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Adjournment.

[21 SEPTEMBER.] Papers 09

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY,

WEDNESDAY. 21 SepreMBrR, 1921.

The Spesker (Hon, W. Bertrawm, Muarece)
toolk the chair at half-past 3 o'clack pom.

PPAPERS.
The following papers were laid on the
table, and ordered to be printed:—

Regulations, dated 19th August, 1921,
under the TIncome Tax Act of 1902
and its amendments.

Twenty-sixth  Report  of the Auditor-
General under the Supreme Court
Funds Act of 1895.

Fivst Annual Report of the Public Ser-
vice Commissioner.

Annual Report of the Commissioner of
Public Health to 30th .June, 1921.

Roport upon the operations of the Sub-
departments of Ahoriginals, Dunwich
Benevolent Asylum, Inchriate Insti-
fution (Dunwich), Brisbane Hospital,
Diamantina Hospital for Chronie

iseases  (South Brisbane)., Jubilee
Sanatorium for Clonsumptives {Dalby),
Westwood  Sanatorivm. (Government
Rolief. and Prisons,
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Questions,

QUESTIONS,
STATE ScHOOLS ERECTED gINCE 18T Jury, 1915,

Mr. SWAYNE (dirani) asked the Secre-
tary for Public Works—
“ What is the number of schools

erected by his department since the Ist
July, 191577
Hon. W. FORGAN SMITH
replied— B
“ New schools from 1st July, 1915, to
date, 330; important additions, from lst
July, 1915, to date, 119. Total, 449.”

(Mackay)

Bowexn CoaL.

Mr. COLLINS (Zowen) asked the Secre-
tary for Railways—

1, Has his attention been drawn to
a statemoent appearing in the ‘Bowen
Independent’ of 10th September, by Mr

J. Marshall (manager Bowen Meat-
works and member of Bowen Harbour
Board), as follows:—

‘ Comparing the Bowen coal with
South Qucensland coal, it was 60 per
cent. better; and 60 tons of Bowen
coal would go as far as 100 tons of
South Queensland coel, and it was equal
to Newecastle coal’ ?

“2. Will he have inquirics made as
to the results obtained by the use of
Bowen coal on the Northern Railways?

“ 3. Will he expedite as much as pos-
sible the completion of the Coalfields
line?"” .

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. Larcombe, Keppel) replied—

‘1. Not until the hon. member gave
notice of the question.

‘2. Bowen coal has not yet been used
for general requirements, but for last
two months has been used by construction
engine witl: satisfactory results, Tests
are now being made,

3 Yes.”

COMPARATIVE STAFFS OF MENTAL T1OSPITAL,
Goopxys, 1915 axp 1921,

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxley) asked the
Home Seerctary
*What was the number, per shift, of
nurses and  attendants, respectively,
engaged on the staff of the Rlental Hos-
pital, Gooedra. at 30th June. 1915, and
15th September, 192177

The HOMYE SECRETARY
McCormack, C('uirns) replied—
“ Owing to the change from a twelve-
bhour to the eight-hour shift, it is impos-
sible to make the comparison. The hon.
member may peruse Dr. Illerton’s lettar
on the matter.”

(Hon. W.

SECRETARYRHIP OF LICENSED VICTUALLERS
ASSOCIATION.
Mr. ELPHINSTONE
surer—

“ Will he lay upon the table of the
House my alleged application for the
position of secretary to the Licensed
Victuallers’ Association, or any other
evidence he may have in support of his
contention ?”’

asked the Trea-
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Questions.

The TREASURER (Hon. J.
Puddington) replied—

“When I was admiuistering  the
Department of Justice two geutlemen—
one a persenal friend of the hon, member
for Oxleyv—probably thinking that, as a
Minister, I could cxercise some influence
in the matter, strongly urged me to sup-
port the appointment of the hon. member
for Oxley to the vacant secretaryship of
the  Licensed  Victuallers’  Association.
Such things often happen. At the time
I cowrteously explained to these gentle-
men that T hiad not the slightest influence
in the matter. During the last week 1
have kad conversations with the hon.
member for Oxley and the two gentlemen
referred to. The latter frankly admitted
that they acted without any authority.
and that the representations were made
to me without the knowledgs of the hon.
member for Oxley—thet they were simply
indiscreet admirers of the hon. member.
I have no objection to giving tie names
of these gentlemen, but would say to the
hon. member for Oxley that, although the
secrctaryship of the Licensed Vietuallers’
Association s, in my opinion, guite as
honcurable a position as any other, he
should occasionally utter a praver to be
saved. not from his political opponents,
but from his frienda.”

