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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

Turspay, 27 Novewser, 1917.

The Presipext (Hon, W. Hamilton) took
the chair at half-past 2 o’clock.

PARLIAMENTARY BILLS REFEREN-
DUM ACT.

STBuISSION OF COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS IN
REFERENDUM.

Hox. P, J. LEAHY: I beg to move,

without notice—

) “1. That, in the terms of section 4 of
the Parliamentary Bill: Referendum Aect
of 1908, the Leglelatlw Council formally
request that, in the case or cases of any
Bill or Bills which during the present
session of Parliam:nt may, under the
plO\lleni of the said Act. have been
‘lost,” and which may hereafter be sub-
mitted by referendum to the electors, the
Home Secretary shall cause to be pub-
lished in the ¢ Gazette,” together with the
Bill or Bills, such amendments theleto
as in each case may have been made by
the Legislative Council.

“2, Thet a copy of the foregoing
resolution be forwarded by the C}ell\ of
the Council to the Home fecretary.’

I may say that this motion is similar to
notions propo;ed by myself on previous
occasions in oonnoetlon with Bills that have
been declared ¢“lost.”

Question put and passed.

MOUNT MOLLOY RAILWAY
EXTENSION.

Praxs, Erc., RECEIVED FROM ASSEMBLY.
s s

The PRESIDENT announcsd the receipt
of a message from the Assembly forwarding
for the approval of the Council the plan,
section, and book of rcference of this rail-
way.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved—

‘1. That the plan, section, and book
of reference of the proposed railway
extension of the Mount Molioy Branch,
in length 8 miles, be referred to a Select
Committee,

“2. That such commitiee have power
to send for persons and papers, and leave
to sit durmg any adjournment of the
Council, and that it consist of the follow-
ing members. viz. :—MT. Leahy, Mr.
Nevitt, Mr. Hodel, Mr. Purnell, and the
mover.”’

Question put and passed.

TATE PRODUCE AGENCY BILL.
MESSAGE FROM ASSEMBLY, NO. 1.

e PRESIDENT announced the receipt
from the Assembly of the following mes-
sage :—
“ Mr. President,—
“The Legislative Assembly having had
under consideration the message of the

Hon, W. Hamilton.)
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Legislative Council, of date 14th Novem-
ber, relative to the State Produes Agency
Bill, beg now to intimate that they—

“ Do not insist upon their disagreement
to the amendments in clause 2, page 2,
lines 5 to 12, contingent upon the Legis-
latives Council being willing to accept the
following amendment, viz :—

“ After the word ‘eggs’ on line 5,
page 2, insert the words © bran, pollard,
linseed and the produects thereof, rice
and the products thereof, rubber, sisal
hemp, copra, cocoanuts, oilcake, nuts,
bird-seed, seeds, honey, beeswax, lime,
artificial manures.’

“In which further amendment they
invite the concurrence of the Legislative
Council, and

“ Do not insist upon their disagreement
to the other amendments in the Bill upon
which the Legislative Council have in-
sisted,

“In now accepting these amendments,
the Legislative Assembly desire respect-
fully to assert thelr strong belief that
the amendments materially affect the use-
fulness of the measure, and seriously
restrict the possibility of its due adminis-
tration.

“ Nevertheless, it being desirable that
the principle of a Stats produce agency
should be established, they are willing
to give the Bill, in its restricted form,
a fair frizl, in the hope that the Legisla-
tive Clouncil will, in the future, assist in
remedying defects which, it is feared,
will disclose themselves at an early
period of its administration.

“W. McCORMACK,
“ Speaker.

“ Legislative Assembly Chamber,
“ Brisbane, 26th November, 1917.”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I beg
to move—That the message be taken into
consideration in Committee forthwith. It
will facilitate business if we take the Bill
now, as most of the amendments have been
accepted by the Assembly.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: I do not want
to delay the Council for one minute, but 1
believe the Hon. Mr. Thynne is 1ll this
afternoon, and ss most of the amendments
arc in his name, I would not like the Bill
to be taken in his absence.

The SecrzrarRy rOR X[INES: They have all
been accepted by the Assembly.

Honx., E. W. H. FOWLES: I have no
objection to taking the Bill into considera-
tion forthwith if they have been accepted.

Question put and passed.

CONSIDERATION CF MESSAGE 1IN COMMITTES,
(Hon., W. F. Taylor in the chair.)

Clause 2— Interpretation”—(Definition of
“ Produce’)— ;

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved—
“That the Committee agree t0 the
further amendment proposed by the
Leyislative Assembly in clause 2, page 2,
line 5, snfter the word ‘eggs,” to insert the
words—* bran, pollard, linseed and the
products thereof, rice and the products
thereof, rubber, sisal hemp, copra,

[Hon. W. Hamilton.

[COUNCIL.]

Agency Bill.

cocoanuts, oileake, nuts, bird-seed, seeds,
honey, beeswax, lime, artificial manures.”

The amendment was consistent with the
opinions expressed by hon. members when
the Bill was before them on a previous
occasion. The Hon. Mr. Leahyv, the Hon.
Mr. Fowles, and others suggested that, if
the Government would enumerate the articles
they desired to deal with under the Bill, it
would be acceptable to them. The Assembly
had agreed to all the other amendments
made by the Council, so he thought Non.
members might accept the Assembly’s
amendment.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES : Did the amend-
ment leave in the svords which the Council
complained shout before :—

“ and any cther article or class of articles
which the Governor in Council by Order
in Council may from time to time de-
clare to be produce for the purposes of
this Act?”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No.
The word “ any” was omitted, and the word
““no”’ inserted in its placec.

Hon. T. J., O’Sues: Will you read the

definition of * Produce” as it will be if this
amendment is made?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES:

definition would read—

The

“ Produee”—Cereals, grain, vegetables,
potatoes and other edible roots and
tubers, fruit, hay and chaff, and all dairy
produce: the term includes live or dead
poultry and’ game, and eggs, bran, pol-
lard, linseed and the products thereof,
rice and the products thereof, rubber,
sisal hemp, copra, cocoanuts, oilcake,
nuts, bird-szed, seeds, honey, beeswax,
lime, artificial manures, and mno other
article or class of articles, but the Go-
vernor in Council by Ordesr in Couneil
may from time to time, upon the passing
of a resolution by both Houses of Par-
liament approving of the inclusion of
any other article or class of articles with-
in the term ° produce’ as defined by this
Act, declare such other article or class
of articlex to be produce for the pur-
poses of this Act.” )

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : He was not opposing
the Minister at all, but still, it swruck him
as rather peculiar that lime should be in-
cluded amongst the products mentioned. The
Bill was supposed to be a Bill for the pur-
rose of selling farmers produce. He did
not know that lime was a farmer’s product.
There were several other things mentioned
which could not be called farmers’ products.
For instance, there were bran and pollard,
He was glad that the Government had been
wise enough for once to adopt the sugges-
tions made by hon. members.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Perhaps
the present was an opportune time to ex-
plain the reason for including lime. The
Secretary for Agriculture intended to supply
farmers with lime; sugar-growers particu-
larly requirved it. They had some very fine
deposits in Queenslard, and it was intended
that the department shouid, at the expendi-
ture of about £500, have a small truvelling
plant that would crush the lime and supply
it to the farmer as fertiliser. (Hear, hear!;

Hon. T. J. O'Smea: Will you explain re-
garding rubber?
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He did
not know anything about rubber. (Laughter.)
Question put and passed.

The Council resumed. The CHATRMAN re-
ported that the Committee had agreed to
the further amendment proposed by the As-
sembly, and the report was adopted.

The Bill was ordered to be returned to the
Assembly with the following message :—
“Mr., Speaker,—

““ The Legislative Council having had
under consideration the message of the
Legislative Assembly of date 26th No-
vember, 1‘f3]at1ve to the State Produce
Ageney Bill, beg now to intimate that
they—

“Agree to the further amendment
proposed by the Legislative Assembly in
clause 2, page 2, line 5.’

PAPER.

The following paper was laid on the table
and ordered to be printed:—

.The Venereal Diseases Regulations of 1817,

SUBPENSION OF STANDING RULES
AND ORDERS.

Reerratiox oF Svaar Caxe Prices Act
ANENDMENT BILL.

. The SECRETARY FOR MINES, in mov-
ing—

“That so much of the Standing Rules
and Orders be suspended as would other-
wise preclude the passing of the Regula-
tion of Sugar Cane Prices Act Amend-
ment Bill through all its remaining stages
mn one day,”

said: My object in moving the motion is to
iaclht)ate the business of the House. (Hear,
car )

Question put and passed,

CLOSER SETTLEMENT ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

THIRD RraDING.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved—
Tkat the Bill be now read a third time.
“HON. P. J. LEAHY: I mentioned some-
thing about some possible point of order
with regard to this measure a day or two
ago. I think the matter is still debatable,
bubt as it is not of much importance I do
nect intend to press it.

. Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: In this matter
it 1s purely the Government’s own mistake,
if there be a mistake at all, and we have
dene our duty in pointing ont the possibility
of error. If T might do it without being
called to order, T might point out that there
1z already a Bill coming up to amend the
Clermont Flood Relief Act. We pointed out
iast year that there was a possibility of
error, and here is the Bill coming up. Also
last session there was a Bill to amend the
Factories and Shops Acts, and we pointed
out the possibility of error in regard to that,
but the Government. stubbornly and one-
eyedly, went on with the programme. and then
had to come along with an amending Bill.

Hon. R. SvyMxer: A pity you do not amend
your own ways.
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Hox. E. W, H. FOWLES: The Govern-
ment might show an example in that matter.
It would be refreshing and unique. How-
ever, the Government have had this pointed
out to them, and if they brirg in an amend-
ing measure next vear, no doubt the Council
will do its duty with regard to it.

Question put and passed.

The Bill was passed, and ordered to be
returned to the Assembly by message in the
usual form.

[3 p.m.]

REGULATION OF SUGAR CANE PRICES:
ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

RzsvaprioNn oF COMMITIEE.
(Hon. W. F. Taylor in the chair.)

On clause 12—~ Amendment of section 12°°
—on which Mr. Fowles had moved by way of
amendment that on page 11, line 27, there
be inserted the following words:—

¢ 'The Minister shall pay to the owner
of such mill, works, lands, buildings, and

- other property of whatsoever description

so seized a sum equal to 8 per centum
interest and 4 per centum by way of
depreciation on’the capital value thereof,
and shall after the conclusion of the sea-
son pay and reimburse the owner all
costs, charges, and expenses incurred or
rendered necessary for the purpose of
oeerhauling or maintaining or repairing
such mill, works, buildings, plant, tram-
ways, machinery, equipment, goods, and
chattels whatsoever so seized as afore-
said, in order to place and reinstate the
same in as good a state of condition and
repair and efficiency as the same were
in before being so seized.”

Question stated—Thst the words proposed
to be inserted be so inserted.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: He would sug-
gest to the Minister the advisability of post-
poning this item on the programme till
about 3.30 p.m. It would expedite business
to do so, and they could have one or two
second readings between then and half-past 3,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If it
would meet the convenience of the Com-
mittee he was quite willing to agree to the
suggestion. Hon. members considered his
convenience at times, and if it would
facilitate business he would act upon the sug-
gestion of the hon, member. He moved—
That the Chairman leave the chair, report.
progress, and ask leave to sit again.

Question put and passed.

The Council resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported progress, and the Committee obtained
leave to sit again at a later hour of the
sitting.

CHILLAGOE AND ETHERIDGE
RAILWAYS BILL.

SECOXD READING.
The SECRETARY ¥FOR MINES: Hon.

members will remember that this Bill was
under consideration previously.

Hon, P. J. Leauy: A somewhat similar
Bill—not this Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Ves, a
somewhat similar Bill; there is a difference
between the two measures. and I will point
out that difference. The previous Bill

Hon. A. J. Jones.]
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proposed to ratify a provisional agreement
between the Queensland Government and the
trustees of the Chillagoe debentures. The
«company were opposed to the measure; and
the moratorium regulations were opportunely
published making the proposed action of the
trustees impossible without the leave of the
court. The House is now asked to ratify
two agreements, one of which has for its
signatories the trustees of the Chillagoe
debentures, the Etheridge debenture trustee,
the four Chillagoe companies and the liquida-
tor of the Chillagoe Company Limited, and
the Secretary for Railways; and the other
of which has for its signatories the Chillagoe
Company Limited and the Treasurer of
‘Queensland.  All the parties concerned have
now arrived at an agreement.
Hon. A G. C. HAWTHORN:
unfortunate taxpayer.

The SECRETARY TFOR MINES: The
Qucensland Government is rovresenting the
taxpayer in this agreement. The hon. gentle-
man’s interjection is quite out of place. The
‘Queenzland Government, as far as this Bill
is concerned, is representing the people, who
arc the taxpavers. The concurrence of the
Chillagoe Company, which we did not have
before, removes one ground that might for-
merly have been taken for opposing the
measure,

Hon. G. 8. Curris:
now?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES:® Ve
‘the debenture holders and the country.

Except the

Are they agreeable

Hen. G. 8. Cummis: I mean the mort-
gagors,
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Yes,

all partics are now agreeable, as the agree-
ment indicates.

Hon, . W. H, Fowwss: Could we have
the full history of the =quecze?

The SECRETARY FOR MINT If at
any time anyone had any shadow of sus-
picion that the companies were being
oppressed or unfairly treated, that suspicion
is removed. Besides the difference of parties,
there is a difference in the terms of the
prosent agreement.  Instead of taking over
the Chillagee mines and railways subject to
the Etheridge debentures, for £450,000 cash,
the Government is now agreeing to take all
the assets freed and discharged from all
incumbrances, and to pay to the vendors
£1,000 in cash and. £475,000 in 4% per cent.
debentures bearing interest from 1it January,
1917, and free of all Queensland taxes, and
to pay_to the Htheridge debentures trustee
or 1st March, 1921, the principal sum payable
under these  debentures, not exceeding
£825.000, with intercst at 44 per cent. per
-annum, payable half-rearly. = The companies
are forthwith to discharge their liability in
respect of the Einasleizh debentures, £25,000.
“The £1.000 put down is intended to cover the
legal and other professional costs incurred by
the venders in arriving at the agrcement.
The big advantage to the State in paying
in debentures instead of cash is apparent
enough to hon. members at a time like this,
and that point need not be debated. Hon.
members will sce in the first schedule to the
agreement what the Government is getting,
and will be able to appreciate the excellent
bargain that is being made on behalf of the
State, The Secretary for Railways esti-
mated that the rails alone on the Chillagoe
and Ftheridge lines are worth £300,000. I
wenture the opinion that that is a very

(Hon. 4. J. Jones.
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Railways Bill.

moderate estimate. I suppose that estimate

is based on the pre-war price of steel rails.
Hon. A. G. C. HawrtHORN: They would

not be worth much if you had to take them up.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They
would be worth a great deal if you had to
take them up. This line is part of a %runk
line that will be of very great advantage
some day to the State. The Commissioner
for Railways estimated last year that it would
cost £498,902 to build a similar line. The
Chillagoe Company in their last balance-
sheat  valued the Chillagoe Railway (110
miles) at :£335,000, and the Etheridge Rail-
way (145 miles) at £463.000, and their total
asvets at about £1,304,657. That is to say,
for the mere value of the rails the Govern-
ment are to get two working railway lines,
an up-te-date complete smelting and metallur-
gical treatment piant, rolling-stock, etec., and
leases. I contend that this is good business.

The PRESIDENT: Thero is a very loud
conversation going on on the left side of the
Chamber, and I would ask hon. gentlemen
to moderate their tones, as the speaker can
hardly be heard.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I
contend that this is good business for the State.
Porsonally, T have been opposed to syndicate
railways, and I am in favour of this Bill
because it takes back from a syndicate that
which should belong to the State.

Hon. T. M. Harr: The State would have
made the same big less as this company has.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Chillagoe Company have made a profit, as a
matter of fact, on the railway. It should
have been built years ago by the Government.
Not only are we getting the railway, but we
are getting a very valuable asset in the
smeltiny and metallurgical treatment plant,
which 1s included in the bargain.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrHORN: What would
happen if we did not take it over—would
they still go on running?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I
think it is rather unfortunate for the Chilla-
goe Company that they closed down, although
there may be many reasons given for it. It
has been waid that the mines were very much
overmanned, and that there were more bosses
than men, and that through want of proper
management the mines had to close down.
Perhans it was unfortunate for the Chillagoe
Company that they had to close down when
metal waz very low in price. Metal is a
very much higher price to-day, and likely to
remain so for very many years. Members
who know the North of Queensland know that
there is mining development going on in
the North, and if we can open up, as we
propose %o do, two copper smelters at the
Chillagoe Company’s works, and one lead
smelter, we can not only smelt the ore taken
out of the Chillagoe Mine, but the ore from
a very large radius. Prohably one of the
best copper mines in Quecnsland is the Em-
press Mine, about 1} mile from Herberton.
and if the Chillagoe smelters were open, the
owners of that mine would smelt at Chillagoe.
Of course, they cannot possibly take their
ore overland to the Cloncurry smelters. As
a matter of fact, the owners of the Empress
Mine send their ore down to Port Kembla.

Hon. R. Beprorp: The State loses the
smelting.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The

State loses the smelting, and the owners, of
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course, lose through the high cost of trams-
port, have an extract here from the
“Daily Mail” of 2Ist November, 1917. It
reads—
“FINDS IN CHILLAGOE DISTRICT.
‘“Cairns, Tuesday.

“Mr., W. H. Clelland has arrived in
Cairns from the Chillagoe district with
about 12 tons of carbonate copper ore
and 25 tons of native copper, which
latter, he states, is found in the form of
nuggets weighing up to between 1 ron
and 25 cwt. This copper comes from the
ground with 17 per cent. assay value,
and is from the Griffiths Mine and the
abandoned claim of the Mungana Com-
pany, which Mr. Clelland and party took
up as an ordinary claim almost five
months ago. Since then the four men
have been working it, and they estimate
the value of the product in that time as
between £600 and £700. They have one
shaft 60 feet down, from which this rich
ore has come, and another shaft 20 feet
down, which has exposed a big body of
low-grade ore going 13 per cent. There
is a loé of low-grade stuff, but nothing
under 20 per cent. is any good tc them
50 long as evervthing is eaten up by the
distance expenses, though if the smelters
were going in Chillagoe this stuff would
give a profit of £6 or £7 a ton.

* The Government, remarked Mr. Clel-
land, is going to take over the line, but
it* will be a bad bargain unless they
open the smelters, in which case the line
should pay handsomely. I am at
variance with the view expressed in the
House and elsewhere, that there is not
ore in the district, for I am convinced
there is any amount of low-grade ore on
the field, but unless it can be treated
locally it will simply continue to lie
waste

That is the position in North Queensland.
The Empress Mine has been tipping 9 per
cent. ore over the tip because it is too low
a grade to send to Port Kembla. That would
be a valuable ore if there was a smelter in
the district. If there was a smelter erected
at Chillagoe or in any other part of the
district this 9 per cent. ore, instead of being
thrown over the tip, would be highly pax-
able. As a matter of fact, mines mnear
Mount Morgan are paying handscmely with
6 per cent. ore. Yet the Northern mines
have classed 13 per cent. ore as low-grade
ore because of the distance from a smelier.
Not only would we be conferring a consider-
able benefit on the State of Queensland by
taking over this proposition, but we would
be doing something that would be very
beneficial to the large number of mines in
that district and the many other shows that
will, no doubt, be discovered in the district.
Moreover, by this deal the Government will
be in a position to develop a very valnable
mineral district other than that in the
vicinity of Chillagoe. The geologists’ re-
ports en the Chillagoe district all go to show
that it is possessed of vast wealth.

Hon H. Turxer: How far distant from
the smelters is the nearest supplies of coal?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Mount
Mulligan is the nearest coalmine, but it is a
question whether the Mount Mulligan coal
will make coke for smelting.

Hon. B. Faury: Yes, it will.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: You are spending
£90,000 on the experiment.

