

The TREASURER: The Council had
omitted the words ‘“ and Orders in Council
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from lines 48 and 49. The amendment was
not of great importance and he moved that
it be agreed to.

Question put and passed.

On clause 5—‘ Appointment, ete., of com-
missioner ’—

The TREASURER: The Council had
inserted the following paragraph after line
32—

“ No person shall be appointed to or
hold the position of commissioner unless
he has had not less than ten years’ recent
banking experience in cne of the ordinary
trading banks in Australia, and at some
time during that period has been in
receipt of a salary of not less than eight
hundred pounds per annum.”

This was an important amendment and one
which he could not agree to. It was placing
4 very unfair and unjiast restriction on the
Government in the selection of the person
who was to fill the position of commissioner
of the bank. There could be no reason for
such e restriction. It was a most unreason-
able amendment, and it prevented the
Government from appointing any person at
present in the employ of the State to the
position. They could rot appoint anyone in
England or New Zealard to the position,
because it was limited to a banker in Aus-
tralia. He was credibly informed that it
would restrict the chouice to eight or nine
persons in Australia of those who would be
willing to accept such au appointment.

Mr. Forsyrm: 1 think that I could get
seven or eight satisfacrory men myself.

The TREASURER: He did not think
that the Government should be restricted in
the appointment. They cculd not promote
the deputy commissioner of the bank no
matter what good service he gave. The
amendment was most unjust, unwise, ill-
considered, and unfair and should not be
tolerated for one moment. Another place
was under a great .niscorception with regard
to the intentions of the Government. He
moved—That the ameniment be disagreed to.

How. J. TOLMIE pointed out that the
Government went outside the State to appoint
a recent commissioner., The hon. member
talked with great vehemence about restric-
tion, yet the Government proposed a measure
which operated in the direction of restriction
in Parliament. It was desirable that a man
appointed to the position of commissioner
should have plenty of experience, because he
would not only have to deal with the savings
of the people, but with the Agricultural Bank,
which had already advanced a sum of over
£1,000,000. He would also have to deal with
the Workers’ Dwellings Boards, which also had
advanced over £1,000,000. It was, therefore,
essential that they should get somebody to
take charge of the bank who had banking
experience. And inasmuch as the banker
would have to deal with people who carried
on the ordinary avocations of life, they
should have a man who was accustomed to
deal with such people. If, as was indicated

by the Treasurer, the intention
[9.30 p.m.] was to appoint a public servant

who was accustomed to move in
a groove in connection with administration,
then such a person would not be a success
in dealing with people outside the limits
of his present environment. A banker who
had charge of a bank of issue must be a
man of very varied experience, and must
have an insight into human nature, and have
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had experience in dealing with the general
public to a considerable extent. They had
also to take into consideration the fact that
he should be a man who was thoroughly in
touch with banking business. With all due
deference to the public servants of the State,
he did not know that many of them had had
experience of general banking business, and
the person who had to discharge the duties
of commissioner of the bank should have the
qualifications possessed by bank managers in
ordinary trading banks. That was all the
amendment asked for, and it was a very
proper thing that the Government should
appoint such a man.

The PREMIER : It was hardly necessary
for him to rise and assure the leader of the
Opposition that they would see that the man
who was appointed, whoever he might be,
possessed  the necessary qualifications. e
principally rose to assure the leader of the
Opposition and hon. members who seemed to
have some misapprehension, some misgiving,
orr the point, that it was not the intention
of the Government to appoint any member
of Parliament—any member of either the
Council or the Assembly—to the position.
He was speaking now of the Bill as the
Treasurer desired it to go through.

Mr. Forsyr: That is, the Bill as it is
now.

The PREMIER: Yes. Of course, it was
understood that if a member of Parliament
were appointed, he would have to relinquish
his positior in Parliament. The little fine
distinctions that the hon. member for Mur-
rumba was making had evidently arisen out
of a caucus of the Liberal party, at which
they decided to ask certain questions of the
Chief  Secretary—questions  which  were
evidently manufactured by the legal talent
on that side and distributed among the lay
members. But he wished to assure the
leader of the Opposition, and his friends in
the other place, that there was no intention
of appointing anyone who at present held
a seat in either House of Parliament to
the position of commissioner, and that the
Government would take care that the person
appointed possessed the qualifications referred
to by the leader of the Opposition, namely,
that he was a man who had a general know-
ledge of banking and possessed all the quali-
fications necessary to fill the position.

Mr, FORSYTH: He was not aware of
questions having been framed in a Liberal
caucus in connection with this matter. With
regard to members of Parliament being in-
eligible, if the hon. gentleman would look
at subclause (4) of clause 5, he would see
that no member of the Executive, or of
either House of Parliament, could be
appointed to the position. The appointment
would be for seven years, and the com-
missioner would have absolute power under
the Bill. The Council had inserted an
amendment which practically meant that
the person appointed to the position of
commissioner should be competent to fill
that position. When the matter was dis-
cussed in Committee he moved that the
salary should be £800 a vear, and the reason
he did that was because of certain rumours he
had heard. When those rumours had reached
a certain point, he stated that he thought
the man appointed should be a first-class
man. and he did not care if the Govern-
ment paid him £1,500 or £2,000 a year,
because he would be head of the Government

Mr. Forsyth.]
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Savings Bank, of the Agricultural Bank, and
of the business done under the Workers’
Dwellings Act, which represented millions
of money. There were about £12,000,000 in
the Savings Bank to the credit of about
200,000 dcpositors, and the commissioner
would have absolute control over those
moneys. He would be outside Parliament,
he would have autocratic powers, and they
could not touch him. Therefore, the com-
missioner should be a man of special ability.
A man who had not got banking experience
would not be competent for the work. He
did not know why the Upper House had
inserted this amendment, and he had never
asked anyone for the reason, but he would
ask the Premier if he would appoint anyone
to the position of commissioner who had less
than ten years’ banking experience? Some
men who had had twenty years’ experience
would not be competent to fill the position,
and there were very few who had had less
than ten years’ banking experience who
would be competent. This was one of the
best positions they could offer to anyone in
Queensland, and 1t was a position in which
a man could lose an enormous amount of
money if he was not careful. Therefore, the
matter of the salary was a mere bagatelle in
view of the enormous responsibility involved.
The appointment should be vrestricted to
someone who had got at least ten years
banking experience. The Treasurer appeared
to think it was undesirable to confine the
position to someone in Australia. Why should
they go to New Zealand? If they could get
a man in Australia it would be better, and
he thought there were plenty of suitable men
in Australia who had had ten years’ experi-
ence.

The TREASURER: Why should we go down
South ?

Mr. FORSYTH : They need not necessarily
go down South.

The TreaSTRER: Who would accept the
position in Qucensland? Mr. Ralston would
not accept it.

Mr. FORSYTH : He knew plenty of men
who would be competent, both here and in
Sydney, and men who had had ten and
twenty years’ experience. If they could get
a local man, by all means give him the
appointment; but, if not, there was no
reason why they should not go all over
Australia. They were giving the commis-
sioner autocratic powers under the Bill; his
position would be just the same as that of a
judge. There had been no trouble in getting
a manager for the Commonwealth Bank,
who got £800 a year.

The TrREASURER: He does not, and there-
fore he would not be qualified for this under
the amendment.

Mr. FORSYTH: He could mention three
or four men in one bank to-day who were
getting more than £1,000 a year. Take the
manager, the secretary, or the chief inspector
of the Queensland National Bank; those
men were getting more than £800 a vear.
Did the hon. gentleman mean to tell him that
the manager of the Commercial Bank of
Svdney was not getting more than £1,000 a
year?

The TREASURER: Do you think he would
take this position?

Mr. FORSYTH: If he was only getting
£1,000 a year, he might take £1,500 a year.
He could give the hon. gentleman half a

[Mr. Forsyth.
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dozen cases of men who would be suitable
for the position. The hon. gentleman’s state-
ment with regard to there being only two
or three men in Queensland with £800 a
year fell to the ground. In the Bank of
New South Wales, in Sydney, there were
men getting over £800 a year, and with
more than ten years’ experience.

Question—That the Legislative Council’s
amendment in clause 5 be disagreed to—
put; and the Committee divided :—

AYES, 35.

Mr. Armfield Mr. Land
., Barber ,» McLachlan
,. Carter »» McMinn
,» Collins ., McPhail
,» Cooper . O’Sullivan
,» Coyne ,. Fayne
,» Dunstan ., Peterson
,» Fihelly ,, Yollock
;. Foler ,» Ryan, D.
., Gilday ., Ryan, H.J.
,, Gledson ,, Ryan,T.J.
., Hardacre ,» Smith
., Hartley. H. L. ,, Stopford
,» Hartley, W. . ., Theodore
,» Hunter 5,  Wellington
.. Huxham »  Wilson
,, dJdones,T. L. ,» Winstanley
,, Kirwan

Tollers: Mr. O’Sullivan and Mr. D. Ryan.

Nogs, 17,

Mr. Armstrong Mr. Moore
,» Barnes ,» Morgan
.. DBell ,, Petrie
,, Booker ,, Stevens
,,» Bridges ., Swayne
,, Forsyth ,, Tolmie
.. Grayson ., Vowles
,. Hodge ., Walker

., Macartney
Tellers: Mr. Stevens and Mr Swayne.

Resolved in the affirmative.

On the motion «f the TREASURER, the
Council’s amendments in line 43, clause 8,
and in clauses 8 and 34, werc agreed to.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN
reported that the Committee had disagreed
to one of the Council’s amendments, and had
agreed to all the other amendments. The
report was adopted, and the Bill was ordered
to be returnsd tc the Legislative Counecil,
with the following message:—

“ Mr. PRESIDENT,—

¢ The Legislative Assembly having had
under consideration the Legislative Cloun-
cil’s emendments in the Queensland Go-
vernment Savings Bank Bill, beg now to
intimate that they—

Disagree to the amendment in clause
5, page 3, after line 32-—

Because the amendment would have
the effect of unduly restricting the
choice of sclection for the appointment
of commissioner. No person at present
in the Government service would be
eligible, and subsequent to the first
appointment, no deputy commissioner
or other officer of the bank could
qualify for appointment to the higher
position ; and

Agree to all other amendments in
the Bill.

“W. McCORMACK,
‘“ Speaker.

¢ Legislative Assembly Chamber,
*“ Brisbane, 22nd November, 1916.””
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CONSTITUTION ACT OF 1867 AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SrcoND READING.

The PREMIER : I rise to move the second
reading of the Constitution Act Amendment
Bill, which has been very considerably dis-
cussed on the preliminary stages, both in the
House and in Committee. It is because it is
a Bill which is so far-reaching in its con-
sequences and sirikes so fundamentally at the
privileges which have been enjoyed by the
representatives of certain interests in the
past that that discussion has been so exten-
sive. During that discussion I think the main
principles of the Bill have been fairly well
ihrashed out, but as the Bill is so important
I think it perhaps desirable that I should
refer to them again.

This is a Bill which is intended to dis-
qualify certain representatives of monopoly
and alien companics from holding seats in
Parlitament. Monopoly companies and alien
companies are defined in the Bill. A mono-
poly company means—

“ Any corporation declared by a resolu-
tion of the Legislative Assembly—

“To pe a company in possession or
partial possession of a monopoly within
Queensland for the production, distribu-
tion, transport, or exchange of goods or
commoditics to the detriment of the
public intercsts; or

“To be associated with any trust or
combine for the purpose of sesuring a
monopoly or partial monopoly in Queens-
land of the production, distribution,
transport, or exchange of goods or com-
modities to the detriment of the public
interests.””

‘¢ Alien company’ means any corpora-
tion declared by a resolution of the Legis-
tive Assembly to ‘be so composed or to
be of such a class or character that the
capital shares or stock of the same, or
the beneficial interest in such shares or
stocks or in the dividends or profits
of such company, is or are wholly or
substantially held or enjoyed by alien
persons or by corporations which are
mcorporated  according to the laws
of a country other than His Majosty’s
Domintons, and whether or not such last-
mentioned corporations are or are not
registered under the Foreign Companies
Act of 1895 or any Act amending or in
substitution for that Act.”

Any director, attorney under power of
attorney, or solicitor for such monopoly com-
pany or alien company will be deprived of
the privilege of holding a seat in either
House of Parliament, and he will be alse
subject, in the case of presuming to sit in
either House while subject to

[10 p.m.] such disqualification, to a penalty

not exceeding £500 per day. I

think every member of the House will admit
that Parliament is the chief trustee of the
public welfare, and Parliament must attend
to the interests of the whole community, and
must not subordinate those interests to the
interests of any section of the community,
Now, the whole history of Parliament in
the British dominions has shown that Parlia-
ments have always possessed a laudable zeal
in fulfilling their functions. In the very
early days we find that it was the powers
of the Crown that had to be checked. We

1816—0 ¢
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find at another period that it was the powers
of the nobility that had to be checked. Com-
ing down to 1782, when the Rockingham Act
was passed, it was enacted that a member
of Parliament shall have no commercial
relations with the Government. It had been
for centuries a recognised rule that no mem-
ber might vote on a motion in which he had
a direct special interest of a pecuniary kind,
and this enactment disqualified persons who
had any commercial relations with the Go-
vernment. That Act was supported by Burke,
who uses these somewhat striking words—

“ It is treading in the footsteps of their
ancestors, whose uniform and invincible
rule it was to disqualify persons from
sitting in that House who were in such
a predicament that they could not be
disposed to be otherwise than under im-
proper influence.”

