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WEDNESDAY, 22 OCTOBER, 1919. 

The PRESIDENT (Hon. W. Hamilton) took 
the chair at half-past 3 o'clock p.m. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT. 
CHANGES IN CABINET-FORMATION OF 

THEODORE AD~IINISTRATION. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. A. 
J. Jones) said: I desire to inform the Council 
that the Ryan Ministry has resigned, and 
that His Excellency the Governor entrusted 
the Hon. E. G. Theodore with the task of 
forming a Ministry, which he has done. Its 
personnel is as follows :-

Vice-President of the Executive Council, 
Premier, Chief Secretary, and Trea­
surer-Ran. E. G. Theodore. 

Secretary for Railways and Minister of 
Justice-Ran. J. A. Fihelly. 

Secretary for Mines-Hon. A. J. Jones, 
M.L.C. 

Secretary for Agriculture and Stock­
Ran. W. N. Gillies. 

Home Secretary-Ran. W. McCormack. 
Secretary for Public Lands-Hon. J. H. 

Coyne. 
Secretary for Public Instruction-Ran. 

J. Huxham. 
Secretarv for Public Works-Hon. J. 

Larcombo. 
Minister without portfolio-Ran. J. 

Mullan. 
I now lay on the table a copy of the 
" Gazette Extraordinary" dated to-day, con­
taining a notification of these changes. 

fHon. E. W. H. Fowles. 

PAPERS. 
Tho following papers wore laid on the 

table, and ordered to bo printed:-
Report of the Department of Public 

Lands for 1918. 
The Gas Regulations of 1919. 

STATE LA:\'D AND I:\'COME TAX 
STA'riSTICS. 

HoN. 'f. M. HALL: In the absence of the 
Hon. A. J. Thynne, I ask leave to move the 
notice of motion standing in his name. 

The SECRETAHY FOR MINES: Hear, 
hear! 

The PRESIDEKT: Is it the wish of the 
Council that the hon. member be allowed to 
move the motion in the absence of the Hon. 
Mr. Thynne? 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
HoN. T. M. HALL thereupon moved-

" That there be laid upon the table of 
the Council a return showing-

(a) The total amount of State land 
tax levied during the last financial 
year. 

(b) The total number of taxpayers 
upon whom such land tax was levied. 

(c) The total amount of State income 
tax levied during the last financial 
year. 

(d) The total number of taxpayers 
upon whom such income tax was 
levied." 

Ho!>:. E. W. H. FOWLES: I just wish to 
say--

The PRESIDENT: Order! This is an 
unopposed motion, and it must be submitted 
without debate, unless the hon. member is 
rising to a point of order. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: I wish to raise 
a question of order. The rule on the subject 
provides that one hon. member cannot move 
a notice of motion standing in the name of 
another hon. member. If it is an unopposed 
motion-which means practically a formal 
motion moved on behalf of the Government 
-it. may be moved by another hon. member, 
but no other motion can be moved by an 
hon. member in the absence of the hon. 
member who has given notice of the motion. 
The Council might have been treated with 
some courtesy in the matter and been 
informed whether the motion is unopposed 
or not. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I gave the 
Hon. Mr. Hall my assurance that the motion 
would not be opposed. 

Hon. T. M. HALL: Hear, heart The Hon. 
Mr. Fowles was not here when the assurance 
was given, but the Minister agreed that the 
motion should not be opposed. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: There has been 
no notification to the Council to that effect, 
and wo have not been informed what private 
arrangen1·ents have been 1nade. 

Hon. T. M. HALL: You came in too late. 
Hon. P. J. LEAHY: The j\/[inister is not 

opposing the motion, so t.hat it is all right. 
HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES : The Council 

should have been informed that it was 
unopposed. 

The PRESIDENT: As there is opposition 
to the motion, I cannot allow it to be moved 
in the a bcence of the Hon. Mr. Thynne. The 
motion therefore lapses. 
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HoN. P. J. LEAHY: I rise to a point of 
order, if the President will permit me. I 
certainly ·did not understand the Hon. Mr. 
Fowles to oppos~ the motion. 

The PRESIDENT: If any exception is 
taken to the motion being put, it must 
lapse in the absence of the hon. member who 
gave notice of motion. 

HoN. P .. J. LEAHY: I certainly did not 
understand the Hon. Mr. Fowles to take any 
exception to the motion being put. 

The PRESIDENT : When I asked the 
Council whether there was any objection to 
the Hon. Mr. Hall moving the motion in the 
absence of the Hon. Mr. Thynne, the Minister 
indicated that he had no objection to offer, 
and on that ground I allowed the motion to 
be moved by the Hon. Mr. Hall. Immedi­
ately the Hon. Mr. Fowles ros~ to a point 
of order, and he is quite right, and as he 
has taken exception, the motion must lapse. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: I did not understand 
the Hon. Mr. Fowles to oppose the motion 
at all, but only to b(l desirous of getting 
information. 

The PRESIDENT: Under the circum­
stances the motion should have gone without 
debate. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: The Hon. Mr. 
Fowles rose for the purpose of getting 
information as to whether th~ Minister 
intended to oppose the motion or not. As it 
appears there is no hon. member opposed to 
the motion being submitted in the absence 
of the Hon. Mr. Thynne, I trust you will 
allow the motion to go. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It 
may clear the atmosphere if I say that prob­
ably I should have risen after the Hon. Mr. 
Hall had moved the motion and stated that 
I had no objection to the motion. WhPn 
the President asked if it was the wish of the 
Council that the motion should be moved by 
the Hon. Mr. Hall in the absence of the 
Hon. Mr. Thynne, I said, " Hear, hear !" 
The Government do not offer any objection 
to the motion, and, if the Hon. Mr. Thynne 
wants the informat_ion quickly, I am pre­
pared to table the information. I may say 
that I am prepared to do that whether this 
motion is earri~d or not. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, he·ar ! 

The PRESIDENT: " May" is quite clear 
on the point. At page 218 of the 12th 
edition, he says-

" Except in the case of an unopposed 
return, a motion for leave of absence, or 
a notice standing in the name of a 
member of the Government, which may 
be moved by a colleague, no motion, or 
amendment which requires notic'", can 
be moved by a. member other than 
the member in whose name the notice 
standB." 

Befor<l allowing the Hon. Mr. Hall to move 
the motion, I took care to ascertain that the 
Minister had no objection to that course 
being adopted; but it was necessary that, 
under the circnmstances, the motion should 
go without debate. When the Hon. Mr. 
Fowles got up, I called his attention to that 
fact, and consequently the motion must now 
lapse. If the Hon. Mr. Thynne wishes to 
get the information sought for in the motion, 
he will have to give fresh notice. My ruling 
is that the motion lapses. 

SUCCESSION ACT OF 1906 DECLARA­
TORY BILL. 

SECOND READING. 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR MI~ES: This 
Bill has been introduced in compliance with 
a suggestion made by the Supreme Court 
Bench. Mr. ,Justic(l Lukin, in concluding 
his ju.dgment in the case of Mary Mahoney, 
said-

" It is therefore desirable. I think, 
that the attention of the Legislature 
should be drawn to th~ matter, so that 
they may consider the advisability of 
bringing in an amending Act definitely 
declaring their will in the matter, and 
so set all controversy on the point at 
rest.'' 

There seems to be some ambiguity as regards 
section 2 of the Succession Act of 1906. That 
section provides-

" The real and personal estate as to 
which a married woman dies intestate 
after the commencement of this Act shall 
be distributed between her husband and 
her children or her next-of-kin in the 
like manner and proportions in which 
the real and personal <lState as to which 
a married man dies intestate is distri­
butable between his widow and his chil­
dren or next-of-kin." 

The Succession Act Amendm~nt Act oi 1895 
provides-

" The real and personal property of 
every man who shall hereafter die intes­
tate, l(laving a widow, bu~ no i•·sue,_ ~nd 
no mother who 1s a w1do"\v su.rv1v1ng 
him, shall in all cases, where the net real 
value of such real and personal property 
shall not exceed £500, belong to his 
widow absolutely and exclusively." 

If the estate is more than £500 in value. the 
widow gets ~500 certain, and h<;r share of the 
Yalue accordmg to the Successwn Act. 

Three out of five judges of the Supren:e 
Court are of opinion that the 1895 Act IS 

not a law which alters the manner and 
proportions in which the real. and perso~al 
estate as to wh1ch · a mm·ned man d1es 
intestate is distributable between his widow 
and his children or next-of-kin. They say 
that the 1895 Act only takes £500 out of the 
estate for the benefit of the widow in certain 
cases and in all other respects leaves the 
estat~ to be distributed according- to the 
principal Succession Act. Therefore, they 
say the 1906 Act does not in any way apply 
the' 1895 Act to the case of a married woman 
dying intestate without issue, and not sur­
vived bv a widowed mother. Consequently, 
in the case of Mary Mahoney, a ma.rrioo 
woman who died leaving an estate of less 
than £500 leaving a husband and certain 
next-of-kin; and leaving no issue and no 
widowed mother, the court held that the 
husband did not take the whole estate, but 
onlv his share under the principal Succession 
Act. Therefore, the law applies differently 
to a married woman dying inte~tate and a 
husband dying intestate. 

The courts are not entitled to take into 
consideration the intention of Parliament, 
in interpreting either this Act or any other 
Act. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: They must take the 
1ntcnti on from the language of the section 

; The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I agree 
with the hon. gentleman. They must take 

Hon. A. J. Jones.] 



1468 Succession Act of [COUNCIL.] 1906 Declaratory Bill. 

the Act as we pass it, and not the intention 
of Parliament as a whole or of either branch 
of the Legislature. It would be a dangerous 
thing if judges were to be expected to take 
into consideration the intention of Parlia­
ment when giving their judgments. The 
intention of Parliament in this matter was 
m.ade quite clear by the hon. gentleman who 
introduced the Amending Dill in this House 
in 1906, that is, the Hon. Mr. Macpherson. 
I shall not quote his short and very clear 
speech, but I refer hon. members to 
" Hansard" for that year, page 707. I 
under•tand that the Bill was introduced in 
this Chamber by the Hon. Mr. Macpherson. 
That hon. gentleman "as very clear on the 
matter, but it appears that the Bill was not 
made so clear. I shall quote a few words 
from the speech of Mr. Blair, who handled 
the Bill in the Legislative Assembly. He 
said-

" The object of the Dill is to put the 
real and personal estate of a married 
woman who dies intestate after the Bill 
becomes law on exactly the same footing 
as tho real and personal estate of a man 
who dies intestate." 

To sum up, that Act was intended to make 
the law the sarne in all respects with regard 
to the estates of married women dying 
intestate and married men dying intestate. 
The court has held that the Act has failed 
in its purpose, and all that this Bill seeks 
to do is to remove the doubt which has 
arisen. I believe that the legal members on 
the other si de of the House will appreciate 
the amending Bill and the attempt which 
is made in it to remove a doubt which has 
arisen in connection with the existing law. 
We often hear the Hon. Mr. O'Shea say 
t~at it is his desire always to "clarify" a 
Bill. The Hon. Mr. Fowles, who is also a 
leg a.! gentleman, has also stated several times 
that it is his desire to make Bills as simple 
as possible. 

Hon. E. W. H. FOWLES : This is a good 
Bill. 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR MINES: I think 
~hat the law should be made perfectly clear 
m a;ll respects-at any rate, as clear as the 
Legislature can make it. This Bill is to 
carry out the intention expressed by Parlia­
ment in 1906, and unless hon. gentlemen can 
argue that the opinions held by the gentle­
men who introduced the Bill and the Houses 
which passed the Bill are not correct. I think 
the. Bill should pass. The only objection 
whiCh can be offered to this Bill is that 
something has occurred since. But I m a v 
say that the amending Bill will not interfere 
with any estate that has been distributed or 
has been partlv distributed. The amend­
ment "partly distributed" was inserted in 
the other Chamber. unless the opinion o£ 
Parliament has altered since 1906, I believe 
that hon. gentlemen will see thu justice of 
this measure, which onlv seeks to carrv out 
th{' full intention of Parfiament as constituted 
in 1906. I move-

" That the Dill be nm,- umd a second 
time." 

Hox. A. G. C. lL\ W'l'HORN: It seems to 
me that this Bill is all right. Apparently it 
has passed the Lower House, and they have 
made an amPndn1ent in the n1easure. Of 
course, the Government have o-ot thcmseh-es 
into such a position that one "is ahYays dis­
trustful of am·thing they do in the way of 
fresh legislation of this kind, and one is 

[Hnn . .A. J. Jones. 

always looking for a dragnet clause. But 
there does not appear to be any dragnet 
clause in this measure, and the amendment 
introduced in the other Chamber provides 
that the Dill shall not be made retrospective, 
and that it shall not apply to estates which 
have been distributed or partly distributed 
since 1906. under the circumstances, I think 
the Bill can go through, but I would suggest 
to the Minister that as it is a technical 
measure and I have not seen it before, it 
would be advisable not to go on with the 
Committee stage until to-morrow. 

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: I have had an 
opportunity of reading the two clauses of 
this Bill, and it seems to me that there is 
nothing in it to which we can offer any 
objection. The two clauses embody the inten­
tion of Pa.diament as expressed in 1906, 
which was that a widower should have £500 
as a first charge upon an csttttc in certain 
cases. Tho decision of the court in the 
l\Iahony case in February of this year was 
that the statute of 1906 does not give the 
widower that right, and a suggestion was 
then made by their honours that the statuto 
should be brought into conformity with the 
exprcss<'d intention of Parliament in 1906. 
I may be allowed to quote a few words from 
the judgment of the court in the case of 
Elliott Bros., Limited, v. Commissioner of 
Stamp Dutiec, recently decided by the Full 
Court. The Chief Justice, after reviewing 
the history of existing Succession and Probate 
Duties Acts, said that the court were of 
opinion that the petitioners were right m 
their contention. His honour went on to 
say-

" Before parting with tho case they 
could not refrain from expressing their 
satisfaction that it only compelled the 
court to put an interpretation upon a 
very small portion of the enactments 
contained in the Act of 1918, or thereby 
inserted in other Acts. They could not 
refrain from expressing a fervent hope 
that Parliament would find some early 
opportunity to make the proYisions of the 
Succession and Probate Duties Acts a 
little less chaotic, and a little more intel­
ligible and workable than they were at 
present. The court considered the appeal 
should be allowed, and that the court 
should declare that duty on the said sum 
of £10,328 15s. 10d. was to be assessed at 
the rate of 9 per cont., and should order 
the respondent to pay to petitioners their 
costs of and incidental to their petition 
and appeal." 

So that the Commissioner for Taxes had to 
pay costs in the very first case which occurred 
under the amended Succession and Probate 
Duties Act. That, I think, rather imposes 
the responsibility on this Government of 
cleaning up the last Succession and Probate 
Duties Act. and the introduction of this 
measure should have afforded them a con­
Yenient opportunity for doing that. How­
ever,. one may compliment the Government 
on so soon acceding to the desire of their 
honours to bring in a measure which will 
make the provisions of the Succession and 
Probate Duties Act in this particular con­
form with the intention of Parliament. 

Question put and passed. 

'l'he consideration of the Dill in Committee 
was made an Order of the Day for to-morrow. 
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QGEENSLAND GOVERNMENT SAVINGS 
BANK ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 

SECOND READING. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: This is 
a Bill to amend section 22 of the Queensland 
Government Savings Bank Act of 1916. In 
moving the second reading of the vVorkers' 
Homes Bill, I intimated to hon. gentlemen 
that it was the intention of the Government. 
a~ expressed by thD Treasurer in the other 
House, to amend the Queensland Government 
Savings Bank Act so as to make more liberal 
provision under the workers' dwellings 
section of that Act. The \Vorkers' Dwellings 
Act was passed son1e years ago, and it has 
been operating with considera-ble success, but 
the Government recognise that the measure 
is not sufficiently wido in its scope. and we 
propose in this Bill to amend section 22 of 
the Government Savings Bank Act. 

Hon. K IV. I-L FowLES: Has the vV orkers' 
Homes Bill received the assent of the 
Governor yot? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I think 
not. That Bill went back to the Legislative 
Assembly with live amendments in it. 

Hon. E. W. H. FOWLES: This Bill depends 
upon the other passing. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Kat 
entirely. In passing the other Bill it would 
be wise to arrwnd this Bill also. I intimated 
that in my second reading speech on the 
Workers' Homos Bill. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: What ,do you suggest 9 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It is 
provided in this Bill that a person receiving 
£416 per annum may take advantage of the 
Act. Under the present Act only those 
persons i1_1 rGceipt of £200 per year, or loss, 
can avail themselves of its advantages. 
Under this Bill the Commissioner mav 

advance 16s. in the £1 as again;t 
[4 p.m.] 15s. in the £1 at present. There 

is a very good reason for that~ 
to make it a little easier for people to estab­
lish homes of their own. Under the existing 
Act the Commi,,:ioncr can only grant up to 
£350, whereas this Bill makes provision for 
an advance up to as high as £800. That is 
a distinct improvement, and hon. members 
cannot complain about it because thev 
amended tho V\-orkPrs' Homo Bill bv placing 
in it a limit of £1,000, whore no limi't existed, 
on the amount which the Treasurer or the 
Minister in charge might grant for the 
establishment of the home. It was a verY 
generous amendn1entJ and I am not discuS­
sing its merits or demerits. The Government 
intended to exceed £1,000, I take it. The 
only objection to the amendment was the 
question whether it was competent for this 
Chamber to amend the Bill in that direc­
tion. The hon. gentleman can hardly oppose 
this incrDase to £800 when thev inserted in 
that Bill a maximum amount of £1,000. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: I am not opposing the 
proposal, but is not £800 rather a large sum 
for a worker's dwelling? vVould the ordinary 
worker require it? 

The SECRETARY FOR :MINES: I think 
i" is not too large. \Vhen the \Vorkers' 
Dwellings Act was passed many years ago a 
house could be built much more cheaply 
than it can now. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Will the present 
increase be permanent? 