[27 NOVEMBER.]
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It will
be necessary to produce the coke from Moeunt
Mulligan to smelt the ore. As a matter of
fact, unless this Bill passes the other agree-
ment will be of no value; the two must go
together. The Government are going to open
up the Bowen coalfields and they will get
further supplies of coke from there if re-
quired, but possibly the shipping difficulty
would obtain so far as the Bowen coke is
concerned, because the Bowen coalfield can
supply the Cloncurry district. Coke will
have to be shipped from Bowen to Cairns if
we are to supply the Chillagoe smelter with
coke from Bowen. This deal will also be a
good thing for the State, as it will give a
splendid supply of coal for our Northern rail-
way system, and from that coal we propose
to make coke. No doubt coke of a sufficient
value to smelt copper can be obtained from
that coal, and I think coke can be produced
from the Mount Mulligan coalmines to serve
other smelters if they are established in the
district, 1 am not going to delay the Coun-
cil further than to say thet I hope this Bill
will be passed, because it will have the
effect of getting back to the State a certain
mileage of railway that will form a link of
a main line to the Gulf country. It would
be unwise for the State to build a railway
at the other ond of that line towards the
Gulf and thus have one saction a syndicate
railway and another section a State rail-
way. That would not be a satisfactory
position at all, and the day has now arrived
when something should be done for the vast
North: and when we should try and ponu-
Tagge it to a greater extent. We want more
p#ople there, and if our resources are to be
developed we cannot do it better than by
the extension of railways and the opening
up of mineral areas, and encouraging the
mining industry to such an extent that
people will ¢o out and prospect and discover
new mineral fields. The discovered mineral

" wealth in that district warrants the Govern-

ment in onening up smelters there, and the
cheapest and best way we can assist the
mining industry in the North is by accept-
ing this offer; take over the railways and
the smelters for the State, and open them up
to immediate use, so that we can_ produce
the copper that we require so much in this
country. I beg to move—That the Bill be
now read a second time.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : This Bill came before
ne last session. We were not bound to refer
it to a Select Committee because it was not
a new railway, but notwithstanding that—
T think it was on my own motion—the Bill
was referred to a Select Committee and a
great deal of evidence was taken with regard
to the mines, with regard to the railway,
and with regard to other matters. I have
a very clear recollection, without looking
up the evidence, of what that evidence was.
The committee—I think it was a unanimous
report with the exception of the vepre-
sentative of the Government—were of opinion
that it was bad business for Queensland to
acquire the line, and unless there is some
material alteration in the new Bill, as com-
pared with last year’s Bill, T do not think
that we would be justified in passing it,
because clearly the evidence obtained last '
vear «did not warrant us in passing that Bill.
I only see two points of difference between
the two Bills. Last year the money had to
be paid in cash, and this year the money
has to be paid in debentures, but thers is
an amount added to last year’s purchase

Hon. P. J. Leahy.}



3278 Chillagoe and Etheridge

money to cover any difference there may
be between the value of debentures and cash.
To all intents and purposes the price s
exactly the same as it was last year. The
Minister referred to the fact that the Chilla-
goe {‘ompany are parties to the present
agreement, and that they were not last yvear.
Some puoplo were of opinfon last year,
vecause the Chillagoe Company were not
parties in the anleement_ and because
it was made over the heads of the
comprny, that that influenced some hoxn.
meirbers in voting against the Bill. I wish
to say right here and wvow, so far as I
am concerned, that objection never once re-
ceived the slightest consideration from me.
1 do not think it did from the other members
of the committee or from hon. members
who opposed the Bill. My position is very
clear. [ was opposed te the Bill then; I
am opposed to the Bill now. I am not a
bit influenced by the fact that the Chillagoe
shareholders have come into this agreement
To my mind there is only one

{3.30 p.m.] thing that we ought to con-
sider with regard to this Bill or

with regard to any other Bill, and that is
whether the propmal is or is not a good one
for the State of Queensland. If it can be
shown concluswely—«-\nhwh it celtamly was
not last year—that it is a good thing for
Queensland, it needs no further recommenda-
tion. But we certainly were not shown last
year that it was a good thing for Queensland,
and there is not much fulther information
since beyond what the Minister said in
his speech, The only other difference
between this Bill and the Bill of last S@ar
is that in clause 3 of this Bill the Gove¥h-
ment are authorised to lend £90,000 to the
Chillagoe Company, I suppose, for certain
- developmental and other work. If that pro-
posal stood alone, and if this were a Bill
authorising the Government to lend £90.000
to the company, and the company were offer-

ing reasonable security for the momney to de--

velop their mines, I do not think there could
be any objection to it. But whatever may
be said in favour of the £980,000, the fact
that the advance is 1ncorpmated in this Bill
Coes not necutralise the objections that were
tsken to the Bill of last year. The Select
Committee hid evidence from mining experts
and from reilway experts. In fact we covered
the whole ground. The present position is
that. under their Act, the Chillagoe Com-
pany are bound to run the rallwav under a
heavv penalty. and, if they do not run it,
the Government have the right of running
the line. Then, what do they want to buv
tie line for?

Hon. T.

industry.

Nevitr: It will help the mining

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : Indlrectlv, it may;
but here iy a railway that is being run,
and that must be run. What, then, is to be
gained by passing this Bill?  As regards the
Ethendge Rallwav I know that eomethmg
Jilre £200,000, more or less., will have to be

raid for ibt, but that is not till 1921. I
*hnuld hope that we can get money a great
deal cheaper in 1921 than we can get it
now, unless the present Government remain
in power, and I do not believe in anticipat-
ing evil. (Laughter.) We can, therefore,
dismiss the Etheridge busines from considera-
tion, because we are not called upon to buy
that railwsy at the present time, and the
strong probability is that we shall be able
to get money at a lower rate of interest

JHon. P. J. Leahy.
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so_that
o Chillagoe proposition.

Iion. R. BEDFORD:
thing about it.
¢ Supposss,”’

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : If the hon. member
were only to talk about things that he knows
something about he would be silent all his
life. \Ve took the evidence of mining ex-
perts such as Mr., Ball, the geologist. As
nearly as I cen recollect, we had no evidence
that there was a ehfhment quantity of pay-
able ore in the district, and we had no
evidence that the known lodes, if developed,
would supply sufficient traffic to make the
railway payable, and that is an additional
reason why we do not want to take the rail-
way over. If the Government want the
muties to be worked, and if they want to
lend £350, OOO to the company to develop the
mines. I would not cppose the proposition,
pr owdmg proper security is forthcoming;
but I object to our being asked to spend,
roughly, half & million, excluding the Kthe-
ridge business, merely for the sake of
(nubhnﬂ the Government to lend £90,000 to
the company to develop mines when we could
lend the £90,000 without having to take over
the railway. We took other evidence with
regard to the mines and their possibilities,
and we came to the conclusion that there
was no satisfactory evidence regarding the
permanency of the lodes or their quality
that would justify us in recommendipg the
Council to pass the Bill, and the Council
adopted the recommendation of the Select
Committee and threw out the Bill. I do not
know any material argument that can be
Erought forward now in favour of the Bill
this year that could not have been brought
forward last year.

Hon. R. Beprorp: Metal prices.

Hox. P, J. LEAHY : Even the Hon. Mr.
Bedford knows that metals are dearer than
they were two or three years ago.

Hon. R. Beprorp : A lot you know about it.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY:
about metals.

Hon. R. Beprorp: Type metal.

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: When I see quota-
tions for copper I know what they mean.
We know that copper and other metals are
very much dearer now than they were before
the war. It is true that I do not know
very much about ¢opper. I certainly yield
to the Hon. Mr. Bedford in one thing—
I acknowledge that he knows very much
more about brass than I do. (Hear, hear!
and laughter.) Everybody knows that, when
the war is over, the prices of all commodities,
including metals, will go down. It is quite
likely that in a year or two after the war is
over they will be down to pre-war prices.

Hon. R. BeprorD : Have you ever heard of
reconstruction ?

Hown. P. J. LEAHY : I have, and if is a
grea* pity that the principle of reconstruc-
tion could not be applied to the hon. member.

Hon. R. BEDFORD: You ought to be in the
kindergarten.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : That is only a rude
remark. Probably a year or two after the
war is over metal prices will go down to
what they were before the war. I was
interested recently In reading the opinion of

in 1921 than we could get it now,
we come back to th

You don’t know any-
You are only dealing in

I know something
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My, F. T. Parkinson, who knows the Chilla-
goe district very wzll, and I think his state-
ment is worthy of zeriouns conszideration.

. Hon, W. J. RIORDAN: That man was never
in Chillagce. I was there all the time he
was warden at Herberton.

Hon. R. Beprorp: He was sacked by this
Government, «o everything they do is wrong
in his opinion.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : This is what he says
2bout this proposal—

¢ GadBLING AT CHILLAGOE.
“To the Editor.

¢ Bir,—I was warden of the Walsh and
Tinaroo mineral field, which included
Chillugoe, for four years, and I visited
the latter centre once every month, and
it was part of my duty to observe and
report on this portion of the district, con-
sequently I took a great interest in its
welfare. During my regime the present
Treasurer lived somewhere in the dis-
trict. before he became a member of the
Assembly. When referring to the Chil-
lagoe Railway and mines in the House he
is reported to have said that the Chil-
lagoe district had not been scratched
over. and that its potentialities were
enormous. It is a pity that there was not
some member in the House that knows
more of the real facts than the Trea-
surer; at any rate, one who would give
a faithful account of the actual prospect-
ing work that has been faithfully done by
the Chillagoe Company. 1 have never
seen any company in this State that
endeavoured  to exploit its fleld more
thoroughly than did the directors of this
company.

“In the Mungana Mine, about twelve
miles from their smelters, an enormous
amount of work was done by competent
managers. The mine itself, which I
often visited, was well worked, -but was
a most expensive proposition to handle.
Thousands of tons of ore were taken oub
of the mine, and in the mine were
millions of feet of timber; the water was
terrific.  Enormous plungers were erected
and worked well, but the water con-
tinued to flow. A ‘ecreep’ in the mine
practically cnded operations. A railway
line from the mine to the smelters con-
veved the ore, which was treated bv the
very latest machinery, under the skilful
management of one of the hardest work-
ing men I have come across (Mr. James
Horsburgh). ¥e had the full confidence
of his directors, who constantly visited
the works. Quite close to the works a
silver-lead mine was worked by the
company, and numercus other mining
properties in the distriet were worked in
a svstemetic manner, the ore from which
was brought by rail to the works.
Wherever the directors had offered to
them a property that was considered
worth developing it was given a thorough
trial.

“No company could have done more
for the district than the Chillagoe Com-
pany, but it has had to shut down, which
is much to be regretted, for the directors
spent an enormous amount of capital
in endeavouring to work at a profit, but

failed. They were deserving of better
tuck.
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“Tor +the 'Tremsurer to tell the
country that the mines of this district
hed only been scratched over is not in
accordance with facts, for the whole
district has been well prospected, and
found not pavable. What hope has the
present Treasurer got of working these
mines, and why bring the country into
further indebtedness when we ought to
be saving to help the war? The proper
and business way of dcing would be to
get three thoroughly disinterested, quali-
fied, and experienced men to inspect
and report what hasz been done in the
district. It is monstrous that we should
be further taxed by running blindfold
into an experiment of this kind and
wasting the people’s money.

“71 am, Sir, ete.,
‘““ F. P. PARKINSOX.

“ Maryborough, 16th November.”

Last yvear we also had some evidence from
a man who was fthe mining inspector of the
district. I think his evidence was in the
nature of correspondence, and that he ex-
pressed an opinion which was not favourable
to the mine. I do not wish to take up
the +me of the House at any considerable
length, as I understand that this Bill was
proceeded with to-day in owrder to enable
the Hon. Mr. Nielson to be present when
we considerced the Regulation of Sugar Cane
Prices Act Amendment Bill. In view of
that fact, and in view of the fact that we
are very anxious to finish this week. I do
not propose to continue at greater length.

Hon. R. Brororp: You have said all you
don't know.

Tox. P. J. LEAHY: I have said all T do
know. 1If the hon. gentleman only said what
he knew he would never speak at all. I
shall recapitulate what I have said. I think
T have shown that last year we had no
proper proof as to the quantity or richness of
the ore in these mines, and that we have
no additional evidence this year; that there
is no need for the Government to buy this
line, because the company have to work it,
and if they do not work it, the Government
can run the line without paying any compen-
sation to the company; that there is mo
wrgener to acquire the Etheridge property.
and that we can probably secure it a great
deal cheaper in 1921, when we shall be able
to borrow smoney on more fuvourable terms
than we can af the present time; and that,
if the Government went to lend the com-
pany £90,000 for the purpose of developing
the mine, they may do so. The fact that the
company is a party to the arrangement this
vear and was not last vesr does not1affect
my opinion in the slightest. and I do not
think it will affect the opinion of other hon.
members. Our duty is to consider whether
this is good or bad business for the country,
and to vote zerordingly.

Hox. R. BEDFORD: It seems to me that
undsr this measure we arc about to acquire
103 miles of line and its conn:g’:ions, with
a very valuable quaatity of equipment, for
practically the price of scrap_iron. consider-
ing the price of metals to-day. The cost
of buildirg the Chillagoe Railway was
somewhere about £450.000. The prices of
rails, fastenings. sleepers, and other material
wore so much below the present cost of
such materials that, even allowing for the
depreciation which has taken place since,
the fact remains that we are getting the rail-

Hon. R. Bedford.]
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way at cost price, with the smelters thrown
in. The fact that this company and the
various reconstructions of the company have
made large failyres in the past is largely
due to the circumstance that they started off
cn the wrong foot. Still, the fact remains
that the State holds a tremendous quantity
of unalienated land in the district, and that
a_railroad is practically the only thing to
give that land value. There is not one
srmelter working in the hinterland of Cairns
to-day. The trouble in the beginning was
that the O.X. and many other mines ran
their own individual smelters, which was a
tremendously extravagant procedure, There
was no railway in those days, and the smel-
ters were run in the wet season when the
cost of transport was high. Copper was then
£60 per ton, coal £3 per ton, and coke £4
per ton. It is not more than thirteen years
ago that the Broken Hill Proprietary started
to make their own coke. We started making
coke at Ipswich, having acquired a mine suf-
ficiently leng ago for us to work with the
bad ovens at that time and to produce coke
tor £1 bs. per ton. The Broken Hill Proprie-
tary were so satisfied with the business that
they said, “You are very good boys; we
will now put up our own ovens.” Copper
1s now £100 per ton. It is a metal which does
rat degenerate, and the work of reconstruc-
tion wiil call for more of the economic metals
than the actual destruction of war has done,
so that we are safe in saying that copper is
going to stay at the £100 per ton mark for
many vears. Coal is as dear as it ever was,
but coke will never see the £4 per ton mark
again. The Chillagoe Railway Company
opposed the Pill which was before the House
last year because ir hated to quit, and
because the mortgagees were taking control
of the whole thing and putting the share-
holders in the background.

ifon. G. 8. Cumus: They objected to the
price, too.

Hox! R. BEDFORD: Yes, they wanted
$£900,000, and a section in this House, I was
told, turned down the bargain because the
price was not £300,000, but was £450,000.
This railway carries out the generally ex-
presied railway policy of the State. Every
ton that goes along it will help the Mareceba-
Cairns section of the line. I may as weil
give hon. members some information which
has a very important bearing on this ques-
tion—

“For the last twelve months of working
{ended 20th March, 1914) the smelters
treated and produced, approximately:—
Ore, 51.507.12 tons; copper, 1.950.82 tons;
lead, 2,472 tons; silver, 264.260.92 oz.;
zold, 2,876.79 oz

“The average price of these metals for
the year 191% was as under:—Copper,
£60 10s. 4d. per ton; lead, £19 15s. 3d.
per ton; silver, 2s. 1d. per oz ; gold,
£4 4:. 11 5/11d. per oz

““ At the above prices the average value
of these metals produced at Chillagoe
during the year ended 20th March, 1914,
was as under :—Copper, £118,067; lead,
£48.853: silver, £27,527; gold, £12,219.
Total, £206,656.

“The London price of these metals in
January, 1917, was as follows:—Copper,
£130 5s. per ton; lead, £30 10s. per ton;
silver, 3s. per oz.; gold, £4 4s. 11 5/11d.
per oz.”’

[Hen. R. Bedford.
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Here we have a railway which is fed by
20,000 squarc miles of country. We have
been told that many of the mines on Chilla-
goe have proved elusive, that many of them
are mines which have been heavily under
water, and that the very had luck of the big
fire in the Lady Jane held up work for iwo
or three years. That fire still remains one
of the big losses of the Chillagoe Company.
But the country is one of mining surprises,
and it is competent for any man who knows
his job and iakes his luck in his hand to go
out and strike one of the many blind ore
bodies which from time to time are dis-
covered in that region. Here we have
some of the richest ore that has ever heen
seen in Australia. I have already stated that
the Chillagoe Company is apparently not
desirous of quitting, and that the share-
holders still wish to continue. as they be-
lieve there is a chence of pulling something
out of the mud. The general policy of the
Government in regard to railways is that
every trunk railway should be self-contained
as far as equipment and other necessaries are
concerned. In the early days, the Govern-
ment had to get coal and coke from the
South, and they are now able to get their
supplies from Ipswich. The Government be.
lieve in the policy of decentralisation, and
that is now the settled policy of the country.
The Hon. Mr. Curtis has always becn a very
ardent separationist, a very erdent believer
in self-government, and no better sclf-govern-
ment can be given to Cairns than to run out
a railway to the Gulf and establish coke
ovens to supply all the coke necded for that
railway and the mines. TFor the reasons I
have given I ask the House to support ihe
second reading of the Bill. It is getting a
railway for practically nothing, and the rail-
way will mean a great deal to the well-
keing of the people in that part of the
ceuntry. Every ton of ore taken away from

fems and  acnt

and s°hnv OWh

the linterland of Ceairns down
South to be smelted means money out of the
pockets of the miners. Hon. members must
see that in passing this Bill we are only
doing a fair thing to the people who will be
particularly affceted by it