We have a similar provision in our Consti-
tution Act of 1867, section 6, a measure whiqh
was passed at a time when we had not this
great development of the formation of joint
stock companies and of trusts and combines.
That Act contains this provision—

“ Any person who shall directly or
indirectly himself or by any person what-
soever in trust for him or for his use
or benefit, or on his account, undertake,
execute, hold, or enjoy in the whole or in
part any contract or agreement for or
on account of the public service, shall
be incapable of being summoned or
elected or of sitting or voting as a mem-
ber of the Legislative Council or Legis-
lative Assembly during the time he shall
execute, hold, or enjoy any such contract
or any part or share thereof, or any
benefit or emolument arising from the
sume.

“ And if any person being a member
of such Council or Assembly shall enter
into any such contract or agrecment, or
having entered into it, shall continue to
hold it, his seat shall be declared by the
said Legislative Council or Legislative
Assembly, as the case may require, to
be void, and thereupon the same shall
become and be void accordingly.”

In other words it disqualified contractors with
the Government; contractors having con-
tracts to supply anything for or on account
of the public service. It did not matter how
small the amount of goods toc be supplied,
he is disqualified from holding a seat in
Parliament. Why is 1t? Would anyone
suggest that because a person happens to
have a contract, however small, for the supply
of goods to the public service, that he is
thereby not honest? Would anyone suggest
that? I do not think they would. But the
line must be drawn somewhere. Parliament,
in its wisdom, has said that persons who
come within that category shall be disquali-
fied from having a seat in Parliament. They
say that Parliament cannot enter into the
intentions or motives of persons. It is not
competent for us to say, ‘“ Mr. A may have
a contract to sell a certain amount of goods
on account of the public service, but who
would doubt his honesty? Who would sug-
gest that he would do anything wrong; that
his motives would be improper or that his
intentions would be improper? And Mr. B
is such a person that we may presume from
his upbringing and from his environment
and from our experience of him that he will
be improperly influenced, and will not so
conduct himself as a member of Parliament

Hon. T. J. Ryan.]
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as to serve public interests.” We do not
enter into investigations of that sort. But
Parliament came down as far back as 1867,
and further back, as I pointed out in the
Rockingham Act and even further back still;
the invariable practice was that no one
having a pecuniary interest in any particular
matter should have the right to take part in
a decision on that matter. The line is drawn
hard and fast—that any person who might
possibly on account of the relations which
exist in the cuse of a contract—that no person
who might possibly be influenced thereby
shall have a right to a seat in Parliament.

Mr. Vowres: That is all right as far as
sharcholders are concerned, but not in regard
to solicitors.

The PREMIER: How much more, with
the modern development we have with these
large corporations and combinations of
capital, how much more necessary is it that
the paid agents of such combinations of capi-
tal and alicn companies should be deprived
of a seat in Parliament without ques-
tioning the integrity of anyone who may hold
those positions? I say we are not called
upon to investigate; what I am asking the
House to do 1s to say that persons who hold
such positions have an interest which is
different from the interests of the whole
community. They have a duty to the corpo-
ration they represent or to the monopoly
company they represent, and they have a
duty to the people. Does it not come exactly
within the words of Burke that I referred
to a little while ago where he said—

“ The uniform and invincible rule was
to disqualify persons from sitting in that
House who were in such a predicament
that they could not be disposed to be
otherwise than under improper influence.””

The director of & monopoly company must
either be prepared to do his duty to his
company or not. If he does his duty to his
company, then he necessarily neglects the
interests of the whole community, because
there is no man bold enough to get up in
this House and say that the interests of
a monopoly company are not antagonistic
to the interests of the community as a whole.
Mr. MorGaN: Why should that follow?

he PREMIER: There are some things
that arc so obvious as not to require argu-
meni, and this 13 one of them.
Fion. J. Toumie: That is only begging the
question.

The PREMIER: And in war time these
great combinations of capital—these mono-
poly and alien vompanies—get a greater
opportunity of cexpanding their operations
than they do in time of peace. It is a
yemarkable thing that, when the American
civil war was drawing to a close, the great
martyr, President Lincoln, used these words,
which, I venture to say, were prophetic—

“Yewx, we may all congratulate our-
selves that this cruel war is nearing its
close. It has cost a vast amount of
treasure and blood. The best blood of
the flower of American youth has been
freely offered upon our country’s altar
that the natien might live. It has been
indeed a trying hour for the Republic;
bat I see, in the near future, a crisis
approaching that unnerves me, and causes
me to tremble for the safety of my
country. As a result of the war, corpora-
tions have bgen enthroned and an era

|fHon. T. J. Ryan.
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of corruption in high places will follow,
and the mncney pover of the country will
endcavour to prolong iss reign by work-
ing upon the prejudices of the people,
unti] all wealth is ageregated in a few
hands, and the Republic is destroyed. I
feel, at this moment, more anxiet; for
the foty of my country than ever
before, even in the midst of the war. God
grant my suspicions may be groundless.”
That prophceey has been fulfilled.
Hon. W. D. Arustrone: Only partially.

The PREMIER: And why ‘“only par-
tially’’? Because, under the American Con-
stitution, rigid as it is, there have been
some meuns of bringing in legislation that
would to some extent prevent the expansion
of the operations of these monopolies. But
with all that, the home of trusts, combines,
and monopolics 1s the United States of
America. It is {rom there that they have
set out to come here and that they have set
out to go to other parts of the world. We
know thut at the present time in the United
States of America there is a law which pre-
vents contributions by such combinations of
capital to the funds of political parties.

Hon. W. D. ArwstROoNG: They do it, all
the same.

The PREMIER: I am hopeful that by
another measure we may he able to prevent
the funds of such corporations from being
used to support any political party.

Hon. J. Tormm: You would not apply
that to the tobacco trust.

The PREMIER: There iz ample reason
for thinking that there is a necessity to
have an amendment of the law on the lines
I have suggosted, because it is within the
memory of every hon. member and of the
people of Queensland that a document was
mislaid by somecne and that it got into
hands that it was not intended for. and that
it referred to a certain subsidy. That subsidy
has never keen explamned to the people of
Queensland or to the members of this House.

Mr. MacartyeY: You know that that is
not honest.

The PREMIER: I do not know at the
present moment where that subsidy was
supposed to come from.

Hon. J. ToLmie: You do know.

The PREMIER: No one would be more
pleased than I %o hear an explanation as
to the source of that subsidy. It has never
been explained yet.

Mr. MacartNey: You know that Mr. Jus-
tice Street gave the answer to the lies that
were told on that occasion.

The PREMIER: Interjections will nof
supply an answer. I have simply stated that
the people of Queensland and the members
of this House arc anxious to hear where
that subsidy came from.

Mr. MacarrNey: It is in “ Hansard.”

The PREMIER: Well, if it is in *“ Han-
sard,” I ask hon. members opposite who con-
tributed that money to the Liberal funds?

Hon. J. Tormiz: Not the tobacco trust.
Not the publican trust.

The PREMIER: There is no answer.

Mr. MacARTNEY : It is in “ Hansard.”

The PREMIER: Well, I have not seen it
in ‘“ Hansard.”

Mr. MacartNEY: You do not want to see
it. Tt does not suit you to see ib.
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The PREMIER: I challenge the hon.
1aember to explain. now where that money
came from. He talks about a royal com-
yuission.  Are hon. members opposite pre-
prared to have a royal commission to inquire
inte where that subsidy came from?

OpposiTioN MEMBRRS: Yes, yes!

Mr. MacarTNEY : We have had one already
on the subject.

Mr. Morgan: We will have a royal com-
mission into the beer trust.

The PREMIER: However, I do not
want to be drawn away from the immediate
purpose of this Bill. (Hear, hear!} We
know tha$, although the power has been
taken away from the nobility and from the
Crown as 1t existed in earlier times, that
desire to rule still remains. The greed of
rule is something that lives, and, when an
attempt is made to destroy it in one body, it
passes into another. And in these latter days
it has passed perhaps infto the most insidious
and the most dangerous body of all—into
these greut monapoly companies and corpora-
tions. it is our purpose, at all events, to see
that the direct representatives of such com-
panies are <eprived of the right to a seat
in Parliament. The description of these
paid representatives arc set out in the Bill.
For the benefit of hon. members, I would point
out that the definition of  solicitor” includes
a barrister practising as a solicitor, or a
barrister holding a general retainer for any
such monopoly company or alien company.

Mr. MAacARTNEY : Why should it be limited
to a general retainer?

The PREMIER: I am quite prepared to
Tave the definition made as drastic as pos-
sible; but the remarkable thing is that hon.
members opposite have taken varying athi-
tudes upon this matter since the Bill was
introduced. First of all they said that this
proposal was suddenly decided upon by the
Premier on account of certain spleen.

Hon. J. Torumie: That is so.

The PREMIER : Although, while leader of
the Opnosition, he referred to the necessity
for such a measure; although within recent
months he has on more than one public occa-
aion referred to the necessity for the intro-
duction of such a measure; and although
there is no measure that has been introduced
into this House since we have been a Govern-
ment that has had the more unanimous sup-
port of the pdrty sitting behind me in this
House.

GOVERN®ENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

The PREMIER: That was the first atti-
tude. The second attitude was this. “ It
is not the Premier at all who is doing this.
It is the Industrial Workers of the World.”
(Loud Government laughter.) “1It is the
Trades Hall that is doing this.” “He is
being shoved into doing it.”” “ He is being
driven by some members in the corner, by
some of the younger members of the party.”
That was the next attitude. Then the next
attitude was. “ Why don’t you disqualify
the shareholders and make the thing more
drastic?”’ “Why don’t you come down with
& measure which will wipe out such combines
and monopolies. Why don’t you do all these
things ?”” Mr. Speaker, why did we not do
anything except introduce the Bill that we
are doing ? Do hon. members opposite think
that they can persuade the people of Queens-
land that they really desire to curb the
powers of monopolies and aliens ? Do they
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seriously think by taking these varying atti-
tudes and shifting from one attitude to
another that they are deceiving anybody ?
There is only one thing they are consistent
gl"ll and that is in their opposition to this
.

GOVERNMENT MEmBERS: Hear, hear !

The PREMIER : What can we expect when
we attack the vital interests of such com-
binations of capital as this ? You would
not expect them to say, “Oh yes. It is
aimed right at us. It is going to hit us.”
No. They say it is going to hit someone
else, so that they can divert public attention
so far as they can from the real purpose of
the measure. But the way in which hon.
member after hon. member rose on the
opposite side shows that we are striking at
the very foundation of the party on the other
side. (Opposition laughter.)

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Hon. J. Towwmie: Striking at the founda-
tion of the reputation of the Premier.

The PREMIER: Hon. members opposite
are very much concerned about the reputation
of the Premier. No matter what may be
said by the other side, nothing is going to
deter the Premier from going on with the
measure he has undertaken.

GoveErNMENT MENBERS : Hear, hear!

The PREMIER: I am satisfied that the
people of Queensland have a real cause to
be afraid of the monopoly companies in
Australia. They have real cause to be afraid.
They ere afraid because of the brazen
manner in which hon. members opposite rise
and defend these monopolies while endeavour-
ing to mislead the public as to the real
isste.  They admit that the Bill will hit
members on that side of the House.

Hon. J. Toumie: Only one member.

The PREMIER: If it were true, does it
make.any difference to the people of Queens-
land, to public opinion, as to what the
sitwation is ? The facts remain and they
cannot get it out of the minds of the people
of Queensland—no matter what dust they
may try to throw in the eyes of the people,
my reputation will stand in the eyes of the
people—(Hear, hear )—and they will see that
I am not actuated by such motives. The
bald fact remains that hon. members opposite
admit that it is aimed at members who hold
seats on their side of the House.

Hon. J. ToLmiz: One member.

The PREMIER: And in the Legislative
Council. and the Opposition are prepared to
defend them.

Hon. J. Touumie and the other OppOSITION
MemeERS : Hear, hear !

3Mr. Momreaw: We will stand or fall by
him.

The PREMIER : Things are coming to a
sorry pass in these enlightened days when a
democratic people are asked to allow, and
in fact, to put a mark of respectability to it,
that paid representatives of such corpora-
tions as this shall have seats in the halls of
Parliament and in the counsels of State
dealing with the interests of the people.
Things are coming to a sorry pass when any
man can defend that tion.

Hon. J. TormMiE: Wnoen a man can prosti-
tute his position.

The PREMIER : Mr. Speaker, I am satis-
fied that when you and I and all of us have
passed away, perhaps when we are lying in

Hon. T. J. Ryan.]
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the constituency of the hon. member for
Toowong, it is measures such as this that
will stand as a monument to the Parliament
that passed them, and it will stand as a
beacon light to guide the ship of State
through the dangerous waters into which it
is getting with these combines and mon-
opolies.
GovERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Hox. W. D. ARMSTRONG (Lockyer): I
beg to move the adjournment of the debate.

Hon. J. TOLMIE : I hope that the Premier
is going to consent to the adjournment of
the dshate.

The PrexIER: Why?

Ho~x. J. TOLMIE: We have already
endeavoured to meet the hon. gentleman
in the transaction of business to-day. The
hon. gentleman was desirous of postponing
the consideration of the Legislative Council’s
amendments in the Land Bill because the
Secretary for Lands was not in his place.
endeavoured to meet him in that. T helped
to carry out other business on the business-
paper. 'The hon. gentleman arranged the
business for fo-day last night, and 1t was
published in the Orders for to-day, and we
came here prepared to go on with business
in accordance with that announcement.

The PremiEr: Did you prepare for this
Bill?

How. J. TOLMIE: No. This Bill was not
presented to us until this morning.