·The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I do 
n:Ot know that there is likely to be any 
immediate reduction. We have to deal with 
things as they are. Hon. gentlemen know 
that the phee of timber is pretty high, 
and our forests are being somewhat depleted. 
I think the time will come in Australia~ 
and esrwcially in Queensland~whe_n the iron 
and steel industry is firmly estabhsh<;·d here, 
when we shall build houses of remforced 
concrete. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: A very good 
idea. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES: Cement 
ic, one of the principal by-products of . an 
iron and eteel works. Thoro was a time 
when the slag was a hindrance, but now it 
i,1 conv<'rted into cement. \Ye will be able 
to reserve a lot of our timber and build 
houses of slao· cement that will be V8l'Y 
s•1itable for ~the climatic conditions of 
Queensland, and be very duraJ:lle. I know 
in our department we are havmg prepared 
estimates of certain houses. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: How would it 
compare with the cost of wood? 

Th<' SECRETARY FOR :'YIINES: It 
should be much clwaper. providing the 
cement is produced more cheaply than it is 
being produt,ed to-day. Hon. gentlerr;en 
will admit that the Act needs amendmg 
in the direction in which this Bill Beeks to 
amend it~to make tho advance a little 
bigher. because of the greater cost of 
material and for other reasons. I feel sure 
hon '"Cntlcmen will treat this Bill in the 
ien~'r;us way in which they have treated the 
other rncasnre, recognising that it is a good 
Bill, introduced in tbe interests of the 
people. I beg to move~That the Bill be 
now read a s€cond time. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: I do not 
see' anY great objection to the Bill. We 
recocrn{sed recently that it is advisable to 
have~ a highe~· limit to the am?unt to which 
a worker is allowed to go m crectmg a 
building. The Minister has said that the 
present cost of material and everything el~e 
required in building a house is largely m 
exc:ess of what it was when the vVorkers' 
Dwelling·s Act was brought in. There are 
three fc:-aturc·s in the Bill. The amount of 
the income of a person who is ablE> to borrow 
is raised from £200 to £416. That is slightly 
diffcrf'tlt to the wav in which it was put in 
the vY m·kers' I-Iom'es Bill, under which he 
was to be a man with a certain income after 
he had paid his income tax. I do not t~in_k 
it is a judicious thing to increase the bm_1t 
from 15s. to 16s. \V hen you have a mar gm 
of one-quarter you are going quite far 
cnotwh. It is taking a considerable risk­
more~ than is taken 'by outside lenders. A 
large number of lende·rs will only go up to 
one·-half. I am not pl'epared at the present 
time to oppose the limit. I think £800 is 
very fair, seeing that the cost of building 
is nPar]y double what it was when the Act 
\Yas pa~sed. I suppose it would take now 
nearlv £800 to put up a house which then 
could. be put up for £300 m' £400. Taking 
the Bill all round, I think it is one that 
should haYe the sympathy of this House, as 
it will enable a larger number of people to 
build their own houses. I am glad that 
nndcr this particular Bill they will be able 
to get freehold. I am glad to sec the 
Goyernment arc r..ot attempting to put in 

Hon. A, G. C. Hawthora.l 
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that most objectionable feature of perpetual 
lease. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That is a verv 
good reason why the other Bill should no"t 
have been amended. They have the option 
of freehold under this Bill. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: I again 
say that any man who got the opportunity 
would sooner have freehold than perpetual 
lease. The Minister, I know, will not agree 
with me; but he will find that, although the· 
Workers' Homes Bill is in operation, there 
will still be a very 1 arge number of people 
who will prefer to come under this measure. 
I hope it will continue to have the same 
success as it has had in the past. In going 
through the Commissioner's report the other 
day, it was very satisfactory to see that the 
losses had been very small compared with 
the amount of money that had been spent. 
I hope that that will continue, and that we 
will still be able to look to the Act as ono 
which has been of very great assistance to 
a very large number of workers throughout 
the State. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: The•re are two 
main points with regard to this Bill. One 
is the repayment of money to the Govern­
ment. I understand that the repayment will 
be at t:1e rate of 3s. pe·r week per £100. 
That runs into .£156 in a year. which is 
.£7 10s. for the year, allowing for 5 per cent. 
interest and £2 16s. redemption. The basic 
wage may have to be raised, and also the 
question face·d of whether we can get the 
money at 5 per cent. If we have to pay 5~ 
per cent.-as New Soqth \Vales has had to 
do, and then gd only £98 for the .£100-it 
means that the total amount will not be paid 
back to the Government in twe•lve or fourteen 
years, but it may take twenty or twenty-five 
ve.ars. The amount of loss made already I 
understand, is tr.ifli ng. In a few cases thev 
have overle·nt and the property has no't 
brought in the amount which has been lent 
upon it. I think the Government may be 
congratulated upon following the good 
example of the Liberal Government in this 
matte·r and extending the benefits of the 
Work-ers' Dwellings Acts. The question 
might arise as to whether people in receipt 
of a salary of .£400 a year might not possibly 
be able to save e,nough to build a house for 
themse.Jves. That would have been so if 
the cost of living had not been so high. 
Thousands of the pioneers of Queensland, 
with an income of less than £400 a year 
have built themselves very comfortabl~ 
house·s, indeed, withoqt going 'to the Govern­
ment for any support. I would suggest to 
the Minister that. while we are amending 
section 22 of the Act, we might bring about 
also a ver:v desirable amendment in section 
16. I would be prepared to move that it be 
an instruction to th() Committee to amend 
also section 16 of the Act. That section 
refers to unclaimed deposits with the Savings 
Bank. Any money to the credit of any 
depositor in the Savings Bank is ke-pt there 
bearing interest for seven years. At the end 
of seven years that money, if not claim::cd, is 
put into an unclaimed deposit fund, and no 
more inte·rest is paid on it. In September 
of every year they publish a list in the 
"Govern1nent Gazette" indicating ·what 
peonle have got money in the Government 
Savings Bank that they knew nothing about. 
For instance, I received this a couple of 
weeks ago from a kind friend-

" I notice in the ' l}overnment Gazette' 

[Hon . .A. G. C. Ha,wthorn. 

of the 6th instant, volume cxiii., No. 151, 
amongst the unclaime·d deposits in the 
Government Savings Bank an amount of 
.£5 3s. lOd. in your name. 

" This notice is published in pursuance 
of section 16 of the Queensland Govern­
ment Savings Bank Act of 1916. 

" If you are the gentleman referre·d to, 
I presume you do not wish this amount 
to go to the consolidated revenue." 

(Laughter.) Section 16 of the Act says that 
the Government have to publish in the 
"Gazette" only the amounts over £3. I 
think we might reduce that to £1, because, 
in the aggregate, the Government get the 
free use of a good deal of money in the 
form of unclaimed deposits. For the sake 
of a line of print, they might as well bring 
welcome news to probably a couple of 
hundred of unwitting depositors in the bank, 
and, instead of £3, at any rate, make the 
amount £2. Then, there is a paragraph in 
section 16 which says that the list published 
in the " Government Gazette " in September 
of every year must be exhibited at the bank 
.and all the branches throughout Queensland. 
We should make the list include all those 
who have got £2, plus interest, which would 
be a fair thin"'. The list would be a little 
longer, but w~uld cost practically nothing 
more and it would include the names of 
those' who have small deposits there, which 
may mean something to people sometimes. 
The " Government Gazette" is exhibited in 
all the Savings Banks every year, and it 
used to be exhibited in the post offices. I do 
not think it would be too much to ask the 
Government to send a copy of the " Gazette" 
to everv one of the depositors. 

Hon." P. J. LEAHY: And exhibit it in the 
police courts, too. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: That is an 
excellent suggestion. The Act at present 
reads-

" After such publication a copy of such 
list shall be publicly exhibited for such 
time as the Commissioner directs in the 
bank and every branch thereof in 
Queensland." 

The Government have the names and the 
last addresses of the depositors, .and I thmk 
they might send each depositor a copy _of the 
list, which is only a couple of pages m the 
" G azotte," and it would on!:;· be 1d. postage. 
I suppose as much as £30 or £40 somettmes 
accumulates there, belonging to pe(Jple who 
know nothing about it, .and that m1ght be a 
welcome windfall in some cas~s. The 
Government might well send tha~ ltst to the 
last known address of the dcpos1tors. 

Hon. E. B. PURNELL: Do you think it is a 
lapse of memory on the part of most people 
who leave money like that? 

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: You may 
remove to another part of Queensland, or to 
?-Jew South \Vales, and forget you ·have left 
anything in the bank. The present Act 
reads-

" Such list shall set forth the names 
and addresses of such depositors so far 
as they are known." 

And in the " Government Gazette" the 
names and addrc,ses, as far as they are 
known, arc actually set forth. The Govern­
ment could easilv I think find three-fourths 
of. the p·oper m,:~ers of that money. If it is 
in order, and will be acceptable to the 
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Minister, I would move that it be an 
instruction to the Committee-~ 

The PRESIDENT: You can move that at 
a later stage. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: Yes, I can move 
it at a later hour of the dav. I think this is 
an opportune time to mal:e these improve­
ments. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : Do you wish to 
go into Committee this afternoon? 

HoN. E. W. H. FOWLES: We would have 
to do this before wo go into Committee. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES: We had better 
go into Committee to-morrow. 

HoN. E. W. H. FOvYLES: At a later hour 
of the day I will, by leave of the House, 
move that it be an instruction to the Com­
mittee that they be empowered to make the 
necessary alterations in section 16 of the 
Government Savings Bank Act. 

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

The consideration of the Bill in Committee 
was made an Order of the Day for to­
morrow. 

CONSTITGTION 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. 

SEAFORTH REPURCHASED ESTATE 
BILL. 

SECOND READING. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: As its 

title indicates, this Bill is a measure to enable 
the Seaforth Estate, which was acquired 
under the Agricultural Lands Purchase Act 
of 1894, to be dealt with as Crown lands. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Does that mean 
dealing with it as perpetual leases? 

Thq SECRETARY FOR MIKES: Yes, it 
is Government land now; it is a repurchased 
estate under and subject to the Land Acts of 
1910 to 1918. The estate was purchased in 
1899. The area. of the estate, hon. gentlemen 
will remember. is 6,198 acres, and the 
purehasing price was £22,622, or about £3 
13s. per acre. The estate is situated in the 
Mackay district, and since its repurchase by 
the GovPrnment of the day, in 1899, not one 
acre of the land has been taken up, and is 
not likely to be if the cost of purchase is 
added to the land. 

Hon. G. S. CURTIS: Has it been lying idle 
ever since? 

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: I think 
the Crown get a rental of something like £25 
a ve.ar. I am not sure. but I think the C'.tate 
is" now held either under a special lease or 
-an occupation license. As ·hon. gentlemen 
kno'v an occupation license is not an 
exper{sive tenure.. The Trust Account rtt the 
Treasury shows a debit of £32,128. although 
no interest has been debit<'d to the estate 
since 1910. The object of the Bill is to get 
·the land settled as quickly as possible, in the 
ordinary way. 

Hon. A. G. C. I-lAW1'HORN: X early as bad 
as the Warra coalmine. 

The SECRETARY FOR :VIINES: The 
\Varra coalmine is not nearly as bad as this 
estate. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: It could not be any 
\YOl'SO than it is. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I would 
be out of order in referring to the vV arra 
coalmine. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: 'l'ha.t would not be 
unusual, would it? (Laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I try 
not to be out of order. I will have an 
opportunity of giving the correct figures and 
the position in regard to the vVarra coalmme. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: I think the 
Auditor-General is pretty correct, is he not? 

The PRESIDENT: Order ! 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I know 
that there is no loss of £27,000 on the \Varra 
coalmine, whatever the Auditor-General or 
anyone else says about it. Th_e object of the 
Bill is to get the land settled m the ordmary 
wav. I think it will probably be a good 
thing for the district of Mackay, and for the 
State generally, if the estate, which is handy 
to Mackay, is settled. Evidently the land 
was overvalued. The Government purchased 
it at too high a value. I said it was over­
valued, but I do not think it was overvalued 
by the officials of the Lands Department. 
Speaking from memory, I think one Cro_wn 
lands ranger valued the estate at somc;thmg 
like £1 per acre. However, the land IS not 
of very good quality. The Government of 
the day, in purchasing the estate, I believe, 
considered the land to be of pretty good 
quality but they were mistaken in that. 
The object of the Bill is quite clear, !"nd it 
is .-ery desirable to settle the estate m the 
ordinary way. Many people in the Mackay 
district may be desirous of takmg up the 
land under the newer conditions, and the 
high cost of the purchasing price will not be 
added to their rental under the perpetual 
lease system. Personally, I believe, broadly 
and generally in connection with land settle­
ment, in giving settlers land of a \Sood and 
secure tenure-and perpetual lease IS a [jOOd 
and secure tenure-and as cheap as possible 
Then what little capital they have can be 

nsed in developing the land. In 
[4.30 p.m.] that way we a~·e likely to. get 

our lands, especrally. our agncul­
tural lands, settled rather than If we charge 
a high price for the ~and, because, a_fter all, 
land is only valuable m accordance wit~ wh:"t 
it will produce. I hope the CounCil will 
pass the second rertding of the Bill and agree 
to put it through Committee as well. I 
have much pleasure in moving-That the 
Bill be now read a second time. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: The Minister has 
made a fairly lucid explanation of the 
purposes of the Bill, but he will pardon me 
if I ask him a few questions in the course 
of the comparatively brief observations that 
I intend to make. I would like to know first 
whether it is intended to settle any returned 
soldiers on this land. If >vhat tlw :Minister 
has said about the land is corrrct, I think 
that tho Government. or the soldiers' settle­
ment committee, or whate.-cr body deals with 
the business, should consider the matter for 
a very long time before they decide to sett~e 
anv returned soldiers on this <'state. Vie 
ha\·e heard a good deal about Beerburrum: 
but, if I had my choice of settling at 

Hon. P. J. Leahy.l 
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Beerburrum or at Seaforth, I would certainly 
prefer Beerburrum. There is some inferior 
land there, but there is also some good land. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I have read the 
second reading speech of the Secretary. for 
Public Lands, and also other speeches in the 
debates in the other Chamber, but there was 
no intimation in thorn of the Government 
having any intention of settling returned 
soldiers on this land. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: That is nothing. 
This. G~wernmont do lots of things without 
any mtimatwn of their intention to do them 
Nothing that the Government would do would 
surprise me in the least. 

The SECRETAilY l'OR MINES : This IS a new 
Government now. 

HoN .. P. J. LEAHY: There is only one 
ne;v. Mm1stcr; 1t 1s really only a shifting of 
Mimsters about. \Vo have no change in the 
Government here, \Yhich is something at 
least to be thankful for. The Minister gave 
us some ancient history with regard to this 
Seaforth Estate,. and we may admit that an 
unduly. high pr1ce was paid for the estate. 
The Mm1stcr stated that some officials of the 
Lands Department had valued the estate at 
something lilm £1 per acre. I have not 
looked up the records of the estate recentlv 
bnt I remember that some high official of th~ 
department. who was supposed to be a vcrv 
competent man, wont to Mackay, inspected 
the land, and d1scusscd the purchase with the 
local people, and 1t was upon his report that 
the Government of the dav purchased the 
land. " 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : think it was 
1\11-. Gray. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: I do not think it 
~vas Mr. Gray. I am not sure, but I think 
1t was the late ~lr. Hume. I know from the 
newspape:s that the people of Mackay were 
very anxwus that the Government should 
pm:chase the land, and they made represen­
tatiOns to the Government and to this official 
as to the suitability of the land for purpos0s 
of closer settlement. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I think it was 
Mr. Hume. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: I think it was; I am 
generally correct in any statement I make 
(Laughter.) There can be no doubt that to~ 
much :vas paid for the land and that it is 
not smtab_le for the purposes for which it 
was acqmred, because it is inconceivable 
that, 1f It wero smtable for closm· settlement 
t~e land would have been allowed to lie id!~ 
a1l thes<' years. I do not know whether the 
Governme:>t havo made any special effort 
lately 

1 
to md~ce any person to take up the 

land, ~ut I will frankly admit that they are 
n:o~·e likely to got the land taken up by pro­
ndm&' that It shall rt'vert back to the Crown 
than 1f thl} land can only be taken up under 
the p1:ov1s;ons of the C'loser Settlement Act. 
Now 1t .will be~ome. Crown land again, and 
I take 1t that It Will be d~alt with just in 
the sam.e way as Crown land that has never 
been alienated. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That is so. 

HoN. P. ~· LEAHY: I presume, of course, 
that the l~overnmqnt will throw it open 
under . the perpetual leasehold svstem. I 
hope, 1f that '" so; that the proc!a"imed pur­
c.~asmg pnco upon whi~h the rent is based 
Will not be too high. It is better to get th~ 
land taken up, no matter how small the 
rent may be, than to have it lying unused as 

[Hon. P. J. Lmhy. 

it is now in the hope of getting a higher 
rent by and by. The first object of the 
Governm~nt should be to get settlement; 
the amount of revenue they may derive from 
the land is a secondary consideration. Hon. 
members on this side prefer the freehold 
system as being most conducive to getting 
the best results from settlement; bnt, whether 
it is taken up under the freehold system or 
under the perpetual lease system, what we 
want to see is the settlement of the land. I 
do not know whether the Governm<:nt have 
any more repurchased estates that have 
turned out badly, but I think this is the only 
bad purchase that was made under the 
Closer Settlement Act, and, having regard 
to th<: operations ot the Act as a whole, 
bearing in mind that 5 per cent. or 10 per 
cont. has to be added to the purchasing price 
to make up for losses, the system should not 
be condemned merely because ther<: has been 
one bad bargain out of twenty or thirty pur­
chases made under the Act. Under the 
circumstances, I think w0 shall be doing 
the right thing in not opposing the Bill. 

Qu~stion put and passed. 

CO:'<DIITTEE. 

(Hon. TV. F. 7'aylor in the chair.) 

Clause 1-" Short till• "-put and passed. 
Clause 2-" Seaforth Estate made subject 

to Land _4cf,q"--

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: The clause 
provided thnt all money recciYcd in respect 
of land forming part of the estate should be 
plac"d to the credit of '·The Closer Scttle­
mt:nt Acts Trust Account (Senforth Estate)" 
in the books of the Treasury; but it con­
cluded with the words-

" until the Governor in Council makes 
other provision for the disposal of the 
said moneys." 