Hox. A A, DAVEY: While we have to
approach with care a quesiion which involves
the expenditure of a considerable amount of
money, I think there are cases in which such
expenditure is justifieble. The moner that
will be required for taking over this railway
is not to be.invested in a new enterprise or
some new trading concern. The marter is
one which concerns very largely a part of
Queensland which iz probably one of the
richest portions of the State and which has
a blg future before it. The continuation of
the railway servies in the loeality concorned
is mecessary, not only for the meintenance
of o very large number of people who zre
settled there and who are worthy citizens
and pioneers who have sc¢ratched for tin
and hunted for copper, but also of store-
keepers and other settlers in the district.
They have their interests theve. and it is the
duty of the Government to protect those
interests, and not do anvthing which would
be a discoursgement to people to go out into
the backblocks and develop the wonderful
recources of the country. The last time the
Bill was under consideration I strongly advo-
cated the purchase of the line on the terms
proposed. The terms are slightly better now
than they were at that time, and I think that
if this Government or any other Government
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allowed that portion of the country to
fall into disuse, they would be gutlty of a
crime. Theve are & number of towns which
are concerned in this matter—Chillagoe,
Biboohra, where they have a large meat-

works, Wolfram Camp, Mungana, Kings-
borough, and Thornborough. 'The railway
runs through one of the most valuable

mineral distriets in the State or in the Com-
monwealth. I travelled up and down that
district for a number of years before the
Chillagoe railway was built, and I can
remember people telling me that there was
no copper in the country, and all that kind
of tommy-rot. We know now from the
amount of ore that has been gathered in the
district and has been treated by the com-
pany that such statement is not corruct.
There is very valuable ore there, and the
Treasurer, in this respect at any rate, was
perfectly correct, that as far as that country
is concerned, it has merely been scratched
at the present time. That is one of the dis-
tricts in Queensland that has a big future
before it, and a future based upon the pro-
duction of metals which will be valuable to
the State, valuable to the Commonwealth,
and valuable to the Empire; and the price
for which this undertaking can be obtained
now is a very low one. The Hon. Mr.
Leahy mentioned something about the possi-
bility of the company not being able to carry
on, and if the company cannct carry on, that
the Government can take the thing cver. I
suppose if the Government did take the thing
over that they would take it over on some-
thing like just terms, and they could not
expect to obtain it at anything like the
price that is being asked for it now. There
is a very important matter which has to be
considered in counection with this proposal.
As I stated in a speech delivered here pre-
viously, the Government in the past built a
railway as far as Mareeba, over almost im-
possible ground at an enormous cost, and
then left 1t there. It was uiterly impossible
for that line ever to pay, and, in my opinion,
the Government made the greatest mistake in
ite life when it did not continue that railway.
But it did not do so. Af that partirular time
the finances were rather low, and there were
some people in the State who went so far
as to suggest that it would be a good thing
to sell the Government railways. The Go-
vernment should have built this railway at
the very start, and now that they have an
opportunity, without doing any injustice to
the Chillagoe Company, to talke over the
whole proposition at a reasonable price, they
would be failing in their duty if they did not
do so. I hope hon. members will give this
matter careful and reasonable consideration,
and will vote for the passage of this Bill.
f it werc proposed to expend this money
on some new enterprise, it would not have
my support under present conditions no
matter how good that enterprise might be.
In Cairns we have a magnificent port.
Hon. members were talking about Gladstone
the other dav, but I doubt very much if there
is any port on this coast equal to what the
port of Cairns could be made with the ex-
penditure of very little money. You have
a magnificent agricultural district surrovnd-
ing Cairns. and you have all the possibilities
of a big city in Cairns as years go on. and
at the back of that town some of the richest
mineral country in Australia. At any rate,
if it is not the richest, it is the most exten-
sive, and that amounts to the same thing.
If anyone watches the papers they can see
what is going on from day to day. In
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the Herberton district and round about there,
people are coming upon claims that have
been dropped because they were considered
to be no good, or they are making new dis-
coveries, and anyone who has travelled over
that district must be convinced that it is
full of the greatest mineral possibilities.
Therefore the Council would not be justified
in voting against this proposal. I believe
it is a good proposal. I believe it is a
sound proposal, and we are already com-
mitted to take over the Etheridge Railway.
If the Chillagoe Railway is shut down, it
will mcan the closing up of the whole of that
district, and a very great injustice will be
done to the large number of people who are
settled there. If we were only asked to
agree to this proposal in the interests of
the settlers in the district—that surely
deserves very great consideration—perhaps
that would not be a sufficient reason unless
it was backed up by strong convictions that
there are in the district possibilities not yet
even dreamed of. That is what I believe of
the district. With regard to the company
having spent a lot of money, and not having
made a success of the business, I pointed

out before what my experience was and T

have no hesitation in saying that when I gob
there you could find everbody else in
Chillagoe except a working man. How you
are going to make a great mining district
pay with all officers, I do not know. I tra-
velled up there twice within the space of six
months, and I did not ses a worker there at
all. I saw an enormous number of officers,
and I saw that an enormous amount of money
was being spent. It is no business of mine
how the. Chillagoe Company managed their
affairs. but I venture to say that at.the
start there was a great deal too much money
spent, and there was a lot of money wasted
there. It has been pointed out that the Chil-
lagoe Company did not lose anything on
the railway. If the Government took over
the railway it would pay, and if we can get
the =melters and all those other things that
are there for the price named in this Bill it
out before what my experience was and T
know the district well. 1 am not a mining
speculator or anything of that kind. I am
just a plain, ordinary business man with a
littlo common zense, and if hon. members
were conversant with the possibilities of that
district, and with the rcasonable requests of
the people already settled there, I do not
think anv one of them would be found voting
against this Bill. T hope the Council will
pass the Bill, because it is very evident
that the Chillagoe Company cannot carry
on the rajlway. I do not think we, in this
Council. want to be a party to anything
that will take advantage of the Chillagoe
Company or any other company that finds
itself In financial difficulties. I opposcd the
railway for all I was worth when it was
granted as a private railway. It seemed to
me a most absurd thing that any Government
should spend an enormous amount of money
in constructing a railway over the Barron
Gorge and then stop there, and having
stopped there to allow a private company
to carry on what the IHon. Mr. Bedford
has said is really a trunk line to open up
the Gulf country. No amount of talking on
my part, [ suppose, will influence hon.
members. I think the Council will be wise
in passing this Bill, and that they will be
doing the fair thing hy the large number
of people settled in that district. By the
acquisition of the smelters, the Government
will be placed in a position to make

Hon. A. 4. Davey.]
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vemunerative the sorvices of the thousands of
people who will go round looking for new
shows, and working mines in a small way
if they are treated properly. I feel very
strongly on this question. It is a question
on which a number of people in the district
seem to have a disagreement, but as we
learned the other day in regard to the suger
industry, you cannot expect evervhody in a
particular industry to think the same way.
We have either to allow the whole thing to
be closed up or else take it from the Chil-
lagoe Company at some price.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: Cannot we help
them without buying them out?

HoN. A. A, DAVEY: They cannot be

helped. They have spent an enormous
amount of money on the concern, and
whether they have mismanaged it or

managed it properly is their own concern,
The evidence suggests that it has been mis-
managed. I think that from the very initial
stages it was grossly mismanaged. I only
wish to see the country developed, and I am
perfectly certain that that country cannot be
developed without the Government taking
over that line or else constructing another
line. It is not likely that the Government is
going to construct another line, and hon.
members ought, therefore, to support this
Bill. By doing so they will confer a very
great benefit on the people in that district.

Hox. T. M. HALL: I beg to move the
adjournment of the debate.

Question put and passed.

The resumption of the debate was made
an Order of the Day for to-morrow.

REGULATION OF SUGAR CANE PRICES
ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

Resvyprion oF COMMITTEE.
(Hon. W. F. Teylor in the chair.)

On clause 12—“Amerdment of section 18—
Question stated—That on clause 12, page
11, after line 27, the following words be
inserted :—
¢ The Minister shall pay to the owner
of such mill, works, lands, buildings, and
other property of whatsoever description
o seized a sum equal to eight per centum
interest ‘and four per centum by way of
depreciation on the ecapital value there-
of, and shall after the conclusion of the
season pay and reimburse the owner all
costs, charges, and expenses incurred or
rendered mnecessary for the purpose of
overhauling or maintaining or repairing
such mill, works, buildings. plant, tram-
ways, machinery. equipment, goods, and
chattels whatsoever zo seized as aforesaid,
in order to place and reinstate the same
in as good a state of condition and repair
and efficiency as the same were in before
being so seized "—(3fr. Fowles’s anvend-

ment.)”
Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: On further

consideration of the proposal, it appeared
that t}_l“e proposition for 8 per cent. and 4 per
cent did not menrt with unanimous approval.
Some hon. members wished it to be 10 per
cent. and 6 per cent. and some would like
it 6 per cent. and 4 per cent. It seemed to
him that thev had an excellent precedent
esiablished in a Bill which commended itself
to the wizdom of the whole country and not

[flon. 4. A. Davey.
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“be brought into operation.

Prices Act Amendment Biil.

rerely o one Fouse of Parlicwment. He
asiked leave to withdraw the amendment with
a view to iunserting a provisicn that the
Government, if they took over any sugar-
will, should tske it over on just terms, That
was the vame as the amendient inscerted in
the Meatworks Bill. The proposal was that
the C :1 Board should decide the rates,
and, if anybody disagreed with the finding
of the board. there should be an appeal to
a Supreme Court judge, whose decision
should be firal. That would make provision

for two other vital points. In
[4.30 p.m.] the first place. it was impossible

“to fix any uniform standard such
as 8 per c¢ent. and 4 per cent. that would
zuit the varying conditions of all the mills
in Queensland. One mill might be making
3 per cent. and would be glad to get 6 per
¢cent. Another might be making 12 per cent.
and would object to being dropped to 8 per
cent.  Tf they provided that it should be
“on just terms,” the Central Board would
take into consideration the conditions applic-
able to the particular mill. Another point
was that he hoped this would only be a
policeman clause, and that it would never
There was just
the danger that, if they fixed the rates at
8 per ~ent. and 4 per cent., one or two of
the mills that were not earning 8 per cent.
and 4 per cent. at the present time would
decide to sit quiet and let the Government
run their mills. He did not say they would
do that, but it was desirable that there should
not be any temptation for them to do it.
If they provided that the Central Board
should grant *‘just terms,”” then the board
would come to a decision after investigating
afliairs nf the mill concerned. In the Meat-
works Bill the matter was to be decided by
the Land Apvneal Court and there was an
appeal from their decision to a Supreme
Court judge. In the matter of a local award,
it was of grest Importance to the grower
and the miller that the award should be
settled and that there should be no appeal
proceedings going on for two or three years;
but in the matter of compensation for the
use of a mill there was no immediate hurry,
and, therefore. there was not the same objec-
tion to an appeal

Hox., C. F. NIELSOX: The Ilon. Mr.
Fowles would get himself into a tangle if

he moved the amendment he indicated.
Before the Central Board could make an
award. under wection 12 of the principal

Act they had to take into consideration the
value of the assets, the tonnage of cane to
be crushed. the estimated c.e.s. of the cane,
the cost of production of the cane. the selling
price of sugar. and so forth; znd on that
they were supposed to make an award which
would give the wmillowner a reasanable per-
centage of interest. TUnder the clause they
were discussing. if a millowner refused to
start hiz mill beceuse, in his opinion, the
Ceatral Board had not made u reasonablc
allowanes for intervest. the Government could
take over and work the mill, but it was
futile to appeal to the Central Board, which
kad already h#d the matter under considera-
tion, onse if not twice. Tnder the circum-
stazces an appeal to the Central Board would
be simply a waste of time,

Hon., B. W. H. Fowres: Then cut out
the Central Board and grant the appeal
direct to the Supreme Court judge.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: He did not agree
that the insertion of the words “on just



Regulation of Sugar Cagp:

terms” was a sensible amendment, because
he did not sce any way of fising what were
“just terms.” It would he much better to
fix the rates in the Bill. as they had domne
*in the Fon. XIr. Beirne’s Gas Act,
Hon. T. €. Beiexc: You want to
a premium to inills not to stert work.

tox. C. ¥. NIELSON: No hon. member
has ver suggested that a miliowner should be
asked to work his mill at a loss. If the Co-
vernment took over the mill and used the
plant, they should surely pay for the use of
the =lant, and for that reason it was advis-
able to “fix a minimum rate. Surely the
original propesition that the rates should be
8 ver cent. and 4 per cent. was little enough.
Four per cont. for doprociation was not as
much as was provided in the Gas Act by a long
way, Under the Gas Act the companies were
antitled to 7 per cent. on the sale of gas
and all they made out of the by-preducts,
which in some countries, they were told, were
so valuable that the gas companies gave the
gas away for nothing and made their profit
out of the by-products. The Gas Act also
allowed for depreciation. so that the rates
allowed in that cuse were a great deal more

offer

“than 8 per cent. and 4 per cent. They
should certainly fix some vates in order to
avold the expensive litigation which was

nearly certain to take place if

| they merely
provided that the Government

chould take

over a mill ‘““on just terms.”” When the
2 : .
Ocntral Board were taking evidence ab

Bundaberg, Mr. Cattermull. a canegrowers’
representative, openly stated that he did not
thirk 8 per cent. was sufficient for a mill,
and he suggested 10 per cent. There was 1o
comparison between the risk run by a gas
company in Brisbane or South Brisbane with
the risk run by a sugar-mill. The fuctus.
tions in the sugar industry were verv great,
not only from the cconomic point of view,
but with regard to the turnover of parti-
cular mill.  From rear to year the miller
did not know where he was. Only last year
‘the Government appointed g Royal Commis-
sion to inquire into the advisability of estab-
lishing further central mills in Queensland,
and in the report of the commission it was
stated that in the Bundaberg district the
average supply of canc was only equal to 52
per cent. of the milling power. In other
words. on the average. millers wore shorg
with respect to turnover. That was not so
with a gas company in citiss like Brisbane
and South Brishane. His idea in fixing the
rate was to let the Minister know what he
would have to pay before he took over a
mill and to let the miller know what he was
entitled to receive for the use of his mill if
his property was worled by somebody else.

Amendment (3r. Foul: &8, Dby
dravwn. ’

Hox, E. W. H. FOWLES moved the inser-
tion, sfter line 27, page 11, of the follow-
ing :—

“The Minister shall pay to the owner
of such mill, works, lands, buildings, and
other property of whatsoover des rip-
tion %o seized a sum equ:l to cight per
centum interest and four per centum by
way of depreciation on the capital value
thereof, and shall after the conclusion
of the season pavy and reimburse the
owner all costs, charges, and expenses
incurred or rendered necessary for the
purpose of overhsuling or maintaining
or repairing such mill. works, buildings.
plant, tramyays, machinery, equipment,

leave, with-

[27 NoVvEMBER.]
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goods, and chattels whatsoever so seized

a+ aforesaid, in order to place and rein-

state the same in as goed a state of

condition and rvepair and efficiency as the

same were in before being so seized.”
[4.30 p.m.]

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
really did not see the necessity for the amend-
ment.

Hon. E. W, H. Fowres: Would you prefer
the 8 per cent. and 4 per cent.?

The SECRETARY FOR DMMINES: Cer-
tamly net. This was an improvement on the
cther amendment moved by the hon, gentle-
man last week and withdrawn to-day, bub
he did not sce any necessity for it. There
was no need for a miller to refuse to crush,
and it was only in the event of a miller
refusing to crush that the Central Board
nmiight recommend the Government to take
over the mill.

Hon. E. W, H. Fowres: Suppesing you
run the mill at a loss and ruin the man,
aren’t you going to compensate him?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: There
was another amendment to be moved, which
dealt with that question, and they could
deal with the hon. gentleman’s remark then.
The miiler had to take the risk whether he
would crush or not.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowtes: If you depreciate
hiz machinery, you should put it back in the
same condition as it was when you took over
tne mill.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
did not think the Government should take
the whole of the risk in that matter, because
there wus no need for any miller to refuse
to crush. He did not believe that would
happen in a single case.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: When speaking on
the original amendment on Friday night, he
expressed the opinion that the clause as it
stood was unfair. and that the amendment
providing for the paymoent of 8 per cent. and
4 per cent. was also unfair, and he said that
be was opposed to both the clause and the
amendment.  There was no need to bring
farward onvy additional argument to show
that the clause was unfair. It was bad
enough to fake a man’s mill over and run
it. but it was a great deal worse to chavge
him with the loss which might acerue
from running the mill. and ]udgmg,: from
their experience of the way ’chg Govern-
ment ran things, there was a very big chanee
that therce would b2 a Joss.  Since Friday
last he had considered what was the posi-
tion of a mill which did not start crushing,
and what the position ought to be if the
Clovernment  took over the mill What
would the owner lose by the Government
takinr over his mill? They must remember
that if a millowner. probebly for good rea-
sons, id not run his mill. his proparty would
be lzing idle. and would be subject to de-
preciation, and that he would get no interest
on the capital invested in the mill and
machinery. He understood that a will de-
preciated just a: mueh when it was idle as
when it was working. If the Government
ran the nill, the very least they should do
would be te put the mill back into the con-
dition it was in when they took it over.
The Committee ¢ould not, perhaps, provide
for that in direct terms. but he thought the
Hon. Mr. Fowles’s amendment would permit

Hon, P. J. Leahy.]
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of that being done, and he would be glad
if the Minister would accept the amendment,
because it was a reascnable proposal.

The SECRETARY FOr MINEs: Let it go.
_ Question—~That the words proposed to be
irzerted (Mr. Fowles’s amendment) be so in-
serted—put and passed.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: Paragraph (iv.)
was the provision which said that if any loss
accrued from the Government running a mill,
that loss should be burne by the owner. He
moved that all the words after the word
“Minmister” on line 50 down to the end of
the paragraph be omitted.

Hon. P. J. LEsgy: The Minister will re-
cegnise that this is a consequential amend-
ment on the one we have just passed.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
cid not regard this amendment as a conse-
quential amendment on the one the Com-
mittee had just agrced to. He thought it
was wise to retain this provision in the Bill.
Personally, he had no hesitation in expres-
sing the opinion that the occasion would
vever arize for the Government to take over
a mill, but if a millowner was so stubborn
that he would cut off his nose to spite his
face, as the saying was, there should be some
penalty. and the penalty here proposad was
that he should bear any loss which occurred
in connection with the running of the mill.

Hox. G. 8. CURTIG: With regard to the
doctrine eununciated by the Minister, that in
ce=e an owner of a mill was unreasonable
ard would not work his mill, and the Govarn-
ment took over the mill, the owner should
benr any icss aceraing therefroqm becnuse of
his assuzaed cbstinacy and unreasonableness,
he weuld point out that there was an im-
pertant principle involved in the matter, and
that was the rights in connection with the
ownership of private property. It might be
a matter of opinion or dizpute as to whether
it was reazonable or not. It seemed to him
that if the Government took the mill over
it should be quite optional for the owner to
work it or not—then the Government were
beund to compensate him and indemnify
him.

Howx, T.

J. O’SHEA : It scemed to him

that the Minister had made a very poor:

case. If there were no better reasons for
the omission of the words than that the Go-
vernment of the day, in negotiating with
the Federal authorities with regard to the
price of sugar—in which the State of Queens-
land got a very considerable concession, or,
he might say, valuable consideration—made
a promise that the Bill if introduced again
would not be materially altered, h: would
consider that that reason was sufficient.

The SccRETARY FOR MINES: Where has that
been stated?

How. T. J. O’SHEA : There was a definite
promise, which should be kept. He had no
time for the man who would not stand up
to his promisc, even if he had made a bad
bargain. In this case Queensland had made
a good bargain, and should stick to it. The
clause they were dealing with was not in the
Bill at the time of those negotiations. It
was interpolated by one of the  tail-ends”
of the Ministerial party, and the Ministry
of the day had not the courage to say, “ No,
we made this promise and we will fulfil it.”

The SECRETARY FOR MiINES: Do you know
that the agreement applies only to this year’s
crop, and this Bill does not apply $ill next
year?

[Hon. P. J. Leahy.

[COUNCIL.]
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Hox. T. J. O’SHEA : He knew that if the-
provision were a good one for all concerned
he would not vote for it: because the Go-
vernment promised they would not put it in.
He was sorry that Queensland should be—=
should he say—so degraded as not to fulfil
its promise? But apart from that altogether,
the provision was vicious. It was ineguit-
able. It was not honest. If a man came to
the conclusion that he could not run his mill
at a profit, that running it might mean in-
solveney and defrauding his creditors, it
was his duty as a man to say, “71 stop.”
Then, if the Government or anybody else
stepped in and worked it, it was not just to
say afterwards, “If we are not capable of
working this thing at all we will penalise
you for the loss’’—because he did not con-
sider any Government were capable of
running a mill to anything like the advantage
to which a private company or millowner
could run it. Of course, the amendment
was consequential, but still the Minister
battied against it. Perhaps he had to put
up a fight for something he did not want.
The forcos behind him <ometimes put him
in a position which he would not oceupy of
his own free will. Hce thought the present
was one of them. The vrovision should not
be allowed into the Bill on general prin-
ciples.

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN: He was
rather surprised that the Minister did not
accept the suggestion that the lires should
be knocked out, because it was an unrea-
sonable position in which to put a millowner.
What had been the result of the carrying on
of the central mills by the Treasurer or the
Government? They had invariably yielded
to pressure and given money away twhen
they should not have done so. They found
in the report of Dr. Gibson, the General
Manager of Government Central Sugar-mills—

“Tt is refreshing to note the action
of the Isis Central Mill Company,
Limited, and it may be commended to
other millz, including mills under Go-
vernment control. By way of illustra-
tion, the suprpliers of the Mount Bauple
Mill (2 mill uader Government control)
demanded at the commencement of the
1916 season that they be paid £1 Ts.
per ton of cane, and threatened the re-
fusal of cane deliveries unless their re-
quest was granted. The mill offered a
tentative price of £1 3s. per ton, leaving
the matter of a final price to the Central
Board for adjustment. This offer was
made prior to the Dickson award. The
value of the cane delivered, as per
analysia, averaged 17« 5d. per ton, re-
gulting in an overpayment on the mill’s
tontative offer amounting to £4,787 14s.
1d. on the season’s deliveries. The Mount
Bauple Mili does not contribute any-
thing from the mill’s earnings to the
ennsolidated revenue, and the losses are
horne by the general taxpayers of the
State.”