(Opposition laughter,)

A Fileliy,

Ramway GATEKEEPZER, GEADULLL
Mi. T. R. ROBERTS (Fust Toowoomba)
asked the Sceretary for Rallways—

1. What was the wage or salary paid
to the gatekeeper, Gradule?

2. llow many tons of goods or pro-
duce was received or despatehed from
Gradule during the last six months?

3. What was the freight value for
such ecods or produce?”’

The SECRETARY TFOR
replied—

1. £1° 5z, per week, exclusive of
quarters, etc.. valued at 13z per week.

RAILWAYS

2. 64 tons received and 30 tows
despatcehed.

3. Beer.”
FXPENSES Hovx.

oF NorTHERN TOUR OF
J. G. APPEL.

Ilox. J. G. APPEL (dibert) asked the
Minister representing the Secretary for
Mines—

1, Was the expenditure involved in a.
special visit to the Cloncurry district—
including Charters Towers, Hughenden,
“loncurry, Mount Iimu, Friesland, Moung
Elliott, HMampden, and the Duchess—
made at the urgent request of the late
Hon. William Hamilton and John May.
the parliamentary members for the elec-
torates visited, who, with certain friends
whom they requested permission to in-
vite, were members of such party, and
whose expenses were borne by the Mines
Department—included and debited as
part of the personal expenses of my
tour ss Home Scerctary to North Queens-
iand, the islands of Torres Strait. and
the Gulf?

“2 Were the expenses of the Under
Secretary for Mines and the Chief In-
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spector  of Mines. whose presence was
naesssary  to assist in determining  the
many importavt matters which came
before mie us Secretavy for AMines, also
debited against me as personal expenses
of 'rhe Home Secretary?
©3. Were the expenses of a visit to

Mounr , made al:o at the request
of the same memb who accompanied
she Under Seeretary. Mr. Jackson, and
myself, and whose expenses were borne
by the Mines Department, likewise
debited fo me as personal expenses of the
Home Seccrctary ¥

4. Was a h travelling allowance,
in addition to udwlhnw outlay, paid to
me as Seeretary for Mines?

‘5. Will he state why the matter of
thls expenditure  was not brought up
during the life time of the hon. members
mentioned—i.e.. the late representatives
of Gregory and TFlinders?”

“The HOME

[

SECRETARY, ou behalf of
the Secretary for Mines (Hon. A. J. Jones,
M.I.C.), replied—

“1 Yes, but the Home Department

afterwards collected £48 4s, 2d,
Mine: Department.

2. No.

“ 3. Answered by No, 1.

4, MNo.

from

PISCOVERY OF SEAM OF
Bouxpary or

Mr. BRAXND (Bwrrwm) asked the Minister
representing the Sccretary for Mines—

1 it-a fact, that, whilst operating
on the tern boundazv of Howard, the
diamond drill discovered a seam of coal?

“2 If so, what was the thickness of
ihe seam discovered?

3 Was it a clean
from muck bands?

“4. Ts 1t his intention
suitability  of the
purposes ?

<5, If so,

The HOME

Cosr WeESTERN
Howann,

seam—i.c., free

to prove the
arca for coalmining

when ?”

SECRETARY, on behalf of

the Sccretary for Mines, replied—
“1. Yes.
2.3 feet 1 inch.
“Z Yes.

“4 and 5 Undsr cov~ideration.”

Prorosen Cux

My, VOWLES (Da?bhy), without
asked ’mf\ Sceretary for Ammu]tuu——

“In view of the fact thst a suitable

checse pool is urgently vequired to be
€ fabh\hed in  Queensland, will the
Mini introduce a Bill to provide for
this slation at an carly date? 7

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
4Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eachim) replied—

“The matter has been under the
serious consideration of the Government,

& Poor.

notice,

but, in view. of the letter 1 have
received quite recently from the ro-
operative companies oL_m“tmv strongly

to the peol, the matter will be
considered bx the Government.’”

further
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SECRETARYSHIP 0F LICENSED VICTUALLERS

ASSOCIATION,

My, MORGAN (Mwrilla), without notice,
asked the Treasurer—

“ When he intends to pay over the
£50 bet that he lost to the hon. member
for Oxley 7’

The TREASURER:

As scon as you catch

vour horse unpainted. (Government
laughter.)
PERSONAT, EXPLANATIONS

Mr. GILDAY (Jthuea): DMy, Spcakel —I
desire to make a personal explanation.