S<:eing there was a debit of a very large sum 
against the estat<c in the Treasury books, any 
moneys rec~ived in• respect of the land should 
certainly be placed t? the credit of the Sea­
forth Estate account m the freasury. If the 
Governor in Council \Hll'C authorised to 
dispose of the money;; received in any other 
way, they might be paid to the credit of the 
State fish shops, or they mig,ht go to reduce 
the loss on the trawler, or to rednc~ the 
deHcit on the working of the State saw­
mills, or to make up for some of the other 
losing speculations of the Government. He 
thought tho Minister should not be given 
power to use t.ho money for any other pur­
pose than to pay it to the cr;dit ?f. the 
estate in the Treasury books. Tne Mmister 
might use the mon<'Y to provide relief f?r the 
unemployed, or he might ev<cn use It for 
paying the £200 extra that it was proposed 
to pay members of the other C.hamb!"r. That 
might be the real reason for msertmg those 
wor.ds in the proviso. Perhaps the Minister 
could give them some information as to the 
reason for inserting those words. 

The SECRETARY FOR MT?-iES: 1\ot being the 
TreaSlJ.l'('l' or th{' wa.lking- cHcvrlopredia of 
t.ho G~vcrnment,- he franldy a·dmitted that 
he did not know \vhy those words were 
inserted. 

Hon. P .. J. LEAHY: Better knock them out. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He 

would s11ggest that the hon. member sh?uld 
allow th~ Bill to pa'S through Comm~ttee 
anrl giv0 notjcc of a question on tho subJeCt, 
and ho (Mr. Jones) would gladly answer it. 
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Hon. P. J. L"EAHY: It will be too late 
then. Delete all the words after the word 
·• Treasury." 

The SECRE'rARY FOR MINES: He 
could not be expected to give the informa­
tion asked for on the spur of the moment. 
He had just read the speech of the Secretary 
for Public Lands in the other Chamber, and 
the question was not raised there at all. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: That is nothing. There 
are lots of things they don't raise th()re. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: vVe are the 
revising Chamber. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He 
would endeavour to get the information for 
the hon. gentleman if time permitted. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: Adjourn the 
<i~ba te until to-morrow, then. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: There 
was no nce·d for that. 'rhere was a reason 
for the insertion of the words, and if hon. 
members would keep the debate going he 
would interview the Treasurer and get his 
opinion on the matter. 

lioN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: The pro­
viso mid thttt the moneys received in respect 
of the land should be paid to the cre·dit of 
the Scaforth Estate account. If they retained 
the concluding words of the proviso to which 
he had called attention, £1 might be paid 
to the 'credit of the account, and the next 
day £12.000 re-ceived from the land might 
be used for some other purpose. 

Hon. G. PAGE-HANIFY: Can this Chamber 
-constitutionally ttmend the clause? 

Ho:-~. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: Of course 
we C;l,ll. 

Hon. G. PAGE-HAXIFY: It is dealing with 
n1oney. 

HoN. A. G. r. HAWTHORN: There was 
very little that the Council could not do, in 
spite of all that had bce•n said about their 
not having the right to amend money Bills. 

The SECRETARY FOR -MIXES: But vou do not 
suggest an amendment. You only ask for 
information. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: The infor­
mation given by the Minister might necessi­
tate an amendment. He wanted to maim 
sure thrtt, at any rate, some of the money 
that as going to be received in respect of 
the land, whether by rent or otherwise, 
would go to the reduction of the debt on 
the e'tate in the books of the Treasury. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The clause says 
that tho money shall go to that fund. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: "Until 
the Gove-rnor in Council make' other pro­
vision for the disposal of the said moneys." 
Those words quite negatived the value of 
the proviso. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES: There may be 
some reason for tho insertion of those words. 

HoK. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: He· was 
·quite willing to do what he could to assist 
the Minister, and if the hon. gentleman could 
convince him that those words wore necessary 
he wo11ld withdraw his opposition to that 
part of the clause. 

The· SECRE'l'ARY FOR MINES: On the 
second reading of the Bill he pointed out 
that no interest had been charged against 
the Soaforth Estate since 1910. Probably 
that was the reason for the insertion of those 

1919-4 X 

words at the end of the proviso. The· estate 
was purchased for £22,000; interest had been 
debited against it until 1910, and the debit 
balance in the books at that time was 
.£32,000. The facts he ha·d mentioned might 
account for the· insertion of thos'e words in 
the proviso. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: As he understood 
the position, a c<;rtain amount of money 
was debited to the Seaforth Estate trust 
account. That estate had, apparently, been 
a losing proposition for many years. The 
Government now expected that under this 
Bill the:v would be able to let the land under 
the perpetual lease system to tenants who 
would pay a certain rental per annum. The 
clause provided that, in the first instance, 
the money should go to the " credit of the 
Closer Settlements Acts Trust Act (Seaforth 
Estate) " in the books of the Treasury. That 
seemed ve·ry proper, b11t he confessed that 
he could not understand the provision which 
said that the money should be so credited 
"until the Govemor in Council makes other 
provision for the disposal of the said money." 
L:nder that provision it would be possible 
for the Governor in Council to 1ake those 
moneys and include them in the ordinary 
revenue, and stilt leave a debit against ·the 
"''tate in t:,o books of the Treasury. He 
thought that whatever money was obtained 
from the estate should be placed against the 
debit at present standing against the estate 
in the· books of the Treasury. That seemed 
to bo sound business, but, apparently, the 
Government wished to take this money and 
pluee it to the credit of the Consolidated 
Revenue Account. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He was 
in a position now to inform the Committe,e 
that the object of the two last lines in the 
proviso was to enable the Treasurer to keep 
trace of all moneys received, but it did not 
matter very much whe·ther those words were 
retained or omitted. Thov were inserted 
simply with a view to meotirig the wish of the 
Treasurer in the matter, and he hoped hon. 
gentlemen would accept his explanation and 
allow the clause to pass. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: He could 
not say that he saw very muc'1 in the 
<explanation given by the Minister. It might 
be· his denseness, but it seemed to him that 
the Treasurer, if he had any supervision at 
all over moneys received from the estat·c, 
would be able to check every penny received. 
However, the attention of the Treasurer ha.ct 
been drawn to the matter, and he had no 
doubt that their remarks would have the 
effect of ensuring that the account was 
properly kept, and he would not press his 
objection to the words. 

Clause put and passed. 
The Council resumed. The CHAIRMAN 

reported the Bill without ame•ndment; and 
the report was adopted. 

The third r,eading of the Bill was made an 
Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

CO::-.JSTITUTIO:\T ACT AMENDYIENT 
BILL. No. 2. 

SEco;;D READEG--RESUMPTION OF DEBATE. 
HoK. T_ :\'EVITT: This is a Bill that 

principally affect, the other Chamber. It 
does not affect this Chamber, except in the 
case of one official. I think that ·hon. gentle­
men on the other side of the House must 

Hon. T. Nevitt.] 
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come to the conclusion that the salarv at 
present received by members of the Assembly 
is not adequate for the services performed. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: That is a 
question. 

HoN. T. NEVITT: It may be a question, 
but the majority of people nowadays have 
come to the conclusion that £300 per" annum 
for a man in the position of a member of the 
Assembly is not sufficient. If members of 
the Assembly attend to t·heir duties as they 
should do, they will have very little time to 
devote to private business. That being so, I 
think-and I believe the majority of the 
people of Queensland think so, too-that 
members of the ARSembly should be paid a 
reaBonable rate for the service• thev render 
the country. I had the pleasure of being a 
member of the other Chamber for three Par­
liaments, and I expreowd my opinion on the 
floor of that Chamber some ten yt'ars ago 
with regard to this matter. I said that £300 
a year, to use a bush phra~c, \Ya:5 only a 
tucker job. If £300 a year was only a 
tucker job ten years ago, what is it to-day" 
·when I made the circuit of about one-half 
of the electorate I represented at that time, 
I had to travell,OOO odd miles in the coach, so 
that my railway pass was valueless to me in 
making the tour of my district. After every 
session I went to the two main centres of the 
electmate-Normanton and Burkctown-but 
I could not go to Camooweal, as that meant 
travelling an additional 520 miles. It used 
to cost £22 10s. for coach fare in visiting the 
places I have named, and on the top of that 
I had to pay my hotel expenses. At quite a 
number of places there were no hotels, and 
I had to camp out. At that time I had 
practically no family, because my family 
VYero grovvn up, and \Vere able to provide 
for themselves, but I found the £300 per 
annum inadequate to recompense me for my 
service' and reimburse my expenses. vVhat, 
then, must be the position of me m hers of the 
Assembly who have four or five children, and 
have to visit distant electoratPs? It should 
be borne in mind that manv calls are made 
upon members of the Asseni'bly. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: The more you give 
them the more calls there will be made upon 
you. 

HoN. T. NEVITT: The hon. gentleman 
has had experience in the other Chamber. 
and he knows something of what those calls 
are. I can say quite truthfully that I was 
unable to answer many of the calls which 
wore made upon me for subscriptions. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Put a clause in the 
Bill making it illegal for members to pay 
subscriptions. 

Ho;,. T. NEVITT: That would be a ,-erv 
good provision, but I do not know whethe'r 
it would be accepted or not. I remember 
that on one occasion, whon I was <:ontesting 
-an election, there was a race meeting to be 
held about a fortnight before the election, 

and my opponent gave £25 as a 
[5 p.m.] subscription to that race meeting. 

An appeal was made to me to 
give a donation, but I could not afford it, 
,llld I did not give the money. Nevertheless, 
I was successful at the election. 

Hon. E. vV. H. FoWLES: You spent the 
money in different ways? 

HoN. T. NEVITT: I had not too much 
smpluB money out of £300 at the end of 

[Hon. T. Nevitt. 

twelve months. Unfortunately, I was in that 
Chamber for five years, and I contested thre& 
electwns. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: I contested four elec­
tions in seven years. 

HoN. T. NEVITT: On one occasion the 
representative of His Majesty was the cause 
of the dissolution of Parliament. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHOllK: Did not the 
Labour party pay all the election expenses? 

HoN. T. NEVITT: T·hey did not pay my 
expenses. On some occasions I \Yas as'l3ist.od~ 
I know, as far as the organisation the hon. 
gentleman belongs to is concerned, quite a, 
number of their incidental expenses are paid. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHOR:-i: I can assure­
you I never had a penny. 

HoN. T. NEVITT :' It ma' not be so as far 
as the hon. gentle1nan is" concerned. V\7 e­
know it takes place in the country. I may 
have received some assistance at election· 
time, but certainly none when I visited the 
oledorate between the elections. To say the 
£300 is sufficient for gentlemen occupying 
po6itions in the other Chamber is saying 
what is not in accordance with fact. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Do \Ye want seventy­
two members there? 

Ho;,. T. NEVITT: That IS another 
question. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: I think it IS ver." 
material. 

HoN. T. NEVITT: It mav be material, 
but it is not before us at the present time. 
The hon. gentleman introduced a Bill in· 
this Chamber a little while ago, and 
succeeded in getting it through. There i& 
nothing to prevent his bringing in anothet 
Bill. Some hon. members, speaking in the 
other Ohamber, have gone eo far as to say 
they are verging on bankruptcy on £300 per 
vear. I think this Chamber will be taking 
a very serious responsibility on thmnselve~ if 
thcv .arc going to insist upon a salary be1ng 
paid to members in the other Chamber which· 
might land them in the Insolvency Court. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAW~'HORX: They are not 
compulsorily members of Parliament. 

HoN. T. NEVITT: That is quite so. 
Neither is it compulsory for the hon. gentle-­
man to remain in this Chamber. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORK: No; but he· 
does not expect the country to pay for it. 

HoN. T. NEVITT; That is a debatable· 
point. I think I have heard the hon. gentle­
man say that a labourer is worthy of his· 
hire. That being so, it would be an argument 
for an extension of the principle we• are now 
debating. There is something more than 
money in this world. There are things worth 
striving for which arc even of greater 
importance than the- obtaining of money. 
But as long as our existing social conditions 
last, we have to get a little to tide us over 
our troubles. I hope the hon. gentleman 
will look at this matter from a fair and' 
impartial standpoint. I think only one 
member in the other Chambe·r offered anv 
objection to' it, and that was the leader o'f 
the Opposition. Members of the other 
Chamber are perfectly right in expecting­
a. fair remuneration for services rendered. 
It has been said that quite a small number 
of members in the other Chamber-and 
there are very few in this Chamber-know· 
much about the Northern and CentraL 
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portions of Queensland. I remember on one 
occasion, when this question came up for 
discussion in the other Chamber, I advo· 
cated that members of Parliament should be 
compelled to travel through Queensland so 
that they would know something about the> 
North and the Centre. 'We are called upon 
frequently to legislate on matters directlv 
affecting the interests and the we.lfare o'f 
Central and Northern Queensland. A large 
percentage of the members who record their 
vot,es know little or nothing of the conditions 
that arc prevailing there. Men who are 
called upon to legislate for the country should 
have• some knowledge of the country. If it is 
suggested that the members should have 
experience of the North and Centre. hon. 
gentlemen should provid" them with the 
means which will cnabl'e them to get there 
and sec the country. The only way in which 
that can be done is by increasing their salary, 
as is suggested in this Bill. I think the first 
session I came into this Chamber a Bill was 
introduced by the Gove,rnment giving them 
power to commandeer some shipping on the 
Queensland coa0t for the purpose of reliev· 
ing the shipping· troubles of the North. This 
Chamber, in t!1eir wisdom, did not think 
that was necessary. I had just come down 
from the North of Queensland. I venture 
to say that had the majority of members of 
this Chamber be,en in North Queenlsand and 
seen the conditions under which the people 
were living--the mills had to be stopped; 
they could not go on crushing because of the 
congested state of the wharY,es and she·ds, 
and there was no shipping to bring it down­
a number of gentlemen would haYe voted 
differently on that matter. :l\'o wonder quite 
a number of the· Bills we pass in this 
Chamber are unsatisfactory, when conditions 
of that kind prevail! I think some provision 
might have been made in the Bill with a 
view to seeing whether it would be possible 
for a leade,r to be appointed on the other 
side of the Chamber, and possibly a secretary 
provided for the party. If that were done, 
I am quite 'atisfied that the business in this 
Chamber would be conducted with botte·r 
Tl"'ults to both side; of the House. Speaking 
generally, we are getting along yery well. 
The Hon. Mr. Hall and mvself arc ablB to 
make arrangements by which the business 
is verv much facilitated. An extension of 
that principle could well be undertaken. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: How can vou have a 
person to I Bad something that does not exist? 

HoN. T. :l\'EVITT: The hon. gentleman 
may repeat that as often as he likes in this 
Chamber, but the hon. gentleman knows 
perfectly well that the party lines are just 
as sharply drawn on that sid0 of the Chamber 
as they are on this. I will give a case in 
point where I think the suggestion I make 
would facilitate the business. Once or twice 
during the present session the Ministm· has 
moved the second reading of a Bill. The 
hon. gentlemen have not been able to con­
tinue the debate, although the Bill has been 
in their possessjon in some cases a week or 
a fortnight. 

Hon. P. J. LEAIIY: He WE'nt on with 
something else. There was no time lost. 

HoN. T. NEVITT: The Minister, on one 
particular occasion I am thinking of, had 
prc•pared himself for the business as it 
appeared on the buisness-sheet. He had to 
undertake other business in which he had 
not had time to prepare himself, and he 

would not have been able to give information 
to hon. gentlemen if they had asked for it. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: That was a solitary 
case. 

HoN. T. NEVITT: It was not a solitary 
case. It has occurred on several occasions. 
If a secretary were appointed to hon. gentle­
men opposite his duty would be to look up­
everything in connection with any matter 
and supply it to them. I think that a sense 
of fairness and equity will appeal to hon. 
gentlemen. and that they will support the 
second reading of this Bill. 

Ho;,. P. J. LEAHY : I was surprised that 
the Minister, when introducing this Bill, 
did not inform the Chamber that there was 
a mandate froin the people in favour of it. 
That is what he usualh· does in connection 
with Bills. I know he·· did it several times 
last year. He told us there was a mandate 
from the people. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: Or that it was 
a vvar measure. 

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: I do not see how, 
by any stretch of imagination, this can be 
considered as a war measure, seeing that the 
war does not now exist. If war existed, 
it could, in some sense, be made out to be 
a war measure, but there is no war no·w. 
Mr. Hughes, who did a large amount of 
work necessary in settling the war and 
bringing it to a successful issue, is amongst, 
us, and we may dismiss the idea that it is & 

vvar measure. 
Hon. L. McDONALD: That is sarcasm. 
Hm:. P. J. LEAHY: I would like the 

Minister to tell us whether there is any 
mandate from the people in favour of this 
measure, because this Chamber, which more 
truly represents the whole of the people than 
the other Chamber, would, I am perfectly 
certain, respect a mandate from the people. 
if it exists. If I, for one. could be induced 
to believe that the majority of the people 
\Vf'ro in favour of increasing salaries fron1 
£300 to £500, or some other amount, I should 
support it. 

Hon. L. McDoxALD: Are you in favour 
of it personally? 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: If the hon. gentle 
man will possess his soul in patience, a!H~ 
allow me to follow the even tenor of my 
way, he will get my views in due time. 
Evidently, there is no mandate from the 
people, as, if there were, the Minister would 
tell me. I have asked him, and he is 
silent. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : Many of the 
candidates spoke in favour of increased 
salaries in their election addresses. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: Will the Minister 
tell us what candidates spoke eighteen 
months ago and advocated an increase in 
salarie0, and how many of them? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : When I was a 
private member I always advocated it. 

Hon. L. McDONALD: It is a part of the 
Government policy. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: Is it a plank in the 
Government platform? 

Hon. L. McDoxALD: Yes. The Labour 
convention approved of it. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: Which Labour con· 
vention was that? 

Hon. L. McDONALD : The last Labour 
convention. 