That was the exact position in which the
unfortunate millowner might be put by the
action of the Government in running one
of the mills taken over, and it was in order
to avoid losses made by over payment by
the Government, through weakly acceding to
the requests of the growers, that the pro-
vision was inserted. 'That position might
arise at any time with respect to the mill-
owners, and instead of the general tfax-
payers being saddled with the loss, the mill-
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owner would be saddled with ic.
thing was certainly not honest. It was not
fair.  Then, they found that the Auditor-

General, in his report on the Government
central sugar-mills, said—

The whole

. ““If the Treasury is to continue financ-
ing mills under chose conditions, it is
apparent that eventually a large amount
now standing as an overdraft in trust
account or in loan fund will have to be
made good from consolidated revenue.”

That would be the position probably if a
mill got into such a position that the owner
declined to carry on. He was not likely to
decline if it was going to be a paying pro-
pesition, and if he knew that he could not
carry c¢n as a paying proposition It was
absol}ltoly ccstnin that the Government could
not do so.

IHox. B. FAXEY : Ever since the abolition
of the bonus and excise dnir tem in ¢on-
nection with the growing of sugur-cane, there

had been misunderstanding and  disagree-
me continuously  betwern  those = more
largely interested in the industry. Various

Governments in the past had created various
svatcins of legislative machinery with a view
to stttling differences betwesn the growers
and the millers, but somechow cr another,
whether beeause of the weaknesser of human
nature or from business causcs, or in some
other v, they did not seem to have been
successful, e enuld only say that the miller
had the thick end of the stick.

. A, Gizsox: He has his rights.

B. FAHEY: TTe had his vights. bY
and there were millews
ere were millers who w
and hkononrable men. He knew ne  of
them. There were others who bled ths
growers to the very last shilling. He looked
upon the Bill as the best attempt made
in the history of the industry in Quesns-
land to bring about an amicabls settic-
ment kotween the grower ana the mill-
owner on a fair and just basis, but
it had a blemish in 1t—s blemish wi
whirh it should nct heve been allowed 1
leave the other Chamber, a blemish werthy
of ana It was the duty of the Council
to o o that blemish, and do it e .
and {s to both parvties. The
he believed was sustained br
Bauple Mill last season wax
stood. to the Dickson award.
unrcasonable award, The question no
whether the miller should be
to crush the cane unless he was assared
by the grower of payment in full of
his demand in return fer his work. For
a loug time the growers in Queensland
had besen coisplaining that ther had not
received & fair share of the profits derivable
from the industry, and the Bill wa= intro-
duced with & view of removing their griev-
ance. Tt was capable of doing that, and
with the exeeption of the stain on it to which
he referred, 1t would be a good Bill with-
out any amendments br that House at all
The Dill provided that., if the millowner
were not prepared to erush on the ¢emditions
d at by the Central Board. the Go-

3
the DMMount
e, he under-
an
wai
compelled

arrived
vernment could step; in, take the mill and
work it Well, if the Government wish tn
take that risk and the miller was
stubborn and said he could not
work his mill at a fair profit
under the terms of the award of the Central
Board, well and good. If they took full pos-

[5 p.m.}
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sousion of a mill, and worked it, then they
ought to do it at their own_ risk, and
the miller should not be compelled to pay
any loss that might be sustained. On the
contea the miller should be iidemnified
against any less that he was likely to sus-
tain when the season was over. The Govebn-
ment must do those things on cguitable
grounds, and not in any high-handed manner
at the instance of those sitting behind them.
Every citizen of Queensland had rights, and
those rights should always be recognised. If
it was found by the Government that the
miller could afford to crush in certain dis-
tricts for the remuneration assigned hy the
Central Board, then the Govern:aent had
a perfect right under the Bill to take
over the mill, but. if they did so, they must
do it at their own risk. Ile did not think
such high-handed conduct as that contem-
plated in the clause weuld be telerated by
the Council or by any body of honest men.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Hon. Mr. Fahey had not stated the case
quite correctly. The hon. gentleman stated
that if a miller found it would not be profit-
able to himself, or for oth:r rsasons could
not crush cane profitably, that it would be
a very wrong thing for the Statc to take
over that mill and work it for him. and
then, if there was any loss, to saddle the
miller with the loss. If the hon. gentleman
read the clauss carefully he would see that
these words appeared—

“1f the Centrzl Board ave satisfied,
upen application in that behalf by any

serower Or canegrowers, that the
ownar of the mill in breach of the
ard has failed, without reasonable

use, to take delivery of sugar-cane.”
“Without rcasonsble excuse.”” He took it
that if a mill was in such a state that the
miller could not cruzh profitably unless by
the expenditure of further money. that that
would be a rcasonmable excuse that he could
not possibly <o it.

Hon. A. G. C. HawraoRY: The board in
that case can decide finally. There is no
sppeal.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It had
heen stated that the Gowernment wanted to
fores the millers to erush. - The mill might
not be in a fit srate to crush, and thas
would be a rzble oxcuse., However, the
amendmoent was ip the haads of hon. mem-
bers. He rose té dens that the Government
had committed any bresch of faith. Any-
bodr whe knew the transactions thst took
place betwean the Queensland Government
and the Commenwealth Government knew
very woll that there was an agreement some-
where down in Jlelbourne at the present
time under which the Commonwealth Go-
nent would fix the price of sugar for
son; snd ther kuew very well that
the Pill did not apply to that. It did not
matter how they amended the Bill it eould
not powsibly interfere with this season’s crop.
The price was only fixed from yesr to year.
However, hon. membsrs had the assurance
of the Covernment that nothing in the Bill
would apply to that agreement. They had
heard a loi about a breach of faith and a
scrap of paper, and he wanted to point oub
that there had been no breach of faith, and
the growers knew that there had been no
breach of faith. It was purely imaginary,
but some people, for political purposes, had
said there had been a breach of faith.

Hon. A. J. Jones.]




3286  Regulation of Sugar Cane

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted (Mr. Fowles's amendment) stand
part of the clause—put; and the Committee
divided : —

CoNTENTY, 12

Hen. R. Tedford Hon. F. McDonnell
,, 1. et 5 T Nevitt
s W. R, Crampton 5 G Page-Hanify
5 W. H. Demaine s L. Perel
, A. J. Jones . E. B. Parnell
., H. Llewelyn W, J. Riordan

,» L. McDonald
Teller: Hon. T.

Nor-ConreENTH, 24

Nevitt,

Hon. T. C. Beirne Hon. T. M. Hall
,» F. T. Brentnail . A G, C. Hawthorn
»  C. Camphell .. J. Hodel
. . Cowlishaw ., P. J. Leahy
» G, 8. Curtis ., £ F. Marks
A. 4. Davey . E. D. Miles
.» A, Dunn .» C. F. XNielson
,» B. Fahey » L. J. O’Shea
., E. W, . Fowles . A, H. Parpell
s A Gibson ., W. Stephens
G. W, Gray ,, Yi. Turmer
,»  H. L. Groom A. H. Whittingham

Teiler: Hon. T. C. Beirne.

Resolved in the negative.

Hox. €. F. NIELSON moved the inser-
tion, at the commcncement of subclause (9),
of the words, ‘“Except where the mill shall
have been taken posseszion of by the Minis-
ter.” That am:ondment was practically con-
seequential on the cmendment already made.
That was to say, that if the Minister took
possession of the mill then, of courss, the
owner would not have to pas.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: XNo
doubt, the amendment was consequential

on the amendment already carried, but he
was sorry that the previous amendment had
been agreed to. The amendment should
have besn circulated beforehand, so that
some consideration could have been given
to it.

Amendment agreed to.

Hoxn., T. €. BEIRNE moved the omission,
on lines 8 and 9, page 12, of the words—
““at least ninety per centum of the base
price,”
with a view to inserting the words—
“the interim minimum price.”

The amendment was consequential on the
amendment on page 10, line 12, where they
had inserted the words “ not exceeding 75
per centura of the estimatod value of such
sugar-cane.”’ Having provided a margin of
75 per coent. of the estimated value of the
sugar-cane as the interim minimum price,
it would Lie impossible for the board to order
too high a payment for the canc, and in
that case it would be almost impossible for
the Government to work any mill taken over
by them at a loss.
Amendment agreed to.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : It appearcd to him
that the words ““ to a higher amount or,” on
line 15, page 12, should be decleted, in view
of the amondment: already made. Those
words scemed to conflict with the amend-
ments previously made in the clause.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: The Hon. Mr.
Leahy wus quite right in drawing attention
to those words, which were quite unneces-
sary.  The Hon. Mr. Beirne said that, if
Parliament fixed a basiz which it was not
possible for somebody clse to alter, the board
could not award too high an amount. There

[Hon. C. F. Nielson.
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was nothing at all impossible about it be-
cause it had already been done in the
case of Babinda. The board awarded £1 5s.
per ton on delivery, which turned out at
the cnd of the weason to be 3s. 10d. per ton
more than the cane was worth. That losg
was due to %he fact that the board fixed
the interim price too high.

Hon. T. C. Bemrye: They will not be able
to do that under this.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: Of course, they
could. Supposing that at Babinda the board
had fixed the price at the beginning of the
season at £1 10s. per ton, T5 per cent, of
£1 10s, was £1 2s. 6d. If the board awarded
£1 2s. 6d. as the interim minimum price,
that would still have been more than should
heve bzen paid at Babinda. Every mionth
or every fortnight, according to the custom
of the mill, the mill paid out whatever the
beard told them to pay, and it was only at
the end of the season that they knew what
the cane they had received during the sea-
son was actually worth, therefore the mar-
gin allowed should be substantial. At the
present  time there were any number of
awards under which cane was delivered on
the group szstem, under which there was
an interim payment to each member of the
group, according to the tonnage delivered
by him, and at the ond of the season the
total tonnage and the average c.c.s. of the
canc were computed, and that became the
basis on which the cane was paid for over
the whole season. If an overpayment had
been made, a deduction had to be made.
éf there was a balance, it was divided among
the members of the group according to the
tonnage supplied by each. It was possible
for the bLoard to make an interim award
which was morc than the actual value of
the cane supplied by the group. It was to
be hoped that the margin was sufficiently
wide, but certainly the words “to a higher
amount or,”” on line 15, should be omisted.

Hox. E. W. II. FOWLES : Why not delete
the whole of the last sentence—

“But nothing herein shall be con-
strued to affect the provisions of any
award prescribing payments for sugar-
cane so taken delivery of to a higher
amount or at more frequent intervals
than hereby prescribed.”

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: While some mills
paid for their canme monthly, there were
others that not only paid their wages fort-
nightly, according to the award, but they
paid for cane fortnightly, and at no place
that he knew of had there been any ob-
jection on the part of the millowner to con-
tinuing his system of payment, whether it
was fortnightly or monthly. When the
Central Board gave an award for a parti-
cular mill they generally made their award
provide that the mill should pay for cane
on the usual pay days of the mill. In the
casc of a mill sitvated right alongside a
town there was no difficulty in getting to a
bank, so that they did not mind payving
fortnightly. Other mills might pay monthly,
and there was no reason why the custom
that had existed for yeurs should not be
continued. If they omitted the last line—
“at more frequent intervals than hereby
preseribed ’—all mills would have to pay
monthly., He moved the omission of the
words ‘‘ toa higher amount or,” on line 15
page 12,
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Hox. F. COURTICE: He thought an
injustice might b done to some sugar
growers 1f those words were delered.  The
75 per cent. provision applied to those

growers who were paid on the

[5.30 p.m.] group system, and there was no

reason why those who supplied
their cane and were paid on individual
a,nal\als should not receive the full amount
of the award, but if those words were
deleted they would get only 756 per cent. of
the award rates.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: There w3 nothing
in the Bill to prevent a miller paying more
than 25 per cent. of the award, and several
mills which need only par part of the award
at the present time were paying the full
amount.

Hon. P. J. LEAHY : He <id not know
whether it would not be as well to cmit the
whole of the sentence.

The SEcEsTARY FOR MINES:
Bill altogethel.

Hox. J. LEAHY : The Minister surely
undelitood that he was not trying to throw
out the Bill, but it secmed to him that those
words were 2 contradiction of something
higher up in the clausa, and that they should
be omitted.

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN : The Minis-
ter might show the Committee some reason
why the words should be retained. They
had already agreed to an amendment insert-

Throw out the

ing on page 10. line 12, after the words
“sugar-cane” the words ‘‘not exceeding

sevents-five per contum of the estimate value
of such sugar-cane.” That provided for an
interim minimum price for sugar-cane, which
would be paid until the final award was
made by the board.

Hox. A. GIBSON: For the last three
months they had been told that the millers
got £15 per ton for their sugar instead of

£21 per ton. The millers had been getting
only £15 per ton, and the growers and the

workers would not accept any part of the
risk or liability, but it all fell on the mill-
owners. In the Bundaberg district at the
present time there were probably 14,000
tons of sugar in the stores. For the quantity
that was sent out the Colonial Sugar Refin-
ing Company paid £15 per ton, but all that
large quantity the millers had stored at very
great risk in order to ensure that they would
get the £21 per ton. To put that sugar into
the stores cost, in many cases, 2s. per ton, and
the owners had also to pay heavy insurance
premiums. To take it out again and put
1t into wagons would cost another 2s. per
ton. Bundaberg was supposed to be the port
from which he and other millers should ship

their sugar, but they could not get room
enough on the steamers to take the sugar.
as there was not sufficient shipping. All

this qdded to the cost of storing the sugar,
and the millers in some cascs held that the
growers should stand part of the risk until
the sugar was disposed of. When he was
paying 33: a ton for cane he could eaxily
have stopped his mill, and neither the Go-
vernment nor anybody else could have gone
in and started the mill, because there ware
no ships to take the sugar away. The mill-
owners called the sugar growers togelther and
said, “We will give you £1 per ton for
wour cane now. and will let the balance stand
until we get the money for our sugar.”

few of the growers agreed that that was a
very fair proposition, but the bulk of them
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said, “ No, we want our money.” They had
1o get he Cane Prices Bumd to agree to
any alteration in the payment for caue, but
because the growers wanted the whole of
their money, and would not carry any of the
risk, the ‘millers could not approach the
Cane Prices Board. He would not.be sur-
prized if the sugar for which they had paid
the farmers did not go out of those sheds
before March. It was stored there at the
risk of going off in quality and quantity,
and of injury by fire, flood, or anything
else. The scason had been so favourable that
the millers had done fairly well, but the
trouble was that owing to the recent strike
no shipping was coming into the port. He
had a telegram in his pocket which said
that the Government would take away some
of the sugar from thair own mill and carry
it to Urangan. The sugar could be taken
from Gin Gin to the Government wharf at a
cost of bs. per ton, but it would probably
cost 13s. per ton to take it to Urangan.
At the present time, if a miller was not a
grower of cane himself he could not pay the
award price of cane to the men who grew the
sugar-cane. The facts which he had stated
should receive .-the consideration of the
Committee.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
would ask the Committee to beware that they
did not inflict an injustice on certain sections
cf cancgrowers by acc“ptl“g the amendment.
The Hon, Mr. Beirne ha secured an amend-
ment fixing the interim minimum price for
sugar-cane at an amount ‘not exceeding
seventy-five per centum of the estifnated
value of such sugar-cane.” That applied to
those growers who supplied cane to the mills
on the group system, and the miller need
not pay them more than 75 per cent. of the
value of the sugar-cane. But there were
certain sugar growers who were paid on
individual analvses of their cane, and if
they altered the clause as proposed they
wauld inflict an injustice on those growers
who were paid on individual a,nalyses and
who might receive the full amount for their
cane stmlght away. Clause 12 read—

“ Such award shall determine an in-
terir: minimum price for sugar-cane, not
oxce-?dinq 75 per cent. of the estimated
value of such rugar-canc, snd shall in
addltlon provide for increases in such
price.”

He thought it was not a thing the Council -
should press. It would go bhack to the As-
sembly, where the sugar experts had not
suggested it as @ necessary amendment.

Hon E. W. H. Fowres: If we leave It
as it is, the awsrd can override the 75 per
cent.

The SECRETARY
It wes provided—
“ But nothing herein shall be con~ﬂmd
g ¢ the provisions of any award
snts for smgar-rane so
‘of to a higher amount or
Is than hereby

TOR MINES: Oh. no.

taken delivery
at more ‘r'rcqm nt intervs
preseribed.”

The minimum price was fixed The Bill pro-
vided that a mwinimum price should be fixed
until the end of the season. Ion. members
ought to be careful ’meforc they accanted the
amendment.

Iox. C. F. \ITLSO\ The Minister had
eiven the best of reasons why the amendment
should be accepted. o pomted out, and
correctly so, that the Lomnntfee had aheadv

Hon. C. F. Nielson.}
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accepted en amendment in clause 12, by
which the award was to determine an in-
terim minimum price for cane. They had
amended that provision, on the motion of
the Hon. Mr. Beirne, so as to specify that
at least 75 per cent. was to be paid, and now
they wanted to vrevent a board or any other

dy from interfering with the minimum
for which the amendment of the Hon. My,
Beirne had provided. That was the very
reason why the amendment was before them.
It was a minimum only. The Minister nad
pointed out that some growers wers entitled
to be paid in full, but no grower had the
right to be paid in full under the Bill after
they had passed that amendment, but every
grower was entitled to a minimum payment.
He might get more than the 75 per cent.;
the millowner could not give him less. In
many cases the mills did nay more as an
advance than had been ordered by the hoards:

Hon. E. W. H. Fowrrs: You need to cut
out thoee last four lines.

Hox. €. F. NIELSON: He would not cut
out the last line because some mills paid
fortnightly and some monthly, and the boards
invariably made awards adhering to the
existing practice in each district. Therefore
only the words affected by the amendment
should be scored out in order that no other
authority should interiere with the minimum
fixed by the Bill

Amendment agreed to.

The SECRETARY TFOR MINES moved
the insertion of the following new subeclause,
to follow line 16, page 12:—

“{10.) The owner of a mill shall not
remove any part of any trawmway which
has been or is being or may be used by
any canegrower for the convevance of
sugar-cane, except by the express per-
mission of the Central Board vreviously
obtained.”

He thought that was a very reasonable
amendment. Ion. members had made a lot
of amendments in the Bill, and if for no
other reason than in order tc allow him to
secure cie they might pass the one he pro-
posed.  (Laughter.)
Hon. A. GiBsox: It Is very unreasonable.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was
very unreasonable to have a line of tramway
torn up so that growers could not get their
cane to the mill. The very wording of the

‘amendment showed that it was reasonable.

Hox C. F. NIELSON: It
important amersiment. but he had heird no
sufficient reason for it. Thev must under-
stand the sugar industry in order to krow
how to <wal with it. 1f he rook as an illus-
tration the district nearest to Brisbane, per-
haps it would come howse to hon. members.
Those who knew the Nambour district twents
rears ago and knew the same distriet to-day,
would know that although the mill was in
the same position, the urea supplving the
mill fifteen or twenty years 20 was not
under cane to-dav.

An  Hoxovrave MEeEMBer: The Central
Beard will deeide.

Hon. C. F. NIELSON : Too much was put
on the (Yentral Board. As a matter of fact,
it secined the desire that the Central Board
should manage the mill in detail, order the
greasing of the engines and so on, if neces-
sary.

The SecRETARY FOR Mixrs: What about the
Owens Creek district, where they tonk up
a tramway?

[Hon. C. F. Neelson.

was 4 Very

[COUNCIL.]