The PreMIER: You have been discussing
it for days.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: We met the hon.
gentleman in regard to the postponing of
the third Order, and then he took us by
surprise with regard to the fourth Order,
but we met the hon. gentleman in that.
Then when we went on to the next Order
we understood that when the discussion was
closed that the House would adjourn. The
Government whip informed the Opposition
whip, Mr. Bridges, that if we finished the
discussion on that measure we would adjourn.
The hon. member for Murrumba was speak-
ing, and I asked him to resume his seat
in order to let the measure pass. I also
asked the hon. member for Dalby not to
speak, in order that the Premicr might
adjourn the debate on this motion. I did
everything possible for him to get through
the business. I ask what kind of conduct
is this? Is it the kind of conduct that
ought to be expected in this Chamber? Are
we to come to the conclusion that the word
of the Government does not stand for any-
thing? If we had gone on discussing the
other matters in the ordinary way, it would
have taken until 11 o’clock at night. If
the hon. gentleman had said at an earlier
hour that he proposed to have an all-night
sitting, we would have prepared accordingly,
but he did not do that.

The PreMiEr: You should have asked me
before now.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: I had no opportunity
of asking the hon. gentleman. T could not get
up and ask him when he started to speak.
Mr. Speaker called for the next Order,
and then I understood when the Premier
moved the second reading he would aliow the
debate to be adjourned. I ask the hon.
gentleman to adjourn this motion and go
on with some other business if he wishes
to sit later to-night.

[Hon. T. J. Ryan.
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The PREMIER : The leader of the Opposi-
tion has just made remarks which surprise
me, coming from the leader of a party
hopeful of getting some consideration in
regard to the order of the balance of the
business. e contends first of all that the
Opposition had come to the House prepared
only for business up to a certain point—up
to Order No. 6. They were not prepared
for this measure. Well, if hon. members
opposite were not prepared for this measure,
I can say that the Premier came to the
House with the full intention that the House
should not adjourn until we had finished
the second reading of this Bill. A little

later I had a conversation with
[10.30 p.m.] the leader of the Opposition with

regard to the postponement of
the Council’s amendments in the Land Bill,
and the hon. gentleman agreed to have that
put further down on the paper. A little
later the whip, after consulting with me,
went across to the other side, and I think
he conferred with the Opposition whip.
The instruction from me was that if the
business before the Committee was finished
in time to allow us to catch our trams, we
would adjourn. But the hon. member for
Murrumba kept on repeating himself and
discussing the question of the managership
of the bank, and at the end of his speech
the leader of the Opposition called for a
division, so that members of the House
were deprived of the opportunity of catch-
ing their trams. Then it was for me to
decide that we should continue with the
business, because some other means of send-
ine members home must be arranged for by
the Chief Secretary, and arranged irrespec-
tive of which side members of the Houso
belonged to. That was my intention, and
it was my intention when I rose to move
the sccond reading of this Bill to proceed
for a reasonable time, say, till midnight.
If the leader of the Opposition would give
me credit for being actuated by the best of
motives, his chance of getting this debate
adjourned would be much better than it is
when he gets up and accuses me of improper
conduct, That is not the attitude which
ought to be taken up in the circumstances.

Mr, Vowres: You don’t want us to go
down on our knees to you, do you?

The PREMIER: I do not want you to go
down on your knees to me, but I want
ordinary courtesy. The Opposition have
always found that if they had a reasonable
request to make, I was prepared to meet
them.

Mr. RoBerTs : You are taking up half an
hour now.

The PREMIER: I am going to make &
reply to the leader of the Opposition, and the
hon. member for Hast Toowoomba will not
gag me, (Hear, hear!) I am prepared to go
on with business, but I am not particular
whether it is this business or some other busi-
ness. I think it is necessary that we should
proceed with business till a reasonable hour
to-night, secing that we have lost the oppor-
tunity of catching our last trams. If the
Opposition are not ready to go on with this
Bill, there may be members on this side of
the House who desire to speak, and I will
give them the opportunity of doing so. If
the Opposition are not ready to go on with
the debate I will not deprive them of the
cpportunity of getting ready. They have a
good deal to get ready.
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Mr. BRIDGES (¥undah): With regard to
the motion that this debate be now
adjourned, I think there is perhaps some mis-
understanding. After my conversation with
the Government whip, I told the leader of
the Opposition what was arranged, and
asked other members to refrain from spealk-
ing in order that we might get through the
business in time for members to catch their
trams, and we did finish the business at eight
minutes to 10 o’clock.

The PrEMIER: No, we didn't.

Mr. BRIDGES: We did. At any rate, it
is cutting it very fine when the Premier goes
back on an agreement for the sake of a
minute or so. I think we did finish in time
to catch our trams, but whether or not, see-
ing that I went round and asked members on
this side to refrain from speaking so that we
might rise in time to catch our trams, surely,
if we were a couple of minutes out, the Pre-
mier might have kept faith with us. I have
aiways got on very well with the Government
“ Whip,” who hag treated me in a courteous
and gentiemanly way, and I Lelieve therc has
been a little misunderstanding in this matter.
Certainly he went over to the Premier, and
when he came back he said to me, ¢ Get Mr.
Forsyth down, and we will go home.”

Mr. WELLINGTON : Did you get him down ?

Mr. BRIDGES: I admit that we did not
get him down_ quite as quickly as we ex-
pected.  (Laughter.) But I do not think it
was a fair thing or a courteous thing for the
Premier to go back on the agreement.

The PREMIER: The Premier went back on
10 agreement.

Mr. WINSTANLEY (Queenton): From
what the leader of the Opposition has said,
and from what the whip of that party has
said, members of the Opposition are solely
to blame for the position in which they find
themselves. T told the Opposition Whip’ in
the first instance that we were going to putb
this Bill through to-night. Then I came back
end consulted the Premier, and he said that
if we got through the business we were then
dealing with by ten minutes to 10 o’clock we
would adjourn. I told that to the Opposition
© Whip.” When the hon. member for Mur-
rumba sat down it was eight minutes to 10
o’clock, and to the surprise of the “Whip
himself, as well as other members on that
side of the House, the leader of the Opposi-
tion calied for a division. If was then impos-
s{ble for members to get their trams at 10
o’clock. By the taking of that division every-
bodr lost his tram. and the Government
thought we might just as well sit here as
walk home. If anyone is responsible for the
present position, it is the leader of the
Gpposition himself.

GOVERNSMENT MEMBERS : The hon. member
for Murrumba.

Question—That the debate be now ad-
journed—put; and the House divided :—

AvEs, 15.

Mr. Armstrong Ay, Moore
., Barnes ;- Morgan
.. Bell Petrie
., Booker Roberts
.« Bridges .« Tolmie
.. Urayson .. Yowles
,. Gann . Walker
;» Macartney

Tellers. Mr. Guan and Mr. Roberts.

{22 NovemBzER.]

1867 Amendment Bill. 2005
Nozs, 35.
Mr. Armfleld Mr. Land
,, Barber ,» McLachlan
. Bertram .. McMinn

,» Carter 5 McPhail
,, Collins ., O'Sullivan
. Cooper ., Layne
.. Coyue ;s Peterson
,» Dun Pollock
., Tihelly .. Ryan, D.

, Fcley .. Ryan, H.J.
., Gildav ,, Ryan, T. J.
., Hardaerc .. Smith
,. Hartley, H. L. . Stopford
.. Hartley, W. ,» Theadore
. Hurter ., Wellington
,, Huxham ., Wilson
,, dJdomes, T. L. ., Winstanley
,. Kirwan

Tellers: Mr. McMinn and Mr. Peterson.
Resolved in the negative.

Question—That the Bill be now read a
second time—puf.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: Mr. Spcaker——

The PrEMIER: The hon. member for Bowen
wishes to speak, 1 understand.

Hox. J. TOLM{E: The hon. member for
Bowen rvemained in his seat. I asked him
if he was going to speak.

The SPEAKER: Order! I would like to
point out to the leader of the Opposition
that he has already spoken. The motion for
the adjournment of the debate was moved
by the hon. member for Lockyer and
seeonded by the leader of the Opposition.
I thought that an arrangement had been
macde, but no arrangement has been m@de,
and the Standing Crders are very distinct
on the point that when a member has moved
or seconded the taotion for the adjournment
of the debate, znd the motion has been
negatived, he is not entitled to speak after-
wards on the maln question.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: 1 quite agree with
vou. Mr. Speaker, and I ask the Premier
whether I shall now be deprived of my
right to speak.

The PREMIER:
anvy action of minc.
provide for that.

Hown. J. TOLMIE: By your action. It is
quite on a par with 2l your actions this
evening.

The PremizR: Not by my action—the
Standing Orders. Do not ray something that
you will be sorry for.

My. VOWLES: I shall give the hon. gentle-
man an opportunity of speaking before I
have finished.  (Government laughter.)
Speaking on the sacond reading of the Bill,
I may say that T was rather astonished at
the temper, if 1 may so call it, which was
displayed by the iecader of the Government
in introducing it. Fle went in for a dis-
play of heroles, fireworks, and all sorts of
pyrotechnic mixtures. He quoted from
Burke, from Lincoln, #nd from other Ameri-
can writers as to what was prophesied would
happen as far as the American Constitation
was concerned, I little dreamed that we
were going to get to this stage of the pro-
ceedings to-night, but I took one note. He
said that Parliament was the custodian of
the public welfare, and must not subordinate
its conscience to ome section of the com-
munity. 1 think the history of this Parila-
ment shows that the functions of Parliament
have been sadly subordinated to one section
of the community, instead of being exercised
for the whole of the community—not for the
people who keep the State going, who supply

M. Voules.]
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the sinews of war, and who supply the money
for the carrying on of industrles and for
the payment of wages. It is not to foster those
people that the (Government have used their
endeavours, but to foster another section
of the community who are cntirely dependent
on that other section. Their legislation has
been simply to foster the interests of the one
party, and to relieve them from any form
of taxation in regard to legislation which
might affect them in any direction. I# has
been suggested that the Premier has prosti-
tuted his functions as the leader of the Go-
vernment. It was my intention to refer to
that later on, but I will do it now. If you
examine any Bills introauced into the Parlia-
rent of Queensland you will not find that
the lcader of a Government has brought in
legislation of such a class as this, which has
been dubbed by the Opposition as puerile
legislation, and legislation striking in the
directon of privase interests, and which, as
soon as it was put before this Fouse, was
proclaimed broadcast throughout Quensland
by the oficial organ of the Government, the
“Daily Standard,” as being legislation intro-
duced for ihe purpose of putting certain
individuals out of Parliament. As far as
this Chamber is concerned, it is one indi-
vidual, the hon. member for Toowong. What
greater indictment could the Premier and
his Government have against them than their
official organ in Queensland, the  Daily
Standard,”” turning round as soon as the Bill
was introduced, and stating that the sole
cbject and the only business in the measure
was the victimisation of one individual who
was sitting in this House, who has been and
still is a thorn in the side of the Premier
and his Government, and who they would
like to get out of the way so that their
path might be cleared? I feel that I can
say that as a party we will not consent to
legislation such as this. Although we are
weak in numbers we will be strong in our
protests, and we will stand up to a man to
denounce the individual who has introduced
this dirty legislation, and protest as far as
we can, and do everything in our power to
- prevent the sacred statute-books of Queens-
land from being hesmirched by legislation
such as this being put upon them. Look at
the Premier now! Look at the sad look on
him. (Governmeunt laughter.) He knows as
a professional man that he has prostituted his
profession. He nas prostituled it to-night as
the leader of his party and as a responsible
person in the Governament. He is a man who
i1s taking advantage of his position in order
to gratify his personal feelings.

The PREMIER : You know more about prosti-
tuting than I do.

Mr. VOWLES: Do I? I know a little bit
about the hon. gentleman’s professional
career, but there is no prostituting about it
so far as I am concerned.

The SPEAKER: Order!

The PremiEr: The public will laugh at
you.

Mr. VOWLES: I stand up and I will pick
him to pieces when he cannot pick me to
pieces.

The Premizr: The elephant talking to the
mouse going in to the ark.

Mr. VOWLES: That is all very well. If
the hon. member had a clean record it would
be all right, but he has not.

Mr. MoreaN: That is so.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

[8r. Vowles.

[ASSEMBLY.]

1867 Amendment Bil.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. member brings
this on himself.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICTLANDS:
1 rise to a point of order. Is the hon. mem-
ber in order in accusing the Premier of
having an unclean record?

Mr. VowLES: A professional record, I said.

The PreMiER: That is worse still.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member is not

in order, and I ask him to withdraw that
statement.

Mr. VOWLES: It is unforfunately the
truth, but I have to withdraw it.

The SPEAKER: Ovder! Allow me to
finish. I would ask members on my right to

refrain from interjecting, because members
speaking will reply to them, and that is how
personalities come into the debate. I hope
that hon. members speaking on this question
will refrain from personalities, and I ask the
hon. member to withdraw.

Mr., VOWLES: Of course, I withdraw, as
it is the parliamentary custom to do so. Be-
fore I conclude I shall move an amendment
that this Bill be read a second time this day
six months, and that will give the leader of
the Opposition an_ opportunity to speak, of
which he was deprived through the tactics of
the Premier.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber was deprived of his right to speak by the
Standing Orders.

Mr. VOWLES: By parliamentary pro-
cedure.
Hon. J. Tormie: By the course of the

Premier, a deliberate breaking of faith.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. VOWLES: This thing has been worn
pretty threadbare. This Bill, according to
the Premier, is an attempt tc clean up
Parliament, to put certain persons in such a
position that they will not be able to sit in
this House or the other Chamber if they
represent certain interests. What is the
definition of solicitors in the Bill? The
Premier, T might say, suggested that we had
had this Bill a very considerable time, but
members of this House, as you know, only
got it when they came to the House this
morning at about 10 o’clock, and we have
had no time to go into it. Fortunately it is
a small measure, and the principles and also
some of the definition clauses have been
foreshadowed.

The SecreTsRY FOR PuBLIc LANDS:
have debated it twice already.