The SPEAKER : Is it the pleasure of the
House that the hon. member for Ithaca be
allowed to nrake a personal explanation ?

le\OI RABLE MEMBEERS: Hear, hear!
GIL_)A& A(mmmg to a report in
Frxdu; s Teleg,mph ¢i the debate on
Thursday last about State wotor-cars, the
hon. member for Kurilpa intimated to the
House, while the hon. member for Burnett
was sl)mkuxrr that I had bought one of those
cars. 1 want to give the statement an em-
phatic denial, aud I ask the hon. member for
Kurilpa not to make assertions of that kind
in this Iiousc again.

(GOVERNMENT MEMBERS :

Mr., FRY (Kurilpa): 1 wish to make a
personal explanation, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER : Is it the pleasure of the
House that the hon. membar for Kurilpa be
allowed to make a personal explanation?

T1OXOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, heart!

Mr. FRY : With reference to this matter,
there was a lot of cross-firing from the
Government benches, and somebody said that
the hon. member for Toowong had a motor-
car and the hon. wmember for Bulimba had a
motor-car, and I said, “ The hon. member
for Ithaca has got a wmotor-car.”

Mr., Ferricgs: You said he bought one
of the State cars,

My, TRY : T did not.

Hear, hear !

T said he had a car,

JUDGES RETIREMENT BILI.
IxtriaTioN 1IN C'OMMITTEE.

(Mr. Kirwan, Drishane, in the chair.)
The ORNEV-GENERAL (Hon. J.

Alullan. Flindsrs) moved—

“That it is desirable that a Bill be
introduced to amend the Constitution of
Quecnsland by fixing an age limit for the
rotirement  of ]le(TCa of the Supreme
Court, and to fix an age limit for the
retirement of other judges, and for other
purposes.”

The measure which would be founded on
this resolution was one of a group of three
Bilis dealing with the judiciary. The Bill
provided for the retirement of judges. It
also provided that judges appointed in the
foture would not have conferred upon them
the privilege of securiug pensions. Every
judge who had attained to the age of seventy
vears would, after the commencement of the
Rill, cease to hold office, provided thab, if
any judge was engaged on a trial or other
work, he would continue in his office until
such work was concluded. The Bil]l also pro-
vided that judges who attained the age of
seventy years after the commencement of the
Act would also be retired, subject to being
allowed to complete whatever work they

Hon. J. Mullan.]
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had in hand. The Bill also provided that
judges appointed in the future would not
be entitled to pensions, The pension rights
of existing judges who possessed pension
rights would be fully preserved in the Bill.
If a judge had to retire from office through
having reached the age of seventy years
before he had served his term of fifteen years
as provided under the Supreme or District
Courts Acts, he would be entitled to his full
pension rights. At the second reading stage
he would explain the principles of the Bill
mora fully and submit the rcasons which had
actuated the Government in introducing the
measure.

Mr. T. R. RoBERTs: Can you say how
many judges arc over scventy years of age
to-day ?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Three.

Mr., VOWLES (Dalby): He proposed to
show to the Committee that it was not desir-
able that they should consent to the intro-
duction of the Biil.

Mr. RixG: Hear, hear!
Mr. VOWLES: He noticed one thing

outstanding in the remarks of the Minister,
and that was that he emphasised the fact
that there was no repudiation so far as the
pension rights of the judges were concerned.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I will go into that
to-morrow.

Mr. VOWLES: The measure was founded
on the worst kind of repudiation one could
possibly imagine. (Hear, hear!) The Con-
stitution Act of 1867 provided—

“ The commissions of the present judges
of the Supreme Court of the said colony
and of all future judges thereof shall
be continue and remain in full force dur-
ing their good behavior notwithstanding
the demise of Her Majesty . or of
her heirs and successors any law usage
or practice to the contrary thereof in
anywise notwithstanding.”