Prices Act Amendment Bill.
Fonx. C. F. NIELSON: The Plevstowe

Company arranged with a number of farmers
at Owens Creek to put down a tramline from
the district to the Gove¥nment’s railway line,
not to the mill at all. They did so, he
thought, at a cost of £5,000). Immediately
those settlers got that line, instead of keep-
ing up the tonnage or the areas they
promised to the company. they arranged to
sell their cane to some other wmili—to the
Marian Central Mill. The result was that
the tramline could not pay mtevest in the
ordinary way, and *here werce other dis-
tricts which had developed, where a tram-
line was a_great necessity. He helieved that
consequently there had been a proposition or
suggestion that they would take up the old
tramline and send it somewhere else, and
that the whole of the Owens Creek scitlors
sheuld send their cane to the Mavian Mill if
they wished. Why should there be any inter-
forence with the mill in that district? The
business of cvery mill was to gst as much
cane as possible, and it supplied facilities for
that purpose,

Hox. A. GIBSON: He did not know how
the =men”ment would work because the
various mills owned many miles of portable
tramwayxr for the purpose of removing cane
from the fields. Those tramways were taken
up and shifted about the district until the
vwhole of the csne was harvested. There
might be some permanent tramways along the
roadways that were never lifted, but the
temporary tram lines were curried about for
miles round the different districts, and when
the cutting was finizshed those tram lines
were put on the side of the road or at the
end of a field, painted or tarred, and im-
proved with a view to having them ready for
the following vear. If those tramways could
not be lifted the cane could not be taken off
the ficlds, and the mills. would have to stop
work immediately.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: As he had ex-
plained to the Committee the Pleystowe Mill,
at the request of 2 number of people settled
at Owens Creck, conrested that settlement
with a Government railway line on the pro-
mise that so many acres of eane would be
cultivated and that so many tons of cane
would be supplied vearly. Immediately after-
wards a number of the Owens Creek sottlers
decided to send their cane to the Marian
Central Mill. and others followed suit, with
the result that the tonnage of cane from the
Owens Creek settlers wss not sufficient to
recoup the Pleystowe Company for the in-
terest cn the capital cxpended in construct-
ing that tramwway.

Hen, A, G. C. Hawrnony: Did not they
have any agreement?

Hox. C. F. NIELSON : No. In the mean-
tims s¢versl other centres were opened up,
and tha Pley ve Central Mill was asked
to tske cane fr those contres. They there-
fore removed part of the Owens Creek tram-
lins, and he believed they were considering
the question of removing the whole of the
Owens Creek tramline. It must be borne
in mind that that tramline was not connected
with the Plevstowe Mill at all. It was an
isolated branch tramline connecting the
Queensland  railways with the Pleystowe
settlement.  That was the only case that he
knew of where a permanent tramway had
been shifted. and he knew the industry from
the Mossman, which was the mill furthest
north, right down to Nambour in the south.
He had not the slightest doubt that that
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wonderful gentleman, Mr, Dunworth, had
drawn the attention of the Government to
that matter.

Hon., T. C. Brrxye:
was Mr, Dunworth?

Hoxy. C. F. NIELSON: He did not know,
but that gentleman seemed to be the pivot
-on which he and the Hon. Mr. Beirne seemed
to revolve round the only constellaticn in the
firresment,

Hon. T. C. Duirne: T will give you some-
thing about that presently.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: The hon. gentle-
man_could not give anything to his dis-
credit.

Hon B. Famey: It is an insult to the Go-
vernnirnt to eril it a constellation.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: Well, he would
call them a_minor lot of luminaries, or
what they ecalled in Ireland ¢ farthing dips.”

Hon. B. Farry: You seem to know more
about Irveland than I do.

Fox. €. F. NIELSON: He knew some
things about Ireland, and he had learned
them from the hen. gentleman himself, It
wea the business of every mill to get as
much cane as the mill could treat. The Howu,
Mr. Hawthorn hed quoted from the report
of the general miznagzer of central sugar
mills, in which he pointed out that the
Bauple Central Mill was being under-supplied
with cane. Of course it was. and the More-
ton Cengral Mill had to go away and open
up new distriets beeauss the original cane
lands were being put under pineapples.

Hon. B. Fauev: He pointed out that the
Bauple Mill made a loss because of the
Dickson award.

Box. C. F. NIELSON: The hon. gentle-
man did no such thing,.

Hen. B. Famry: That was the inference I
drew.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: Tt did not matter
what inference the hon. gentleman drew;
he drew a blank. My, Troy, a Government
official. stoed up before the court at Mary-
borough and pointed out that by the award
of the Central Board the Bauple Mill had
been forred to pay 9s. 7d. a ton more than
it could afford to pay. VWhen the Pleystowe
Central Mill shifted ‘a portion of the Owens
Creck tvamnline to another district, they
suggested that the whole of the Owens Creok
suppliers should send their cane to the
Tarian Contral Mill. as some of the farmers
had already done. That was not only in the
interests of the mill, but it was in the interests
of the suppliers to the Pleystowe Mill, be-
cause the grester the mumber of suppliors
they could get the better could the miller
affcrd to pay a decent price for cane, and
other peaple were prepared to supply cane
to the Pleystowe Central Mill if the Owens
Cresls people were not. At Nambour areas
growiny cane fifteen or twenty years ugo
were not growing a stick of cane to-day.
They were under pineapples and bananas.

He remembered being at Nam-
[7.20p.m.7 bour when My, Story, the

brother of their worthy Under
Secretury for Education, gave evidence, and
he showed that he had made a profit of
something like £15 per acre growing cane,
but he said he was going out of cane and
putting his land under bananas hecause he
could make more out of bananas. Fe was
onlr one of a great many who had done
that. Where would be the sense in leaving
a tramline system for one or two suppliers

How do you know it

only?  Where was_there any principle in-
volved in going into the details of the
management of a concern and autnorlsmg
others to usurp the management of the busi-
ness in detail? What had happened in connec-
tion with the Owens Creek tramline would
not justify them in giving the Central Board
power to dictate to every millowner whether
a tramline was to be shifted or not, They
might as well say where every millowner
should purchase his oils cr what kind of
machinery he must instal.

Hon. E. W. H. FowLEs: Doesn’t he take
up tramlines ab the end of the season and
stack them?

The SrcrETARY FOR MIxNes: You are stone-
walling.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON : He was rot stone-
walling, but he had a right to state his ob-
jections to the amendment. As ther Hon.
Mr. Fowles said, there were miles of tram-
line taken up at the cad of the season, but
he did not think the amendment geferred
to portable tramlines but only to the per-
manent tramline system. In connection with
the Gin Gin Central 21ill 500 acres had gone
out of cane owing to the action of the Go-
vernment in altering the baxis on which
cane was to be paid for. If that were so,
why zhould not the mill management be able
to take up their tramline, and put it into
sn ares where they could get cane? He
thought the amendment should mnot be
passeil.

Hox. T. C. BEIRNE: Right through the
discussion on the Bill two things seemed to
have got on to the Hon. Mr, Nielson’s nerves.
One was the Gas Act, and the other was
BIr. Dunworth. Last year the Hon, Mr.
Nielson zcemed to be the only hon. member
who knew anything about sugar. This time
other hon. members knew a little more about
the subject than ther knew last year. He
did not know that he ought to say that last
vear the Hon. Mr. Nieison deliberately mis-
represented  the sugar position in  that

Chamber.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON rose to a point of
order. Was the hon. member in order in
saying that he deliberately misrepresented
the position last year?

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is
not in order in saring that the Flon, Mr.
Nielson deliberately misrepresented the
position.

Hon. T. €. BEIRNE: Then I withdraw,

The SecmrerarY For MiNes: I have a tele-
gram to prove it,

Hox. T. C. BEIRNE: The Hon, My, Niel-
son in his socond reading speech said some-
thing about Mr, Dunworth and Mr. Powell
that he ought not to have said, and he {Mr.
Beirne) would like to correct some of the
hon. member’s statements. At page 2728 of
“Hansard ” the hon. member wag reported
to hawe said in criticism of his (Mr, Beirne’s)
spnach—

“T am pleased he does not know Mr,
Dunworth, and I want to tell him a little
bit about that gentleman’s nature and
character. Last year, when the Dick-
son award was on, Mr. Dunworth and
other farmers formed what they called
a protective society ar Mackay. and
practically proclaimed a lockout against
the Dickson award at Mackay. They
said that any man who employed a work-
man at the Dickson award rates must

Hon. T. C. Beirne.]
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first of all get a permit from the society,
snd that if he did not the soclety would
dez} swith him. A farmer wrote to Mr.
Dunworth, or his asmsociation, for a per-
mit to employ a man to do some work
that he wished to have done forthiwith,
and this is the reply he received.”
He would not read the letter, which would
be found on pages 2728 and 2729 of * Han-
sard.”” Then, in criticism of the letter, the
hon. member said—

“1 am not going to ask the Hon, Mr.
Beirne whether he is proud of his new-
found friend, but I am going to extend
to him my sympathy. The facts are,
that at this time, in the Mackay district,
they received subscriptions from any-
body and everybody, whether they were
canegrowers or not, or members of their
association or not. They put their names
on the roll, and swelled their numbers
up, and then Mr. Dunworth told us that
they hasl 800 members, A couple of
months afterwards they held a genersl
meeting and Mr, Turner, who was pre-
sent, stated that he regretted they did
not have 900 members. They had the
names, but they were not financial mem-
bers, as they had not paid up. Another
gentleman who has been filling up the
Hen, Mr. Beirne with information is a
gentleman named Powell. Mr. Powell,
in 1211, had a farm, ‘given to him’'—
1 think he termed it—at £7 an acre, and
this wear he refused £5,000 for it. That
is a 90-acre farm.”

Hon. C. F. Nimsox: I have a letter
showing that he asked for £7,000.

Hox. T. C. BEIRNE: He (Mr, Beirue)
had received the following telegram that
day from Mr. Powell—

““ Note Nielson’s remark ‘ Hansard’ re-
lative my private business stating my
farm purchased certain figure containing
certein acreage that I refused five thou-
sand pounds same. I challenge him
prove his statemeni and will give fifty
pounds repatriation fund if he can do
so provided he gives ten pounds if he
fails. His statement re Turner’s re-
marks membership United Cane Growers’
Association also false. Turner never
has been president neither did associa-
tion take any part in strike as alleged,
Mr.  Dunworth’s letter read by yourself
House puts growers’ position exactly and
I challenge Nielson or any of his
colleagues to disprove it.

e “T. A, Powsry, President.”
¢ had received the following letter fro
Mr. Dunviorth that day:— 8 "

“ Bydney street, Mackay,

““ 24th November, 1917.
“The Hon. T. C. Beirne,
“care of T. C. Beirne and Company,
“The Valley, Brisbane
“Dear Sir,—

“I have just received copy of  Han-
sard’ containing Mr. €. F. Nielson’s
speech on the sccond reading of the
Regulation of Sugar Cane Prices Act
Amendment Bill.

“In the first place, Mr. Nielson states
that he iz pleased AIr. Beirne does not
know Mr. Dunworth, and he wants to
tell you a little of my nature and char-
acter, In reply fo this, my character
will «tand ail the test that ke wishes to
put to it, both publicly anéi privately.

[Hon. T. C. Beirne.

“With regard to a letter which I ob-
served in ‘Hansard,” written by me
during the sugar crisis last year and
dated 26th September, 1917, I wish to
place the exact circumstances before you,
and I want you In turn to put the posi-
tion right before the Council.

“On 26th August, 1916, a mass meet-
ing of millers and canegrowers was held
to consider the position brought about
through the incidence of the Dickson
award. There were some 8900 growers
present, as well as the local miilers.
After deciding that operations could
not be continued under the impossible
conditions imposed, an advisory com-
mittee was appointed to take charge of
all preceedings until redress had been
secured. his committee was selected by
this msss meeting, and neither the United
Cane f(Growers’ Association mnor the
Pioneer River Farmers’ and Graziers’
Associntion, Limits (which is the
Macikay branch of the United Cane
Growers Assoclaticn) had anything what-
ever o do with it

“The personnel of that committes
was as follows,  viz,:—Messrs. J.
McDonald {director of Raceccourse, Cen-
tral Mill) who was appointed chairman
of the committee, W. Jackson (director,
MNorth Eton Central Mill), T. Hodgett
(director, Catile Creek Sugar Company),
W. Pratt (director, Marian Central Mill),
R. A. McKie (divector, Plane Creek
Central 21i11), F. J. Stevens, H. E. Haw-
kins, J. McKay, and J. Galvin. You
will thus see that five out of nine on
this committee were directors. 1 was
appointed secretary of this committee.

“I svant you to he emphatic on the
point that our association had no juris-
diction over this committee. And every-
thing den: during the erisis was author-
ised by this committee, who laid down
its own policy and worked accordingly.

“The letter in question was written by
me by direction of the committee. and
our association in no way interfered with
the policy laid down nor vet did the
association seek their aid to secure mem-
bers. What was done in this respect
was the action of the committee done
voluntarily.

“ My. Nielson's references to the 900
membership is at variance with facts,
which policy he is being ncted for. I
is also false to sav that we swelled our
membership by placing the names of
non-growers on our roll, because they
subseribed to the fund. Now, in turn,
I would ask you to extend our sympathy
to him for his weak and false statements
in the endeavour to so establish his case.

“ As my time is limited, I am reluct-
antly compelled to draw to a close, but
should Mr. Nielson require a few more
facts I will be only too happy to supply
them. In the meantime fight on, be-
cause, without fear of contradiction, Fou
have the majority of Queensland cane-
growers with you.

“ Vours faithfully,
“ P, T. DUsxwoRTH.”

e micht inform the Hon. Mr. Nielson thatb
the amendment was not prompted by Mr.
Dunworth.

Hon. C. F. Nimerson: How do you know?
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Hox., T. C. BEIRNE: He knew it was
not. He was net going to support the amend-
ment, and he did not think it would be
carried. In fact, he did not think the Min-
ister would press it.

‘Hox. A, DUXNN: The Minister had not
given any veason why they should prevent
the owner of a mill from moving his tram-
ways 1f he found it advantageous to his
business Yo do so. As the amendment was
worded, it would apply not only to fixed
tramlines but also to movable tramlines
that werse laid down in the ficlds when har-
vesting the ecrop.  Surely the Minister did
not mean the amendment to apply to mov-
able tramlines! There was not the slightest
fear of a miller moving his fixed tramlines
50 long as he was conveying payvable {raffic
for his mill over those lines. If the amount
of cane being carried over the lines did not
justify his keeping them where they were,
no one should have the right to prevent him
lifting them putting them where they
would best serve his mill, If the Minister
could show rcason to the contrary, he (Mr.
Dunn) had an opsn mind in the matter.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was
not his intention when he moved the amend-
ment to make it apply to movable tram-
lines, and he was prepared to insert the word
¢ permanent” before the word ¢ tramway”
in the amendment, 1¥ that would meet the
wishes of hon. members, If, as was stated
by the Hoa., Mr. Dunn, no miller was likely
te move a permanent tramline, them the
amendment could do no harm.

Hon. C. T. XNitLsox: They have been
moved in many districts.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
could get permiscsicn from the Central
Board if he wished to move them. Would
hon. members accept the amendment if he
irserted the word *‘ permanent’ ?

HoxovrasLe MEMBERS: No.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Why
not? :

Hon. P. J. Leany: Why don’t you confine
this to the mills that the Government have
taken over? You don’t want to go beyond
that.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Government were not likely to injure the
grower. However, the Committee had the
amendment before them, and he hoped it
would be carried after it was amend=d by
inserting the word ‘‘ permanent” before the
word ‘‘tramway.”’ With regard to the state-
ment of the Hon. Mr. Nielson that Mr. Dun-
worth had prompted the amendment, he
might say that he did not know Mr.
Dunworth, and that the Government were
entirely responsible for the amendment. He
did not think it wa: worthy of hon. mem-
bers, in discussing an important measure like
this, to cast reflections on men who were
engaged in the industry, and who were mot
present to defend themsclves; but that was
a matter that every hon. member could
please himself about.

The CHAIRMAN: Is it the wish of the
Committee that the word ‘ permanent’” be
inserted before the word ““tramway”?

HoNourasLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Howx. A G. C. HAWTHORN: He did
not think it mattered whether the word
“permanent’ was inserted in the amend-
ment or not, as that would not make the
objection to the amendment any the less.

==
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funstion of the Cane Prices Boeard
the price of cane as between the
and the grower. and they should
a position to dictate to the mill-
odner whore he should put his tramlines,
whether permanent or portable.  The wmill-
owner was the best judge as to what was
the best for the miller and the growers in
regard to that matter, and he should be
allowed to say where his tramway should be
laid. This Bill was before the House last
vear, and it was a strange thing tha® thove
was no proposal of this kind made then. As
the Hon. Mr. Leahy interjected. the amend-
ment might be made fo apply to cdses in
which the Government had taken over the
mill, but the Government were absolutely
empowered to take over the mill, tramways
and everything else. If they took over the
mill they must take over all the accessories.
Under all the circumstances he thought it
was unneesssary to give this power to the
Cane Prices Board. .

Hox. I. PEREL: In listening to the de-
bate on this measurc it struck him as very
peculiay that on every question that
hrought before the Council ther had to listen
to the opinions of a large number of persons
who knew comparatively little about the
subject.

Hon. P. J. Leany: Arcn’t we listening to
that now?

Hox. I. PEREL: The Government would
not propose an amendment of this sort unless
there was some occasion for it. There was
not the slightest doubt in his mind that
since this Bill had come before the House
the Government must have received some
communication to the effect that their privi-
leges or thelr interests were being interfered
with by the removal of tramways. The Hon:
Ar. Nielson said one thing and the Ilon.
Mr. Gibson said another. How were hon.
members as sensible men to pass an opinion
upon any subjeci when they had to listen
to differences of opinion from hon. gentle-
men who were intercsted in the present stater
of affairs?

Hon. €. F. NizLsoxN: I am not interested.

Hevw, I PEREL: He had never heard a
greater champion for any industry than the
hon. member had been for this industry, and,
while he gave the hon. member credit for the
highest motives and for doing what he was
doing without any hope of fee or reward,
he thought he must be interested in the in-
dustry. Fe had known instances in which
men had been injured very much by the
action of millowners in lifting tramways in
the early days and making growers cart
their cane for miles. If there were ten
growers in one placde and they had a tram-
Iine to take their cane to the mill, and
thers were twenty growers in another place,
the millowner would look after those twenty
growers. Sugar experts in the Lower House
who had studied the question all their lives
had gone through this measure and had
sent 1t to the Counecil, and those sugar ex-
perts knew as much about the business as
either the Hon. Mr. Nielson or the Hon. Mr.
Gibson. They had only cne expert on that
side of the House, and he was a newly
appointed member who had to put his wits
against those of tha clever men he had men-
ticned. It would be a very good plan for
some experts in the Lower House to meet
in Committee and place the Bill before the
Council in the manner that would suit them,.
and then leave to the Council the onus of

Hon. I. Perel.]

was to I
millowner
ngt be in
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passing or rejecting the Bill. Really, he
did not think that the members of that
Chamber were possessed of such a large
amount of intelligence as would enable them
to legislate on anything and everything that
came before them, and to pose as experts.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: The Hon. Mr.
Hawthorn put his finger on the right spot
when he pointed out that the business of
the Cane Prices Bourd, whether local or
central, was to fix the price of cane. The
proposed amendment was in the nature of
a further stretching of the interpretation of
section 12, paragraph (f), of the principal
Act, where the board were enjoined to take
inio  consideration other local conditions,
The Government desired that the Central
Board should be clothed with power to run
a mill down to the buying of grease for the
rollers and the engine bearings. That was
not the object for which boards were estah-
lished. They . were established to fix tho
price for cane. The Hon. Mr. Persl said
he knew of instances several vears sgo in
which the millers lifted tramlines, and the
farmers had to cart their cane to the mill
If the farmers had to cart their cane to the
mill, the Central Board mado provision o
meet such a cause, as hon. members would
find by referring to the ¢ Qazette” of the
25th May, 1917, where they would find a
nuinber of awards set out. In the award on
page 1674 of that “ Gazette,” paragraph 8
in the left-hand colwmn, there was this pro-
vision

“ Hvery grower carting cane to the

mill shall be allowed an extra price of

6d. per ton for every half-mile or part
thereof the cane is carted to the mill.”