Mr. VOWLES: I have and I am going to
debate it again, whatever the hon. member
may say, because I saw him urging his
leader not to give way and do the correct
thing, When members on this side urged
that the arrangement should be carried out
the hon. member who interjects was the very
one who was urging on the Premier not to
give way.

The SecreTARY FOR PusLic Lanps: That is
not true.

Hon. J. Tormie: It is.

Mr. VOWLES: I believe my own eyes in
preference to the ‘“truth.”

The SPEAKER: Order!

The SKECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: I rize to a point of arder,
want to know whether a membsr’s word or
denial of a statement is io be accepiod.

You
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The SPEATER: I hope the hon. member
will accept the statement of the Sceretary

for Public Lands.
VOWLES:
bound to. I do it.
coddure, and I do it
The Spcneriey ForR PuLic Lasps: The
Premier denies it as well as 1 do, and so
what is the good of going on?
Mr. VOWLES: I am acoustomed to be-
Lieve my own cyes.
The SPEAKER: Order! I suggest to the
Lowu. member that he should discuss the Bill.
Mr. VOWLES: T chall, but if they inter-
jeet T am going to reply to them, and if
there i~ any breacn of parilamentary pro-
cedure I say that the example should be set
by the Premier and his deputy. The deiini-
uon of solicitor is as follows :——
A solicitor of the Supreme Court,
and a barrister practising as such
solicitor, and a barrister holding a
general retainer for any monopoly com-
pany or alien company.”

BT

Unfortunately, I am
It is parliamentary pro-

What should the principle, so far as a
Trarrister is concerned, be that he must be a
man holding & general retainer? I say that
he should be placed on exactly the same
position as a solicitor, who is paid from time
to time by fees, not as a general retainer,
but for the work he does as the recognised
solicitor of the company. Unless a barrister
holds a general vetainer he does not come
within the scope of the BilL He may
reeeive his hrief on ecach occasion, all the
nice fat fees that come to him—the Premier
may bhe placed in that position when he is
sitting over here and we are opposite—he
may give advice on any subject, but so long
as he has not a general retainer he is not
affected. 1 say, why this discrimination ?
And why should diserimination be made
between a solicitor and an accountant, the
anditor who goes through the company’s
sccounts, has access to private papers, the
man who advises so far as the commercial
side of the business ig concerned? Why
should a director, who is simply the business
head of the concern, and a solicitor, be
included while others are excluded? It
seems to me to be unfair. You might just as
well say that the doctor who prescribes, and
the chemist who makes up the prescription
for the manager of the company, should not
have the right to sit in this House. Why
discriminete between the different profes-
sions? I go to the trouble of pointing this
out to show that if you make a
11 p.m.] solicitor ineligible, simply by
reason of the fact that he is a
member of that profession, it lends a good
deal of colour to the stories that are going
about—that this Bill is not introduced honi
fide in the interests of the publie, hut for the
purpose of hitting at an individual. That is
why I am opposed to it. It is not getting
at me as a member of the profession.” As I
zaid before, there is only one member of this
Chamber who it can hit. and we know who
that member is. It is the member for Too-
wong,
The Sreecrerary ForR Prmric Laxps: He
must enjoy being made a martyr,

Mr. VOWLES: I know the hon. member
and I know he does not mind. e knows
that this class of tactics is simply worthy of
the source from which it comes, He knows
very well that there is a certain section over

[22 NovemBER.]

1867 Amendment Bill. 2007

there who would like to do him an injustice if
they could. They have told us very plainly
that they are making this tilt at him,
although they know it will not be a success
They are aftempting to throw a certain
amount of mud, hoping some of it will stick,
but his character will stand all the criti-
cism that the public want. Hon. members
oppesite would like to get rid of him, and
they want to be able to go to the country and
give them something to talk of. They want
to talk about getting rid of Mr. Macartney.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is out of order in referring to any
member of this House by name.

Mr. VOWLES: To get rid of a sclicitor of
this Chamber, and they simply put in alien
cempany at the end as a blind. They want
to e able to turn rocund later snd say when
this thing is thrown out by another place
that they are the friends of alien companies
nr that they are the friends of monopolies.
We know who are the friends of the alien.
We know who have been bringing in legis-
lation during the last couple of weeks, and
when we attempted to bring in amendments
aimed at a certain class of aliens they refused
to accept same. This is like every other bit
of legislation that iz brought in by the pre-
sent Government. They bring in something
that is desirable and they deliberately attach
to it something that is undesirable.

The SECRETARY ror PupLic Lawps:
part of this Bill is desirable ?

Mr. VOWLES: Alien companies, if it is
necessary. It will not have a safe passage.
Look at what happened to the amendment of
the Lands Bill as far as soldiers were «con-
cerned. The Minister was asked to bring
in legislation in regard to that important
matter, and also he knows the wishes of
the prickly-pear selectors, What happens?
Although the Minister in charge of the Bill
knew it was highly desirable

The SPEAKER : Order!
Mr. VOWLES:

What

I am simply connecting
one with another, There is an analogy. He
connected something which is undesirable
and he connected legislation which he knew
could not possibly go through; legislation
which had been thrown out previously, for
what purpose? So that he could go before
the people and tell them that the Upper
House had thrown out this legislation, but
the people in the country knew his little
game. They knew it never was his intention

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! The
hon, member is out of order.

The SecreTARY FOR PusLic Laxps: You are
stating——

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS continuzd
interjecting.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon.
member to answer my call to order,‘and to
take notice when I ask him to refrain from
interjecting.

Mr., VOWLES: I will let that go. I am
glad you gave him the rebuff you did.
The SEcrETARY FOR Pusric Laxps: You

deserved it.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr. VOWLES: You deserved it. and very
often deserve it. I was saying it was the
tactics of this Government to tack on some-

Mr. Vowles.]



2008 Constitution Act of

thing that is undesirable to something that is
desirable, and instead of allowing the desir-
able portion to become law they deliberately
set out to wreck it, and I understand they
are doing it for a purpose. As regards what
constitutes a monopoly company; this is a
principle that I for one will never consent to.
The Government, or as I said last night the
executive authority, which is practically the
same thing—the Trades Hall executive have
the power to decide that the Government
Fave to come to a certain resolution that any
company is not run in public Interests and
1t becomes a monopoly. There is no concur-
rence by the Upper House. There is no
right of appeal, and any company that they
like, for their own purpose, can be made a
monopoly company. It simply says—

“ A monoply company means any cor-
poration declared by a resolution of the
Legislative Assembly—

“To be a company in possession or
partial possession of a monopoly within
Queensland for the production, distribu-
tion, transport, or exchange of goods or
commodities to the detriment of the
public interests.”

All the Government have to do is to bring
in a resolution that any company at all in
Queensland is a monopoly within the mean-
ing of that clause, and any person who hap-
pens to be a director or any person who
happens to_be a solicitor of it immediately
hecomes debarred from a seat in Parliament,
cr, for the time being, from becoming a can-
didate for Parliament. The penalty for
remaining a member under these conditions
18 no less than £500 a day, which may be
sued for by any person at all, and you may
be perfectly certain, if a case arose, you
would find a man of straw—those electioneer-
ing gentlemen who are attached particularl:
to the party opposite—would come forward,
or would probably be brought forward, to
sue for that sum, a man you could not get
costs against if he was unsuccessful, and the
only remedy that I can see is if the Govern-
ment were gracious enough under clause 8
to submit the matter to the elections tribunal
if any reasonable doubts arose. No Govern-
ment should arrogate to themselves or seek
such enormous powers as they are asked to
be given to them in this measure. If it is
necessary to define what is a monopoly com-
pany from time to time it should be defined
on the same principle that was agrecd to the
other evening—the same as regulations are
agreed to in this House, and should be
assented to by both Houses of Parliament.
As long as we have the other Charaber—as
long as it is part of the Constitution of
Queensland—they should certainly not be
ignored, and certainly not in a case such as
this. I have got no sympathy for alien com-
panies. If a company was a genuine alien
company I would be very pleased to see it
removed from the register, and I would
like to see its assets confiscated, if necessary.
But if you are going to penalise a company
because its shareholders live outside Australia
and do not live in Great Britain, you are
putting in the hands of the Government too
great a power and a power which they shou'd
not have an opportunity of exercising. We
know the name of one company has heen
hurled at us across the Chamber, that is the
meat company down the river, but that
company came here and was established with
the consent of the Commonwealth of Australia,
Ther have cxpended tuge sums of money

[Mr. Vowles.
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in this State, and it happens that an hon.
member of ithis Chamber is the solicitor to
the company. As a rewult the Government
are tilting at +that institution. I do not
know what the game of the Government is,
but I know they would like to put this com-
pany out of action. I kmow they would like
to securc the works of this company under
their Meatworks Bill, and to pauperise the
company «nd torce them to sell at a big
ioss, so that they themselves would get the
benefit of the cxpenditure by the company
of something like £500,060. That company
finds cmployiment for scine hundreds of
people, but those people are to be thrown
out of employment, and tie company is to
be driven out of Quecnsland simply because
mnhers opposite presutne to believe that
it is an alien company. I wonder what the
future of Queensiand is to be when the
whole of our legizlation and the whole of the
administration of the Government is in the
direction of retarding the progress of those
who are creating new industries, and indeed
crippling those who are developing existing
industries.

The SPEAKER: Order: The hon. mem-
ber is getting away from the Bill. The Bill
does not propose to cripple industries; it
proposes to prev:at representatives of certain
companiecs from being members of Parlia-
ment.

M:. VOWLES: Exactly; but the Govern-
ment cannot do that in this particular case
until they declare the Amciican Meat Com-
pany to be an alien company.

The SecreTsRY rOR Puric Laxbs inter-
jected.
Mr. VOWLES: There goes the gramo-

phone again.

The SPEAKER: Order! I would ask
the hon. member to withdraw the word
“ gramophone’” as applied to a member of
the House.

Mr. VOWLES: I will, with apologies to
the gramophone.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon.
nmember to withdraw the word unreservedly.

My, VOWLES: Is ‘“ gramophone”
Hamentary?

The SPEAKER: In my opinion it is. I
aslk the hon. member to withdraw it.

Mr. VOWLES: I withdraw, if that is your
opinion, but it certainly is not my opinion.
When you interrupted me I was pointing out
that there is a certain institution here which
it s desived to declarc to be an alien com-
pany. I do not want to labour the matter,
as I have been over the ground on two
previous occasions, but I must say that I
cannot see any merits in the Bill, and con-
sider that it would have been far better if
it had remained unprinted. I am very sorry
that the Premier has thought fit to introduce
it; he is belittling himself as a professional
man; he is not reflecting any credit on his
own party; he is not raising the prestige of
Parliament by doing it; and he is not
doing it in a bona fide spirit.

The PremiEr: That is what the trusts al-

unnar-

ways say when you bring in legislation
aflfecting them.
My, VOWLES: I do not think the hon.

gentleman can say that I am connected with
a tiust. I have never had anything to do
with a trust as a solicibor—bad luck—
though I believe the hon. gentleman has had
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some fat fees from them. I think he knew
something about the tobacco trust and the
beer trust bofore the last election.

The Premiea: All dirt—worthy of the
member for Dalby, worthy of the source from
which 1% comes.

The SPEAKER: Order! order! I ask
the hon. member o keep to the question.

Mr. VOWLES: I would ask the Premier
to withdraw that. He said something about
the dirty member for Dalby.

The Prrzumirr: No—dirt.

Mr. VOWLES: I ask the hon. gentleman
to withdraw the word ¢“dirt.”

The SPEAKER: The remark was not
addressed to the hon. member.

Mr. VOWLES: I am glad to hear it. I
move, by way of amendment, the omission
of the werd “now,” with a view to adding
to the motion the words ““this day six
months.”

Mr., MORGAN: 1 have very much plea-
sure in seconding the amendment so ably
moved by the hon. member for Dalby. I
feel sure that the people of Queensland will
agree with the hon. member that at least
six months should elapse before the Bill is
read a second time in this Chamber. We
are dealing with one of the most important
matters that Parliament could deal with—
an alteration of the Constitution. Before any
alteration is made in the Constitution it
should be dealt with by both Houses of
Parliament, and it should also be submitted
to the people of Queensland for their appro-
val. The people of Queensland have not
had an opportunity of thoroughly realising
what the contents of this Bill really are. It
has been more or less discussed during the
fast few days here and in some of the
metropolitan papers, which have discussed
the motives which, in their opinion, animated
the Premier in introducing the Bill. In this
connection, I would like to quote from last
Saturday’s “Daily Mail” :—

“ Mr. Toumie repeated that he believed
the measure—to disqualify certain law-
yers from seabs in the Queensland Par-
Hament—was aimed at individuals sit-
ting on the Opposition side of the House,
not because of high public grounds, but
because of personal reasons.

“Here is the head of a Government
who would probably not deny that he
has been paid considerable sums of
money by the Government since the war
was on. He has been paid during the
last twelve months £1,300 a year as Pre-
mier, and close upon £500 for briefs.
That, mark you, was from the Govern-
ment. In addition, he charged the Go-
vernment £1,800 for a trip to HEngland,
which the Government paid. Not bad
remuneration for a Labour member, was
it? And in addition to this dual Go-
vernment pay, and this trip to England
handsomely furnished by the Government,
there was private time devoted to pri-
vatei clients, and handsomely paid for,
t00.”’

Hven the Premier will not deny that. During
the period he occupled in his trip he also
ropresented private clients, and 1 suppose
the £1,800 he received from the State for
expenses on that trip

The SPEAKER: Order ! Will the hon.
mernber connect his remarks with the ques-
tion before the Chamber?
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Mr. MORGAN: I will continue to read
the statements in this paper, criticising this
Bill. It goes on—

“ Has Mr. T. J. Ryan given two sons
to the fighting line 7”7 No.