Hon. P. J. Leahy.] 
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Ho:'i. P. J. LEAHY: I am inclined to 
think that, if it is a plank in the Labour 
platform, it is a thing I ought to oppose, 
because I am quite certain that the majority 
of the planks are such as would not appeal 
to me, or any other intelligent member of 
the community. (Laughter.) However, I 
would like the Hon. Mr. McDonald and the 
Minister to remember that, if it is a plank 
in the Labour platform, that is not a, mandate 
from the people, 

Hon. L. McDONALD: From the majority 
-of the people. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: That plank was 
neYer submitted to the people. 

Hon. T. L, JONES: Is there not a general 
mandate from the people? 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: You cannot bring in 
eYerything under a general mandate. We 
know that the people have returned the 
GoYernmont, as they returned other Govern· 
ments; and yet, at different times, they have 
<:lisapproved of iudividual acts of Govern­
ments, and if they had had an opportunity 
of giving a vote on those acts they would 
have gone against the Government. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTIIOR}!: They never got 
the opportunity. 

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: They never got the 
opportunity, Would the Hon. Mr. McDonald 
be good enough to tell me whPn this became 
a plank of the Labour platform? 

Hon. L. McDO><ALD: I said the last Labour 
-convention approved of it. 

HoN. 1'. J. LEAHY: When was that held? 
Hon. L. MoDo::-~ALD: 1917. 

Box. P. J. LEAHY: Even if it is a plank 
of the Labour platform, that is quite a 
different thing from its being a mandate from 
the people, At the time of the last election 
in March, 1918, I read a fair number of 
newspapers, and in only one or two instances 
<:lid I sec any reference on the part of 
-candidates to an increase of salary. 

Hon. G. PAGE-HANIFY: You saw a lot of 
references from your own party, though, 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: No; so far as my 
memory serves me, there were references by 
members of the party which the Hon. Mr. 
Page-Hanify honours by his support, and 
those were the only references. 

Hon. G. PAGE-HANIFY: Your party made 
it an issue of the election. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: I do not think so. 
Hon. G. PAGE-HANIFY: They did, and were 

turned down. 
HoN. P. J. LEAHY: As far as I know, 

there was no large number of members on 
either side of the Assembly-because that 
is a Chamber which has two sides, unlike 
this Chamber, which has only one side. 
(Laughter.) As far as I know, no consider­
able number of members on either side 
brought this matter before the people. 

Hon. A. SKIRVIXG: You could not make 
that an issue of the election. 

Hox. P. J. LEAI-IY: You could have told 
the people, " If I am returned to power, 
it is my intention to vote for an increase of 
£200 a year to members of the Assembly." 
I know something of newspapers, and there 
"·as very little in thorn in the way of rcfer­
~nce to this subject; in fact, this was a kind 

[Hon. P. J. Leaky. 

of thing which it was desired to keep m the 
background as far as possible, I think we 
are, therefore, safe in coming to the conclu­
sion that there is no mandate from the people 
in fa v~ur of this measure. 

Hon. L. MoDoxALD: Yov control only one 
class of newspaper. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: The papers in which 
I a1n interested ga.Ye a very much fairer 
report for both sides than those with which 
the hon. gentleman has been idPntificd, For 
instance, what doe-, the hon. gentleman think 
of a paper which says-as a certain Labour 
paper said this afternoon-that Mr. Hughes 
came to Brisbane and got a cvld rPception? 
That is the sort of newspaper which I have 
not been connected with. My papers never 
gave any reports of that kind. 

I-I on. L. ::\lcDoxALD: You cannot say that 
he got a warrn reception. 

HoN. 1'. J. LEAH Y: If the paper had 
>aid he got a cordial reception, that would 
have been a more correct description. How­
ever, I am not going to bo drawn off the 
track. I say again that there is no mandate 
from the people. \Yhilst a mandate from 
the people would be a reason for passing the 
Dill, the fact that there is not a mandate 
doc>s not necc'ssarily mean that we shou~d not 
pass it. I want to be perfectly fair. 

Hon. L. ThlcDoxALD: Did you get a man­
date from the people to turn down the 
'Gncmploycd \Vorkors Bill? 

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: There is no action 
of my life I am more proud of than the fact 
that I assisted in doing that. I would be 
out of order if I referred to that BilL 

There being no mandate from the people, 
our duty is to consider this Bill upon its 
mcrib. \Yhat are the merits or the demerits 
of the prupo"1l' I hoard it stated outside, 
and I haYe seen it stated in newspapers, 
th~tt the salaries ought to be increased because 
the cost of liviug· has gone up. But rwither 
the :Ylinister nor any other hon. gentleman 
ga Ye us anv information as to what extent, 
if any, the" cost of living has gone up since 
:lYiarch. 1918, the date of the last election, I 
think it will be found that there has onlv 
been a nry trifling increase in the cost of 
living since then. 

The SECRETARY FOR MI~ES : vVe arc only 
asking for a trifling amount. 

Ho~. P. J. LEAHY: You are asking for 
an increase of 66~ per t:Bnt. \Ye should bear 
in mind the fact that this question was not 
brought prominently before the people at the 
last election, and that there has been no 
rnaterial increase in the cost of livjng since 
last March twelve months, although there 
\vas a verv considerable in('rease in the cost 
of living ilrior to last :\larch t>Yelve months, 
as compared with pre-wa.r prices, but I do 
not think there ha.s been a very large 
increase since then. \Ve have to ro·rnember, 
further, that if we pass this increase of 
£200 it will remain as long- as Parliament 
lasts.' but the increased cost c of living is not 
going to remain for CYer. 'There will be a 
tendencY in the course of a. few months, or 
a year or two, for everything to approximate 
to pre-war conditions, because living will 
have to come do>Yn to something like pre­
war figures. The £500 a year, however, will 
cDntinno to be drawn, notwithstanding the 
decrease in the cost of living, 
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There are other aspects of the matter to 
be considered. \V e come to the question of the 
number of members in the Legislative Assem­
bly. The Hon. ~VIr. Fowles, in his speech, gave 
certain figures with regard to the members in 
the Parliaments of the different States and 
the salaries they receive, and I have no desire 
to unduly prolong this debate by repeating 
what the Hon. Mr. Fowles mentioned, which 
i8 recorded in "llansard." l-Ion. gentlcrnen 
will recollect that this State is the only State 
in Australia that has not reduced the number 
of members since t.ho inception of federa­
tion. All the other States have made reduc­
tious, and, in son1c cases, Yer:,:~ s\veoping 
reductions. In .1'\ew South \Va.les, at the 
time of federation, I think the number was 
125. Soon after federation, the question of 
reducing tho nurnber of nwtnbers in tho New 
South \Vales Legislative AssPmbly was con­
siden~d, but the n1c1nbPrs could not agree to 
pa~, a Bill to tnakn the reduction, ~o they 
decided to submit the matter to a referendum 
of the people. The Labom· party, I think, 
were then in opposition; in fact, it is a. 
certainty that they were in opposition, 
bec-t.us€ if theY had bc"'n the Governn1cnt 
they would n<;t haYl' had any referendum 
submitted to the people on that subject. At 
any Tatc, t.hcy opposed the reduction of 
Incmbers. Eventually. three figures "\vere 
submittc·d to the people for their docision-
125, which >Yas the existing number, 110, and 
90-and the people, by a considerable 
majority Yotod for ninety, which was the 
lo\H'St number, and probably if there had 
been a lower number still the people would 
have voted for it. Remember that New 
South ·wale< has, in round numbers. accord­
ing to the mo't complete figures, a popula­
tion of something like 2,000,000-it is within 
about 15,000 short of 2.000,000. I do not think 
that our population in Queensland in round 
numbers exceeds 700,000, so that New South 
Wales, with practically three times the popu­
lation of Queensland, has only eighteen more 
members than Queensland. It is true enough 
that in New South \Vales the members now 
receive £500 a '-·ear, but in proportion to 
population and roYenue, if we wore to be 
paid on the same basis in Queensland, our 
members would only get about £200 a yea.r. 
The Now South vVales people now, on the 
basis of population, a.re relatiYely getting 
less money than members in Queensland. 

Hon. G. PAGE-HANIFY: That is not a fair 
argun1ent. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: It is fair, to some 
extent a.t least. \V e must consider the 
ability of the State to pa.y any money that 
we arc going to raise from taxation, and it 
is particula.rly nec0ssary at this juncture, 
when we bear in mind the financial condition 
the country has drifted into. that we should 
yery closely scrutinise anv item of expen­
diture. I he.ve no desire to go into fignres 
in detail, but I make the bald statement. 
which is probably correct, that hy the way 
thmgs are going, there >vill probably be a. 
deficit of £1,000,000 at the end of next June. 

The SErRETAHY ran MrxEs : Oh, no ! 

Hox. P. ,T. LEAHY: V\"e kno,,- that the 
Trca'urer lost vear expected that he was 
going to ha n! ~ s1na 11 ~urplus after paying 
off the deficit of tho previous vear. \Ve 
know that the balance was the other way 
round, and if >Ye had paid the deficit of the 
proYious year out of rotrospectiyc taxation, 

as the Treasurer 'aid he would do, last year's 
deficit would have been £500,000. We know 
thoro has been an award which increased rail­
way wages by £200.000, a.nd we know that 
expenditure generally is going up, so that 
eYerything iudicates that we are going to have­
a thumping deficit at the end of next year. 

In view of this financial drift. is 
[5.30 p.m.J this a proper time to increase the 

payment of rnen1bcrs of Parlia­
ment? Furthermore, I understand that 
there are in the public service certain 
persons g-etting £300 a year who have not 
had any increases recently. Is it right for 
111Prnbers of Parlia1ncnt to increase their O\Vll 
salaries by 66~ per cent. and not give any 
1ncreases to public S(~rvanr-s, who probably 
give. jLJet as good ,-alue for the money they 
receive as members of Parliament? 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORX: Notasmembers 
of the Council. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: In speaking on this 
subject, of course, I an1 referring to 
members of the Assembly, because I am glad 
to think that tlll'ro is no proposal to pay 
members of the Council. It is somcthinc: to 
kno\v thut. \Yf~ are prepared to do the r'ight 
thing without remuneration. Another ques­
tion arises-a very irnportant question, too. 
Are these superior indi,-iduals in the 
Assemblv-these m<>n who want to abolish 
this Cmincil, and think, young as many of 
them are, that they ha.-e the wisdom of all 
thD ngf'R-are they not getting sufficient 
salarv to enable them to live in decent 
comfort? Arc they not getting a living­
wage? 

Hon. R. BEDFORD: That question does not 
require much consideration. They are not. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: The hon. gentleman 
does not give anything much consideration. 
I am giving this matter very full considera­
tion, as we on this side give to all Bills that 
come here. We must remember that the 
parliamentary session does not usually last 
more than five months. Many of the m em hers 
of the other Chamber-I do not know exactly 
how many, but certainly some of them-e.re 
engaged in businesses for which I presume 
they receive a certain sum of money. It i&­
true there is a limited number of members 
who represent remote constituencies, and 
who, perhaps, have not the ?pportunity. of 
carrying on businesses of then own durmg 
the period when Parliament is in recess, a.nd 
it is possible that some distinction ought to 
be drawn between those members who come 
from remote places at considerable expense, 
and who are not a.ble to supplement their 
parliamentary income, and those who live in 
and around Brisbane, w·ho can make very 
material additions to their incomes. That is 
a question that might he arguable, and I do 
not sav that some discrimination would be 
altogether unfair: bnt there is no discrimina­
tionC> at all shown in this Bill. It proposes to 
give just the same rPmunc~ation to t_he men 
\vho r0prcsent e., 1netropohtan constituency, 
and who mm· be engaged in a pro~ta)>le 
husinc::s-rnanv of them are commisRion 
agents or a're pngagcd in -sorr10 other 
remunerative calling-as is given to the map. 
who comes 500 or LOGO miln to attend to h1s. 
parliamentary duties, and who has to depend 
solelv on his parlian1entary sulary. F1gu_res 
ha ye" been quoted in this Cham}Jor rerrardmg 
the salaries paid in the Parliaments in most. 

Hon. P. J. Leahy.J 
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d the other States. Speaking from memory, 
I think that in South Australia and Tas­
mania, and in some of the other States, they 
-do not get more than £300. In fact, I think 
in smno cases they get a sn1allcr amount; so 
that by comparison it does not seem to me 
that members of the Legislative Assembly of 
·Queensland have much to complain about. 
After all, everything in life is a matter of 
-comparison. I do not suppose the Hon. Mr. 
Bedford would seriously dispute that. 

Hon. R. BEDFOlm : I know there is a 
tremendous difference between myself and 
you. 

HoK. P. J. LEAI-IY: Of course there is. 
It is all a matter of comparison. I would 
compare one rnan ·with another in order to 
shO\Y that he is a good man. Supposing I 
wanted to form an opinion with regard to 
dw Hon. :Mr. Bedford, I would take some 
other man as a standard. and see how the 
hon. member compared with that man. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD: I suppose you would 
take your own standard with regard to 
insincerity 

The PRESIDENT: Order ! 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: I do not know how 
to rq,ly to a remark of that kind. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD: I knew vou would not. 
That is why I made the rema;k. 

T'he PRESIDKNT: Order ! 

HoK. P. J. LEAHY: I hesitated because 
the reply I intended to make would have 
been out of order. Any effective reply to 
anything the hon. member says would be 
out of order. If we take the standar-d of the 
other States, there does not seem to be anv 
justification for increasing the salaries o.{ 
nwmbers of the Queensland Assembly. In 
other Staks they have refused to increase the 
remuneration. It was recently suggested in 
Victoria that the payment of members of 
Parliament should be increased. That is a 
State that the lion. ~1r. Bedford knows 
son1othing about, bee a use ·he trie.d unsuccessM 
fully two or three times to become a member 
of the Assembly there. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD : I never tried to become 
the member for Bulloo. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: The suggestion 
caused such an outburst of public fooling 
against it that the politicians did not go on 
with it. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD : You know that you 
told me you were against conscription, but 
it was not to be known outside. 

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: The hon, mE;>mber 
is incapable of telling the truth in regard 
to anything. 

The PRESIDENT: Order ! This cross­
firing must cease. The hon. gentleman must 
confine himself to the question before the 
Council. 

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: I was addressing 
my r~marks to the Bill. I was making a 
comparison with the other States, where pre­
sumably members are as high-class as they 
are in this State, and yet they are not 
receiving the remuneration which it is pro­
ros~d to give members of the Queensland 
Assembly under this Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR 1\IINES: Federal mem­
'Jers receive £100 more. 

[Hon. P. J. Leahy. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: Will anyone 
seriously contend that the average memHer 
of the Assembly in Victoria is not equal to 
the average member in our Assembly, and 
that he does not do as valuable work? If 
the Victorian member is not underpaid­
and he ·does not appear to, and they are 
much better able to pay more there than we 
are because they wound up the year with a 
surplus-is a member of the Assembly in 
Queenoland worth any more, especially when 
we arc not in such a good financial position 
as they ar.; in Victoria? 

Hon. vV. R. CRAMPTON: Most of the mem­
bers in Victoria can travel to Parliament 
House from their constituents by tramcar. 

Hox. l'. J. LEAHY: A large proportion 
of the members of the Queensland Assembly 
represent constitu~ncies within a radius of 
12 mile' from the General Post Office. and 
they can all travel to Parliament House by 
tramcar or rail; yet it is proposed to increase 
the salary of every one of them by £200 per 
annum. Even if Victoria is a small State, 
the members outside l\'[clbourno haYe to 
travel a greater distance to attend to their 
parliamentary duties than thQ men who repre­
sent the urban and suburban constituencies 
around Brisbane. In considering this ques­
tion it is desirable to take a comprehensive 
view and not merelv a Brisbane view. Let 
us g~ to the Mother "of Parliaments in (\re~t 
Britain, and what do we find there? W1thm 
the last few years members of the House of 
Commons have been paid £400 per annum. 

Hon. W. R. CRA;yrPTON: And £100 for 
tra volling expenses. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: I am not certain 
about that. But will anyone seriously sug­
gest for one moment that· the average mem­
ber of the Legislative Assembly )f Queensland 
<>omes up to the average standard of members 
of the House of Commons. 

Hon. L. McDONALD: Easily. They are 
only chair-warmers thoro. 

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: The memb.;rs of the 
House of Commons have to deal with world­
wide issues and with enormous sums of 
money. If their scn·iccs are valued at £400 
per annum, the value of members of the 
Lt;gislativo Assembly of Quoensl~nd should 
be consid~rably less. One m1g,ht make 
similar comparisons with tho payment of 
members of Legislatures all over the con­
tinent of Europe. I certainly know of no 
State with a small population like ours which 
pays the membGrs of its Legislature such .a 
salary as is proposed to be given under this 
Bill. Considering all those things, what is 
the dutv of this Council? It would be very 
much n1ore pleasant for members of the 
Council to get up and say nice things about 
memb~rs of the Assembly, and to say that we 
are perfectly willing to give them another 
£200 a vear; bnt I take it we are here to 
a very large extent not only as the custodians 
of the people's rights and liberties, but as 
the custodians of their money. If we had 
only ono Chamber, there is simply no limit 
t:o the salaries that the members of that 
Chamber might fix for themselves. If this 
Chamber were not in existence the members 
of the Assembly might pay themselves 
£1 000 per annum. But as we are here, and 
as 'I hope we will continue to be here, o_ne 
of our duties clearly is not only to deal w1th 
ordinary legislation, but to decide, so far as 
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th<' question comes within the scope of our 
<lutioo, what salary members of the Assem­
bly shall . be allowed. Surely it is not a 
proper thmg .that men who ar~ employees 
should fix then· own salary! These men in 
the other place are the servants of the 
public. That is all they are. Verv often 
the servant thinks he is the master· 'but we 
do not think so in this House. Sorr'te of the 
arrogant gentlemen in the other House think 
they arc the masters of the public. 