A similar provision would be found in other
awards. Tramlines were usually laid with

Es-lb._rails, and at the present time thosa
tramlines were worth £800 per mile in
material.  As a matter of fact. the material

was almost unprccurable. Why sheuld a
mill, because it had laid <down a tramline
some resrs ago w»t the request of cortsin
peonle who made certain promises that they
nad not kept, not be allowed to lift that
tramline when there were others calling for
a tramwsy =omewhere el ? Why should the
Central Board sav to the millowner, “You
must leave that tramway there, and must 1not
remove it until we give you permission,”’
when the board had already made provision
for an allowance to be made in csses where
growers had to cart their cane to the mill?
Why should the board interfere with the
detailed management of the mill ? The thing
was perfeetly ridiculous. The Minister mern.
tioned that the suppliers slong the Gargett-
Owens Creek tramline had had that line
pulled up. He had given the his-
[8 p.m.] tory of that, and their grievance
was not worth three penn’orth
of gin, because thev gave their promise, but
never kept up to the stipulated quantity, on
which the mill spent £5,000 in providing a
tramline,
Hon. A. G. C. Havruory :
net have an agreemoent?

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: It was a matter
of trust. Those were the facts, and he defied
anybody to dispute them.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : The Hon.
Mr. Perel said he looked upon it as imperti-
nence on the part of hon. members to ven-
ture to speak on matters of which they did
a0t know as much as men engaged in the

[Hon. I. Perel.

Why did they

[COUNCIL.]

Prices Act Amendment Bill.

industry. How were they going to give an
intelligent vote if they did not take an intel-
Ligent interest in matters coming before
tnem? That was the only way in which they
cculd use their faculties and arrive at a
decision. Certainly, they would all admit
that there were two hon. members who were
{particularly well versed in regard to sugar—
the Hon. Mr. Nielson and the Hon, M.
Gibson.

The SECRETARY FOR DMINES :
Mr. Courtice?

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN : ¥es, as a
grower, he had given them a lot of informa-
tion, too. Those were the three men who
koew all about the industry, but was that
any reason why they should remain mum
and not get information and cast a vote
without knowing what they were going to
vote upon? The Minister had given them
1o reason why they should give the Central
Board the power to intsrfere as he proposed
with the millowners’ business.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
has given one cr two cases in support of his
amendment. There was the Owens Creek
Ciékar,

Hon. A. G C. Hawrmorx: Where the
growers did not carry out their agreement.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They

had 1o evidence of that.

And the Hon.

Hon. A. G. C. Hawreory: It has been
asserted and not contradicted.
The SECRETARY FOR JMINES: They

di¢ not know; many statements had been
made in the Ilouse since the Bill had been
before them.

Hon. T. J. O’SuEA: Your want of know-
ledge does not justify the introduction of an
amendment.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
said he did not know that the sugar-growers
in that district broke their agreement. He
was nob prepared to accept .the statoement
that the growers broke their agreement.
Lccause. in the course of a week or so, they
would probably get a telegram or a letter
proving that it was not a fact. .

Hon. . F. Nimson: Mr. Henry, of the
Loard, whom you are consulting all the time,
knows the facts. They were put to him at
Kackay in my prescnce.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If
they could, by any amendment, assist the
grower and protect him from hardship which
might occur if a tramline were taken up by
a miller when it sheuld be left there to get
bis cane to the mill, theyr should do so.
That was the reason why the Government
proposed the amendment. At the present
tim:e he onlv knew of one case, but he was
rot saying that there was not the other sug-
gested case in the Bundaberg district.

Ilox. B. FAHEY : He did not exactly sub-
seribe to the philosophy of the Hon. Mr.
flawthorn as to the reasons why hon. mem-
bers should come to conclusions. A judge
on the bench knew nothing about the case
that came before him. He was guided en-
tirely by the evidence. The Hon. Mr. Haw-
thorn said that they should be guided by the
evidence and knowledge of hon. members
who knew something about the sugar indus-
try. It had been indicated there that even-
ing—he believed truthfully—that one of those
hon. members was in the habit of drawing
cxtensively on his imagination. If that were
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so, they had ouly the Hon. Mr. Gibson and
the Hon. Mr. Courtice to rely upon. If they ,
were 1o be guided by hon. members who
came into the House and dealt with a ques-
tion of that kind in which they weure inter-
cated—and the sugar-growers were not as
well represented in the Council as they ought
to be—svhat were they to do? They must
exercise their own common scense and their
own knowledge of things as well and come
to a rational and, he hoped an equitable
decision. With regard to the raising of the
tram rails, the boards were established for
a certain purpose.

Hen, W. J. RIoRDAN: Are you in favour
of planting ratcons?

Hox. B. FAHEY :

] The hon. member would
know what he was in favour of before he
sat dovin. The hon. member was too much
in the habit of making his speeches sitting.
He was not in the House for that
purpose. Ie understood that certain of the
ugar-growers were great socialists, great
agitators, and it was quite possible that the
miller might get what was commonly called
a ‘‘down” on those people and take up the
riils with a view to doing them an injury.
He vwould not for one moment suggest that
the Hon. Mr. Gibson would lend hims=lf to
auyvthing of that kind. ¥le believed his plan-
tation was s model plantation, and there was
not in the zouthern hemisphere a beiter con-
ducted plantation, nor was there a man in the
whole of Australia probably more respected
than the Hon. Mr. Gibson, and that spoke
very well for his honour and his treatment of
hkis men.  But he was quite convinced that
there were millers in Queensland who would
de wbat he had suggested. Most of the
crower: were poor men. The other day they
aid them an injustice by depriving those who
were only cultivating 5 acres of a vote. Those
were the men who were the backbone of the
country—honest. honourable men, who tried
to improve their conditions, not men who
earned their 14: or 15s. a day and left it at
the public-house at night. Those were the
asod citizens whom they ought to encourage.
But he was afraid that by reason of the
drastic amendments which had been inserted
—soms of them were teos cumbersome—the
Government would not accept the Bill.. If
the Government should decide not to give the
Bill life, the Council would be saddled with
the responsibility. The Bill was brought in
to do that modicum of justice to the sugar-
growers of Queensland for which they had
been asking, and which had been denied to
them for reasons he had stated for years past.
(Qther Billts had been so mutilated that they
had been dropped and lost, but he hoped that
this one would nct be lost, because it was the
first promising attempt of which he knew to
do justice to the growers, and so far as he
was concerned he would do hiz best to see
that their grievances were redressed.

Question—That the words proposed to be
inserted (Mr. A. J. Jones’s amendment on
clause 12) be so inserted—put; and the Com-
mittee divided:-—

CoNTENTS. 14.

Hon. R. Bedford Hon. L. McDonald

,s K. Courtice ., K. McDonnell
.,  W. R. Crampton . L. Nevitt

.. W. H. Demaine 5 G. Page-Hanify
,» B. Fahey .» 1. Perel

» A, Jd. Jones 5»  B. B, Purnell
»» H. Llewelyn s W. J. Riordan

Teller: Hon. W. J, Riordan.
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Nor-CoNTENTS, 20,

Hon. T, C. Beirne Ifon. J. Hodel
. C. Camptell s P. J. Leahy
. d. Cowlighaw ., C. F. Marks
s & S0 Curtis . L. D, Miles
,, A. A, Davey , C. F. Nielson
,»  A. Dunn m  T. J. O’Shea
5 A. Gibson , A, H, Parnell
,, H. L. Groom ,» W. Stephens
. T, M. Hall ., H. Turner
A. G. C. Hawthorn A. H. Whittingham

Teller : Hon. A. Dunn.
Reselved in the negative.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON moved the inser-

tion, after line 29, of the following words:—

“ Tn subsection five of section twelve of

the principal Act, the words ‘local board

or any party are hereby repealed, and

the words °any millowner or by the

majority of canegrowers bound by the

award who supplied sugar-cane to such

mill during the year then last past’ are
inserted in lieu thereof.

““ After subclause five of section twelve
of the principal Act, insert the following
words : .

For the purpose of this subsection
¢ canegrower’ shall be deemed to mean

a canegrower who supplied not less

than two hundred tons of sugar-cane to

such mill to which the award applied,
or was the owner of not less than
twenty acres of land assigned to such

mill cultivated with sugar-cune in the

vear in respect of which the award was

made. .

“ An application under this subsection
shall be made not later than fourteen
days after the close of the crushing
seazon in respect of which the award was
made.”

The amendment meant that when o local
board had given an award an appeal could
only be made either by the miller concerned
or by » majority of canegrowers bound by
the award, and ¢ canegrower’ was luter-
preted to mran “a person who had sup-
plied either 200 tons of cane the previous
vear or had cultivated 20 acres with cane
on land assigred to the mill.” The object of
the Bill was that the local board should
make an award. Under the existing Act
any psrty aggrieved by an award—thab
meant any one grower—could institute an
appeal from the local board to the Central
Board. Under the amendment it took a
majority of growers to make an appeal.
The latter part of the amendment provided
that in order to have finality anv application
for an appeal must be made within fourteen
davs after the secason was closed, as other-
wice the growers would have to walt inde-
finitely before thev could get a final settle-
ment on the sezson’s operations,

113

The SRCRETARY FOR MINES: The
Hon. Mr. Nielson had moved a similar
amendment on clause 8, but had subse-

quently withdrawn it.
Hon. C. T. NietsoN: That is so.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Committee should make the Bill uniform.

Hon. P. J. Leauny: We cannct stultify our-
selves.

The SECRETARY TFOR MINES: The
hon. gentleman should therefore withdraw
his amendment and make the clause uniform
with clause 8.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: He had no objec-
tion to the suggestion of the Secretary for

Hon. C. F. Nielson.]
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Mines, but, at the same time, he would point
cuf that although the Committee asked for
uniformity, tl’*e thing was not on the same
feoriz Tn clause 8 thf‘v asked for a certain
majority to form u beard, and the ams nd
ment dealt with the question of an appea
frem the local board.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It
should not require twenty growers to make
an appeal.

Hon, C. F. NigLsoX: Why not?
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If

three or four growers suffered an injustice,
why should they not have the right of
appeal? What was wrong with leaving the
amendment out altogether as there was no
neces~»ity for it? It would-be absurd to say
that there must be twenty dissatisiicd
growers before an appeal could be made,
and that if ten growers suffered an injustice
they would have no right of appeal.

Hon C. F._Nimusox: It is not a question
of getting jusTice; it is a question of gerting
harmony.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: If he remembered
rightly, the first place where they inserted
those words was in connection with the crea-
tion of the Central Board, and it seemed
to him that there was no difference in
principle between a minority wanting a board

to be established and a mmouty

[8.30 p.m.] waniing the right to appeal

He thought they ought to adopt
the same principle n this instance as they
had adopted in clause 8, though the amend-
ment might have to be put in different
words.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON asked leave to with-
draw his amendment with a view to insert-
ing an amendment to meet the wishes of
hion. members.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Hox. C. F. NIELSOXN
tion, after line 29,
ing:—

“In subsection five of section twelve
of the principal Act, the words *local
board or any party’ are hereby repealed,
and the words ‘any millowner or by the
canegrowers bound by the award to the
number following, namely—if the total
number of such canegrowers supplying
cane to a mill is less than sixty but not
fess than one-third of such canegrowers,
and in other cases by nes lews than twenty
such canegrowers’ are inserted in lieu
rheleo

© After subclause five of section twelve
of the p11nc1pa1 Act, insert the {ollowing

moved the inser-
page 12, of the follow-

“Ol(]b —* For the purpose of this sub-
cerion ‘‘canegrower’” shall be deemed to
mean & canegrovwer who supplied not

less than two hundred tons of sugar-cane
to such mill to which the award applied,
or was the owner of not less than
twenty acres of land assigned to such
mill cultivated with sugar-cane in the
vear in respeet of which the award was
made.

“ An application under this subsection
shall be made not later than fourteen
days after the close of the crushing season
in respect of which the award was made.”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Under
the Railways Act one man might appeal and

[Hon. C. F. Nielson.

[COUNCIL.]

Pricea Act Amcndmewnt Bill,

If the appeal were frivolous
In the same way,

got redress.
the case was dismissed

if one grower had a grievarce he should

a d to appeal. If his appeal was
it would be dismissed by the
Central oard. If half a dozen growers
iad 2 ¢ -ance thev should be allowed to
appeal, and they should not fix the pro-
porticn s+ one-third of the total number of
growers, hecause the half dozen might not

be one-third of the total number of growers
He thought the Committee would not be wise
to accept the amendment, and he was sure
the Assembly would not aceoept it.

Hox. F. COURTICE: ZIvery facility
should be given to growers to appeal to the
Central Board if they thought they had a
grievance. It would. not take a great deal
of time for the Ceniral Board to deal with
an appesl. lIe hoped that the hon. member
would not press the part of the amendment
which provided that an application should be
made not less than fourteen days after the
close of the crushing scason in respect of
which the award was made. They did not
always know at the end of the crushing
season what the price of raw sugar was going
to be. and he suggested that the time should
be extended beyond fourteen days.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: The fixing of the
price of sugar had nothing at all to do with
an award. In every award the Central Board
based the price of cane on a selling price of
£18 per ton of sugar with an additional
schedule showing how much per £1 of rise
or fall in the price of raw sugar was to be
paid for cane, so that it would not matter
whether the price of sugar was £21 per ton
or £27 10s. The Central Board had already
provided for that by fixing the basis on which
the calculation was to be made. TFurther
than that, every award specified that it was
to remain in force until the 3lst day of
March in the following year. The limiting
of the time for lodging an application to
fourtecn days after the end of the crushing
szgason was due in the interests of the grower,
so that the mill could male its final payment.
If no such limit were irserted, in the case
of canegrowers who supplied under the group
system one or two disgruntled growers might
wan: to appeal, and the rest would have to
walt for their money. He did not know
whether they were to talke the Minister
seriously when he talked about the rights of
minprities. The Bill introduced the principle
of collective bargaining in conneetion with
the relations boh -een millers and cane-
growers, and that was a principle of which
they heard a great deal from the Minister
and his friends, Ile now wanted to give
one or two growers who were not satisfied
with a bargain the right to appeal when-
ever they liked. The main consideration
was £ s.d. It was nct likely that men would
eppeal with resard to the details of an
award; and. if the Central Board gave an
award with which the majority of the
growers were satisfied, why should one or
two growers who were dissatisfied be given
the right to lodge an appca‘? He did not
think it wise to extend the time beyond
fourteen days as no final payment could be
made until thes time had elapsed within
which an appeal must be lodged. As it was
provided that one-third of the growers could
apply for a board. it was not too much to
aslk that they should require one-third of the
growers to apply for leave to appeal.
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lox. P2J. LEAHY:

He wished to get a
little more

inforsnation, if he could. hefore

he voted on fhis emoendn Some hon.
members contended that a single (ndividusl

should have the right to appeal. Was there
any i clzuse in this measure which
gave a single grower that right?

NIELSOXN: No.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: If g single grower
could uppeal against an award, that mwht
be inconvenient; on the other hand, if
tl‘ev only gave this right o a ma]orlty

the growers, a sericus injustice might be
dox‘e to the minority. The Hon. Mr. Nielson
proposed in his amendment that a grower
should be desmed to mean a canegrower who
s} mhed not less than 200 tons of cane to the
mill or was the owner of not less than 20
acres of land assigned to such mill cultivated
with sugar-cone in the vear in respect of
which the sward was made. In a similar
matter dealt with previously they made it 10
acres. It was a pity that the Hon. Mr.
Courtice and the Hon. Mr. Nielson could
net put their heads togeiher and come to
an agreement on this matter.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: A single
grower could make an applicatien for a
variation of an award, but under section 9
of the prmcmal Act an appeal might be
brought about by any owner of a mill or
twenty canegrowers bound by the award.
Anyone, in “his obinion, should have the
right of app There were two distinet
matters deali with in the amendment. The
last pal‘:zgraph provided that application
under the subsection should be made not
later than four teen days affer the close of
the crushing season in respect of which the
award was made.

Hon. P. J. Leany:
matrers dealt with,
separately.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Committee might be agreed as to the first
two paragraphs of the cmendment, put he
was certainly ot in favour of the provision
of the last paragr aphb. because the mill mizht
not know the price thev might get for their
sugar within that time. Would the ITon.
Mr. Nielson delete the last paragraph or
put it separately?

Hox. C. F. NIEL3ON: He would deal
with the two matters separately, and in order
to meet the view of the Commitiee would
withdraw the last paragruph for the present.

Hox. B. FAHEY: He was under the im-
pressicn that the age of tyranny was over.

Hon, P. J. Leauy: It did not exist up to
two and a-half yoers ago.

Hox. B. FAHEY: If ono
cause of action against one

ccompany, uceording to the amendment, he
wonld not be allowed to appeal to the
Supreme Court for vedress. The rights of
minorities were acknowledged

pRNE

Hon. C. F.

ja}

There are two distinct
and they should be put

man had a
member of a

in all our
activities,

The SecreraRY roR JMiNes: The rights of
the individual should be observed in this
mafter.

Hox. B. FAHEY: Under the articles of

musociation of a company. any three mem-
bers could call a meeting of the whole of the
members, whether the nm;oqtv liked 1* or
not. It was nothing short of cruelty and the
grossest injustice to an individual suffering
from a grievance to deny him the right to
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avail himself of every opwcﬂunf 'y to ledr
thst ovievauee, and e hoped the !
vould not pass such an amendment

fiox, T J. O'SHEA:

He took it that the

Cohml » merely wante e this Bill
rative, \‘Ox;\.‘llll{‘, & trand, if
they should e consistent amend-

at shouid be put in a form 5 in
exast conformity with a previcus amendment
adopted by the Committee.
Hon. B. Famey:
altogother.
Hox. T.
doe

sa

This is a Jifferent subject

J. O’SHEA : The hon.
not know what he is talking abe
K th:'t.

Hon. B. Fauey: I know what T am talk-
ing about just as well as you do.

Hox. T. J. O’SHEA: The XHon. Mr.
Nielson had stated that he was prepared
to separate the two matters dealt with in
the amendm(nt The f{irst two paragraphs
were in perfect conformity with the amend-
ment already wdopted by the Comanittee, and
the Minister would e well advised if he
accepted those two paragraphs. and tock a
vota on the third paragraph. if he thought
fit. -

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
would let the first rwo paragraphs go, if the
third paragraph was put separstely.

Hox., F. COURTICE: He would like to
know whether the Hon. Mr. Nielson had
altered 20 acres to 10 acres?

Hon. C. F. NierLgox: No.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The

very words the Committee were now asked
to insert in this clause were similar to those
confained in the smendment the Hon Mr.
Nielson proposed in c‘au\e 8. but he then
withdrew the words relating to 200 tons of
cane in his amendment in clause 8.

Hon T. J. O'Smra: But 29

remains.

The SECRETARY FOR
that was altered to 10 acres, and the words

suppliedd net less than 200 tons of cane”
were withdrawn altogether.

Hon., T. J. O'Suea: The assistant clerk
informed him that on line 45, clause 8, page
6, the word “ bwenty”’ was omm‘ed and the
word “ten’’ inserted

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Hon. Mr. Nielton knew as well 25 he did
that this gmendment <was word for word the
same as the amendment in clause 8, and he
was under the impression that the hon
gevtleman wis “1+hdraw1ng the words re-
ing to the tonnage of cane supplied.

Hox. C. T, NIELSON: Wkere ’rhe con-
fusion had tzken nlace was that in clause 3.
line 21, page 2, the word “ five” was altered
to “ten.”

memher
ut if he

acres still

MINES: WNo.

et

Amendment put and negatived.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON moved the inser-
tion of the fohoumg paragraph, to follow
line 29, page 12:— '

“ An application under this subsection
shall be made not later than fourteen
davs after the close of the crushing sea-
son in respect of which the award was
made.”’

There must be some limit to the time within

Hon. C. F. Kielson.]
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which an appeal could be made, otherwise

there could be no finalitz. The award would

state a date on which the award

[8 p.m.] expired, and it was necessary to

have some data on which there

would be finality, in order that there could
be a settling up.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
amendment dealt with an appeal from a local
board, which under the principal Act could
be  brought within twenty-one days, not
fourteen days.