The same principle was contained in the
Supreme Court Act of 1867. The present
judges, particularly the judges of the
Supreme Court. left remunerative praec-
tices and went into the higher service of
the judiciary, on the thorough understanding
that they were to be vetained there during
good bebaviour and certain other considera-
tions. It could not be suggested that auy
of the thrae judges who were attacksd to-day
under the mecasure had any black marks
against theiv character which would warrant
any such legislation being introduced to
interfere with their positions. (Hear, hear!)
The only eclaim was that they had attained
a certain age. Because they had attained
the age of seventy vears the Government con-
sidered that they were no longer capable of
carrsing out their funetions. Those judges
had the experience of vears behind them.
They were men of very high education and
culture, men of high attainments and
integrity, and nothing could be said against
them in that direction, If they were going
to apply that principle and say that, when
a man rcached the age of seventy vears, he
had become to all inrents and purposes use-
less, then why did the Government appoint
a certain gentleman to the Upper House
when they knew he was over seveniy wears
of age.

My, T. R. ROBERTS:
vears of age.

Mr. VOWLES: He understocd the gentle-
man appointed to the Upper Housc was

[Hon. J. Mullan.

He 15 seventy fouar
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seventy-four years of age. No doubt, the
Government and their suppoiters weuld take
up the attitude that, notwithstanding the
age of that hon. gentleman in the Upper
House, he still retained all his faculties and
his ability to carry out the funciions attach-
ing to his position. If that avgument were
good in one caze, why was not the same
rriceiple applied to the judiciary? They
had heard times without number attacks
being made across the Chamber from the
front Government bench against the judici-
ary, more pariicularly the Supremes Court
judges. Ugly references had been nmade at
times, and it looked as if the measuro were
being introduced in a spirit of spite in
order to get even with the judges for some
reasons unknown to members. Anvbody who
studied the appointment of the judgos, and
took into consideration the position they
occupied in their professiens at the timne
they left the profession to carry out the fune-
tions of the judiciary, must reiize that those
gentlemen entered into a coutract with the
Crown on the thorough understanding that

there would be no alteration in the con-
ditions under which those positions woere
accepted. It would be interesting to know

what was at the bottom of this and who had
requested it. Had the public asked for it?

The Arrorxey-GENER:L: Who requssted the
Tory Government in New South Wales to
do the same thing?

Mr. VOWLES: Had the legal profession
asked for this? Had the general public asked
for it? What was behind it? The prineiple
might be a good one in respect to the future,
when men took positions with a thorough
understanding that those were the conditions,
as they did in the public service, where they
knew that when they reached a certain age
their services would be automatically dis-
pensed with. In order that they might estab-
lish that priuciple and that they might not
consent to repudiation in these cases, he pro-
posed to submit to the Committee an amond-
ment which would make it clear that that
side of the Committee, at any rate, were not
going to be a party to a breach of contract;
that they were prepared to preserve the
rights of these persons and carry them on
under the conditions under which they took
office.

Orrositroy MeuBeRS: Hear, hear!

e, VOWLES: After the word ¢ caurt,”
on line 3 of the motion, he moved tho inser-
tion of the words ‘“to be hereafter
appointed’’; making the motion read—

“That it is desirable that a Bill be
.introduced to amend the Constitution
of Queensland by fixing an age limit for
the retirement of judges of the Supreme
Court to ke hereafter appointed.”

The Covernment should have no hesitation
in  adceepting the amendment. It would
ostablish the principle for the future, but it
would let the conditions existing to-day stand
in regard to the present judges, and the
Government would not then be charged with
having been a party to further repudiation.

Mr. MACGREGOR (Merthyr): In second-
ing and supporting the amendmoent, he
agrecd with the remarks made by tho leader
of the Opposition, The Bill deserved very
serious consideration. In effect, it was a
measure for the removal of the three
Southern judges. Those three judges, as the
Teader of the Oppesition had pointed out, had
statutory rights under the Constitution Ack
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and under the Supreme Court Act of 1867