The SPEAKER : Order! Order! The hon.
gentieman must quote matters relevant to
the subject now under discussion.

Mr, MORGAN: I think if you will wait
a little while you will see that I am quobing
matters that deal with the Bill. I will
connect my remarks with the Bill as I go
along. It says—

“ Has he helped the war in any way?
He has helped by endeavouring to stop-
compulsory reinforcements being sent.”

The 3PEAKER : Order!

Mr. MORGAN: If you will only allow
me to continue, you will see that it is
relevant.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member must
select matter that is relevant to the subject
under discussion. I cannot allow him to read
the whole article.

Mr. MORGAN: I am entitled to give
reasons why the Bill should be postponed for
six months. I am not dealing with the
original question now. I am dealing with
the amendment that the consideration of the
Bill be postponed for six months. The paper
says further—

“ Has Mr. Ryan ever moved any resolu-
tion to prevent the authors of sentiments
such as these. from sitting in Parlia-
ment 77’

This is in reference to cerfain sentiments of
disloyalty uttered by a colleague of the
Premier. I might point out that this Bill
does not provide for preventing disloyal
subjects from occupying a seab in Parliament.
The Bill disfranchises certain persons, but
does not disfranchise disloyal persons who may
he uttering disloyal sentiments so far as the
King and the British Empire are concerned.
In my opinion we would be doing more fo
protect the interests of Queensland and the
British Empire in general if we also included
in this Bill something that would disqualify
persons who were guilty of disloyal state-

ments as were recently uttered by the
Assistant Minister for Justice. The “ Mail ”
continues—

“This move to exclude men from Par-
liament because they have advised certain
corporations that are carrying on a
lawful business does seem to the public
a vindictive move; and nothing the
Premier can say will make it seem other-
wise. It should never have been brought
on. It is not fair, reasonable, patriotic,
or decent to start a campaign of this
sort, aimed at men in their business
capacity when there is no reproof at all,
but veiled encouragement for those who
openly flout the cause for which so many
are dying and so many more are likely
to die.”’

Those are the concluding remarks of the
criticism published in last Saturday’s ¢ Daily
Mail,” and when the people of Queensland
read those remarks they will agree with
every word appearing there. The people of
Queensland do not desire a Bill of this
description to be brought into the House at
this moment. We should endeavour to bring
in legisiation that will cause as little friction
as possible during the present time, We are

Mr. Morgan.]
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now engaged in a war greater than has ever
been known in the history of the world, and
it is a time when every one of us should
endeavour to be as united as possible. We
should endeavour to stand shoulder to
shoulder—Government with Opposition—with
one aim and object in view, to bring about
the successful termination of the war and ths
downfall of the enemies of the British nation.
That is what we should be doing at the pre-
sent moment instead of discussing Bills of
this deseription, which will enly cause fric-
tion, embitter members one with the other,
and make us divided as a State so far as our
general politics and views are concerned.
This is not the time for party strife. This
is not the time when the Premier should
ihog his spleen by introducing a Bill of this

ind.

Mr. Krawan: You have been slinging mud
for a fortnight.

Mr. MORGAN: No. The mud has been
slung by members over there, and we are
endeavouring to return some of it with the
view of protecting ourselves from some of
the charges made by the Premier in respect
of this party end certain members of this
House. The hon. gentleman tried to throw
some mud in regard to a certain subsidy.

The Premier: It has never been explained.

T challenge you to explain it.

Mr. MORGAN: The Premier has never
explained the amount of money his party
have received from the liquor party and the
tobacco trust.

The Premr: None.

Mr. MORGAN: That is absolutely incor-
rect. Is the Premier prepared to have a
royal commission appointed to inguire into
the subsidy paid by the liquor party to some
of its members?

The PremmR: We
evidence against you.

Mr., MORGAN: It has been said that
£2,000 was handed to certain individuals sit-
ting on the Government benches by the
lguor party in order to fight the campaign
and in order o secure that particular party
a definite promise, we understand, was given
by the present Premier.

The SPEAKER: Order!

,Mr. MORGAN: The promise was given
that if they were returned to power——

The SPEAKER : Order! order! The hon.
gentleman is not in order in imputing
motives.

Mr. MORGAN: I admit that I am out of
order, but when you allow the Premier to
talk about the £2,000 subsidy, I maintain
that 1 can do the same.

The SPEAKER : The Chief Secretary did
not impute motives to anybody in regard to
that subsidy.

Mr. MORGAN: I did not attribute any
motives to anybody either. I only asked
where that subsidy came from? We know
that certain bodies combined together and
organised a fghting fund for the Labour
party, and they got «certain definite
promases, They were promised that if the
Labour party got into power they would get
certain things transacted for them, and the
Government would not interfere in a certain
direction with the business of these people.
There is nothing in this Bill to prevent
members of Parliament from receiving fees

(r. Morgan.
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and subsidies practically amounting to the
price of their support and vote in order to

bring about a cerfain result in
[11.30 p.m.] Parliament and in order to pre-

vent certain things from being
transacted in Parliament. It is a well-known
fact that certain organisations in Queensland
were successful in getting a definite promise
that certain legislation would not be intro-
duced during a specified time, That is absolute
corruption, and we see that the promise 18
being kept religiously by those who have
power to keep the promise. Money was used
in that pavticular instance for the corru
purpose of stopping certuin legislation being
introduced into Parliament. If that is so.
then it ig time we had a more comprenensive
measure than that now before the House.
The Opposition have treated this measure
with as mmuch contempt as it is possible to
treat any measure, and heve drawn the
attention of the people of Queensland to the
fact that the Premier is capable of introduc-
ing such o low-down measure for 2 certain
purpose.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon.
member to withdraw the word ‘low-
down.”

Mr. MORGAN: In accordance with your
wish I withdraw the word *low-down,” but
that is the word which is generally used in
places where people congregate and discuss
this measure.

The SPEAKER: Order! T hope the hon.
member will use parliamentary language,
and not language which he hears when travel-
ling about the country.

Mr. MORGAN: If I do not use parlia-
mentary language you have the right to
call me to order. I have much pleasure in
supporting the amendment that the second
reading be adjourned for six months, and
T do so as a protest against the Bill ’

At thirty-five minutes past 11 o’clock,

The Drpury SPEAKER (Mr. Bertram) relieved
the Speaker in the chair.

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): I am going fo try
to give reasons why this measure should not
be read a second fime this day six months,
This is one of the measures which should be
passed as quickly as possible, if we are to
keep the political life of the State free from
corruption. Listening to members on the
other side of the Flouse, one would really
think that we were innocent in regard to
combines and trusts—that those things did
not exist in Queensland or in the Common-
wealth. I am astonished at members opposite
not being acquainted with the history of
political life in other countries. While we
may not have reached the high form of
development that has been reached in Great
Britain and the United States in connection
with this matter, we are on the way towards
reaching a similar development. If this State
is to avoid travelling the same painful road
as those countries have travelled, and workers
are not to be prevented from getting seats in
Parliament, we should have a measure of
this kind on our statute-book. It is owing
to the fact that a similar measure was not
passed by the Parliaments of Great Britain
and the United States that the working
classes have been prevented from taking
possession of the Parliaments of those coun-
tries. We all know the power which money
possesses, and we should seek to block that
power. This Bill is a step in that direction.
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It disqualifies for membership of either
House directors and solicitors of certain com-
panies, The other night I made reference
to Africa, because some people seem to think
that corruption exists only in the United
States. I am going now to quote from a
work on “Railway Nationalisation” by
Clement Hdwards. He says—
“The 250 odd boards of directors, with
their incidental appendages, are a
luxurious superfluity. In nine cases oub
of ten the directors are as economically
useless as they are socially ornamental.
Speaking some years ago, the well-known
railway solicitor, Mr. R. W, Perks, M.P,,
declared that ‘As a rule, the average
English railway director knew very little
about the details of his line. .o
Directors were chosen because of their
parliamentary or territorial influence, and
even now some of the directorates of the
English railways were crowded with titled
directors, who knew little of business life
and still less of the democratic require-
ments of the present day.”

What has taken place in Great Britain in
that respect will take place in this State later
on, unless we prevent it. I am not so simple
as to imagine that gentlemen occupying seats
in another place are there to represent the
mass of the people. They are there as
directors, shareholders, or agents, or solicitors
of big companies. I am not going to fall
out with any man who may occupy a position
in this House at the present time and may
be the agent ‘or solicitor for any of those
companies. It is the systemn which has
brought that aboust, and I should be lacking
in my duty as a representative of the work-
ing classes if I did not try to alter thas
system and prevent such gentlemen getting
seats in this House, to the detriment of the
working classes. I know that the same class
of persons have been in the House of Com-
mons and the House of Lords, and that the
influences which placed them there have
existed in Queensland for a number of years.
Zl{ kgow the effect of money power in Queens-
and.

Hon, J. Toummm: Yes, you got it at the
last election.

My, COLLINS: I did not get it ab the
last election. 1 am prepared to let the hon.
member look at my banking account if he
will let me look at his. He will find mine
very small, and I am satisfied he would not
change places with me.  Mr. Edwards goes
on to say—

“Certain shrewd professional gentle-
men cast about to see where local agita-
tion against a railway company exists or
can be got up, or when rival companies
may be played off against each other.
They subscribe a certain sum to pay the
expenses of surveyors and a Parliamen-
tary contest, on the speculation that, if
they get their Act, they will get their
money back many times over, either by
inducing the public to- subscribe the
requisite capital, or by getting the com-
pany assailed, or some of its rivals, to
take them over. Parliament assists this
speculation by making the deposit on
application for a Bill quite illusory.”

And so on. Further on he says—

“ Nor must the way in which the rail-
ways use their huge voting power in Par-
liament be forgotten ?”’

This is in the British Parliament, not in the
United States Parliament. I am not one of
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those who believe that all the corruption
exists in the United States. It is the same
capitalistic system in the United States as
it is here, but it has reached a higher
form of development there. If we had
100,000,000 of people, God knows what would
have happened to us the other day. It
will take them many years in the United
tates before they will be able to throw off
the shackles of corruption due to trusts and
combines. The author goes on to say—

“ Nor must the way in which the rail-
ways use their huge voting power in
Parliament be forgotten. Addressing a
half-yearly meeting of shareholders in
1880, the Chairman of the London and
North-western Railway said—* As they
were aware, Government and Parliament
to railway people meant ill-treatment and

oppression. They did not look for any
good from them. On the contrary, every
year they had rather increased the

burdens of railway companies. The rail-
way interest had hitherto borne the
treatment, and been content with the
British grumbler, but sooner or later
they would all have to combine, and
when they did, no matter what Govern-
ment was in power, the interests of the
share and debenture-holders and people
who were depending for their living om
railway working, were so powerful that
no Government could afford to say they
would not attend to them.” This threat
was certainly no idle exaggeration, for
at the time the railway companies had
no less than one hundred and fifty-eight
salaried servants in Parliament. Of these,
fifty-one were members of the House of
Lords, and one hundred and seven
members of the House of Commons. Nor
were the lawyers, architects, contractors,
and surveyors, generally dependent upon
railways for their living, included in the
list of one hundred and fifty-eight.”
Mr. Carter: Disgraceful !

Mr. COLLINS: Mr. Edwards points out
that outside of these one hundred and fifty-
eight were many more who were in the pay
of railway companies, which I suppose could
be claimed as monopolies. Then further on
he says—

“1t merely embraced the salaried
directors. And at the present time there
are one hundred and forty railway direc-
tors in the two Houses, Addressing a
meeting of traders, the President of the
Board of Trade declared in 1893 that
the railway interest in Parliament was
so powerful that it was impossible for
him, even in his official capacity, to do
anythng unless the traders and farmers
of the country were solidly united at his
back.”

Hon. members opposite propose that this Bill
be read this day six months, knowing that the
money power exists here in Queensland. T
have felt the money power many a time,
when they would not allow me to work
although I was willing to work. .

Hon. J. Toumis: Things have changed
since those days.

Mr. COLLINS : Things have changed since
then. Further on, on page 196, the chairman
of the Hull and Barnsley Railway Company,
speaking in the House of Commons, is
reported to have said— ’

“ Of course that shows what the power
of the railway directors is in the House.
Well, I am a railway director myself,

My, Collins.]
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and I am in the House of Commons
myself. If it is on any future occasion
proposed that the votes of railway direc-
tors, or even shareholders, should not be
allowed in the House of Commons on
matters in which they have a distinct
interest, I for one, railway director as I
am, shall vote in favour of the proposi-
tlon.”
There was even one honest man amongst
them. You can find honest men even amongst
rallway directors sitting in the House of
Commons—

“ During the historic discussion upon
the State Purchase of Railways, before
the Royal Statistical Society in 1873, Mr.
D. Chadwick, M.P., said he objected to
the proceedings of railway directors who
used their immense influence in Parlia-
ment to obtain legislative enactments bo
restrict the amount of damages for loss
of life caused by their negligence. Mr.
Hamilton said he could not conceive that
any amount of Government jobbery
would equal the jobbery which had taken
place in connection with railways.”