Hox., C. F. NIELSON: If he understood
the intention of the Government rightly it
was that local boards should make awards.
That being so, he took it that the Govern-
ment were anxious that they should really
be able to settle those matbers. The Min-
ister for Agriculture, when speaking in
avother place, said he could not understand
why two representatives of the growers and
two representatives of the millers, with an
independent chairman, could not come to a
decision as to the price to be paid for cane.
But the Central Board were going far be-
vond that. They were going into such
detail that police magistrates of high stand-
ing had told him that they would not ven-
ture to meke an award, because they had
not the assistance of an expert accountant
and chemist such as the Central Board had.
Assuming that the local board made an
award, there must come a time when the
award would be final, and he suggested that
the time should be fourteen days after the
season was linished, and if mnobody had
appealed then all chances of appeal had
gone. He had lengthened the time in the
principal Act. which was twenty-one days
after the local board had made the award,
and provided that appeals could be made up
to fourteen days after the crushing season
had finished.

Hox., BE. W. H. FOWLES: Had an altera-
tion been made in clause 12 of the original
Bill? He was afraid that if they left it as
they had at present any local board or
party—which meant anr single individual—
conld appeal against the award. He under-
stood that the Hon. Mr, Nielson had moved
his amendment on clouse 12, but it was
thrown out. That left them with the phrase,
“Any local board or any party.”

Hon. C. F. Nreisox: I thouzht the Chair-
man gave it for the amendment, but it does
not matter very much.

Hoy. BE. W. H. FOWLES: He would sug-
gast that they should provide that -an appeal
might be made bx one-third of the growers.
The proposition that was defeated was for
a majority of the growers.

Amendment negatived.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 13— Centrid Board may rescind
or vary any of its acts’’—put and passed.

On clause 14— Amendment of section 16
— Return by growers and millowners’—

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: Clause 14 dealt
with the secrecy of the information given
to the Central Board. The Act was working
perfectly well, but the Bill said that the
Central Board, if they liked, could divulge
any information. It started off—

“ Unless the Central Board otherwise
determine in any particular case or class

[Hon. C. F. Nuelson.
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of cases, each such return shall be treated
as confidential, and the contents thereof
shall not be divulged.”
He thought it was very important to observe
the secrecy or confidential nature of con-
fidential information.

Question—That clause 14 as read stand
part of the Bill—put; and the Committee
divided : —

CoNTENTS. 18.

Hon. R, Bedford Hen. P, J. Leahy

., T. C. Beirne s« H, Llewelyn

. F. Courtice 5, L. MeDonald

s W. R, Crampton .. F. MceDonnell

, W. H. Demaine . T, Nevitt

,» B. Fahey .» . Page.Hanify
» T, M. Hall s I. Persl

., A, J. Jones E. B. Purnell

.,  H. C. Jones ..  W. J. Riordan
Teller: Hon. L. McDonald.
Nor-CoNTENTS, 17.
Hon. €. Camphell Hon. J. Hodel
. J. Cowlishaw »  C. F. Marks
s Goos Curtis o I D, Miles
5 AL AL Davey s« C. F. Nielson
., A, Dunn . T.J. Oxhea
o B, W, H. Fowles . AL H. Parpell
oo A, Gihson ., E. Tarner
, H. L. Groom » A H, Whittinghame

,» AL G, (. Hawthorn
Teller : Hon. A. H., Whittingham.

Resolved in the aflirmative.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON moved the inser-
tion, after clause 14, of a hew clause, as

follows : —

“(a) After the word °‘agreement,” on
the first line of subszertion one of section
fiftern of the principal Act, the following
words are inserted:—°‘not being a con-
tract or agreement combined with a con-
tract or agreement relating to the sale or
leass of lands.’

“(3) After the second subzection of
the principal Aet, the following new sub-
section three is inserted : — Notwithstand-
ing anrthing contained or implied in chis
Act, 1t shall be competent for any mill-
owner and the majority of canegrowers
supplying sugar-cane to the miil of such
millowner to enter into agreements (such
agreements being made in the same terms
as to period of time, price, and general
conditions) for the supply of sugar-cane
to such mill; and thereupon such agree-
ments shall be binding upon each and
every canecgrower supplving sugar-cane
to such mill in the same manner as if
cach #und every canegrower had entered
into the same agreement:

“ ¢ Provided that nothing in this sub-
section shall be deemed to mean and in-
clude a canegrower who has entered
inte any contrazct or agreement combined
with a contract or agrcement for the
lease or sale of anv lands:

¢ Provided further that for the pur-
pese of ascertaining the majority men-
tioned in this subsection a canegrower
shall be deemed to mean a canegrower
who supplied not less than two hundred
tons of sugar-cane to such mill during
the vear then last past, or was the owner
of not less than twenty acres of land
sssigned to such mill cultivated with
sugar-cane within the pericd of one year
prior to the date of the making of such
agreement.” ”’

A similar amendment to that was agreed to
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by the Council last year. He would point
out that there was a great number of
tenant farmers being driven off the land by
the operations of the Cane Prices Boards. To
his knowledge forty tenants at one place and
twenty-seven at another place were driven
off the land for that reason. 'Those leases
were all for improved ane farms, and the
men taking the lcases agreed to pay a fixed
price by way of royalty for every ton of
cane raised on the land. When the Cane
Prices Board came along an application was
made to the board to confirm the leases, in-
cluding the price paid for the cane, but the
board refused to do so, with the result that
when the leases expired they were not re-
newed, and the owner of the plantation cul-
tivated the land himself and was doing so
to-day. When other leases expired the same
thing would happen, and he did not think in
cases where the price of cane was fixed by
agrecement in conjunction with a lease and
including the purchasing price of the land,
that it should be under the operations of the
board. The second paragraph of the new
clause was based on the fact that the Council
agreed to a similar amendment last year by
reason of the evidence given before the
Select Committee appointed by the Counecil,
and because of the number of petitions lodged
in the Council! asking that a provision be
made allowing for agreements for a term of
vears between the growers and millers. In
the North in particular they were very strong
on the question of the growers having liberty
to make agreements for a term of years.
The whole scheme of the Cane Prices Boards
Act was to have the prices fixed on a twelve-
monthly basis, but the amendment provided
that where a majority of canegrowers were
desirous of making agreements that they
should ke allowed to do so.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
would like the Chairman’s ruling as to
whether the amendment was in order or not,
as he considered it was entirely outside the
scope of the Bill. Tnder Standing Order No.
144 the Committee ‘“shall consider such
matter only as has been referred to it by the
Council,” The matter referred to the Com-
mittee by the Council was a Bill to amend
another Act in certain particulars, and the
amendment sought to amend subsection (1) of
section 15 of the principal Act.

Hon. P. J. Leany: Is that section amended
by anything in the present Rill?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No,
and therefore it was out«ide the scope of the
Bill. “May” laid it down that—

“ Amendments are out of order if they
are irrelevant to the Bill or beyond the
scope of the Bill.”?

The amendment was entirely beyond the
scope of the Bill.  On the 27th September,
1899, Sir Arthur Morgan, the late Speaker
of the Legislative Assembly, dealing with a
similar case, said—

“The view that leave having been
given and a Bill introduced to amend a
particular provision of a general law,
a clause may be introduced in Committee
amending another section of such a law
is, in my opinion, a mistaken one and
one that ought not to be encouraged.”

Hon. P. J. Leary: But the Council can
give an instruction to the Committee?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
submitted that the amendment was entirely

1917—9 q

cut of order, because it was not within the
scope of the Bill. All the previous amend-
ments had been within the scope of the Bill,

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: With the excep-
tion of, perhaps, the first paragraph, there
could be no guestion about the amendment
being within the scope of the Bill, because

they had previously dealt with

[.30 p.m.} the subject-matter of subclause
. b) on three previous occasions.
It dealt with the question of majority rule,
which had already been incorporated in
clauses 3, 8, and 12. The argument of the
Minister must therefore be confined to the
first paragraph of the amendment.

The SecrETARY FOR MINEs: You propose to
amend section 15 of the principal Act.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: The first para-
graph proposes to amend section 15, but the
second paragraph did not apply to that sec-
tion at all. It certainly could not be argued
that it was not competent for a millowner
and canegrowers to enter into an agreement,
seeing they had already made provision for
that in three previous clauses. In order to
save time, he was quite preparced to with-
draw paragraph (¢), but before doing so he
desired to inform hon. members that ‘his
reason for submitting the paragraph was that
men were being bunted off the land through
the operation of the principal Act. In one
rlace over forty leases had been cancelled, -
and in another place twenty-seven were to
ke cancelled on 3lst December next. Some
of those men were known to him personally.

Hon. T. C. BrmrNeE: The amendment may
ke excellent, but is it within the scope of
ine Bill?

Hown., C. F. NIELSON: He was prepared
to drop the first paragraph, but before doing
so he wished to point out his reason for
moving it.

The SecrertarY ForR MINES: None of the
sugar representatives in the other Chamber
asked for this amendment.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: The amendment
Fad never been submitted to another place.
Any system which wouyld drive saventy tenant
farmers out of the industry was bad.

. The CHAIRMAN: The title of the Bill
is—

“A Bill to amend the Regulation of

Suszar Cane Prices Act of 1915 in certain

ot e 72
particulars, .

The “certain particulars” are embodied in
the various clauses of the Bill. Apparently,
section 15 of the principal Act is not men-
1ioned in the Bill, but I would point out to
hon. members that our Standing Orders allow
2 considerable amount ,of latitude with re-
spect to amendments. For instance, Standing
Order 170 says—

“ Any amendment may be made to a
clause or other part of a Bill, or a new
clause or schedule may be inserted, pro-
vided that the same 1s relevant to the
subject-matter of the.Bill, or pursuant to
an instruction, and is otherwise in con-
formity with the Standing Rules and
Orders of the Council ; but, if any amend-
ment is made which is not within the
title of the Bill, the Committee shall
amend the title accordingly. and report
the amendment specially to the Couneil.”

That appears to me to give the Committee a

Hon. C. F. Nielson.]



3298  Regulation of Sugar Cone

cory wide disereticn. Strictly spesking, one
might s«y that the first paragraph of the
amendment is not within the scope of the
Bill, but, as the hon. member is prepared
to withdraw that paragraph, I will not give
any deeided opinion about it. So far as the
rest of the amendment is concerned, I think
it is within the scope of the Bill. Is it the
pleasure of the Committee that the frst para-
graph of the amendment be withdrawn?

HoxouraBLe MEeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Paragraph (z) withdrawn accordingly.

Hox. T. C. BEIRNE: This was the most
dangercus of all the amendments which the
Hon. Mr. Nielson had proposed. It gave
power to a majority of the growers to bind
a1l the others. A great many of the growers
were merely dummies or tenants.

Hon. C. F. Nizrsoy : I have told you there
are not 100 tenant canegrowers in Queens-
land altogether.

Hon. T. C. BEIRNE : Those men had not
the same status as the other growers, and it
was not right to allow a majority of them
tc bind the others to a certain agreement.
Some of the majority might be shareholders
in the mill, and it would be to their interest
to agree to a reduction in the price of cane,
although it would be to the detriment of the
minority, who were not shareholders. He
hoped the Minister would oppose the amend-

. ment all he could.

Hox. F. COURTICE: He also hoped the
Committee would turn down the amendment,
which was a very dangerous one, and one
that would act to the disadvantage of the
grower, who could not possibly foresee the
industrial conditions for even six months
ahead. As he said when speaking on the
second reading, they were under the Maec-
naughton award one day, and then the Dick-
son award came into force, and, if a grower
made an agreement at the time the former
award was in force. and he had to pay the
increased rates prescribed by the Dickson
award, it would certainly not be to his ad-
vantage. He was sure 95 per cent. of the
growers in the Bundaberg district were
cpposed to the amendment, because it was
impracticable. The Hen. Mr. Nieleon said
that tenant farmers had been obliged to leave
their farms owing to the operation of the
principal Act, but it was not fair that tenant
farmers should be able to bind other growers
to accept a price that was not a fair thing.
He trusted that hon. members would leave
the matter, to the Central Board, as they
were familiar with the business.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: On two previous
cecasions they had something to say on the
question of majorities and minorities. It
scemed to him that the majority under the
amendment could be used to a far more
dangerous extent than on either of the other
ceeasions.  If fifty-one growers wanted to
make an agreement and fifty did not want
to make that agreement, the fifty-one growers
could absclutely bind the fifty. He wished
ro knew whether the amendment would in-
ciunde as growers men who were financed by
the mills, and who might have bought land
from the mills?

Hon. ¥, CourticE: Yes.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: Then, he was most
decidedly opp to the amendment.

Hon. C. F. NieLson: I am prepared to
accept an amendment to exclude them.

[Hon. C. F. Nuelson.
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Hox. B. FAHEY : He was opposed to the
amendament fer another reason than those
ven by previcus speakers, who regarded it
#s a very dangerous amendment. He was
against it because it was a contribution to
the plan of campaign sgainst the Bill, and
he was as certain 2s hs was there that if
would never be acfepted in another place.
It‘l\lvas brought forward simply to wreck the

i1l

Hox. W. J. RIORDAN: He was against
the amendment very strongly, because he
was of opinion that, if the amendment were
carried, 1t would render the Act absolutely
useless, for the reason that strong companies
and millowners would be able to tyrannise
over the farmers by swinging the axe over
them; and, if one or two more growers were
necessary to give a majority, they would
ﬁn;i means of getting those one or two extra
votes.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: This
was one of the most undemocratic amend-
ments it was possible to move. As the Hon.
Mr. Leahy pointed out, it would give a
slight majority of growers the power to bind
all the ofther growers, He was against the
amendment, because it was not 1n the in-
terests of the growers generally. They must
make a measure of this kind of general
application to the whole of the growers, and
not legislate for one district or a few per-
sons. He would like to know whether the
Hon. Mr. Nielson knew of any such agree-
ments which were already in existence?

Hon, C. F. NiELsoN: Any amount: all
wiped out by the Regulation of Cane Prices
Act—agreements for ten years.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He was
net going to labour the question, but he
sincerely hoped that the Committee would
not carry the amendment. They had spent
a long time over ihe Bill, and he thought
that they might deal with some of the clauses
almost without any discussion.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: This was not a
matter to be Tightlv dealt with and brushed
to one side. Petitions had been sent in by
persors representing over ons-fourth of the
canegrowers in Queensland asking for this
legislation. He had received correspondence
from various individuals snd associations in
favour of it, and other hon. gentlemen were
in possession of similar correspondence. In
some districts the petitioners practically re-
presented 95 per cent. of the canegrowers.’
The first question they had to consider in
dealing with the amendment was whether it
was a reasonable democrstic proposal, and
the second was whether it would benefit the
industry. The industry was not confined to
Bundaberg or Mackay. If the industry was
to expand, it must expand in the North, and
canegrowers would have to go on to virgin
land. The people who went on such land
would want to do more than hold up their
heads; they would want something more
than a yearly award: they would want some
fixity with regard to prices, so that they
might know what théy were doing. The
cane prices board might not always be in
existence, and in any case he had no hesi-
tation in saving that in his opinion they
were a calamity to the industry. He knew
millowners who were paying £2 an acre to
grow cane on for themselves.

Hon. W. J. Riorpax: That is because we
have cane prices boards
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Hox. C._F. NXIELRON: He know men in
his own distriet who paid £3 an acre for
cane land.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : Tenant farmers?

Hox. C. F. NIELSON : Yoes, but not tenant
farmers belonging to a mill, but men who
had leased land from private owners. A
fear had been ecxpressed by the Hon. Mr.
T.eahy that men who had shares in central
mills, or were tenants of millowners, or were
under financial obligations to millowners,
might coerce the other cznegrowers in the
district. He was prapared to eliminate all
those cancgrowers from the operation of the
amendment, and not allow them to vote.
He was not concerned about how the votes
might go at the next election, nor was he
-concerned even about the majority of the
growers in a district: what he was con-
cerned about was the future of the industry.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! Will the hon.
member confine himself to the question be-
fore the Committee?

Hox. C. F. NIELSON: He had been
drawn off the track by interjections. but he
would confine himself to the question. The
Committec inserted an amendment similar to
this in the Bill that was before them last
vear, and no argument had been brought
forward to show that it should not be
adopted on the present occasion. He had yet
to Jearn that it was a beneficial thing for
the industry to have to depend upon a twelve
monthe’ set of condifions, The very worst
thing that had happened to the industry
wan that there were no settled conditions.
‘The amendment would allow agreements to
be made in the same terms as to the period
ot time, price, and general conditions, and
if hon. members objected that it would allow
shareholders in a mill, tenants of a mill. or
growers who were under financial obliga-
tions to a mill, to decide the question as to
whether they should enter into an agree-
ment with a mill or not, he would insert a
jew words providing that such growers
should not be allowed to vote on the ques-
tion. e proposed that, after the word
“1ands”’ in the second paragraph of the
amendment, the following be added :—

“or canegrower who is a shareholder
in the mill or a tenant of the mill-
owner or indebted to the millowner upon
the security of any deed or mortgage.”

He took it that that took away the objection
of the Hon. Mr. Leahy.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : Tt only rendered it
1ess objectionabile; it did not render it accept-
able to him, for one. As he had pointed out,
they were protecting the minority in the

matier of appeals from the loecal

[i0 p.m.] boards and in another case, and

there was far greater need to
protect the minority in the present case
than in either of thcse cases he had men-
tioned. There was nothing so far as he
could see to prevent a man from opening
un new land. He might be subject to the
Central Board, and so on. but there was
nothing in the clause to say he should not
do it. If they adopted the amendment, he
took it it would mean not only making agree-
‘ments with regard to the price of cane, but
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also as to the number of years it would
last, the area of cane, and so on. It

would allow a chance majority of one or two
to commit the others to something to which
they were entirely opposed, without appeal.
He said it was highly objectionable. It was
the most objectionable of the whole of the
amendments, and he had not the slightest
doubt that if it were carried the Bill ought
to be lost, and would be lost.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: In no
other Act was similar power to allow people
to contruct themselves right outside its pro-
visions altogether.

Hon. C. F. NiELsox: People can contract
themselves right outside any Act of Parlia-

ment unless they are specifically debarred
from doing so.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They
could make an agreement for a number of
years, which he did not think was a wise
thing. e thought that the Committee had
made up its mind about the matter and they
might go to a vote.

Hon. A. DUNN: The amendment raised
one of the most important matters in con-
nection with the Bill. He was one of those
who had had communications from various
centres asking him to yote both ways, and
it was exceedingly difficult to know what
was best. In the Isis the growers were
almost equally divided as to coming under
the board and making contracts. The share-
holders of the central mill, who supplied by
far the greatest quantity of cane, had no
desire to be interfered with by a board.
The few from whom they bought cane de-
sired, he bhelieved, that they should come
under the control of a board. Something
like two-thirds or more of the suppliers to
the  Colonial Sugar Refining Company’s
mill desired to make contracts with the mill,
and the others to be under the board, and
it was surely unfair on the face of it that
the majority should be controlled by the
minority. How the difficulty was to be got
over was another matter. It was not a matter
9;‘ contracting themselves out of the Act,
because in the first instance they had the
option of coming under it, knowing that
they had_the court to appeal to if they so
desired, It seemed to him that if the Bill
could be amended so that those growers who
so desired could make contracts extending
over a number of years and those who so
desired a yearly contract could come under
a board, it would satisfy the growers all
round.

‘The.CHAIRMAN: Is it the wish of the
Committee that the amendment be put in
the amended form?

HoxourssLE MeMBERS : Hear, hear!
Question—That new clause (17, Nielson’s)

to fellow clause 14 be sgreed to—put; and
the Committes divided :—

ConTENTS, 14.

Hon. €. Camphell Hon. J. Fodel
. G S, Curtis O F. Marks
s A A, Davey .. ©. F, Nielson
,» A, Dunn T. J. O’#hea
»» B, W. H. Fowles . A. H. Parnell
5s A, Gibson ‘W. Stephens
. A, G. C. Hawthorn A. H. Whittingham

Teller: Hon. J. Hodel.
Hon. A. Dunn.]
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Nor-CoNtENTS, 20.