Under the latter Act they held office dm;ng
good behaviour. In the Supreme Court Aect
it was provided that it shall be lawful for
His Majesiy to remove any judge upon the
addvess of both Ilouses of the Legislature.
It was not proposed, however, to remove
them in that way under the Bill, The pro-
posal apparently was for the instant dis-
missal of thosc three judges, Tt had been
said that thc same thing bad been done in
New South Wales. Tt had not been do’u‘ in
New South Wales, Tn Now hmm' Wales the
Act was passed and assented to on 18th
Maxch, 1818, but was not to come inte force
until 3lst Desember. 1918, and applied to
any judge who was suventy yvears of age oun

31st December. 18187 vo that prastieally
nine m onths notien was wiven to the udw
Btate, I New Z similar

tand a
passed,  the rvetiving age Dbeing
wtwo rear-, He thonght that Act had
not Dbeen made use of.  He was speaking
from memiory only, because he had not heen
able to find out the age of Sir Robert Stout.

but he krew hlul very well, and
{4 p.om.] te would say he was well over
sieventy-two vears of age.  The
Acts in other ‘mts\ therefore, could not

be relied upon for the proposed proceeding
here.

The Prrwins:
orineiple ?

Mr, MACGREGOR: 7The difference in
prmcxpl(, was that it was not retrospective
at all in the other States, and it was retro-
spective here. It was an interfercnce with
statutory rights. The three judges had a
statutory right to remain in office during
good behaviour.

What is the difference in

The Premirr: Did not the New South
Wales Act apply to cxisting judges?
Mr. MACGREGOR: It gave them nino

months’ notice.

The PREMIFR :
member ?

MACGREGOR: No. (Government
¥ The Attomov General said that
:I‘()\] 1(“ WOrd (‘I‘]‘tdlll* \.[ ]n a \ TV
bouth de Act uh ch had been passed by
a Tory Gaverunient; Dbut that was not =o.
As to the priveiple of the Bill in fixing a
retiring age for judges to be appointed in the
future, that was a matter that did not
need much consideration. There might be
some people who thought suchh a measure
ought to be on the statute book; while
others thought it ought not; his own opinion
wasg that it would not matter, as he did not
think the power would be availed of very
much. The occasions ou which it had bexn
necegsary to retire judges were very rare in
tho history of the British judiciary, many
of the judges having been on the bench when
they were considerably over soventy years
of age. Theve were two outstanding examples
in Fngland—ZLovrd Halsbury, who was ninety-
six_or ninety-seven years old now and wlho
had only recently given up judicial work; and
Lord Bryce. who as eighty-two vears old
and could still write works of merit. As he
said, the principle of putting legislation fix-
ing o retiring age for judges on the statute-
book in the future might not be so objec-
tionable; but the objectionable part of this
Bill was that it was retrospective. and inter-
fered with the statutory rights of the
judges and also proposed instant dismissal,
because the Judges were not to be given a
ehance; they wounld have to go off the bench

Would that satisfy the hon.
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straight away. The Bill amouniaed, in cffect
—and that was why he strongly objeeted to
it—to the ignominious dismis:zal of three
gentlemen with fine records by a dying
Government that never posseswsed the confi-
dence of a majority of the electors,

CrrositioN Memsras: Hoear, hear!

Mr. MACGREGOR : He thereinre strongls

supported the ameundiment of the leader of
thv Opposition.
Mr., MORGAN (3 urille): He supported

the amendment of the leader of the Opposi-
tion. It was such legislation as that which
had caused Quocnnand to stink so much in
the nostrils of the people outside Australia.
It was =1mp?v another act of repudiation
for which the Government was so ncted, and,
if hon. meombers en the Oppe ition side =L11)-
ported a Bill of this deseriptios, they would be
binding themszelves to logislation for which the
present Government had become so famous.
Tho Premier had asked if the Opposition
would be sarisfied to follew the prinecinle
sdopted in New South Wales, and allow nine
months’ notice. Ile did not think that they
should pass any legislation which was not
desirable even-if it had been passed in anv
other State in Avstralia. It would be all
right to follow procedure which had been
found tn be right: but there was no reasan
why Quernsland should simply pass legisla-
tion of thiy description because New Socuth
Wales bad done so. In his apinion, the
reason for the introduciion of the Bill was
becausa the Government had, no deubt, apph—
cants whom they desired to place in a certain
position before they themselves went out of
office.  The Government had certain friends
who had a wish to aftain high positions
before the Government vacated the Treasury
berches,

The PREMIER:
suggesting ?