The PRESIDENT: Order ! 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: Thev are the ser­
vants of the public.. Yet, if we pass this Bill, 
we shall be allowmg these servants of the 
public to fix their own salarie'· and without 
having consulted the people. If they want 
to do the proper· derx:ocratic t.hing, th~y 
should submrt the quostron to the people by 
:way of .a ref~r?ndum, and Bay, " Are you 
m favour of grvrng us an extra £200 a year, 
or are you not?" Then the people would 
h. a ve an opportunity of d"ciding the ques­
twn. The Government profess to believe in 
the principle of the initiative and referen­
<lum,. b':'t I notice they arc very chary about 
submrttmg anythrng to the p~ople by way 
of referendum except t.he question of the 
aLulitiun of thjs Council; .and we know what 
bappened when they submitted that question 
to the people. I have come to the conclu­
sion that, in view of all the circumstances 
my duty as an individual member of thi~ 
Council is to vote against this increase until 
sue~ time as I have some satisfactory indi­
cation that the people are in favour of it. 
As has been very often stated in this Cham­
ber, every man is a law unto himself here 
and probably all the members on this sid~ 
-I use "side" for want of a better term­
(laughter)-rnay not seE) eye to eye with 
-other members on this question; but I believe 
that all the arguments that have been used 

· so far hnve been against any disturbance 
of the ~xisting salary paid to members of 
~he Assr;mbly. When any important proposal 
IS subr:'r~te<i to us, I thrnk it is the duty of 
the Mmrster m charge of the Bill to make 
out .a good case before he can expect any 
parlramentary body to endorse it. 

Hon. L. ?.1cDo;;ALD : Do you think £300 
a year is a sufficient salarv for a member 
of the Assembly? • 

Ho~ .. P. J . .LEAHY: Will the hon. gentler 
man grvo notrce of the question? 

An HoXOTJRABLE l\1E:IIBER: He won't answer 
it. 

liON. P. J. LEAHY: I will answer it, and 
I say that some members of the Assembly 
are not worth that amount. However, I 
was proccedmg to say that it is the duty of 
the Minister to make out a case in favour 
of his Bill, and it is the duty of the Hon. 
J\Ir .. 1\ m·itt, o~· any othe·r hon. member sup­
porting the B 111, to make out a case in its 
favour. \Yhat does their argument amount 
to? \Ve merely have the statement that 
.;nembers of the Assembly are underpaid, 
but no re·ason has been a·dvanced to show 
that they are all underpaid. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : I could not · 
li,-e on the salary when I was a member of 
the Assembly. 

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: That is a different 
matter. The Hon. Mr. Nevitt said it was 
necessary to give a member of the Assembly 

more salary in order that he might be able 
to spend more money on racecourses and 
other things. The hon. gentleman told us 
that an opponent of his gave £25 to a. race 
meeting. 

Hon. T. NEVITT: And he was worth 
£50,000. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: The inference from 
the remarks of the hon. gentleman was that 
various calls are made upon members of 
Parliament, and. therefore, that their salaries 
shouJ.d bo increased in order to enable them 
to moot those calls. Is is not perfectly 
oJ:rvious that if you adopt that principle and 
g1ve a 1nan a larger salary the calls or 
demands on the individual member will go 
up in proportion to the salary he is paid? 
\Yhat is the good of giving a salary to a 
man if he is compelled to spend that salary 
on racecourses or in other ways? When the 
hon. gentleman was speaking I ventured to 
sugge;t by way of interjection that it might 
be a good thing to provide that a member 
of Parliament shall not give anything by 
way of donation to race meetings or any 
other institutions, with the exception of 
hospitals, because if a man is well off and 
is in receipt of a large income•, he may give 
liberally, and thus purchase .support. ~fenl­
bers of this Council are not in favour of 
anything which will play into the hands of 
a candidate who is unduly favoured with 
this world's goods as against the candidate 
who is not so well favoured. I was asked 
if members of the Assembly are worth the 
amount they are paid. I say candidly, in 
the first place, that I believe this country 
would be better governed if we had only 
forty members in the Assembly, and, 
secondly, that it is my conviction that there 
are many members of that Chamber who 
would not be able to make· £300 a vear out­
side Parliament. I do not say how-many of 
them there are, but I do not suppose a single 
person will contradict the statement I have 
made. 

Hon. G. PAGE·HANIFY: Isn't that beside the 
issue? 

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: No; it is very 
material to the issue, because a ce·rtain 
number of members of the Assembly could 
not possibly make £300 per annum outside 
Parliament. Yet it is proposed that they 
should be paid £500 per annum. If we 
discriminate and say to one man, "You are 
worth £300 per year," to another, "You 
are worth £400 per year," and to another, 
" You are worth £500 a year," wo should 
introduce a very dangerous principle. If 
we· were to discriminate in this House, we 
might sav that the Minister for Mines is 
woi·th £1;500 a year; and look at the amount 
of jealous;v that would cause. I contend 
that '"e must rule out of our consideration 
any proposal to discriminate, and that what­
ever salaries members of the Assembly are· to 
rcceiYc·-whether their present salary or 
some larger salary-must be given to all. 

Hon. K W. H. FowLES: Could you base 
it on attendance? 

I-I ox. P. J. LEAHY: It may be said that 
that is a reamnable and practical proposal, 
but when one remembers that a man may 
attend P;,rlinment pretty regularly and yet 
not contribute in a very intellectual manne·r 
to the debates. it is a question whether he 
is as useful a m0mbor as one who does not 
attend so regularly, but shows more aptitude> 

Hon. P. J. Leahy. j 
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for public business. Therefore, I am afraid 
we must admit that whatever salary we give 
must be paid to all, irrespective of ability 
or attendance. No membe-r on the opposite 
side of the Chamber l'as attempted to contro­
vert my statements that some members are 
not worth £300 a year ; and if we are asked 
to vote• £200 extra to men who arc not worth 
£300 per annum, surely that is an ab·ur-ditv ! 
This thing goes back to last March. It' is 
well kno\vn that last year we gave n1cn1bers 
£200 a year extra for a period of twelve 
months. I took a reasonably prominent 
part in connection with the passing of that 
£200. Some pe•reons may blame me, and 
some may praise me, for my action in the 
matter, but I do not propose to say anything 
on that aspect of the matter. \Vhen this 
£200 was last year camouflaged as an allow­
ance in an Appropriation Bill, many of us 
dollbted the sincerity of the Government in 
stating that it was an allowance to meet the 
expenses of a referendum campaign against 
the Council. I \Vas reluctant to be a party 
to refuse to pass the £200 per annum when 
it was put on the Estimates in order that the 
question for or against the Council might 
be put before the countrv. I said, "If we 
reject this proposal, what will the people 
say'? _The people- will say, ' The Legislative 
Counml have refused to give this extra £200 
a year because thev are afraid of a cam­
paign conducted by members of the other 
Chamber.' " In any case, I haYe not the 
slightest doubt that if we• had refused to 
pass that money that would have been 
urged by members of the Assembly as a 
reason why the Council should be abolished. 
That was one of the reasons why I did 
not oppose the proposal. Whilst I had 
serious doubts as to the purposes for which 
the money was to be used, I did not go 
the length of voting against it. This money 
was incll.!ded in an Appropriation Bill, and 
whilst this House has claimed, and has 
frequently acted upon that claim, that it has 
power to amend money Bills, we thought it 
would be a serious re-sponsibility to throw 
out an Appropriation Bill which included the 
whole _of the money necessary for public 
expend1ture, even though it included also 
the increased allowance to members. It 
does not follow, however, that any opinions 
we expressed on that Appropriation Bill 
last year commit any of us to a proposal to 
make the £200 -extra a permane•nt charge on 
the revenue of the country. 
. From one point of view the Bill is very 
Important. In fact, I might say that, to 
many members, it is more important than the 
whole Labour platform. From other points 
of view, perhaps, the Bill may be regarded 
as of less importance. I have endeavoured 
to give some reasons-I think if I mav sav 
so, some good reasons-why' this Council 
should not vote m favour of the Bill. All 
I will do now is briefly to recapitulate some 
of. the arguments I haYe used. Surely it 
w1ll be admitted that this is about the most 
inopportun~ time a Bill of this kind should 
be intro-duced ! Evcrvbodv knows there is 
a crying need for economy. Instead of 
doing anything to economise or lessen the 
burdens of the people, we find the Govern­

. ment introducing a Bill to increase the 
salaries of members and add considerably 
to the already heavy impositions that are 
made upon the public. Then, I think it is 
a sound principle to lay down that a man 
should not be the judge in his own case. 
We have hon. members in the other place, 

[Hun. P. J. Leahy. 

without displaying any anxiety to consult 
the people or place the facts b~fore the 
people, voting themselves an extra £200 a. 
year. I should think a party that professes 
to believe in popular rule should, at least, 
su brni t a thing of this kind to the p~ople 
before forcing the Bill into Jaw. I think 
most members on this side of the Chamber, 
along with myself, believe in that principle. 
I am perfectly satisfied that, if any pro­
posal of this kind were submitted to thf) 
people at the present time, it wo\'ld. be 
defeated by an overwhelming maJonty; 
because, from what I know of the people, 
th~y have formed a very different estimate 
of the value of members in t.he Assembly to 
that formed by those members. Another 
important thing is that at no election was 
this a vital or even an important issue. 
If it were" reforr.;d to at all, it was clouded 
up. There was not one word said, as far 
a; I know, to indicate that a Bill of this 
kind would be proposed during the present 
Parliament. Eighteen months ago all the 
members in the Ass.;mbly were glad to 
accept their pres7ent position at a salary of 
£300 per year. Had they not chosen to 
accept a position at that salary there W";S 

no need for them to come forward as candi­
dates. Plenty of others were willing to do 
it. The honest thing was to say, "If we 
have an opportunity, at the earliest possible 
moment, we intend to do so and so." Noth­
ing of that kind was said. Then, again, if 
this Bill wore to become law, it should be 
accompanied by a Bill that would r.;duce the 
number of members of Parliament, and also 
by a Bill that would bring about a redistri­
bution of seats. \V e know that, at the pre­
sent time, in some electorates there are four 
or five tim~s as many electors as there are 
in other electorates; one vote in some elec­
torates is worth four or five times as much 
as in others. That is an entirely undemo­
cratic position. I do not purpose saying 
any more on the matter, but I am perfectly 
certain that t,he manner in which this thing 
is being attempted to be forced through is 
undemocratic. From a variety of causes, 
the Government evidently feel that to-night 
they have a majority in the Council, and 
evidently they are determined to force 
through th<;) second reading of this Bill 
to-night at all hazar-ds, fearing that, if it is 
postponed for another day, there might be 
a majority against it. If the proposal is a 
just one, what need is there for this i_ndecent 
haste'? Will it not stand the hght of 
criticism? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : This Bill has 
been befor~ tho House the whole week. 

HoN. P. J. LEAHY: Would it be 
jeopardised if a Yote wcrfl not taken to-night? 
\Vhy does not the hon. gentleman g1ve 
us ample time for calm reflection'? (Laugh­
ter.) Why does he not give us time to 
permit of the attendance of members who 
are absent to-day, not knowing that this Bill 
was coming on'? If this Bill is a right one, 
and if the hon. gentleman is not afraid of 
t.he vote of the majority, why does he force 
it through to-night'? Why is the thing done 
behind the backs of the people without any 
mandate from the people of the country? 
What will the people of the country say with 
regard to a GoYernment who rush through 
a proposal of this kind in such a manner? 

Hon. G. PAGE-HA:-<IFY: They will see 
through you and your friends. 
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Ho~. P. J. LEAHY: The public had an 
opportuni t,· of forming an estimate of 
mys0lf and my friends two years ago, and 
\Ye know they gane a majority of 63,000 in 
our faYom·. I do not think the public have 
altered thLir opinion -with rcrrard to us 
since; though it is possible thaf:, o\ving to 
certain things haYing happ.;:ned since the 
referendunr-many Labour rne1nbers have 
bceu put in the Council since then-the public 
might form a different conclusion; but if 
the Council were constituted as it was 
two year ago, the Yerdict would be giYen 
in a rnorc ewphatir rnnnner tha.n it ·was 
on . that occasion.. I have not heard any 
logJCal or connncmg argument on any side 
that would induce me to favour this Bill. 
If I thoug:ht this was a just Bill, v·hy should 
I oppose 1t? \Ye have a dub· to the whole 
of the people of Queensland,· vv.ho ga vo us 
a vote of conGdQnce such as never yet has 
been given to an.Y GoYernmcnt.. and \ve havP 
to show the people of Queensland that when­
c•Yer any attt•mpt is made to do behind their 
backs. and probably against their opinions, 
sometlung wh1ch 1s unfair or undemocratic 
it is the bnsinc .• s of this Chamber to defeat 
those things or at least to dclnv them until 
the peop~c haYc hacl an opPortunity of 
pronouncmg upon thetn. 

Hon. L. McDo~ALD : Do you think that 
£300 is a sufficient salarv for a member of 
Parliament? · 

Ho~. P .• J. LEAHY: I am Bati,£\qd that, 
for seYCJJty.two members £300 is as much as 
the position is worth. If it is desired to 
give more, let the number of members be 
reduced, but do not increase the total lia· 
bility of th<: public. If the Government 
happens to have_ a chance majority on this 
occaewn, and wlll take advantage of that 
fact to force this Bill through and get some· 
thing which they would not get if there were 
a full attendance of members of the Council, 
the Government and the party can take the 
rccponsibility of their actions. 

HoN. R. SUMNER : I do not intend to 
delay the Council many moments. I am 
going to support the Bill, because I believe 
it is a just Bill. I belieYe the salary ought 
to. have been mcrcas<::d some time ago. I 
thmk the hon. membqr who has Just sat down 
will bear me out in my argument. I have 
had s<"me experience as a member of the 
Assembly. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: So have I. 
HoK. R. SUMNER: Unless th.; hon. mem­

ber or myself had had some other occupation 
or source of income, he knows the salary 
paid would not ha,·e been sufficient. I do 
not know whether it might not be a good 
thing to increase it to more than £500 with 
a condition attached. T.h.; Hon. Mr. Fowles 
will follow me in this. In the church to 
which that hon. member belongs they fix 
the salary of the ministry with a condition 
that the ministers shall i::.ot enter into any 
oth0r occupation which will add to the 
emoluments of their office. It is all very 
W<:ll for hon. members in this Chamber who 
haYe oth0r sources of income to come here 
and practically ~pend their time and give 
their services to the community gratis. Sup­
posQ they had no other source of income, 
vvould they be able to do that? I think this 
Council ought unanimously to agree to tho 
incrc!lst' in salary. Th0 As<ecnbly havo 
pa> .. ed it prnctically unanimously. It mig.ht 

be a good thing to increase t.he salary to 
£1,000 per year, and make the proviso that 
no man should havP. any occupation whioh 
would add to the emoluments of his office as 
a member of Parliament. If members have 
no other source of income and have to do 
their work as members on £300 a year, not 
only is it not sufficient, but it is no credit 
to the community. Recently somebody cnlled 
my attention to a copy of " Hansard" in 
which a member on one side began to criti­
cise certain members of this Chamber. 
Another member later on did the same thing. 
\Vithin the next we~k. I think it is the duty 
of members in this Chamber to take the 
characters of members in the Assembly, 
analyse them, and give the history of some 
of those peopl~. I propose to have a "go" 
at it in the near future. 

The PRESIDE~T: Order! 

HoK. R. SUMNER: Anyhow, I support 
this Bill because I think it is a right thing 
to .do. I have no other reawn. I have advo· 
cated for many years that the salary should 
be i1;creased. vY e pasM<~d t,his afternoon a 
Bill dealing with workers' dwellings. We 
say that the conditions of life have altered 
so rnnch as to juetify increasing the amount 
of advance for a workers' dwelling from 
£350 to £800. Even memb<;:rs on the other 
side of the Chamber, when the vVorkers' 
Homes Bill was before the Council, thought 
that that was not sufficient, and they made 
a limit of £1,000. That shows that the con. 
-clition;; of living have altered to such an 
ext~nt that to got a cottage in which to live 
the price has gone up from £350 to £80@. 

Ilon. P .• T. LEAHY: It was to give them a 
better cottage. 

Hox. R. SGMKER: The Board of Trade 
in ~ew South vYales have fixed the minimum 
rate of £3 17s. 6d. per week, and I hope it 
will be followed here. 

Hon. G. S. Cc:RTJS: A strong protest 1s 
being 1nado against it. 

Ho~. R. SUMX!<:R: It is practically the 
law in New South Wales, and will be followed 
rii;ht throughout Australia in the near future. 
The man who had .£500 or .£1,000 a few years 
ago is worth only half that in purchasing 
value to·day. 

Hon. G. S. CuRTJS : Owing to the large 
amount of taxation placed upon him. 

HoK. R. SUMNER: What have we to do 
with taxation on the imports which are 
coming here? Prices are still soaring. Even 
to·day prices arc higher than during the 
period of the war. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: They have not raised 
the salaries in America. 

HoN. R. SUMNER: I think they have-I 
do not 'ay the salaries of members of P,ar­

liament. From what we can rea<l 
[7.30 p.m.] and gather from American 

politics, they do not want any 
salaries at all there. I will say this-and I 
do not think any hon. gentleman can deny 
it-·WC can congratulate oursclve, that Aus­
traliall politics, so far, have been kept clean. 
There have been verv few cases, 1f an:c, of 
corruption; I do not know of one single 
concreto case in Australia. I know that 
illYOstigations have been made in New South 
\Vales ,,·ith regard to certain matters, but 
they are sub j udioe. I do not think there is 
one case in Australia where there has been 

Hon. R. Sumner.] 
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corruption in our political life, and I hope 
that day will never come. I think if corrup­
tion does come in, anybody having anything 
to do with it should be cast out of public 
life. In or·dor to keep our politics as pm·e 
as we can, it is only fair that we should pay 
members a living wage, and I do not think 
the present salary of members of the Asso:nbly 
is a fair liYing ''7 agc. :31any hDn. gentlon1en 
opposite have had experience as 1nernbers of 
tbe Assembly, and they cannot tell me that 
they can carry out the duti0·· of a member of 
Pai·liament ,;nd live properly on the salary 
which is being paid. On the grounds of 
justice and righteousness, we should pass this 
Bill. and th<"n) should not be any difference 
of opinion about it. I think hon. gentlemen 
O)lposite will admit in their own hearts that 
£300 is not sufficient, and that they will vote 
for the Bill if they vote as they feel. I do 
not think I need labour the question. People 
sav that the matter has not been before the 
countrv and one hon gentleman mentioned 
the rd~rendum. But. why submit the quos· 
tion of whether there should be any tax or 
not to a referendum of the peopie 1 We 
know that it is imvossible to do so. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: You do not 
trust the people, evidently. 