Of course, we are well aware that the reason
that these men occupy sets in the House of
Commons is owing to the fact that while
28,000,000 people in Great Britain, who, under
adult sufirage would "be entitled to vote,
under the present franchise only a little over
8,000,000 can exercise the franchise. There-
fore, these railway directors are enabled to
git 1n the House of Commons and in the
House of Lords, which is somewhat similar
but a little more radical than the Chamber
here which we call the Legislative Council.
I want to quote a passage with reference fo
the United States, No one will deny that
corruption, like industry, has reached its
highest form of development in the United
States as a result of the capitalistic system
and of combines and ftrusts brought about
since the time of the American Civili War, I
am quoting from Bliss’s Encyclopaedia on
sociel reform, page 322, which states—

“ Considering firat State Legislatures,
the relation between the city and State
political machines is, in most States, so
ntimate that there is probably little to
choose in purity between the city council
snd the State Legislature. The State
Legislature because of its greater prestige
undoubtedly attracts a considerably
stronger and to a less extent a befter
class of men, but on the other hand the
greater value of the franchise and legis-
lative Bills at the disposal of the Legis-
lature compared with those at the dis-
posal of most city councils undoubtedly
works to_draw to it much larger corrup-
tion funds, a more persistent %’obby, and
consequently the most daring and ‘effec-
tive corruption, politicians, and especi-
ally the tools of the most corrupt rings.
The corruption of the Legislatures of
Missouri, Minnesota, Illinois, Pennsyl-
vania, have been shown in connection
with municipal corruption. The corrup-
tion of the Legislatures of States largely
under the dominance of one or more
railroads, like New Hampshire, and
California, is notorious. The old joke
about the Legislature of Pennsylvania
only adjourning when the Pennsylvania
railroad has no more use for it o
transact has still point. New Jersey has
been called ““ a traitor State’” because of
its Legislature’s notorinus subservience to
corporate influence. The facts, however,

TMr. Oollins.
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a8 to the corruption of State Legislatures
have been sufficiently shown in connec-
tion with municipal corruption.”
I could go on guoting from this and other
works, but we do not desire to keep the
House at any great length. I am anxious
to hear hon. members on the other side get
up and give reasons why this Bill should not
pass. The speech of the hon. member for
Dalby was practically all abuse, and abuse
is no argument. And the hon, member for
Murilla, who followed him, did not give us
any reason why the measure should not be
carried.
Hon. J. Tormie: He told you the truth.
Mr., COLLINS: I do not call it the truth.
Hon. J. Towmie: You cannot see yourself
as others see you.

My, COLLINS: Neither can the leader of
the Opposition. At any rate, 1 am true to
what I have believed in for more than
twenty years, since I was a young man on
the scap-box at the corner of the street. I
am on a more imaportant soap-box at the
present time, and the hon. member does not
like it, because there are others like me
and we are going to vemain here. At any
rate, I know that our chance of remaining
here depends on the legislation we pass to
block the trust and the combine, and the
money power, which controls the Press in
this State. On page 325, this work says:—

“And here another important element

enters - in. Given wealthy corporation
seeking franchise or corcessions from
poorly paid officials with uncertain

tenure, he who is dishonest can make
money, but he who would make a pro-
fession and graft and give it his time
and organise politics for it, and put
brains into it, can become enormously
wealthy, enormously powerful, and
almost absolutely secure.”
That is what has happened in the United
States. The men who have put their brains
into it for these big combines become enor-
mously wealthy and they have also exercised
an influence over the Legislature detrimental
to the mass of the people. We are dealing
with the wealthy and taking a little of that
which others have gained from the people
by exploitation. First they took it from the
labourer who produced the wealth, and now
we are taking it from them and using it in
the interests of the labourer. That is it in
a nutshell. That is sound political economy;
that is the political economy of the future,
whether hon. members like it or not. Further,
on the same page, Mr. Bliss says:—

“This is the city or more often the
State boss. Everybody knows what Mr.
Platt is, yot he sits in the United States
Senate representing New York. In 8.
Louis, Mr. Folk even got Colonel Butler
convicted, but he laughed at the indict-
ment, and is still in power in St. Louis.
Senator Clark was unseated from the
Senate for corruption, but he is now in
the Senate. Everybody knows what Mr.
Murphy stands for in New York, and
men like Michael Kenna, “Bathhouse
John,” John J. Bremnan in Chicago,
yet they rule their city or their ward.
And this power once developed, the cor-
poration must, if they are to go on
under the present system, continue the
purchase of legislation and immunity,
otherwise these political bosses who have
gained their power through corruption
by corporations will turn against the
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corporations. A banker in California de-
clared that he was no more to blame for
giving his quota to purchase legislation
from the legislature of California than
the traveller who pays over his money to
the highwayman who holds him up. An
enthusiastic capitalist recently declared
that he had given five thousand dollars
to help to purchase Indiana and would
willingly give five thousand dollars
more.”
Of course, we all know that on one occasion
£2,000 was subscribed to the Liberal funds
{rom some source or other. I am satisfied
that this party will be up against the money
power at the next election. They are even
organising at the present time all they know
how. They represent the wealthy classes.
They do not represent the working men—I
am satisfied that they do not represent them
—except a few misguided workmen. There
are a few in e¢very electorate, and there must
be some in the electorates of hon. members
cpposite.  They need enlightening, and this
is one of the means of enlightening them.
To accuse us of spleen against hon. members
is absurd. Nobody can accuse me of that.
I have no desire to do them an injury, but
what we have to consider as a Labour party
is the public interests, and I take it that
this Bill proposes to do that. We want to
exclude solicitors, attorneys, and directors
of certain companies from seats in this
Hcuse or the other. I hope the time is not
far distant when we shall not have to deal
with the other at all. It ought never to
have been there, and it is unfortunate that
it is there, especially for the Labour party,
judging by our legislation that they will
not pass. Hon. members have already
threatened us with what the other Chamber
will do with this Bill, seeing that they
control the money power, and that hon.
members on the other side of the House are
in alliance with the other Chamber. In
other words, they simply tell them what to
do. I want now to quote from ‘‘Industrial
Liberty,” page 192:—

“When a man has achieved political
success, and becomes a United States
Senator solely because he has achieved
prior success in railway management,
we nced not look to that man for such
legislative or judicial wisdom as comes
from the examination of political and
economic principles. The prevalence of
such prineiples in his State would have
made his success impossible. Nor can we
conceive that a man who has learned his
lesson from the corporation will feel in
any constitutional sense that he is the
servant of the people.”

And again on the same page:—
. “Nor can we expect any assistance
in reform from corporation attornors.
By these I particularly mean that large
numbers of attorneys employed at large
salaries to give their exclusive services to
this interest. They naturally seck for
authority in form. All their sugges-
tions lie in this direction. Their services
are devoted to the promotion of existing
corporate methods. Their efficiency is
measured by the corporate managers
largely by their power to resist reform.”
The Bill was a step forward in regard to the
control of trusts; and the question of the
future was whether the trusts should control
the people or the people control the trusts;
and the platform of the party could only
advance step by step towards that end.
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Mr.
cbject.

PETRIE: The Bill had a twofold
The veneer was so thin that they
could see through it very clearly,
[12 p.m.] and there could be no doubt that
it was aimed at a certain indi-
vidual occupying a seat in the Assembly, and
a2t a certain member of the Legislative
Couneil. The Premier had referred to the
tobbying that existed in America, but because
such things occurred in America, that was no
reason for introducing a Bill such as this,
Lecause politics in Australia had always been
kept clean. The Bill would not redound to
che credit of the Premier nor to the credit of
the party that supported him.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: There were several
reasons why the Bill should not be read a
second time. The ostensible idea of the Bill
was to secure a purification of Parliament,
and how did the Premier propose to secure:
the purification of Parliament? By exclud-
jug from Parliament a gentleman who had
shown him up in a public fashion to be in
a most unenviable position. There was no
need for the Bill, as no evidence had been
adduced of any member having been ap-
vroached by a combine to use his position
against the best interests of the country, and
no evidence of any member having attempted
to use his influence in that direction. The
Bill was vindictive and spiteful, and was
introduced because a certain hon. member
had cast a reflection upon the Premier, and
because the Premier had no other means of
redress against that hon. member he was
introducing a Bill to exclude that hon, mem-
ber from a seat in Parliament.

At 12.30 a.m.,

The SpEAKER resumed the chair.

Myr. GUNN argued that the Bill only re-
presented a bit of spleen directed against
the firm of Thynne and Macartney. If any
foreign company wanted to corrupt hon.
raembers, they would not go to members of
the Opposition, but to the poor union sec-
retaries and the poorer members supporting
the Government party.

Mr. BARNES: There was ample proof
that the Bill was of the most hasty and vin-
dictive character that had ever been intro-
duced into the Quecnsland Parliament. The
Government had impugned the honour of
one of their most respected citizens, which
would be an everlasting discredit to the
House. The Government should start at the
foundation of things, and bring forward
proof that the existence of certain large com-
panies had not been in the interests of the
people in gencral. As a matter of fact, there
was no company operating in Queensland
that was not of considerable benefit to the
community, and if any of those companies
were closed down it would cause a good deal
of hardship to many persons.

Amendment put and negatived.

Original question stated.

Mr. MACARTNEY said it was most un-
fortunate that he should be called upon to
speak at that hour of the morning, when
there were no reporters present.

The PreMier: Move the adjournment of
1the debate and I will agree to it.

Mr. MACARTNEY: I bey, to move the
adjournment of the debate.

Question put and passed.

The resumption of the dedate was made an
Order of the Day for the next sitting of the
House.

Mr. Macartney.)
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LAND ACT' AMENDMENT BILL.

CONSIDERATION IN COMMITTEE oF (OUNCIL'S
AMENDMENTS.

The SPEAKKER: In the absence of the
Chairman, I call upon the hon. member for
Mundingburra to take the chair.

Mr. FoLey took the chair accordingly.

On clause 6— Disqualification for pre-
ferential pastoral holdings—

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the Committee disagree to the
Council’s amendments in this clause.

Hox. J. TOLMIE supported the Council’s
amendment, because so sure as the sun would
rise in thp morning, so sure were the Govern-
ment going to bring about hard times in
Queensland through their land legislation.

Mr. MORGAN pointed out that land settle-
ment in Queensland was not on the up grade,
notwithstanding the fact that the drought
had broken and grass was more plentiful
than ever before.

At twenty minutes past 1 o’clock a.m.,

The PREMIER moved—That the question
be now put.

Mr. MORGAN hoped the Chairman would
not put the question, as it had only been
debated for a few minutes.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN said the
matter had been debated at considerable
length on a previous occasion.

Question—That the question be now put—

put; and the Committee divided:—
AvEs, 33,
Mr. Armfield Mr. Land

,, Barber ,» McLachlan
5, Bertram ,» McMinn
,,» Carter .» McPhail
5 Collins ,» O’Sullivan
,. Cooper ,»» Payne
,» Coyne s Peterson
,, Dunstan ,»  Pollock
,, Fihelly .» Ryan, D.
. Gilday ,» Ryan, H, J.
,» Hardacre ,» Ryan,T.J,
.. Hartley, H. L. ,  smith
5, Hartley, W, .» Stopford
,, Hunter ,» Wellington
,» Huxham ,»  Wilson
,» Jones, T, L. »»  Wingtanley
,, Kirwan

Tellers: Mr. Gilday and Mr. H. J. Ryan.

Nogs, 14.
Mr. Armstrong Mr. Macartney
,. Barnes ,» Moore
,» Bell . Morgan
,» Booker ,. Petrie
,, Bridges ,» Roberts
,s Grayson ,» Tolmie
,, Gunn Vowles

Tellers: Mr. Moore ax’;d Mr. Roberts.

. Question—That_the Council’'s amendment
in clause 6 be disagreed to—pub; and the
Committee divided : —
Ayes, 33.
Noes, 14.
Resolved in the affirmative.
The division in this case was exactly the
same as that last recorded.
At 1.30 a.m.,
The CHATRMAN resumed the chair.
On clause 6—* Partnerships’’'—

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the Council’s amendment on

[Hon. J. M. Hunter,
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lines 44 to 47 be disagreed to. If the amend-
ment were agreed to, it would encourage
dummying.

Mr. VOWLES supported the Council's
amendment, as it was in the interests of the
small man, and the residence conditions could
be performed by one partner.

Mr. MORGAN also supported the Coun-
cil’s amsndment.

A% 149 a.m.,

The PREMIER moved—That the question
be now put.

Question—That the question be now put—
pur; @nd the Committee divided :—

Agyes, 33.
Noes, 14.

This division was the same as the last
vecorded, except that Mr. Bertram did not
vote, and Mr, Foley voted with the * Ayes.”

Resolved in the affirmative.

Question—That the Council’s amendment in
lines 44 to 47 be disagreed to—put; and the
Committee divided :—

The division in this case was exactly the
same as the lasé.

Resolved in the affirmative.

£

8—“ Amendment of

On clause wection
437 —

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the Council’s amendment be
disagreed to. The amendment would deprive
the Government of the services of the Land
Court in fixing the rental value of Crown
leases.

Mr. GUNN argued that if the Govern-
ment thought fit to repudiate their contracts,
they should give some compensation to the
lessews.

At five minutes to 2 a.m.,

The PREMIER moved—That the question
be now put.

Question—That the guestion be now put—
put; and the Committee divided:—

Ayes, 393.
Noes, 14.

Resolved in the affirmative.

The division in this case was the same as
that last recorded.

2 a.m.

Question—That the Council’s amendment
in clause 8 be disagrecd to—put; and the
Commitice divided :—

The division was the same as on the pre-
ceding question.

Resolved in the affirmative.

On clause 10—“ Amsndment of section 50—
Perpetual lease prickly-pear selections”—

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the Committee disagree with
the omission of clause 10, because it is the
settled policy of the Government, and has
received the endorsement of the electors of
@ueensland.

Mr. PETRIE moved—That the question
be now put.

Question put and passed.

Question—That the Committee disagree to
the omission of clause 10—put; and the Com-
mittee divided.

Question resolved in the affirmative, the
division being the same as previously.

Ayes, 33.
Noes, 14.
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On clause 11 (now 10)—* Restriction on
selection by pastoral lessees’’——

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the Committes disagree to the
Council’s amendments, because the conse-
guence would be that settlement could be
restricted thereby.