Mr. MORGAN: He suggested that Mr.
Justice McCawley was a candidate,

The PreEMIER: He is already a judge of
the Supreme Court. -

Mr. MORGAN: Yes, but, like the hon.
gentleman, he might be looking for some-
thing higher. FHe was not the Chief Justice,
which was probabiy a position he would very
much  like, Iie understoad that a little
friction existed among Caucus mewmnbers as to
who should get those poriticns. That House
had no right to pass such legislation. He
was a believer in fixing the age of retire-
ment for judges; but it ought to be used
with discretion, as it was recognized that
some men at the age of seventy had more
ability, physically and mentally, than others
at the age of sixty. That app lied to almost
every walk of life; it applied to the animal
kingdom the same as it did to human beings;
ability was not .a matter of age altogf‘ther
At the same time. if a man had reached a
certain age and was not capible of carrying
out his dutics through Iack of vigour, or
through mental disability, there should be
some method of retiving him. As the leader
of the Opposition had pointed out, the Go-
vernment had already appointed to the Upper
House a certain gentleman who was seventy-
four years of age, and whose age they recog-
nised had not prevented him from carrying
out his duties. , The same thing applied to
the judges. It had not even been suggested
by the Attorney-General, that the three
judges who were to be dealt with under ghe

Mr, Morgan.]

Whom is the hon. neniber
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Bill were not capable of carrying out their
dutic:.

Tho ATTORNEY-GEXERAL: 1 merely said what
was in the Bill, and on the sccond rrading
I will give more information.

Mr. MORGAN: When the present judgoes
were appointed they understood that 1t was
for life, subject to good behaviour and capa-
bility to perform their duty. The Govern-
ment, therefore, ought to accept the amend-
ment of the leader of the Opposition, There
was no doubt that therc was an understand-
ing that, if they were capable of performing
their duties at seventy-five years of age, they
would continue in office. If the Government
would accept the amendment, it would prove
that they had no desire to victimise anyone.
He looked upon the Bill to a certain extent
as an attempt to victimise the judges for not
having altogether given satisfaction to the
Caucus party, in consequence of which the
Government desired to get rid of them. 1In
his opinion, it was an :lC" of vietimisation ;
he intended to fight the Bill at every stage,
and he felt sure that Opposition members
would fight it right through and do their
utmost to prevent it beconnng law.

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): He intended to
support the amendment. Ile was not against
a Judges Retirement Bill or a statutory
arrangement being made for retirement; but,
onsxdermg the finaneial position of Quw‘n&~
tand at the present time, it would be bad
business to tamper with the judges in a Bill
Yike this. To appoint new judges and provide
for the retirement of the present judges
would mean a drain on th# finances of the
State that they were not able to mect at the
present time,

The ATTORNEY-(FENERAL:
financial loss.

Mr. CORSER:
expenditure.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It
You are quite wrong.

Mr. CORSER: It would mean an
expenditure of over £3,000 by way of pen-
sions, which, if the GO\ ernment were look-
ing out for cconomy, could be better used
in providing for the unemployed or keep-
ing in cmployment the men they were
sacking. It would be a very bad thing
to introducce such legislation unless it was
absolutely nccessary. He was not going to
enter into an argument as to whether men
of a certain age should be judges, but he
maintained that the measure was not urgent,
because the gentlemen holding the positions
at present had not shown bv their record
that they were incapable owing to age.
They were probably exceptional in “the ability
they had shown in dealing with the large
volunie of business that had come before
them. Whilet hon. members generally under
normal conditions would, perhaps, agree to
some altoration, he claimed that under the
present circumstances it was not in the best
interests of the country to pass the Bill at
the moment.

Hox. J. G. APPEL (Albert): Any Bill
dealing with the Supreme Court judiciary—
that which may be termed thie high foun-
tain head of justice—should be very cau;fullv
serutinised. It appeared, first of all, that
it was proposed to deprive certain ]mblces
of the Supreme Court of their legal rights—
to repudiate a contract made with them when
they relinquished their lucrative practices for
the high honour of appointment to the bench.

[Mr. Morgan.

It would mean no
1t would mean a financial

would not.