HooT. R. SU:MNER: The hon. member is 
an ex-Treasurer, and he was not a bad one 
when he was there, but would he, while 
Trc asurer, have submitted every measure of 
taxation, such as income tax or land ta;x, to 
a referendum of the people 1 If we d1d so 
we should also submit the whole question of 
the publio service to a referendum. Tbo 
salaries of the U ndor Secretary have as much 
right to be subject to a referendum as thos.e 
of members of Parliament. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: They have an 
Industrial Court. 

HoN. R. SUMNER: That would apply to 
the salar-c of the Railway Commicsioner as 
well. I think hon. gentlemen ought to do 
the right thing. If they think £300 is suffi­
cient thev should vote for it; but I do not 
think it "is sufficient. I do not think £500 
is enough, but I am going to support that 
an1ount. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Move an amendment to 
i!lcroaso it if you do not think it is enough. 

HoN. R. SUMJ\'ER: I would bo out of 
order, bocuuse it is beyond the functio1Js of 
this Chamber to increase amounts. I think 
£500 is a fair thing, and I hope hon. gentle· 
men opposite will hesitate before they vote 
in opposition to the BilL 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: When this Bill 
\\ ::ts firf,t tnoot0d I gave the 1nattflr considera­
tion, and decided to Yote jn a certain Lurec­
tion, but I aloo decided that 1 would not 
vote \vithout ('xprcs~ing my opinions on the 
matter. As you are all aware, I have be;n 
a member of the Lower House. It is twelve 
or thirteen yc::trs ago since I was n nwmber 
of the Aser•mbl~·. So Lu as the sufficiency of 
salary go0s, 'vhatever may be the increase 
in the cost of living since that date, I can 
conacientiously say th<It £300 a year \\'aS 
not sufficient for a countrv member twelve 
,-ears ago. (Hear, hear !) "There is another 
rea'3on. I have eon1e to the conclusion that, 
in order to attract what might be termed the 
middle-class men of the community to take 
an interest in politics, and give them a.n 
opportunity. if they hctve a bent or ambition, 
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which is natural to most men, to benefit their 
fellow-men. the salary should be increased. 
At the present time, apparently, the only 
people who can honestly afford to be in the 
other House are either those who arc. for­
tunately, so well off that they need no salary 
at alL or a man such as was descnbed by the 
Hon. · Mr. Leahy this afternoon who could 
not earn anvwhere nc~ar that arnount outside. 
But the middle-class man who has a. little 
business, or the professional rnan, even in 
the city, cannot afford to be a member •:f the 
Assernblv becauso the tenure of thB of!wc 1s 
merely t~rnporary. If he does hiE; duty to 
his constituents and grve.s then1 .hn pro1upt 
attention, he must s>1crifice his pc'rsonal busi­
ness. It does not matkr whether he JS only 
keeping " fruit shop; his business \Yill have 
to go. We ha YC seen men in the past who 
ha vo sjwnt a. period of years in the Assembly, 
and when they have left the AssL•mbly the:r 
were many J;ears older ltnd had nothing, 
their bu5ine.:;s or prof(":-sion hav1ng gone. 
Fersonally. I paid dearly for being a member 
of the Assembly. so th>tt I would rather be 
herB on no sa.la:rv than in the Assembly with 
£300 a year. .~s to whether a reduction in 
the nun;ber of members ought to havz' been 
in the policy of the Government 1mt before 
the electors or not is quite immatenal to th1s 
question. The stand I take is that if pay­
ment of members is the policy of Queensland, 
then the payment should be adequate. The 
Hon. Mr. Lcahy stated that there was any 
number of men who wore not worth £500 a. 
year, but that is no argument against an 
increase of salary. It is for the electors to 
say: ''If we ha Ye to pay £500 a year we 
will elect a man who is worthy to be our 
representative and entitled to the salary," 
That is thei1· business. \Ye cannot dis­
criminate. The representative of a suburb 
of Brisbane is in a far better position than a 
n1c1uber who co1nes fron1 a dista.n('e. The 
,;,.. rage country member has to leave . his 
fan1ilY in a. country town or on a selection, 
and i},. has to keep" them there and also keep 
himself in the city while attending to his 
pa dianwntary dutic-c. which du not termmate 
with a ses·,ion of Padwment. He JS called 
upon by his eledor' ~hroughout the year, 
even when Parhan10nt IS not SJtting, to co1ne 
to Brisbane and attend to the w<tnts of his 
electors, and P\-rry tirno he n1oves it oasts 
him money. Then, we know tha~ the finan­
cial calls on a Jncrnbf'r of ParhanHHlt are 
more numerous than they are on a private 
C'itiJ.cn. I do not suppo>c there IS an 
individual in this Chamber who. if he were 
liYing quic·tly in his little cottage. coul·d not 
live on £300 a ~-ear; but that JS a totally 
different thing- from being a member of 
Parliament. The argument has been u.<ed 
that this increa~e Abnu1d ha.YC' be011 bruu~ht 
before the electors last time. This Parlia­
ment has not long to run. Tbe question will 
be brought bt>foro the cl ctors, "·ho, if thev 
re-,cnt thf' illC'rcasc \\·hiC"h h s been agref'd 
to b,- the other Chamber, can say so, but 
from my observation and contact w1th 
people. no reasonable thinks that a 
member of Parliament not worth £500 a 
:':ear. They rna57 s,t_~· are indiv-iduais 
>vho arf' not worth £500 a ycu: but the 
prjnrinle is ~vhat wt~ arG con: idcr1ng, not tho 
individual. and it is for the to choose 
a.n individual to repre;:;ent \Yho can 
OE!l'll £500 a ~·rar. ~Iy 1naj_n ohjc0tion to 
the retention of £300 a yrar 1s the fact that 
just a5 no payment to 'members limits the 
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:representation to one class of individual, so 
an inadequate salary does the same. The 
salary ought to be sufficient to enable a man 
to say : " I think the electors wish me to 
represent them. If I do I can afford it, 
because I am getting a reasonable recom­
pense." I have known members of Parlia­
ment to lea Ye the House a lot poorer than 
when th0y went in. I know some members 
to-day, who do not throw their money about­
who arc practically teetotallers and live in 
the 1nost frugal '''ay, \rho are no better off 
on the 31st December than they were on the 
preyious 1st of January, and if they got out 
·of Parliament to-morrow they would have to 
start to scratch without anything behind 
them. I look upon it that the responsibility 
in thi,c matter is not with us, but with the 
other Chamber, the members of which will 
have to a.ccount to the people for their 
actions. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: You might say 
the same about the Council Abolition Bill. 

Ho:>:. C. F. ::-nELSON: I might say the 
~an1e about rnany things, but, to be correct, 
[ would not do so about the Abolition Bill. 
It is not for us to judge and count heads 
and value individuals in some other place. 
The first point is what is the position worth? 
(Hear, hear !) The next point is that thB 
electors have the duty of finding a man 
worthy to fill the position. I intend to vote 
for the second r.~ading of the Bill. 

HoN. G. S. CURTIS: I have listened 
attentively to all that has been said about 
this matter. It seems to me that the quPstion 
as to whether £300 a year is a sufficient 
salary for members of the Assemblv is one 
which we have nothing to do with. The 
question is whether there vY.as a n1andate 
given at the last election to increase the 
«alaries of members of the other House. It 
is quit·e clear that that issue was not placPd 
before the electors. It was not includc•d in 
the programme submitted by the GoYcon­
meut, and the fact that, several candidates 
1nentioned it in their election spc0ches in a 
.casual sort of way counts for nothino-. Our 
position is analogous to that of trust~es 1-vho 
have boon appointed to manage an estate, 
and who have agreed to undertake the 
1nanagenwnt for a certain tcnn of vears .at 
a certain fixed rate of rcmtmcration. Sup­
posing those truetees. without any a nthority 
from the owners of tho estate, helped them­
sBlves from the funds of the estate b,. 
incrEasing their ren1nncre. tion. IYG knovv wha·t 
would be thought of such conduct. Wo arc 
here as trmtPos for the people of Queensland. 
Tho Hon. }1r. Kielson mid that wo are not 
deeply concerned in tho question. but that it 
·is a matter that concerns the A··semblv onlv. 
But the Parliament of Queensland consis'ts 
of two Houses. and we in this Chamber haYc 
an absolute right to reject anv Bill which 
involves tho expenditure of !noney. Onr 
right to amend money Bills hrts been ques­
tioned. bHt thoro is no doubt about our right 
to reject such Bills. The quPstion of 
whether £300 a year is sufficient payment for 
members of the Assemblv is net a matter 
which concerns us at alf The question is 
whether at the last election a mandate \\as 
g-iven to the members of the Assembly to 
increaf:.e their sHlaries. It j s 1nanifest that 
no such mandate 1vas gjyen. Those who were 
returned cnt<ercd into a contract with tlwir 
~onstituf nts to serYe thorn in this Parli-atnent 
for three years at the present salary. This 
Bill violates that contract, and the argument 

is irresistibly in faYour of the rBjcction of 
the measure. Nothing h<ts been said to-night 
about the value of voluntary senices; but 
we know that for many ye.a m after the 
establishment of Queensland we had >olun­
tary service in the Legislative Assembly, and 
the members of our early Parliaments gave 
just -us efficient service as the nte1nbers of 
Parliam0nts for many years back. It was 
consiucred one of the gloric' of tho British 
E·ntpiro that so many able public 111011 wore 
ahva:vs willing to give their services to the 
country voluntarily. Unfortunately, that has 
been impaired to a considerable extent by 
the p<1yment of members of the Ilouse oi 
Cmnmons, vvhich followed alrnost inune­
diatcly on the pat,;:;age of the Parliarnent 
Bill, which com·ertod the permanent Yoto of 
the !louse of Lords into a suspPnsory one. 

Hon. R. BEDFOHD: You don't believe in 
payment of members at all. 

Ho~. G. S. CUH'TIS: I do not. I think 
it would be a goo·d thing if we could do 
without it. I think that payment of member; 
and universal suffrage arc bad things, and 
that they hayc brought about the deteriora­
tion of Parliament and of representative 
government. I consider that tho personnel 
of the early Parliaments of Queensland, 
when there was no payment of members, 
compared very favourably with that of our 
Parliaments for several vears past. John 
Stuart :Yiill pointc.d out that a deterioration 
in the calibre of members of Parliament and 
of representative government would follow 
from thB extensiou of the sufl'r<tge. and that 
has been the case. U ndoubt,dly, it has tended 
to bring down the ability of members of Par­
liament to the dead levPl of collective medio­
critv. I do not think there has been any 
app~reciaLle inC'rease in the cos+ of living since 
the election took place last year. vVlwn the 
election took place "·as the ti,ro for c.andi­
dutes who wero not satisfied with the salary 
then paid to say distinctly that the} wo1dd 
vote for .nr increase if the opportumty 
offered. Thw· did not do that, and now, as 
trustees of the public purse, "'" would be 
failing in our duty if we did not protect the 
public funds. I helicvn that this Bill should 
be accompa-nied by two other Bills-olw pro­
Yidin<r for • redistribution of snats, and the 
otlt,·r"' a Bill for the redudion of members in 
the~ other House. rnqucstionably, the 
pre;;cnt electoratm viol<JtP the principle of 
one Ynte one Yalue. and. \Yith respect to a 
reduction in the numbc1· of members. all the 
other States have reduced the number of 
me1nbcrs in their LcgislatiYB Assemblies, 
includin<" ?>i"cw South \'Vales, which has a 
po-pulati';;n. j~tst ;tl"out three tinw• that of 
Qucenslanrl, .and yet ·ha::: onhT a fc\v Inoro 
m0n1brr~ in the At's,.rnl1]y than yre h!lve. 
Sonwthing- has been said about the tnxpaycrs: 
but the taxnay0rs in Queensland are a very 
small nerc.~nt~ge of t.lw population. The 
whole l;urden of taxation falls upon kss than 
23,000 people. Large ~ums h>:YC been piled 
upon their shouldPrs s1nc0 th1s GoYernJnent 
C'a.n1c.~ into power--a Govf'rnlnf'Ht '"ho repre­
sent the manual labourers and others who 
contribute nothing·. t'ithcr dirc·~tly or indi­
rectly, to the State Treasury. To qnote ,John 
Stua;·t :.'11ill again. such a bmden should not 
he placed upon the shoulders of a ~mall 
section of the people by those who contnbute 
nothing. In Queensland it rcp.re;;ents only 
about 3 p~r cent. of our popnlatwn. 

The PHESIDE::-JT : Order ! This is not a 
question of contributing to tax-ation. 

Hon. G. S. Curtis.] 



1484 Oon<tit><tion Act [COUNCIL.] Amendment Bill, No. 2. 

lioN G. S. CURTIS: It is a gro's viola­
tion of the principles of democracy. I do 
not th;nk I need say anything further on the 
subject. The Hon. Mr. Leahy's speech shonld 
carry conviction to any unprejudiced and 
unbiassed person. IY e have no right to go 
behind the backs of the people and spend 
public money without a spPcial mandate from 
the people. 

HoN. C. PAGE-IIA:.JlFY: It is unfortu­
nate that a question such a,, this cannot be 
approached apart from party. It is a ques­
tion that we ought to be able to consider 
entirely on its merits, 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORX: vYoll, you try 
and do so. 

HoN. G. PAGE-liAl'\IFY: I am going to 
try. It is quite evident that the question is 
being considered just in the same old way 
of tho '·ins" and '· outs," anJ is being used 
as a political catch-cry. It bring's about the 
position that in the Assembly \VD had the 
spectacle of an Opposition that pretended to 
oppose the Bill, and stopped out of the wa:: 
so that it should not be lost. \Ye are going 
to have exac1Jy the same spectacle in this 
Chamber to-night. I arn satisfied that this 
Bill is going through. The H cm, :VIr. Leahy 
and the Hon. Mr. Curtis made a good deal 
of tho qLtestion that there WH uo mandnte 
from the people. It is ridiculous for this 
Council to raise the question of a mandate 
from the people, seeing that they have been 
consi,tently and persist0ntly vio1>Utlng, every 
expressed wish of the people for the four and 
a-half years that the Labour Government 
have been in power. VYhat rr1akes an issuo 
at a general election? I claim that this 
question was an issue at the last general 
election. Under our Constitution \\·e have a 
recognised Governrnent and a recognised 
Opposition. The Government lay. down a 
policy, and the leader of th0 Opposthon lays 
d.owri a policy~ and will hon. gentlen1Pll <"~Y 
that this question of a probable increase m 
the >~llaries of members of the Assembly 
was not prominently before the electors at 
the last election? 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORK: It was not. 

HoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: It was. Is it 
not a fact that there was a full-page adver­
tisements inserted in the newspapers by those 
who were lea,ding the campaign for the 
party which hon. gentlcme_n on . the. other 
side altog-ether belong to, 111 whiCh It was 
stated that, if the Labour party were 
returned to power, one of their first acts 
would be to increase the salaries of members 
of the Assembly to £1,000 a year? When 
the Opposition put that question before the 
electors in that way, they did so as promin­
ently and it became just as effiectively an 
issue with the electors as if the Premier had 
included it in his policy speech. I regret 
that he did not do so, because I am satisfied 
that it would not have made one particle of 
difference to the result of the elections, 
because the people generally approve of 
honest, reasonable payment for services 
rendered. I claim, therefore, that, taking 
that view, there is a mandate from' the people 
on the 'luestion. because, if the people had 
believed what the Opposition said and had 
opposed an increase of salaries, they wculd 
not have returned the Ryan Government with 
the triumphant majority that they did. 
Therefore, that arg-ument, to a great extent, 
is blown away. If hon. gentlemen will face 
the question fairly, I am sure they will be 

[Hon. C. S. Curtis. 

guided be· what the Hon. Mr. Nielson has 
said, I am glad to see one hon. member 
on the other side who is prepared to stand up 
and face this issue just on its merits, I am 
quite sure there is not one man here who, 
in his own conscience, can say that £500 
a vear at the present time is more money, 
tnl~ing the purchasing value of that money, 
than £300 a vear was at the time that was 
fixed as the amount to be paid to members 
of the Assembly, :md endorsed time and 
again by the people. 

Hon. G. S. CuRTIS: They wore paid £150 
a year at one time. 

Hox, G. PAGE-HAC\'IFY: The amount 
"as first fixed at £300, then it was reduced 
to £150, and it was afterwards increased to 
£300, and then subsequently £24 a year was 
adcled for expenses, I claim that the purchas­
ing value of that £324 at the time it was 
first paid was quite equal to the purchasmg 
value of £500 at the present time. Hon. 
members do not pretend to argue that it was 
not; but they say that there are members in 
the A,.,embly "ho arc not "·orth the am_ount 
they are now being paid. That is really 
not an issue, and it is a matter that 1.ve 
have no right to judgP, It is a matter for 
the electors who elected those members. Bnt 
thoro does seen to be something in the 
argument that, as Parliament fixed the salary 
in the first instance and altered it in the 
S(·cond instance without anv direct reference 
to the people, it is just as" right for Parlia­
ment to-day to fix the salary at a higher 
amount as it was in the first instance to 
bring 'in pavm<"nt of members. If tl!e 
elected representatives of the people are paid 
an adequate sum, men of ability will be 
attracted, and we will not be in the position 
in which we now find ourselves, that only 
those who have other means of livelihood can 
afford to enter Parliament. Hon. gentlemen 

cannot defend the undemocratic 
[8 p.m.] suggestion that only those who 

are rich in this world's goods 
should be able to come into the Legislative 
Chambers and make laws for the people. 
Everyone admits now that no man can per­
form the duties of a member of Parliament 
legitimately and properly on a salary of 
£300, unless he has other sources of remuner­
ation. It is a very bad thing that men 
should have to divide their time and divide 
their brains, instead of devoting their whole 
brains to the business of the country. The 
principle of payment of members has been 
established in Australia. In fact, it has now 
been established in the Mother of Parlia­
ments. 