How. J. TOLMIE supported the amend-
ment. He could not understand the Govern-
ment taking up the attitude that the man
now on the land was an individual who was
dangerous to the wellbeing of the commu-
nity. The Council’s amendment was in the
nature of a compromise, but apparently the
‘Government were not prepared to accept any
gompromise in connection with any of the
amendments.

Mr. VOWLES also supported the amend-
ment, which he regarded as an evidence that
the Council desired to extend the olive
branch to the Government. In some dis-
tricts the maximum area of 40,000 acres pro-
posed by the Council was less than the maxi-
mum now allowed in the pastoral districts
of the west. No inducement was offered to
people to come to the State and take up
outside blocks.

The PREMIER moved—That the question

be now put.

Question put; and the Committee divided.

AvEs, 1.
Mr. Armfield Mr. Land
,» Barber ., McLachlan
., Carter ,, McMinn
5 Collins 5 MecPhail
,» Cooper ,» Payne
©,, Coyne 5 O'Sullivan
,» Dunstan ,, Pollock
;, Foley ,, Peterson
., Giday .. Ryan,D.
,,» Hardacre 5+ Ryan, T, J.
,» Hartley, H. L. s Smith
.» Hartley, W, 5 Stopford
., Hunter s Wellington
., Huxham »  Wilson
,, dJdones, T, L. . Winstanley
,s Kirwan
Tellers : Mr. Dunstan and Mr. O'Sullivan.
Nozs, 14.
Mr. Armstrong Mr. Macartney
,, Barnes » Moore
,» Bell 5 Morgan
, Booker ,, Petrie
,. Bridges ,, Roberts
,, Grayson ., Tolmie
,, Gunn Vowles

Tellers: Mr, Morgan and Mr. Grayson.
Resolved in the affirmative.

Question—That the Committee disagree to
the Council’s amendments in clause 11 (now
10)—put; and the Committee divided :—

The division was the same as the last,
except that Mr. H. J. Ryan voted with the
© Ayes,” whilst the Hon. T. J. Ryan did not
vote.

Resolved in the affirmative.

On clagse 12 (now 11)—“ Amendment of
section b4 '—

Th% SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved-

“That the Committee disagree to the
Council’s amendments, because they do
away with the Government policy of
providing land for the landless man.”

Hox. J. TOLMIE objected to the applica-
tiun of the “gag ” before the various amend-
ments had been adequately discussed. The
same course had been adopted when the Bill
was going through Committee,
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the question be now put.
Question put and passed,

Question—That the Committee disagres to
the Counci’s amendments in clause 12 (now
1l}—put; and the Committee divided:—

AxEes, 31.
Mr. Armfield Mr. McLachlan
,, Barber ,» MceMina
., Carter . McPhail
,, Collins 5 O'Sullivan
,» Cooper . Payne
,, Dunstan ., Peterson
., Holey ., Pollock
., Gilday ,» Ryem, D.
,» Hardacre ,» Ryan, H.dJ.
,» Hartley, H. L. ., Ryan, T.J.
., Hartley, W. s Smith
,» Hunter . Stopford
,» Huxham 5 Weilington
,» Jones, T. L. . Wilson
,» Kirwan . Winsgtanley
,, Land
Tellers: Mr. Kirwan and Mr. Smith.
Nozs, 12.
Mr. Armstrong Mr. Macartney
,s Bell . Moore
5 Booker . Morgan
,» Bridges ., Petrie
,» Orayson ., Tolmie
Gunn Vowles

Tellers: Mr. Gunn and Mr. Morgan.
Resolved in the afirmative.

On clause 14—“Amendment of section 55—
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS

moved-—

“That the Committee disagree with
the omission of clause 14 for the same
reason as was given for disagreeing with
the omission of clause 10.”

Mr. VOWLES proceeded to discuss the
motion, when

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the question be now put.

Question put; and the Committee divided : —

AxEs, 32.
Mr. Armfield Mr. Land
,» DBarber ,» MeLachlan
,, Carter . MeMinn
., Tolling ,, McPhail
,» Uooper s O’Sullivan
,, Dunstan ,» Payne
,, Fihelly ., Peterson
,, TFoley ,, Polloek
,, Gilday ,» Ryan,D.
,» Hardacre ,» Ryan, H.J.
,, Hartley, H. L. ,, Ryan,T.J.
., Hartley, W. 5 Smith
,, Hunter .. Stopford
,» Huxham , Wellington
,» Jones, T. L. . Wilson
., Kirwan Winstanley

Tellors: Mr. McMinn and Mr. Collins.

Nozs, 12.
Mr. Armstrong Mr. Macartney
,» Bell . Moore
» Booker . Morgan
,» Bridges ,» Petrie
,, Grayson ., Tolmie
,, Gunn Vowles

Tellers: Mr. Bridges and Mr. Moore,

Question—That the Committee disagree to
the omission of clause 14-—put; and the Com-
mittee divided:—

The division was the same as in the pre-
vious division.

Resolved in the affirmative.

Hon. J. M. Hunter.]
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On clause 17 (now 15)— Amendment of
section 66 77—

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved-—

“That the Committee disagree to the
Council’s amendment because the Land
Act already provided for this, and it
was already being done.”

Mr. MORGAN called attention to the fact
that the clause was inserted by the Council,
and had never been discussed by this Com-
mittee.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the question be now put.

Question put; and the Committee divided.

Axes, 33.

Mr. Armfield Mr. Land
,» Barber ., MecLachlan
., Carter s MeMinn
,» Colling ., McPhail
,» Cooper 5 O’Sullivan
. Coyne ., Payne
,» Dunstan ;» Peterson
,» Fihelly 5 Pollock
. Foley ,» Ryan, D.
., Gilday ,» Ryan, H.J.
., Hardacre . Ryan,T.J,
,» Hartley, H. L. 5 Smith
., Hartley, W. ., Stopford
,» Hunter . Wellington
,, Huxham ,, Wilson
. Jones, T. L. ,,» Winstanley
,s Kirwan

Tellers: Mr. Kirwan and Mr., Peterson.
Nozs, 12.
Mr

Mr. Armstrong . Macartney
,» Bell ,» Moore

.+ Booker ,s Morgan

5 Bridges ,s Petrie

5, UGrayson ,, Tolmie

5, Gunn Vowles

5
Tellers: Mr. Bridges and Mr. Petrie.
Resolved in the affirmative.

Question—That the Committee disagree to
the Council’s amendment—put; and the Com-
mittee divided.

Ayms, 81.

Mr. Armfield Mr. Land

,» Barber ,» MeLachlan
., Carter ,, McMinn

., Collins ,» McPhail

,» Cooper 5, O’Sullivan
,, Dunstan ,, Payne

., Fihelly ,» Peterson

,» Foley ., Pollock

, Gilday ,» Ryan, D.

,, Hardacre ,» Ryan, H.J.
,, Hartley, H. L. .» Ryan,T.J.
., Hartley, W. . Smith

., Hunter ,» Stopford

,, Huxbam . Wellington
. Jones, T, L. . Wilson

. Kirwan ., Winstanley
Tellers: Mr. McLachlan and Mr. H. J. Ryan.

Nors, 12.

Mr. Armstrong Mr. Macartney
., Bell . Moore

,» Booker 5 Morgan

,» Bridges ,, Petrie

., Orayson 5 Tolmie

5, Gunn Vowles

Tellers : Mr. Moore and Mr. Petric.
Resolved in the affirmative.
On clause 25 (now 28— Powers of
Minister in war time’—
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS

moved-—That the Council’s amendment be
disagreed to, because—

“Tt adopted, it would shorten the
selectors’ leases for the terms of their
absence and entail en involved and

intricate procedure in the department.”

(Hon. J. M. Hunter.

[ASSEMBLY.] Amendment Bill,

4

Mr. MORGAN said that the Minister’s
refusal to accept the amendment showed that
he was not in sympathy with the soldiers.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the question be now put.

Question put; and the Committee divided.

Arus, 32.
Mr. Armfield Mr, Land
., Barber ,» McLachlan
. Carter 5 McMinn
,, Collins ,, McPhail
,, Cooper ,» O’Sullivan
,. Dunstan ., Payne
,, Fihelly ,» Peterson
,» Foley ,, Pollock
,, Gilday .. Ryan, D.
,» Hardacre ,» Ryan, H.J.
,, Hartley, H. L. ,» Ryan,T.J.
,» Hartley, W. »  Smith
,» Hunter ,, Stopford
5, Huxham ,»  Wellington
, dones, T, L. ,»  Wilson
. Kirwan Winstanley

Tellers: Mr. H., L. Bartley and Mr. Dunstan.

Nozs, 12.
Mr. Armstrong Mr. Macartney
,, Bell . Moore
,, Booker ., Morgan
,, Bridges ,» FPetrie
5, Grayson 5, Tolmie
., Gunn Vowles

»
Tellers: Mr. Morgan and Mr. Bridges
Resolved in the affirmative.

Question—That the Council’s amendment
in clause 25 (now 23) be disagreed to—pub;
and the Committee divided:—

Axes, 31.
Mr. Armfield Mr. Land
,» Barber ,» MoLachlan
,, Carter ,, MeMinn
., Collins ., McPhail
,» Cooper ., O’Sullivan
,» Dunstan ,» Payne
., Fibelly ,, Peterson
,, Foley ,, Polleck
,, Gilday ,» Ryan, D.
,» Hardacre s Ryz}n, H.J.
,» Hartley, H. L. . Smith
,,» Hartley, W. ., Stopford
,, Hunter ., Wellington
,,» Huxham ., Wilson
5 dJones, T. L. ,, Winstanley
Kirwan

Z;'ellers: Mr. H. L. Hartley and Mr. Pollock.

Noes, 12. -
Mr. Armstrong Mr. Macartney
,» Bell ,» Moore
,» Booker s Morgan
,» Bridges ,» Petrie
,» Grayson ,» Tolmie
. Gunn ,, Vowles
Tellers: Mr. Gunn and Mr. Bell.

Resolved in the affirmative.

Mr. PETRIE moved—That the Chairman
do now leave the chair, report progress, and
ask leave to sit again.

Question put; and the Committee divided.

Ayes, 11.
Mr. Armstrong Mr. Moore
,» Booker ,» Morgan
,» Bridges . Petrie
., Grayson ., Tolmie
Vowles

., Gunn ,,
;» Macartney
Tellers : Mr. Graysoz and Mr. Moors.
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Noks, 32,
Mr. Armfield Mr. Land
,» Barber ,» MecLachlan
., Carter ,s McMinn
., Collins 5, McPhail
., Cooper ,, O'Sullivan
,» Dunstan s Payne
., Fihelly ,s Peterson
,» Foley ., Pollock
., Gilday ,» Ryan,D.
., Hardaere ,, Ryan, H.J,
., Hartley, H. L. ,» Ryan, T.J.
,» Hartley, W. ., Smith
,» Hunter . Stopford
., Huxham s Wellington
,» Jones, T. L. ,,  Wilson
., Kirwan Winstanley
Tellers: Mr. McPhail and Mr. Peterson.

Resolved in the ncgative.

On  clause
109 —
The ¢

Council’s  omission

Council’s
Hox, J.

given no
amendment,

Che SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS

amendment
TOLMIE

31—“ Amendment of

SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the Committes dlsaolee to the
of the clause for
reason given for the disagreement with the
in clause 8.

said the Minister had
reason for dlsaglming with the

woved—That the question be new put.

Quesiion put;

and the Committee divided

AYEs, 32,
Mr., Armfield Mr. Land

,» Barber . MeLaghlan

., Carter . MeMinn

, Collins ., MePhail

, Cooper 5 O'Sullivan

., Dunstan ., Payne

., Fihelly ., Peterson

, Foley ,» Pollock

. Gilday ., Ryan, D.

., Hardacre . Ryan, H.J.

,. Hartley, H. L. ., Ryan,”T.J.

., Hartley, W. ,  Smith

.s Hunter ;s Stoptord

., Huxham " Wellington
Jones, T. L. ., Wilson
Kirwan Winstanley
Tellers: Mr. D. Ryan and Mr. Smith.

Nogs, 11.
Mr. Armstrong My, Moore

M ell s Morgan

., Booker ,, Yetric
Bridges 5, Tolmie
Grayson ,» Vowles
Gunn

Teller : Mr Moore.

Resolved in the affirmative.

Question—That the Committee disagree to
the Council’s omission of clause 31—put; and

the Committee d

Mr. Armfield
., Carter
,» Cooper
,» Dunstan
,» Fihelly
,» Foley
,, Gilday
., Hardaere
., Hartley, W.
., Hunter
,» Huxham
., dJones, T. L.
.. Kirwan
5» Land
Tellers :

19166 =

ivided ; —
Axes, 28.

s

. McLachlan

McPhail
O’Sullivan
Payne
Peterson
Pollock
Ryan, D.
Ryan, H. J.
Ryan, T. J.
Smith
Stopford
Wellington
Wilson
Winstanley

Mr. Armfield and Mr. O’Sullivan.
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No=ms, 11.
Mr. Armstrong Mr. Moore
., Bell ., Morgan
., Booker ,, Petrie
,, Bridges ., 'Tolmie
., Grayson ,s Vowles
., Gunn
Tellers: Mr. Gunn and Mr. Bridges.

Resolved in the afirmative.

On clanse 34— Yo land to be auctioned in
fee simple after 1st Januwary, 1917 7—

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—

“ That the Committee disagree with the
omission of clause 34 for the reason given
for disagreeing with the omission of
clause 10.”

At 3.30 a.m.,

Mr. FoLey relieved the Chairman in the
chair. .