TASSEMBLY.]
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In most instances justices of the Supreme
Court had relinquished a higher income tham
they roceived f01 their sorvices to the State;
but they were prepared to do so in view of
the contract mth the State that, during good
behaviour, they should continue to hol(i office.
The measure, therefore, propesed that the
contract <honld be blleC!" and that another
act of repudiation df't(\ctl“o the honour and
fame of Oucensland should be perpetrated.
They had to remember that very seldom were
the younger members of the profession ap-
peinted to the high office of judges unless
they were dr"mttf‘d!\ political appuintees, and
that only men who, by their practice and
experience and high reputation, deserved the
honour suceceded 1n attaining to those high
and honourable positions; and, if the measure
outlined by the Attorney-General became law,
they would be dragging the honour of the
State in the political dust.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL :
in New South Wales,

How. J. G. APPEL: He was not referring
to New South Wales—his concern was for
the fame and honour of Queensland; but, at
any rate, New South Wales had not been
guilty of the repudiation which the Queens-
land Government proposed, for the Adminis-
tration there had withdrawn from the dis-
honourable position. They could not close
their eves to the fact that, just as the
abolition of the Legislative Council was held
over that Chamber as a rod of terror because
they refused to become partisans, so, when
the present justiciary refused to becomo parti-
sans, they were threatened with a similar
aci of rot aliation or revenge. The proposal
was uot new. Since the ]udge\ refused te
subvert the justiciary and make it partisan,
this legislation had been threatened. They
knew fulthelmme that there had been -fric-
tion with the Jushcmry because the judges
objected to the release of prisoners in opposi-
tion to the opinions they had expressed. and
that latterlv no opinions had heen asked
from them.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The British
vernment passed a similar measure.
Mr. BEBBINGTON (Dreyton): He sup-
ported the amendment for two rcasons, the
first being that the Bill contained a very
large element of repudiation. He had had
an idea that they were getting over the
cffects of previous repudiatory legislation,
and that the credit of the State was some-
what improving. As the influence of the
extremist Government receded, so the eredit
of the State advanced.

OrrosiTioN MpMBIRS : Hear, hear!

Mr. BEBBINGTON: When the influence
of the extremists decressed and the hon.
member for Normanby left the other side, the
Metropolitan Water and Sewerage Board was
able to float a loan for £1.000.000, (Govern-
ment laughter.) Had it not been for those
facts, he belicved that the loan would not
have been floated. (Renewed Government
laughter.)  He therefore supported - the
amendment. because it upheld the credit of
Queensland., and because by it the people
could see that the party on the Opposition
side. who would <oon be on the other side,
would mnot tolerate ropudiation. He was
satizfied that that would incrcase _their
borrowing powers considerably.  Another
reason for supporting the amendment was
that of tha expense involved by the Bill
The Attorney-General said that it would
involve no extra expense, Was the hon.

Nobody said that

Go-
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gentleman, then, golng to appoint the ncw
men_ at Jower salaries? The gentlemen who
would be retired would go out on their
pensions, amounting to £3,250 per annum.
These judges were going to draw their
pensions; and, that being so, how could the
Attorney-General claim that the Bill would
mean no financial loss to the State unless
new appointments were made at a lower
rate of salary and inferior men were recured
—men whom the Government could control?
He beiieved that the Right Hon. Andrew
Fisher remarked in the Labour Federal
Government some years ago that, if the
Government could not get judges who would
give them what they wanted, they would
appoint their own judges. There was some-
thing of that in the Bill. Dealing with the
appointment of members of the Land Court
some years ago, the Government of the day

made the statement that, if the members of-

the Land Court would not give them what
they desired, they would appoint other mem-
bers. When appointments were made under
suclk circumstances, would not the judges
carry out the wishes of the Government and
support the policy of the Government ¥

Mr. T. R. Roserts: Did not the Govern-
ment say that about the Arbitration Court?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Yes. They knew
that the Arbitration Court was a political
organisation. All they had to do was to
write over the door, * Whatever ye ask shall
be given you here.” Yes, and a bit more
than they asked, (Laughter.) If hon. mem-
hers opposite were the real Government, and
had the power, it would be a different
matter: but they knew that hon. members
opposite were not the Government. They
were only there to answer the pulling of
strings by persons outside and to do what
they were told. They could casily deal with
hon. anembers opposite if they were the
Government; but 1t was a .disappearing
scene—‘ now you see them; now you don’t.”
They had to deal with the people outside
who controlled the Government, and not with
hon. memhers opposite. He was against any
repudiation, and against the injuring of the
State in that way. He thought the credit
of the State was improving since the floating
of the last loan; and he thought the Attorney-
Genceral had made a great mistake in bring-
ing in the Bill, and if the hon. gentleman
would accept the amendment it would
improve the Bill, and the credit of the State
would not be interfered with.