Hon. R. Bedford Hen. H. C. Jones

,, P. C. Beirne ., P.d. Leahy

,, F. Courtice ,, . Llewelyn

., . Cowlishaw ,i L. McDonald

,.  W. R. Crampton .. F. McDonnell
.. W. H, Demaine . T. Nevitg

,» B. Fahey . . Page-Hanify

.. H. L. Groom ,, I Perel

., T. M. Hall .. L. B. Purneli

A, J. Jones ,,  W.J. Riordan
Teller - Hon. H. Llewelyn.
Resolved in the negative.

On clause 15— Central Board muy depute
persons to take evidence, efe. —

Tiox. E. W. H. FOWLES suggested that
that was a convenient break to report pro-
gress. They had started at 2.30, p.m. and
thev had done less work that day than
probably on eny other day. It was practi-
cally a wasted day.

A GoverxMENT MEMBER: Finish the Bill

ox. E. W. H. FOWLHES: They could not
finish the Bill, because they would have to
recommit it to reconsider clause 12. because
the Council had already decided that there
chould be an interim minimum price of 75
per cent., and there was nothing in the Bill
which provided for an adjustment ab tho
end of the season, nor any provisicn allow-
ing a local board to make an elastic award
at the beginning of the season. Theyv had
full provision allowing the Central Bqard
to do that but not the local board. The
wiser plan would be to report progres:.

The SEcRETARY FOR Mixes: We have heen
reporting progress on this Bill ever since we
started 1t

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: He did not

want to make a promise, but if it was not
finished at 6 o’clock the next day he should

he inclined to start some other -business
himself.

Tho SrcreTiRY FOR Mixzs: Finish it to-
night.

Hox. E. W. H, FOWLES: He could finish
it himself to suit all narties in half an hour,
but he was afraid it would not be finished
at midnight. The amendment just passed
could not possibly stand. They were not
going to allew one man to upset all t‘he
arrangements in a district. Probkahly the
Cormumittee in the end wonld decide that
there must be at least ten diseatisfied growers
before there cculd be an appeal to upset an
award, Then, in regard to the question of
malkine agreements, he would only read one
telegram, out of many, as follows:—

“ Quppliers Hambledon Mill emphati-
cally urge Council insert in amended
(Cane Prices Bill clause allowing three
vears’ agreement or power make award
lasting three years.”

The SECRETARY FOR Mixes: We have just
dealt with that. Why not accepr the verdict
of a majority of this Committee?

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: The wise thing
to do was to frame an amendment that would
meet the views of all parties. He was willing
to stav therve till 12 o’clock, but then they
would not he a bit further »n because they
would have the third reading to-morrow.

{Hon. E. W. H. Fowles.
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They were not going to send a higgledy-
piggledy Bill like that to another place.

The SecreraRy ror AMnNes: It is not a.
higgledy-piggledy Bill.

Hon. W. STEPHEXS:
House intends it to be.

Hon. T. C. BeirxE: It can be put right in
twelve minutes.

Hox. W. RTEPHENS: He, was told by
the Minister and told by the Conunittee that
under the Bill there would be an award at
the end of the season when the accounts were
all closed. TUnder the Bill before them there
was no provision for an award at the end of
the seazon. 'The local board had to make an
award for the whole season, and if that was
not objected to within twenty-one days after
it was made it wouid stand, and there could
be no adjustment if the canccutter or mill-
owner were treated badly. That was not
what they had been told. He was willing to
stop till 12 o’clock to have it done, but let
them make the Bill what the Cominittee
intended it to be.

Clause put and passed.

On clause 16— A mendment of scetion 20—

Hox. E. W. H, FOWLES: One must ob-
ject {o the wording of the clause because
nobody could understand it without a vefer-
ence to the principal Act. The clause said
that the thousands of pounds levied under
the principal Act from the various growers
all over Queensland were now to be con-
trolicd, not by the Central Board, but by
the Alinister. It bad been under the zon-
trol so far of the Central Board, who knew
the requirements of the industry and who
were probahiy the bost people to decide how
it was to be spent. He might say that £1.600
of that sugar fund had heen misspent by the
Minister without the authorisation of any-
bhody. On page 41 of his report, the Audiior-
General said—

“Included in the above expenditure are
the exneuses of delegates of canegrowers
to two conferences held in Brishane,
called bv the Minister for Agriculture
and the Treasurer, respectively. to disruss
the question of the priess to be paid for
raw sugar for the ensuing season.

“The first confercnce was held in
February and March, 1917, at a cost of
£530 8s. 5d., and the second on the 24th
to 27th April, 1917, at a cost of £833
195, 1id.; total, £1,414 1s 4d.

“As T was not satisfied that this ex-
penditurr  was propsrly  chargeable
amainst the sugar-cane nrices fund T sub-
mitted the question to the Crown Law
Department on Tth September last for
an opinion in recard thersto. but, so far,

have not received a renly.”’

The SecrpraRY FOR MINES:- He was not
satisfied. Is it not a good thing for the
Government to have a conference of the
growers?

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: Exactly, but
the Government <hould pay their expenses
and not dip their hands into the suzar fund.
The Ministor wanted to get hiz hands cn
that fund merely to do what he liked with
it, and he was brought up sharp by the
Auditor-General. The Auditor-General
wanted a Crown Law opinion in regard to
that expenditure, but, so far, he could not
get any reply, and he made a special state-
ment in regard to it and refused to authorise
that expenditure. He (Mr. Fowles) did not
object to the delegates having their expenses
peid, but let them he paid out of unforeseen

It is not what tho
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<expenditure or anything else. He moved the
~omission. on lines 32 to 35, of the words—
“In subsections fwo and three of see-
tion twenty of the principal Act the
words ‘Central Board,’ wherever they
occur, are repealed, and the word
¢ Minister’ is inserted in lieu thereof.”

The SECRETARY TFOR MINES: The
amendment had beer: moved because the
kon. member was of opinion that the ex-

penses of two or three con-
710.30 p.m.] ferences Dbetween the Minister
and representatives of the cane-
growers had been paid out of a certain fund.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: The Auditor-

General is of that opinion.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: What
better object could the money be devoted to
than in conferences on matters affecting the
interests of the sugar industry?

Hon. A. Giesox: I was not asked. I was
kept out.

The SECRETARY
supposed the hon.
been admitted.

Hon. A. GissoN: Noj; I was refused.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They
did not invite millers, and he supposed the
hon. gentleman was regarded as a miller.

Hon. A. GiBsON: I am a grower.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
tcok it that the hon. gentleman was both a
miller and a grower. However, the point
was that the Government rightly paid the
oxpenses of the conferences out of the sugar
fund, and probably many thousands of
pounds had been saved as a result of those
-conferences, through the expenditure of a
paltry £1,500. If the Government had paid
the money out of unforeseen expenditure,
as the hon. member suggested, he would have
"been the first to gquestion it.

Hon. B. W. H. Fowrrs: Where did the
Government pay the expenses of the strike
aelegates from—2£26 to one man and £3 to
about twenty others? Where did you get
tbattmoney from? From the Works Depart-
ment.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
had yet to learn that the strike delegates
were paid from any fund or that they were
paid anything., He was pretty sure they
were not paid anything.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: Why, vou sacked
‘three publiz servants for saying it, and you
sacked another for not saying it, and then
found out that he was not to blame.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon. member’s remarks were quite out of
order, as well as being foreign to him. He
boped the Committee would not accept the
amendment. He wanted to finish the Bill
that night. and he had also wanted to put
the State Iron and Steel Works Bill through
Committee.

Hon. W. YrepHENS : You will be ashamed
of your Bill if you do.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They
could recommit any clause. The Bill had
Leen very fully discussed. They were pro-
mised that it would be put through two
nights ago, snd 1t was not through yeb.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON : If the expenditure
-of money could be defended on the ground
1hat 1t was spent for a good purpose, then

FOR MINES: He
gentleman would have
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anything might be defended. He was of
opinion that the monev which was spent on
the conferences to which reference had been
made was illegally spent. The fund was
raised for the specific purpose of adminis-
tering the Act. The Government chose to
invite certain selected persons to meet them
in conference, but certain classes of people
who had to contribute to the fund received
no invitations to be present at the ‘ shivoo.”
He had been told by some of those who took
vart in the conferences that they did not
know +what they came to Brisbane about,
and he doubted if those who were sent to
Melbourne snew what they went there for.
In view of the fact that the Central Board
was the chief body to administer the Act,
it was only right that it should be charged
with the duty of administering the fund.
He intended to support the amendment.

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted (Mr. Fowles's amendment) stand
part of the clause—put; and the Committee
divided : —

CONTENTS, 15.

Hon. R. Bedford Hon. L. McDouald
N ’i‘ C. Beirne . P ]}(*Donnoll
5, P, Courfies . T, Nevitt, .
.o W, R, Crampton ,, . Page-Hanify
,,» W, H. Demaine .. I Perel
A, J. Jones ., L. B. Purrell

;H ., Jones ., W.J. Riordan
5 M. Lelwelyn

Teller: Hon. L. McDonald.

Nor-CoNtENTS, 17,

Hon. C. Canmphell Ton. T. L. Hall
s J. Cowllishaw . J. Hodel
G. 8, Curtis . P.J. Leahy
7 Al A. Davey C. F. Marks
,,’ A. Dunn . . Niclson
.»  B. Fahey T. I. O’~hea
, V. Stephens

W W, H. Fowles .
s AL Gibson "
,,  H. L. Groom

Teller - Hon. H. L. Groom.

Resolved in the negative.

A. H. Whittingham

.. §. W. H. FOWLES moved the omis-
sigloc;\f: tI{}e ‘;orfi{s “ gle said” in line 36. The
amendment was consequential on the amend-
ment just agreed to.

Amendment agreed to.

Hox. B. W. 1. FOWLES moved the inser-
tion, after the word ¢ three,” on line 36, of
the "»vords, ‘ot sectior 20 of the principat
Act.”?

Amendment agreed to.

Clause, as amended put and passed.

On clause 17— Amendment of s. €87 —

Hox. BE. W. H. FOWLES: There was
one line at the top of page 14 which said,
«“ Subscetion four of the said section 1s re-
pealed.”’” That subsection was the provision
which gave either House of Parliament
power to pass a resolution disallowing any
regulation, apd if it was repealed neither
Touse would have that power. He moved—
That the words be omitted.

Amendment agreed to.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

On clause 18— Confirmation of awards,
ete.)’—

Hos. E. W. H. FOWLES: Would the
Minister give any reason why this provision

Hon. E.W. H. Fowles.]
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was inserted in the Bill? The Government
had made some regulations which were in-
valid, and this clause came along and white-
washed them. The clause said—
“Zforeover, the regulations made or
purporting to have been made under the
principal Act, and dated respectively the
twenty-eighth day of January, one thou-
sand nine hundred and sixteen, and
the tenth day of February, one thousand
nine hundred and sixteen, are and each
of them is hereby .declared to be and
to have been, as from the respective
dates thereof, valid, effectual, and bind-
ing for all purposes whatscever.”’

Those regulations were invalid at the start.
He moved—That all the words from line 19
to the end of the clause be omitted.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon., gentleman had not given any reasons
why the words should be omitted, but had
asked him to give reasons why ther were
there. The hon. gentleman should give
reasons why the words should be omitted.

Hox. T. J. O’SHEA: This was one of
those tricks which were sometimes attempted
to be played on the Council. Regulations
which were groundless and could not be
supported. were to be made valid by this
clause, and it was inserted in the hope that
it would be allowed to slip through. This
was an attempt to rule by invalid regula-
tions, and when the Minister was asked to
give a reason why the amendment was in
the Bill he said he was not supposed to give
reasons. Unless the Minister could give
some reason for supporting such an absurd
provision, it should go by the board without

further debate.

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted (Mr. Fowles’s amendment) stand
part of the clause—put; and the Committee
divided : —

Coxrrnrs, 15,

Hon. L. McDonald
5»  F. McDonnell

Hon. R. Bedford
5o T. C. Berrne
s F. Courtice

» DL Nevitt
» W, R. Crampton 5 O. Page-Hanify
s W, H, Demaine . L. Perel

» AT Jones . E. B. Purnell
. H.C. Jones a

. W. J. Riorda
5> H. Llew:lyn fordan
Teller: Hon. E. B. Purnell.

Nor-CoNTENTS, 16.
Hon. €. Camnbell Hon. T. M. Hall
,» J. Cowlishaw « J. Hodel
. G. 8, Curtis s O F. Marks

« A. Dunn . . F. Nielson
,»  B. Fahey T. J. O’Shes

s E.W. H. Fowles A, H. Parnell

»»  A. Gibson o W. Stenhens

. H. L. Groom A. H Whittingham
Teller: Hon. W. Stephens,

Resolved in the negative.

Hox. T. J. O'SHEA moved the insertion
of the following proviso, to follow the word
“Act” in line 19, page 14:—

“ Provided that nothing in this section
shall be deemed to prejudice or affect the
rights of any person to prosecute any
action or appeal in any court of law in-
stituted. commenced, or lodged prior to
the passing of this Act in respect to the
subject-matter of this section, and such
action or appeal may be continued in

every respect as if this Act had not been
passed.”

The clause, as it stood, would have the effect

[Hon. E.W. H. Fowles.
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of preventing the execution of justice in cer-
tain appeals which were pending. It had
always been a principle of that
[11 p.m.] Chamber, so far as he remem-
bered it, that no legislation should
be passed which would prejudice the rights
of any liitigant lawfully before the courts.
He understood that an appeal was scheduled
for hearing in the High Court, although it
had not yet come on, and a case had been
commenced that day in the North, both of
which would have been afiected if the section
were passed as it stood. There was nothing
unusual in the amendment.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He
had read the amendment carefully, and sc
far as he could ses there was no harm ir
accepting it, but it was rather difficult to
understand amendments which were not cir-
culated, when they had dealt with so many
already.

Amendment agreed to.
Clause,; as amended, put and passed.

Hox. C. F. NIELSON moved the insertion
of the following new clause, to follow clause
18 :—

¢ Nothing in this Act shall be construed
to relate to any crops of sugar-cane har-
vested during the season of one thousand
nine hundred and seventeen, nor to any
award mads in respect of such season.”

There was no need to say much ubout it. It
was merely to make quite certain that the
Bill they were passing was not in contraven-
tien of the: agreement with the Federal
authorities, so that they would not have the
price of sugar in jeopardy. He might say
that the price of sugar had not yet been
fixed by the agreement, bub the understand-
ing was thal no legislation should be intro-
duced which would affect the present crop.
If the amendment were not agreed to, the
Bill would affect 20 cr 30 per cent. of the
crop in seme cascs.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was
just as well to set out clearly the arrange-
ment with the Federal authoritics. When
the Prime Minister communicated with the-
Premier of the State, he was told that the
Government were pledged to the Cane Prices
Biil, but no legislation other than that. The
agreement only applied to this year’s crop,
but had not yet fixed the price of cane. It
was still in Melbourne. The Government had
already given an assurance that the Bill
would not interfere with the present year’s
crop.

Hon. . F. NizLsox: The Government can
only carry out that assurance by withholding
the assent to the Bill until the season is over,
unless the amendment is accepted.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Then
let the amendment go.

Amendment agreed to.

On clause 19— Amendments of schedule”—

Hox. BE. W. . FOWLES moved a conse-
quential amendment providing for the omis-
sion of lines 30 to 31, page 14, with a view
to inserting after the word “twenty” the

rds
e “or one third if the whole number does

not excend, sixty.”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: 1t
the hon. gentleman said that it was con-
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sequential on the other amendinent he would
talke his amendment, but the previods amend-
ment was defeated.

Hon. E. W. II. FowLes:
amendment a week ago.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Last
week: but a similar amendment was de-
feated here to-night.

Hon. E. W. H. FowLes: We agreed on
twenty and a third. I think it is the same
principle.

Amendment agreed to.

We carried the

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 20 put and passed.
Schedule put and passed.

On postponed clause 2— Amendment of
seetion 3 (Interpretation)’—

Question stated—That the following words
be inserted after line 23 (Hon. Mr. XNielson’s
amendment) ;—

“The following words are added to
the definition of ‘Owner of a mill’ in the
sald section :—

__Provided that this Act shall not be
decmed to apply to the central mills
known as Mulgrave Central Mill, Moss-
man Central Mill, Isis Central Mill,
and Plane Creek Central Mill.,”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES asked the
Chairman for his ruling on the amendment.
He contended, for the reasons he advanced
on the other amendment, that the amendment
was entirely out of order. It did not come
within the scope of the Bill, which sought
to amend the Act ““in certain particulars,”
and made ancther definition of the owner of
the mill. The Bill did not seek to amend
the Act in the particulars mentioned in the
amendment.

Hon. C. F. NIELSON pointed out that the
Bill opened out the interpretation in section
3 of the principal Act. There were three
new definitions put into the Act by this
Bill. Section 3 dealt with definitions gene-
rally, and his amendment was an amend-
ment of a definition in section 3. They were
not confined to the definition of ¢ check
cher’nist, “ crushing capacity,” and “valua-
tor.”

Hox, T. J. O'SHEA thought the Minister
would be prudent if he adjourned the matter
until to-morrow, when the two or three
clauses which needed to be recommitted could
be put through in a few minutes. He was
anxious that this should be an effective Bill,
and the Minister would be well advised if
he gave members an opportunity of perusing
the Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Why not finish
the Bill to-night?

Hon. T. J. O’SaHEA thought his suggestion
was a reasonable one. .

Hox, P. J. LEAHY : There was no doubt
whatever that the Bill required to be gone
over very carefully to see that everything
harmonised. They had made several amend-
ments, the effect of which was not quite easy
to follow. He did not think that the re-
vision would take very long, and it could be
done before they met to-morrow. A great
deal of time had been wasted, but it was only
fair to say that the Minister had not been
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responsible for the waste of time. He sug-
gested that the Minister should not proceed
any further that night, on the distinct under-
stunding that the whole thing would be
finished within half an hour to-morrow.
There had been too much waste of time,
and they should certainly not waste any
more time.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Surely
the Committee could deal with that clause as
they had got their minds made up as to
whether it was in order or not. It was no
uvse the Hon. Mr., Fowles getting angry.
The hon. gentleman exaggerated when he
said that he (Mr, Jones) had wasted time in
taking divisions.

Hon. BE. W. H. FowrLes:
ness.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon. gentleman thought he had a right to
chastize him and say what he liked, and that
he (Mr. Jones) was not going to retort. e
wanted the Comittee to understand that the
Hon. Mr. Fowles was not golug to control
him. Only that afternoon he had delayed
the Bill half an hour at the request of the
hon. gentleman in order to allow his friend
to discuss it, and yet the hon. gentleman was
the first man to put the boot into him if he
could.

Hon. P. J. Lramy: We will finish it in
half un hour to-morrow.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: On
those conditions he would agree to the Chair-
man reporting progress.

The CHAIRMAN : Regarding the question
raised by the Minister. The amendment
seeks to put certain mills outside the opera-
tions of this Bill, but it does not, in my
opinion, go beyond the scope of the Bill in
any way. It is a common practice for Acts
of Parliament to restrict their applications
in some instances, and this only seeks to do
what is a common practice. Therefore I rule
the amendment is in order.

The Council resamed. The CHAIRMAN
reported  progress, and the Committee
obtained leave to sit again to-morrow.

Get on with busi-

BUNDABERG HARBOUR BOARD ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

FirsT READING.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
MINES, this Bill, received by message from
the Assembly, was read a first time.

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

ADJOURNMENT.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I beg
to move—That this Council do now adjourn.
The first businesz to-morrow will be the
resumption of the Committee stage of the
Regulation of Sugar Cane Prices Act Amend-
ment Bill, then the second reading of the
Chillagne and Ftheridge Railways Bill, the
State Jron and Steel Works Bill in Com-
mittee, and the second readings of the Land
Tax Act Amendment Bill and the Income
Tax Act Amendment Bill.

Question put and passed.

The Council adjourned at thirty minutes
past 11 o’clock p.m.

Hon. 4. J. Jones.]