Mr. VOWLIES : This was a very important
clause, inasmuch as it prohibited the sale of
lan(] by auction alter Ist January, 1917, and
made the perpetual leasehold system the only
tenure under which land could be acquired
from the Crown in the future. He supported
the retention of the freehold tenure. So far,
very little land had been selected as per-
petual lease, showing that that tenure was
not popular.

At twenty-five minutes to 4 o’clock,

Mr. BRIDGES called attention to the
state of the Committee.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: T am
satisfied that there is a quorum within the
precinets of the Iouse.

Hox. J. TOLMIE moved—That the Tem-
porary Chairman’s ruling be disagresd to.
There was no evidence that therc was a
quorum within the precincts of the IIouse.

Question—That the Tempomlv Chairman’s
ruling be disagreed to—put; and the Com-
m1tte0 divided : —

AyEs, 11.

Mr. Armstrong Mr. Moore

. Bell 5, Morgan

., Booker ,, Petrie

., Bridges ., Lolmie

., Grayson ,, Vowles

, Gunn

Tellers: Mr. Moore and Mr. Bell.
NogEs, 32.

Mr. Armfleld Mr. Land

,. Barber ,» McLachlan
., Bertram ., McMinn

,, Carter ., McPhail

., Collins 5 O'Sullivan
., Cooper ,. Payne

., Dunstan ,, Peterson

, Fihelly ,, Pollock

, Gilday ., Ryan, D.

., Hardacre ,» Ryan, H.J.
,, Hartley, H. L. .» Ryan,T.J.
, Hartley, W. .y Smith

, Hunter ,» Stopford

, Huxham ., Wellington
,, Jones, T. L. ., Wilson

,, Kirwan Winstanley

Tellers: Mr. Peterson and Mr. D. Ryan.

Resolved in the negative.

Mr. VOWLES said that no person could
acquire more than six allotments, or 3 acres,
under perpetual lease in a town. He pointed
out further objections to the clause, and
claimed that people should have the option
of saying whether they would take up land
as a freehold or as a perpetual leasehold.

Mr. Vowles.]



2018 Land Act

Question—That the Committee disagree to

the omission of clause 34—put; and the
Committee divided :—
Aves, 32,

Mr. Armfield Mr, Land
,» Barber ,» McLachlan
,, Bertram ,, McMinn
,, Carter ,» McPhail
,» Collins ,, O’Sullivan
,» Cooper ,,» Payne
,» Dunstan ,» Yeterson
,» Fihelly ,, Pollock
,, Gilday ,,» Ryan, D.
,, Hardacre » Ryan, H.J.
,, Hartley, H. L. .» Ryan,T.J.
,,» Hartley, W, . Smith
,, Hunter ,» Stopford
,, Huxham ,, Wellington
., Jones, T. L. . Wilson
,,» Kirwan . Winstanley

Tellers: Mr. Barber and Mr. O’Sullivan.
Nogws, 11.

Mr. Armstrong Mr, Moore
,» Bell ,» Morgan
,, Booker ,, Petrie
,» Bridges .. Tolmie
,,» CGrayson , Vowles
,, Gunn

Tellers: Mr. Gunn and Mr, Vowles.

Resolved in the affirmative.

On clause 35—‘° Amendment of section
121 °—

ThcaSECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved-—

“ That the Committee disagree to the
omission of clause 35 for similar reasons
to those given for disagreeing to the
omission of clause 10.”

Question put; and the Committee divided.

Resolved in the affirmative, the voting
being *“ Ayes,” 31; ‘“ Noes,” 1L

On new clause 31, to follow original clause
The SLCRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—

“That the Committee disagree to the
insertion of the new clause because it is
against the settled policy of the Govern-
ment.”

Question put; and the Committee divided : —

AvEs, 31,
Mr. Armfield Mr. McLachlan
,» Barber ,  McMinn
,, Carter ,s McPhail
,» Collins ,, O'Sullivan
,, Cooper ., Payne
,, Dunstan .. Peterson
,, Foley ,» Pollock
L, Gilday .» Ryan, D.
,, Hardacre ,» Ryan, H.J,
,, Hartley, H. L. . Ryan,T.dJ.
,,» Hartley, W. . Smith
,» Hunter .» Stopford
,,» Huxham ,» Wellington
,, Jones, T. L. s Wilson -
,, Kirwan ,»  Winstanley
,, Land :
Pellers: Mr. Kirwan and Mr. Stopford.
Noes, 11.
Mr. Armstrong Mr, Moore
. Bell .» Morgan
.» Booker ,, Petrie
,, Bridges .. Tolmie
,» Grayson ,, Vowles
,, Gunn

Tellers: Mr. Bridges and Mr. Moore.
Resolved in the aflirmative.

"Hon. J. M. Hunter.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Amendment Bill.

On clause 38 (now 34)—‘“ dmendment of
scetion 130 77—

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the Committee disagree with
the omission of the words relating to the
penalty, because it was necessary to have a
penalty to prevent dummying.

Question put; and the Committec divided : —

Axes, 29,

Mr. Armfield Mr. Land
,» Barber ,, McLachlan
,, Carter ., MeMinn
,, Collins ,» McPhail
.. Cooper ,» O’Sullivan
,, Dunstan ,» Peterson
,, Foley , Pollock
. Gilday ,» Ryan,D.
,» Hardacre ,» Ryan, H.J.
,, Hartley, H. L. ,» Ryan,T.Jd.
,» Hartley, W. .» Smith
,» Hunter 5 Wellington
,» Huxham ., Wilson
,, dones, T, L. ,» Wingtanley

Kirwan

Tellers: Mr. McPhail and Mr. Smith.

Nozs, 11.
Mr. Armstrong Mr, Moore
,, Bell ,» Morgan
,» Booker ,» Petrie
,» Bridges ,, Tolmie
,,» Grayson »» Yowles
Gunn

Tellers: Mr. Moore and Mr. Bell

On clause 50— Amendment of Schedule

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved-—That the Committee disagree with
the Council’s amendment omitting the clause
for the same reason as given for disagreeing
with the amendment in clause 8

11

Question put; and the Committee divided.

AvES, 30.

My, Armfield Mr. Land
,» Barber ,» McLachlan
,, Carter ,» MeMinn
,, Collins ,» McPhail
,» Cooper ,, O’Sullivan
,, Dunstan ,, layne
,, Fihelly ., Peterson
,, Foley ,» Pollock
., Gilday ,» Ryan,D.
,» Hardacre ., Ryan, H.J,
,, Hartley, W. ,» Ryan,T.J.
,, Hunter ,» Smith
,, Huxham- ., Wellington
,» Jomes, T. L. ,,  Wilson

Kirwan Winstanley

’Tellers © Mr. T. L. Jones and Mr. Winstanley.

Noes, 11.
Mr. Armstrong Mr. Moore
,, Bell ., Morgan
,, Booker ., Petrie
,, Bridges ,» Tolmie
.. Grayson ,, Yowles
,, Gunn
Tellers: Mr. Bell and Mr. Moore,

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported that the Committee had disagreed
with the Legislative Council’s amendments in
the Bill. The report was adopted, and the
Bill ordered to be returned to the Legislative
Council with the following message :—

“ Mr. President,—
“The Legislative Assembly having had
under consideration the Legislative



Land Act Amendment Bill.

Council’s amendments in the Land Act
Amendment Bill, beg now to intimate
that they— .

“ Disagree to the amendment in clause
6, lines 22 to 25— )

‘“ Because the object of the clause is
to provide land for landless men.

‘“ Disagree to the amendment in clause
6, line 44—

. “Because it would encourage dummy-
ing.

“ Disagree to the amendment in clause
8, page 5, lines 43 to 55 (now 43 to 54),
and page 6, lines 1 to 7 (now 1 to 6)—

‘“ Because the object of the clause is

to enable the Land Court to fix the true
rental value.

“ Disagree to the omission of clause
“ Because it is the settled policy of the
Government.

“Disagree to the amendments in clause
11 (now 10)—

“Because if the amendments were
accepted the possibilities of increasing
closer settlement would be restricted.

“ Disagree to the amendments in clause
12 (now 11)—

“ Because they do away with the Go-
vernment’s policy of providing land for
landless men.

“Disagree to the omissicn of clause 14,
for the reason given in disagreeing to
the omission of clause 10.

“ Disagree to the amendment in clause
17 (now 15—

“Because the Land Act already pro-
vides for this, and it is already being
one.

“ Disagree to the amendment in clause 25
(now 28)-—

‘“ Because, if adopted, 't would shorten
the selectors’ leases for the terms of their
absence and entail an involved and intri-
cate procedure in the department.

““Disagree to the omission of clause 31,
for the reason given in disagreeing to the
amendment in clause 8.

“ Disagree to the omission of clause 34,
for the reason given in disagreeing to
the omission of clause 10.

“Disagree to the omission of clause 35,
for a similar reason, and for the addi-
tional reason that it 1s found satisfactory.

“Disagree to the
clause 31—

““ Because it is against the settiod policy
of the Government.

insertion of new

¢ Disagree to the amendment n clause
38 (now 34)—

“‘ Because in practice it is found neces-
sary to inflict a penalty to prevent dum-
myling.

“Disagree to the omission of clause 50,
for the reason given in disayveeing to
the amendment in clause 8.

“W. McCoRrwmAcK,
¢ Spealker.

¢ Legislative Assembly Chamber,
 Brisbane, 22nd November, 1916.”

[22 NoveMBER.]

Gas Bill. 2019

MONEY LENDERS BILL.

CONSIDERATION OF LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL'S
AMENDMENTS.

On clause 3—* Interpretation’”—

On the motion of How. J. A. FIHELLY,
the Council’s amendment was agreed to with
slight amendments.

On clause 18— Regulations as to registra-
tion ’—

Hox. J. A, FIHELLY moved—That the
Legislative Council’s amendment be agreed
to. He disagreed with the amendment, but,
in order to permit of the measure becoming
law, he would accept it.

Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported that the Committee agreed to one
amendment and disagreed with another
amendment. The report was adopted, and
the Bill ordered to be returned to the Legis-
lative Clouncil with the following message:—

¢ Mr. Speaker,—

“The Legislative Assembly having had
under consideration the Legislative Coun-
cil’s amendments in the Money Lenders
Bill, beg now to intimate that they—

“ Disagree to the amendment in clause
3, page, 2, line 54 (now 51)—

“ Because under the definition of trus-
tee in the Trustees and Mxecutors Acts,
1897 to 1906, unless the amendmwents here-
after mentioned are made, the Act will
readily be evaded, as any person could
become a trustee; but »ffer fo amend the
Legislative Council’s amendment as fol-
lows : —

On line 52 omit the word ‘under’
and insert the words ¢ within the mean-
ing of* in lieu thercof;

On line 53, after 1906, insert the
words ‘ under any will’;

“In which proposed amendments they
invite the concurrence of the Legislative
Couneil ;

“ And agree to the other amendments

in the Bill.
“W. McCoRMACK,
“Speaker.

“ Legislative Assembly Chamber,
“ Brisbane, 22nd November, 1916.”’

TRAFFIC ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING,

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. Hux-
ham, Buranda): 1 formally move that the
Bill be now read a second time.

Question put and passed.
The committal of the Bill was made an

Order of the Day for tho next sitting of the
House.

GAS BILL.
LecisLanive Couxncit’s Message No. &

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of
the following message from the Legislative
Council : —

“Mr. Speaker,—

“The Legislative Council having had
under consideration the Message of the

Hon. W. McCormack.)
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Legislative Assembly of date 21st Novem-
ber, relative to the Gas Bill, beg now to
intimate that they—

‘“ Agree to the addition proposed by the
Legislative Assembly to paragraph 12 in
Schedule ITL., page 10 (now 14).

“Do not further insist on their amend-
ment on page 10 (now 15), line 66 (now

24), substituting the figures ‘10’ for the
figures ‘75, and do not insist on their
dlsagme"ﬂent to the substitution therefor
of the figures ‘8%’ offered by the Legis-
lative Assembly.

““Do not further insist on their amend-
ment on page 10 (now 15}, line 67 (now
25), substituting ‘ten pounds’ ‘or ‘seven
pounds ten shillings,” and do not insist
on their disagreement to the substitution
therefor of ‘eight pounds ten shillings’
offered by the Legislative Assembly.

““ Do not insist on their further amend-
ments in the Bill to which the Legislative
Assembly have disagreed; and

“Do not further insist on their other
amendments in the Bill to which the
Legislative Assembly insist on disagree-
ing.-

“W. F. TAYLOR,
“ Prosiding Chairman.
“Legislative Council Chamber,
‘anbdno 22nd Nov embex, 1916.”

LAND SURVEYORS ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

MessaGe FROM LiecGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of
a message from the Legislative Council for-
warding this Bill with an amendment, in
which they invited the concurrence of the
Legislative Assembly.

CONSIDERATION IN COMMITTEE OF LEGISLATIVE
COUNCIL’S AMENDMENT.

On clause 4—

The SECRETARY ¥FOR PUBLIC LANDS
moved—That the Legislative  Council’s
amendment, omitting £100 and inserting £50,
b: agreed to.

Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported that the Committee had agreed to the
Council’s amendment. The report was
adopted, and the Bill was ordered to be re-
turned to the Council with the message in
the usual form.

LUCINDA POINT TO HALIFAX ROAD
BILL.

MessacE FROM COUNCIL.

The SPEAXER announced receipt of a
message from the Legislative Council for-
warding this Bill with an amendment, in
which they invited the concurrence of the
Legislative Assembly.

On the motion of Hon. J. A, FIHELLY
it was agreed to take the message into con-
sideration ab the next sitting of the House.

The House adjourned at half-past 4 o’clock
a.m.

[Hon. W. McCormack.

Rabbit Act Amendment Bili.