Hon. E. W. H. FOWLES: Would you apply 
it to this Council? 

HoC>f. G. P AGE-HANIFY: I regret that 
the time is not opportune to give some 
reasonable remuneration to members of this 
Chamber. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD : It should not exist. 

HoN. G. PAGE-HANIFY: Well, that is 
the policy of the Government-we stand for 
the abolition of this Chamber. If the matter 
is put to the people in a way in which they 
can exercise their calm judgment, and they 
say that something should be ·done to place 
members of this House on the same level 
as members of the other Chamber, then, of 
course, we should bow to their wilL If we 
want a Parliament that really represents 
the people, we should make the conditions 
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ouch that any of the pe·ople, irrespective of 
what their worldly possessions may be, may 
be able· to take their placo in that Parliament. 
I recognise that a great deal that has been 
said here is quite insincNe. We are in the 
>ame position in this Chamber as members 
arc in the other Chamber. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORX: You arc 
speaking for :yourself. 

HoN. G. PAGE-HA~IFY: I am speaking 
for myself entirely. I am a porfcctlv free 
agent in this House, the same as tho hon. 
~nember, and I arn free to exercise my own 
Judgment on such a matter as that which is 
now before· the HousP. l\1y own judgment 
is flat this is a just Bill, and that the 
mcreasc of salary to members of the 
Assembly is long overdue, and should have 
~~ec•n pt~id to thorn fu1.1r or five years ago. 
lhere rs no sound argument that can be· 
raised against that contention. There is no 
~rgument against this measure, except that 
1t rnay be an adyantago to ono ::.ide iu 
politics to thro'':' it out. In my opinion this 
lS a matter entirely for the- Assembly. vVe 
cannot amend the Bill, and I do not think 
members opposite arc going to take the 
responsibility of throwing it out to-night. 
I hope· that the Bill will be passed, and I 
am. very glad .to have the opportunity of 
ra1s1ng 1ny YOico 111 favour of it and of 
voting for it. 

HoN. P. ::\fURPI-IY: I was impressed with 
the speech made by the Hon. Mr. Nielsen, 
who declared that when he was a member of 
the Lower House the salary was not sufficient. 
If twelve or fourteen years ago, when that 
hon. member was in the Lower House and 
vvas getting £300 per annum, that ,vas not 
a sufficient salary for a membe-r of Parlia­
rncnt, it cannot, by any strotch of reasoning, 
be urged that it is a sufficient salary to-dav. 
I very much regret to say that the Hon. M~·. 
Leahy di·cl not impress me with his speech 
to-night as he generally does impress me 
when he addressc)S the Council. It seemed 
to me that his heart was not in his speech. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: I was very earnest. 

HoN. P. MURP HY: It would take much 
stronger argume·nts than those advanced by 
the hon. gentleman to prove to me that he 
"·as ca>·ncst in his opposition to this Bill. 
The hon. gentleman said that the Mother of 
1°arliaments was paying her members £400 
a Y<'ar, and lw argued that that was a 
reason why we should not give members £500 
a ye:1r in Queensland. I think the inference 
from thos_e facts is very opposite. A 
carpenter 111 Australia is recHiving 14s. or 
15s. a day, whereas if ho were in the old 
country he would be getting only 7s. or Ss. 
a day. 

Hon. T. J. O'SHEA: Not now. 

HoK. P. MURPHY: Well. take the rail­
way men who were rece·ntly ~n strike in the 
old country. They have got an increase to 
£2 10s. a week. and I believe the o-reat 
majority are getting £3 and £4 a ;eek. 
The· Hon. Mr. Leahy went round' the whole 
compass to find arguments against this 
proposed increase in the salaries of members 
·of the Assembly, but they were very weak 
arguments. Other hon. gentleme·n who have 
spoken against the payment of members 
were also very weak in their arguments. I 
was much more impressed by the practical 

arg·ume·nts of those who spoke in favour of 
the Bill. If we look at electorates like the 
Mitchell and Gregory, and other constitu­
encies in the Northern and Western parts of 
the State, we sc·e that the electorates are 
very large. and I venture to say that it 
would cost £400 or £500 to contest one 
election in such large districts. The expen,,es 
of tra v,elling there aro enormous, and, as 
we know, we have triennial Parliaments, so 
that an election takes place every three 
vears. \V e also know that donations have 
to be giYen by members of Parliament to 
different race clubs, and to various schools 
of arts. in their electorates, besides to other 
institutions, so that I question very much 
''hether even £500 a year is a sufficient 
salarv for a member of Parliament. The 
labotirer is worthy of his hire, and so is a 
member of Parliament. Members of Parlia­
ment. it will be admited, are, as a general 
rule, abler men than the common crowd. 
\Vho will sav that the Labour me-mbers in 
this Parliament are not as able as any crowd 
who have e\·er boon in office in Queensland? 
I venturr; to say that they could easily select 
another :\1inistrv from the Labour men in 
the Assembly. It is no good to say that the 
memb<'rs there are not as intelligent as any 
other cl aso.. They are as intelligent as any 
other class, and they dese-rve to be paid 
accordingly. Every member of Parliament 
is dcsen·ing of reasonable remuneration for 
the sen-ices which he renders the country. 

HoN. F. ::\1cDONNELL : I do not wish to 
prolong this debate, but there are some 
remarks of the Hon. Mr. Leahy to which I 
should like to refer. The hon. gentleman 
mad<l· it a particular point that this matter 
had not been submitted to the people at 
the last gNwral election. I remember-and 
the Hon. Mr. Stephens and the Hon. Mr. 
Cm·tis must also remember, as they were 
members of the Assemblv at the time-that 
in 1896 the payment of members, which then 
amounte-d to £150 a year, was increased, and 
the question was not brought before the con­
stituencies. It was not one of the questions 
of the ·day. The Hon. Sir Hugh Nelson was 
Pr€mier at the time. The first measure 
brought down to that Chamber by Sir Hugh 
Nelson was a Bill to increase the payment of 
members from £150 to £300 per annum, and 
that was done without anv mandate from the 
people. I think the Hon: Mr. Stephens, who 
was supporting the Government of the· day, 
will bear me out in that statement. \Vhen 
Sir Hugh Nelson brought in the Bill he made 
it very clear that he was not in favour of 
payment of members, but that he· brought in 
the measure to increase their salaries because 
of a demand which had been made on both 
sides of the HousH, and on that occasion their 
salaries were increased by 100 per cent. That 
was done without the question being made a 
party question or even a prominent que·stion 
of the day, and I would remind the Hon. 
Mr. Curtis of the fact that he was a member 
of tho Assembly at the time, and that he did 
not oppose the passing of that Bill, but 
ac01 pled the payment of £300 per annum. 
The way in which this question has been 
dealt with bv hon. members who have 
opposed the Bill is paltry and mean. Is not 
the labourer worthv of his hire? The 
ordinary shop assist~nt, if he has attained 
the ag·e· of twenty-four years, gets £4 per 
week. The cost of living has increased to 
such an extent that £10 per week is scarcely 
equal to £6 a week a few years ago. The 

llon. P. McDonnell.j 
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Hon. Mr. Leahy was member for the vV arrego 
for a short time. 

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Seven years. 

Ho:-:. F. :McDO:'\fNELL: Well. the hon. 
gentleman knows very well that the expenses 
of a member of Parliament are going on all 
the time. The Hon. Mr. Nielson has dealt 
with that phase of the question, and has 
referred to the numerous calls made on a 
mc•mber of Parliament that must be answered. 
I do not suppose that anyone wishe6 that a 
member of Parliament should have to live in 
such a way that he cannot bring up his 
family respectably and in comfort. At all 
events, I think, looking at the matter from 
a pounds shillings and pence point of view, 
£10 per 1veck is little enough for a man 
oeeupying the position of a member of Par­
hamcnt. :tYLtnv members of this Chamber 
fmd it verv ha1:d and verv difficult to attend 
here witho.ut payment, an'cl, if this Council is 
to continue, I should certainly say that its 
1nernbers should re·reive payment as "\Yell as 
members of the Assembly. Of course, there 
ar(~ more men in this cOuncil who arc in a 
position to con1c here and givo their services 
free than there are in the other place. They 
have not to bear to the eame extent as mem­
bt•r,; in the other place the expDnses connected 
with the constituency. Of course, hon. mem­
bers in this Chamber have claims as public 
men to which. I have no doubt, they respond 
according to their means. vVe all are desirous 
at the present time of seeing people getting 
a fair wage. I do not think £500 a. year is 
one penny too much. On the contrary, I 
would be prepared to support a provision for 
£600 or £700. I think our Queensland Par­
liament stands out as the foremost Parlia­
rneat in Australia from the standpoint that 
there has hccn less graft in connection w·ith 
it than there has been with anv other Par­
liament in Australia. In mv twenty-five 
yPars' expmience of both Houses I have ;wver 
heard of a case of graft. I think that is a 
record of which Queensland might well be 
proud. I hope this Council will, without 
division, accept this Bill. 

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: I do .not 
know that it is necessary to say very much 
at this late stage of the debate. I think 
most has been said that can be said for and 
against. I fail to sec that the arguments in 
favour of the Bill are at all convincing, or 
are Rufficient to co1npol us to assist in passing 
the Bill. A great deal has been said regard­
ing whether £300 is sufficient or not. We 
are not concerned with that. What we are 
concerned about is members of the other 
House helping themselves to an increased 
salary without any submission of the question 
tc the people of the country. 

Hon. F. McDOXNELL: It was clone in 1896. 

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: If it were 
wrongly done in 1896 that is no reason why 
it should be wrongly done in 1919. 

Hon. F. :McDOKNELL: Your own party did it. 

Ho='!. A. G. G. HAWTHORN: A question 
like this should be submitted to the people 
as a clear issue at election tirrw. That 'Yas 
never done. Until that be done, I say the 
present Parliament have no right to add 
[~nything to their own salaries ,,~ithout 
authoritv. Members of the other House 
came iri" under a contract, practica.lly, tl.at 
theY were going to get £300 a year. They 
agreed to that, and they came prepared to 

[Hon. F. McDom;ell. 

take that amount and be satisfied. Now 
they turn round and say it is not enough, 
and they are going to help themselves to 
another £200 per year. The strange part 
o£ it is, it is not satisfactory to their 
own newspaper. I find that the " Daily 
Standard " of 25th October last year, when 
the question of £200 being tacked on to the 
Appropriation Bill was before the Chamber, 
said they did not think it was th" right thing 
for members of Parliament to add to their 
salary without first either getting the consent 
of the' people or putting it before the Indus­
trial Court. 'l'he " Standard " also on that 
date said that Parliament were putting them­
selves above the peoplo and above justice. 

Hon. R. BEDFOHD: The " Daily Standard " 
can be as crazy as any other paper. 

HoK. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: It is the 
leading Labour authority. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD: It is not. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: ft voices 
their opinions and directs th<eir actions. 

lion. R. BEDFORD: It does not. 

Hox. A. G. C. HA WTHOR:::-.i: That is the 
general reputation it has. I do not think the 
Hon. Mr. McDonald will agree with the hon. 
gentleman in what ho says. It has already 
LPen stated that this Bill, if brought in at 
all, should be accompanied by two other 
Rills. One of those should make provision 
for a redistribution of scat' in order to 
abolish the im•qualities which at present exist 
i1' Queensland, where we have one electorate 
containing 12.000 electors and another with 
onlv 1,200. There is an absolute inequality· 
the~·e. I say that that ought to be remedied. 
In addition to that, there ought to be a 
reduction of members. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD: Some electorates here 
are too big already. 

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: When 
federation was brought about, it was distinctly 
tatod that a reduction of members would he 

made. All the other States of Australia have 
made the reduction. \Vhy should Queensland 
be behind and not come into line with the 
others" Then, what are the salaries in the 
other States? In vVestern Australia they get 
£300 a vear: in Victoria with twice our 
population, they get £3qo 'a year. In New 
South Wales, with three t1mes our populat10n, 
the amount is £500, and they had a reduction 
of members. In Tasmania and South Aus­
tralia it is £200 a year. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD : They are getting £300 
now. 

HoN. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: Apart from 
anything else, I say it is not the proper· 
thi.ng. I quite agree with the " Standard" 
on this one occasion. There is a further 
aspect that could well be enlarged upon, .and 
that is that this is not the proper time, 
financially, to load the country up with an 
extra £13,000 a year. \Ve have an immense 
deficit, admitted by the Government to be· 
£170,000, but which the Auditor-General says 
should be £500,000. The Treasurer came 
before us last year and said, " I a.m going to 
get £300,000 from retrospective taxation, 
which is going to wipe out the deficit of last 
vear." Instead of wiping it out he put that 
1nto the consolidated revenue for this year, 
with the result that the Auditor-General says 
if he had been honest he ;would have shown 
a deficit of £500 000. Under all the circum­
stances I have' mentioned, I think this. 
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Council would be perfectly justified in refus­
inll" to pass the Bill. Eighteen months hence, 
when there is a general election, will be the 
time for the Government to submit to the 
people the question of whether they are to 
get an extra £200 or anything else. 

Hon. L. McDo~ALD: Do you think £300 
is sufficient salary for a member of Parlia­
n-::.cnt? 
Ho~. A. G. C. HA \VTHOR:\': Candidly, 

I do not think it is. I make no "bones" about 
that. but I say that that is not the question 
at the prc,cnt time. The question is: Is the 
other House justified in helping themselves to 
an extra £200, or £500 if they like? 

The SECRETARY FOR MI='iES : They are taking 
the full responsibility of their actions. 

Ho~. A. G. C. HA WTHOR~: They have 
taken a good deal of responsibility. They 
spent a million in unforeseen expendi­
ture last year, without any justification. 
However, I do not think there is any need 
to labour the question. I certainly shall 
oppose the Bill at the preient time. 

Ho~. T. J. O'SHEA: This measure has a~ 
least one redeeming feature about it-it is 
an honest con1ing forward and saying, "We 
want another £200 a year." It is very differ­
ent to what was done last year, when £200 
"'"' taken by false pretences. The money 
has been voted and accepted, and it has not 
been earned. It was said it was for a 
specific purpose. The Labour party has not 
done one halfpenny worth of work towards 
earning that £200. 

Hon. A. SKIRVIKG: And some members of 
the Opposition who said they would not take 
it have taken it. 

HoN. 'f. J. O'SHEA: That does not justify 
it. The men who did that are as much to 
blame as are the men who originated the 
" grab." The question of payment of 
members has been dragged into this. I do 
not know that it really enters thP field of 
debate at the present tim'e. That is a ques­
tion which has a very serious effect generally 
upon legislation and upon politics. To my 
mind the invasion of payment of mcn1bers 
into legislative bodies is just as evil as the 
invasion of professionalism into sport, and I 
think it is just as injurious in effect. The 
question of whether £300 is sufficient for 
an hon. mNnber in another Chamber, to my 
mind, is not before this Council at all. The 
allowance of £300 a year was, in the first 
instance, put forward as a sort of reimburse­
ment for personal expense. It was not 
intC>nded to be a salary. It has degenerated 
into the notion of being a saluy. I doubt 
whether legislation has been improved by 
that invasion. I think it would have been 
bettN without. I think that men who do as 
we are doing in this Chamber-giving the 
best that is in us without remuneration-get 
better results than the men who are sirQply 
grovPlling along under the belief that they 
are working for a salary in making lavvs. 
The question of whether or not this Bill 
should be passed is, to my mind. one which 
should be taken, first of all, from the point 
of view of whether it is a decent honest, 
honourable thing for hon. member~ to vote 
themselves a sum of £200, and make it 
retrospective back to last March. To my 
mind the retrospective " grab" is indecent, 
and is not to be commended. 

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHO~N: It is quite a 
usual one with this Governm'ent. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: The electors have 
had no opportunity of deciding whether 
or not hon. m ern hers should receive any 
increase in their remuneration-or, as they 
like to call it, their salary. I think it would 

have been a decent thing for hon. 
[8.30 p.m.] members in another place, and 

also in this Chamber, to have 
deferred the matter until the next general 
election, and then to have let the people 
know what is definitely proposed and decide 
the matter. If a majority of members are 
returned in support of the proposal, I, for 
one, would not vote against it. I do not 
think any man should be a judge in his own 
case. If a man has a claim, there should 
be some arbiter or umpire to decide the 
claim-a man should not be placed in the 
position of deciding his own case. He should 
agree to let it be decided in the proper way 
by the proper tribunal, and in this case the 
proper tribunal is the people of Queensland. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES: The matter has 
been kept before the people. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: The Government 
kept it well under the "cush. "-they did not 
bring it forward in the way it should have 
been brought forward. It was not part of 
their policy speech, and was not put forward 
by any member as part of the policy of the 
Government. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES : Why not give 
a decent salary? 

HoC~. T. J. O'SHEA: I do not think this 
is a salary. This is really a reimbursement 
Bill for expenses. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD: vVhat do you call it? 

Hox. T. J. O'SHEA: You can call it what 
you like. The men who arc now clamouring 
to increase it without reference to the 
arbiter are the men who accepted the con­
tract with the electors and said they were 
satisfied. They are not compelled to con­
tmue the game-they can pull out of it 
,, hcnm·er they like. Let those who are not 
'atisfied do so, or else let them wa.it until 
they get a proper decision. It is anticipated 
that there will be an election in the middle 
of next year, if not earlier, and it would 
be a decent thing for hon. members in 
another place, as well as those who are 
advocating their case here--

Hon. R. BEDFORD: It won't be next year. 

Ho~. T. J. O'SHEA: Don't be too sure. 
Hon. P. J. LEAHY: There is the Federal 

election eight months before its time. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: I find that most of 
them defer to the last moment the question 
of whether they will get a renewal of their 
term or not. and not one of these men would 
decline £300 at the next election. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD: That is one of the 
worst sweating arguments ever used-that if 
you can get men to be members at an unpay­
able rate, the unpayable rate should be con­
tinued. 

Hox. T. J. O'SHEA: \Vhen men enter 
into a contract it should be ,·espected. If 
you would appoint a taxing-master in this 
question I would he content. The taxing­
maste.r, in this case, should be the people of 
Queensland. 

An Ho;;ouRABLE GENTLE"fAN: They had no 
"'-'ay" in your con1ing here. 

Hon. T. J. O'Shea.J 
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HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: They had more 
" say " in my coming here than in the hon. 
gentlBman coming here. 

The PRESIDENT: Order ! 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: This is a time in 
which, if the Government had anv sense of 
decency in its financial proposals.· it should 
be the last to enforce further burdens on tho 
ta'!'payers. The necessity for ecDnorny is 
bemg preached every\rhere-to Governments 
business men, and all round. ' 
. Hon. R. SU)iNER: They a.re all preaching 
1t, but nobody is practising it. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: The GoYernment 
who preach it, and should act on it are the 
most profligate of the lot. Kat onl~ do they 
not practise economy, as far as th-;, gencr~l 
expenditure of the State is conccCrned, but 
they actually grab at the Treasury, and now 
put into their pockets another' £200 a year 
dating from last March. Thev are not con: 
tent with it from the present time, but must 
grab backwards and get hold of as much a,; 
they can. I wonder they do not go back 
seven years. 

The question of payment of members is 
interlaced with the question of the reduction 
in the number of members. Every Stat•c 
in the Commonwealth, since federation, ha.s 
red.uced its members except Queensland. 
whwh has seventy-two members, and I would 
be quite correct in saying that the work 
would be better done by forty members. 

Hon. R. SuMNEH: You might do it better 
with one if you got the right man. 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: I am not prepared 
to agree with that. However, I think WE' 

might take a leaf out of the book of the 
other States in that respect, and admit that 
there is far too much money spent and too 
much time taken up over legislation in 
Queensland. There is too much legislation, 
and we would be far better off if we had a 
good deal less. The session might, with 
bonefit to the State, be condensed into a 
period of from twelve to fifteen weeks a 
year. We all know what a groat amount 
of time is wasted at the beginning of every 
session, both in the other Cha.mber and in 
this-particularly in this. The first six 
weeks, as a ru1o, is so 1nuch waste time and 
it is really an absurdity to call on oo~ntry 
members to come down here to do nothing. 
and to drag even eitv members from their 
avocations just to form a quorum to do 
nothing. I am one of those who are suf­
ficiently enthusiastic to believe that we give 
our best work for that which our enthusiasm 
drifts towards, irrespective of remuneration. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD: For instance, being a. 
solicitor. 

f{oN. T. J. O'SHEA: Hon. gentl<zmen in 
this House have devoted more time, energy, 
and ability to the service of the country than 
many members in another Chamber, and 
hon. gentlemen in this Rous.; re0eive no 
remuneration. I think that this Bill is only 
the forerunner of another measure which 
has boen foresha·dowcd here to-night by two 
or three hon. gentl.;:men-that provided we 
got £500 a. year for members of the Assem­
bly we shall get £200 or £300 for mr::mbers 
of this Chamber. I think it will be a mis­
take to increase the remuneration of mem­
bers in another Ch>tmber \~ithout reducing 
the number of members. If one proposition 
comes along, the other ehould accompany it; 

[Bun. '1'. J. O'Shea. 

they are natural corollaries. Th<J question 
of economy runs right through the whole 
gamut of legislation at the present time. 
It has been truly said that any Gove,rnment 
~1ust be judged by its linance; and, if that 
Is so, the pres'lnt Government must be con­
demned. Their finances are shocking. The 
extravagance of the Government is abso­
lutely unc.hocked. They Bcem to have no 
control ovr~r their expenditure. The one 
idea in their minds is to get as many 
Government institutions as they can-to 
employ as many people as they can-in the 
fond hope that they will grab all their votes 
and those of their families. I would point 
out that there has been no similar incrcace 
in remuneration-or, if you like the more 
objectionable term, of salary-of members 
of Parliament in anY other State in the 
Commonwealth. Why should Queon6land, 
at a time whr::n it is suffering from most 
confused finance. rush into further extrava­
gance in this respect, without any mandate 
from the people, or without having given 
thorn an opportunity of saying " Y cs" or 
"No"'? rrhe question of the retrospoctiYl' 
grab in the Bill, I think, is radically wrong 
and indecent. but it is only in keeping with 
the rest of the Bill. I am not prepared to 
say that £300 a year is sufficient remunera­
tion for a man who is engag~d in work of 
that sort, if he were occupied all the year 
round, but we all know that the duties 
of Parliament only require his attention 
four or five mont.hs of the year. 

Hon. R. Su>INER: You know he has to 
repres<cnt his constituency and give all his 
time to it. 

Hm-:. T. J. O'SHEA: I know that members 
are constantly doing odd jobs. fetching and 
carrying for elector", which I think is the 
despicable part of the whole thing. I do 
not sec why a n1an, bec-ause he is a memb~r 
for a constituency, should be c.urying the 
buttcr and potatoes and running messages 
for every clPctor in the place. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD: Have not honorary 
l~gislators capitalised their position and been 
paid by a side\vind? 

HoN. T. J. O'SHEA: I do not think there 
are any such on this side. 

Hon. R. BEDFORD: The reason why paid 
members came in was to do way with the 
corruption of an unpaid House. 

HoK. T. J. O'SHEA: I den" that state· 
ment. I say that legislators, before paym~nt 
of members came in, were just as pure, and 
just as bad, as mPmbers are now. I do 
not think that any reflection can be cast on 
legislators in Queensland as a body. I think 
when thQy worked voluntarily they did it 
just as honest!,- and laboriously as they do 
now. They did not kow-tow to electors as 
members do at the present time, which I 
think is a reprehensible thing in the repre­
s~ntation of any constituency. I think that. 
for a number of reasons, this Bill should not 
be passed at the present stage. Later on. 
the electors will have an opportunity of 
ap]?Jroving of it if they like, and increasing 
the salary of members-call it wagf}s or 
salary, or whatever you like. I will conclude 
by moving-

" That all the words after 
' bo' be on1itted, with a view 
ing- the wor,ds ' read a second 
day six months.' for the 

the word 
to insert­
time this 
followin~ 
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1. The people of Queensland have 
not yet been given an opportunity of 
expressmg their will on this proposal 
of the GoYcrnirlent to incroa.so their 
own salaries. ~ 

2. No one should be the judge in 
hi4

'' C\Vn case. 

3. The proposed increase in salaries 
has not been a vital, or ev~n import­
ant, matter at any general election. 

4. Present members of Parliament 
were elected by taxpayers on th~ basis 
of a contmuance of the present salary. 

5. It is desirable that the efforts of 
the Government should be directed 
rather t<_J . reducing th~ present high 
cost of hvmg than to mcreasing their 
own salaries. 

6. The present measure should have 
b~en accompanied by two measures 
in.troducing reforms which are very 
widely desired, namely, the reduction 
of members to a. reasonable number­
a reform that has been introduced into 
all the Stat<;s of Australia, except 
Queensland-and the redistribution of 
seats so as to accord with the demo­
cratic principle of ono vote one value. 

7. In view of the present urgent need 
for national and individual economy, ·it 
Is de<mable that Parliament should 
itself set a high example of minimis­
mg the cost of government, and not 
make !JCrsonal advantage a. reason for 
increasing tho pre·,ent alarrning suc­
cession of deficits. 

8. Ko similar increase in 1nembers' 
salaries has, since the \var comn1enced 
been made in any State of the Corn: 
monwealth, and like propositions have 
been publicly condemned wherever they 
have be.:.:n recently proposed. 

9. That retro~peetive payment to 
16th March, 1919, is bad in principle." 

HoN. E. IL T. l'LANT: I intend to 
the amendment. The question ha~ 

vt~ry \Yell ·dclYJ.ted, and \Vo have heard 
many spcech<>s on both sides· but 1 do not 
fcDl indinoJ to giYe a Yoto ~vithout stating 
my rcu~CJ<S for that vote. Kow that yay­
n1e:nt 01 n1c1nbcrs has bcc01uo a national 
qucqtion, that is not likolv to lJo .altered. I 
believe that it is better to ·pay a salary >Yhid1 
Will attract good men and I do not think 
that £300 is sul1icient 'for a member of the 
Logislatin• Assemhlv. I did not like the 
way in which members of the other House 
got the; £200 cx~ra last ycar: but. at the 
same hme, I qmte believe that thcv are 
Pntitled to more than £300, cspc~ially 
country rnernbers, who are put to yory rnuch 
greater cxp(~nse than to\Vn rnem bcrs. A to\vn 
rnen1ber ran attend to hi\3 busine-~), and, 
perhaps, does not suffer the same loss as a 
man who ha~ to leave hi, business for five 
or six months in the year, and who is put to 
the. expe_nse of livin~ h~re and, perhaps, 
mamtammg his family m the North or 
\Vest. That is a great handicap to the 
country nwmber. Mj' own i·dea is that the 
eountry member should have at lea't £100 
a year more than the town member, and I 
do not think that that wouJ.d be adequate 
compensation to hirn fDr the l-oss he S1F:;tains 
in coming to attend to his parliamentary 
duties. I have known numbers of instances 
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in which members ha,·c actuallv ruined them­
sPlvos by be.corning nwn1hors Of Parlian1ent, 
and having- to neglect their busineBS("-, for 
the sake oi the small emoluments which they 
receivod as rne111bers of Parlimnont, and 
which b0· no means compensated thmn fer 
tho arnount they had to pay in conte5ting 
elections. I l)('liPve that this measure should 
Lo accompanied by a Bill ~or a rct~uction in 
the number o! members m the ,LI.ssetnbly. 
That is one point I am ycry strong upon. 
As soon as we got federation \VC should have 
had a redurtion in the nu1nber of n1e1nbors. 
\Ve ought 1lso to have a redistribution of 
sent~, a", there is a great anomaly at preBe:qt 
in tho nurnber of ek·(:tors in different conzt1-
tuencies. I hope the Goyernment >vi!! see 
their way clear to deal wit~ both tl!oso ques­
tions before the next olectwn. I mtnnd to 
vote for tho second reading of the Bill. 

Question-That the >Yords proposed to be 
omitted (Mr. O'Shea's am··ndmutt) stand 
part of the question--put; and the Council 
divided:-

Co~TENTS, 22. 

Hon. R. Bedford 
F. Courtiee 
"\V. JL Crampton 
"\V. H. Dema.inc 
A. Hinchcliffe 
A .. 1. Jones 
ll. C .. Tones 
T. L .. Tones 
G. LawRon 
H. Llewclyn 

Hon. F. i\IcDonnell 
P. Mnrphy 
T. Kcvitt 
C. F. Nielson 
G. Page-Hanify 
I. Pcrel 
E. H. T. Plant 
]1~. n. Purnell 
W .• 1. Hiordan 
J\. Skirving 
R. 8umner L. JVlcDona.ld 

Te-?lers: Hon. A. Hinchcliffe and Hon. C. F. 
Nielson. 

NoT-CoNTENTS, 17. 

Hon. ,J. Co'Yrlishn,w 
G. S. Curtis 
B. FahPy 
E. W. H. Fowlcs 
H. J,. Groom 
T. :Vf. Hall 
A. G. C. Hawthorn 
J. Rode! 
P. J. Leahy 

Hon. C. F. Marks 
E. D. Miles 
T .• T. O'~hca 
A. H. Parncll 
W. Stcphcns 
A .• T. Thynne 
ll. Turnc·r 
A. H. Whittingham 

TellerB: Hon. T .. T. O'Bhca and Hon. A. H 
\Vhit.tingham. 

Ho--olvcd in the aflirmati,·e. 

QnN3tion-That the Bi1l be no\v read a 
se Jtllld time-put and passed. 

'I he SECRETARY FOR MINES : I move-
" That the President do now leave the 

chair and that ihe Council bo put into 
Committee of the Whole to consider the 
Bill in detail." 

Ho).l. P. J. LEAHY: Will there be any 
use in suggesting to the Minister tJ:at ]_le 
might take the Committee stage of this Bill 
to-morrow? 'There may be some amendments 
that. we would lilw to propose, and it is 
desirable that we should be given time to put 
those amendments in form. I am sure that 
the Minister, with his usual sense of fair 
play, will sec the force of this argument. 
Of course, if the hon. gentleman does not do 
so, he has his brutal majority, and we can 
onl" submit. 

Question put and passed. 
The PRESIDENT: As the Hon. Dr. 

Tavlor thinks it is not advisable for him to 
tal(e the chair, being pecuniarily interested 
in the Bill, I call upon the Hon. W. Stcphens, 
one of the Temporary Chairmen, to take the 
chair. 

Hon. W. Hamilton.] 
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C01DIITTEE. 

(Hon. Tl". Stcphcns in the chair.) 

Clauscc 1 to 4, both inclusive, put and 
passed. 

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: He thought this Bill 
should not come into operation or have any 
force or effect \Vhatsoevcr until after it had 
been submitted to the people by way of a 
referendum, a11d until after the people had 
given an affirmative vote for the Bill. This 
vvas an essentially dmnocratic proposal, and 
if hon. gentlemen opposite were the demo­
c-rats they claimed to be, he should look to 
them for support for the amendment he was 
about to propose. He moved that the 
following new clause be added after clause 
4 

" This Act shall not come into opera­
tion until after it has been submitted 
to the voter,; by wav of referendum and 
after they have vote"d in favour of it." 

The amendment was wmewhat crude, as its 
pn,paration had boon hnrried, but it was 
sufficient to expross \Vhat he desired to have 
embodied in the Bill. 

The SECRET.\RY FOR MINES: He 
opposed the amendment, and doubted 
whtether it was really in order. 

Hon. E. \V. H. FowLES : Don't you believe 
in the referendum? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The 
horL gentleman should give notice of tho 
qup·,tion. <tnd he would answer it at the 
propt•r lime. If the amendment was not out 
of order, as he believed it v, aF, jt was 
c<•1·tainly an attempt to destroy the Bill, as 
it would ha v·e a similar effect to the amend­
ment mov-ed bv the Hon. I\lr. O'Shea on 
the second reU:ding, to the effect. that the 
Bill bo read a second time this day six 
momhs. Howev-er, he did not wish to pro­
long the debate, and hon. gentlemen could 
ta~e a division on the amendment. 

Qucstion-~-That the rww clause (J1r. Le<thy's 
am cr<l m r nt) be inselted-put; and the Com­
mittt•o divided-

CoNTENTs, 16. 

Hon . . T. Co?~lishaw Hon. r . . T. Leahy 
G. S. Curtis C. F. }Iarks 
B. Fahey E. Jl. nliles 
E. W. H. Fowles T. ,T. O't'hea 
H. L. Groom "\. H. Parnell 
T. M. Hall A. J. Thynne 
~~- G. C. Hawthorn H. Turner 
,) . Rode! ,\. H. Whittingham 

Tellers: Hon. T. M. Hall and Hon. T. J. O'Shea. 

);aT-CONTENTS, 21. 

Hon. R. Bedford Hon. F. :lfcDonnell 
F. Courtice P. M urphy 
W. H. Cmmpton 'l'. Nevitt 
W. H. DPmainc G. Pagc-Hanify 
A. Hinchc.liffe I. Pc rei 
A. ,T. .Tones K H. T. Plant 
H. C .• Tones E. B. Purnell 
T. L .. Tones ·w .... T. Riordan 
G. Lawson A. Skirving 
H. T.~lewelyn }{. Sumner 
L. McDonald 

Tellers: Hon. F. McDonnell and Hon. T. L. 
Jones. 

Resolved in the negative. 

[Hon. P. J. Leahy. 

The Cm<,cil resumed. The TE,lPORARY 
CHAlR~lAX reported the Bill without amend­
ment; and the report was adopted. 

Tire third reading of the Bill was made an 
Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

WORKERS' HO'YIES BILL. 

Jl.lESS.iGE FRO~! ASSEMBLY. 

The PRESIDEXT announced the receipt 
from tho Assembly of the following 
n1essagc :-

" l\1r. President,-
" The Legislativ-e Assembly, having had 

under consideration the Legislative Coun­
cil's amondnwnts in tho \Vorkers' Homes 
Bill, beg HOW to intimate that they-

" Disagree to the an1endments in clause 
2, page 1, line 13; and clauw 13, page 5, 
lines 44 and 45-

" Because the policy of the Government 
is opposed to the further alienation of 
C~rown lands. Further, it is considered 
that c-asicn· terms can be extended to the 
purchasers of home' under the Bill by 
th~ granting of leaseholds than would be 
the case if freeholds were granted. 

"Disagree to the an1cndm,·nts in clause 
2, page 1. lines 18 to 20; clause 6, page 3. 
line 47; and clause 10, page 5, lmos 21 
to 23-

" BPcausc such atnondmcnt.-; interfere 
with the undoubted and so:e right of the 
Legislative .c.\sscn1bl,\ to direct, restrict, 
or condition tho exp~nditurce o{ public 

; and this rjght cannot be 'vaived 
L£~aislative As-;crnbly, nor can it 

be coucedc~d to the Legislati,-e Council; 
and 

" A(rl'('P to all other aincmdn1cnts in the 
Bill~ " . 

"\YM. LEx•:ox, 
';Speaker. 

"Legi·,lative Ass\'Jnbly Chan1ber, 
"Brisbane, 22nd October, 1919." 

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR 
:MINES. the consideration of the message was 
made an Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

ADJUGR)JMENT. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES: I beg 
to movo-That this Council do now adjourn. 
'fhe first business to-morrow \vill be the 
third rending- of the Constitution Act r\mend­
ment Bili, No. 2, to bo followed by the Com­
mittee stages of the Succession Act of 1906 
Declaratory Bill and the Queensland _Govern­
ment Savings Bank Act Amendment Blll, the 
third reading of the Seaforth Repurchased 
Estate Bill. the resumption of the adjourned 
debate on the motion for the second rending 
of the Popnlar Initiati.-o and RefeJ~endu!n 
Bill, and the resumption of the adJourned 
debate on the motion for the s(•cond reading 
of the Elections Act Amendment Bill. 

Question put and passed. 

The Council adjourned at twenty minutes 
past 9 o'clock p.m. 