Mr. TAYLCR (Windsor): He certainly
intended to support the amendment moved
by the lesder of the Opposition, for the
reasons which had been stated bz other hon.
moembers on that side of the House, If
therc was one institution that they as Aus-
tralians and British people should he proud
ol it was the judiciary. He thought that
every possible effort of every man, indepen-
dent of his political creed or political belief.
should be to keep the judiciary as fer and
as free from all kinds of political influence
and political control as possible. He could
not got it out of his mind that the rcason
for the introduction of this Bill was that
there was a political move behind 1t He
might not be ahle to explain what it meant
or know exactly what it was, but he felt
quite setisfied that the Bill was not being
mtrodused in the best interests of Queers-
land or in the best interests of the judiciary.
It seemed to him that in Queensland, and
particularly in that Chamber, it was a crime
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for a man to become cold. That was reslly
what it looked like. The pole-axe was going
to be applied to certain judges who had
filted high and honouralle positions in the
State, No charges of incommpetency in the
carrying out of their duties had been made
against there men during the whole of their
career, yet they found a measure intrcduced
which proposed to serap men who had done
excellent work on the bench of the country.
No reason had heen given for the introduc-
tion of the Rill. It was generally urged by
people that the Stste should be a model
employer, and should set an example to
other sections of the community by the treat-
ment it meted out to public servants in every
walk and every rank. How would hon.
members opposite take if if in all private
and industrial concerns in Queensland to-
morrow all the men who had rearhed the age
of seventy vears were going fo be fired out,
and told to find a job wherever they possibly
could ?

The ArTORNEY-GENERAL: Most of them are
fired out.

Mr. TAVLOR : Would any Government or
any hon. member opposite justify such a
proceeding ? They had an example of one of
the greatest jurists who had ever sat on the
beneh in Australia in the late Sir Samuel
Griffith,

OpposITION MzuBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. TAYLOR : If the Commonwealth Go-
vernment had done what the Queensland
Government now proposed to <o when the
late Sir Samuel Griflith reached the age of
seventy years, would not ecveryonc have
thought that the commnunity would have sus-
tained a great loss?

Mr., Brexnan: How old was he when he
died?

Mr. TAYLOR: He
soeventy-five years of ago.

beliecved he was
Some of his best

work was done after he reached mature
vears. Anyone who had followed the pro-

cedure in the law courts knew that, speaking
generally, the judges required not only a
knowledge of law but discrimination and
clear vision to enable them to give judg-
ments in  accordance with justice and
righteousness on the many intricate issues
that came before them, and that their judges
had been very successful in that direction.

Ie did not care whether a man was thirty-
five or forty years of age, and had the best
degrees obtainable—the experience gained by
a judge during twenty-five or thirty years
on the bench was worth more than all the
book khowledge he might previously have
gained. To his own knowledge the experi-
ence was added to by the assistance given
by counsel on both sides in the cases that
came before him, and, as a result. verr few
mistakes were made by their judges, He
sincerely hoped that the Minister would not
proceed with the Bill. Like the hon. mcember
for Albert, he contended that the honour of
Quecnsland was af- stake in a mensure like
this, and he was motre concerned for the
honour of Queensland, and for the csuse of
justice and righteousness which should be
meted out to our judiciary, than for the fate
of this Government or any other Govern-
ment.

Mr. KING (Logan): e intended to sup-
port the amendment. The object of the Bill
was undoubtedly to get rid of the three
Southern judges, who had always heen held
in the highest esteem and respect. Could
anyone for a moment suggest that those

Mr. King.]
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three gentlemen were not capable of carrying
out their work? If anyone could give any
renson for gctting rid of those three judges,
he weould be only too glad to listen to it

The ATTORNEY-GEN®RAL: It would be ort
of order to give reasons at this stuge. You
will get them on the second reading.

Mr. KING: Those judges, by reason of

their experience and their matare judgment,
had made themselves well qualified not
only for the work that they had carried
out in the past but to carry out their work
in the future. Yt had been the practice in
the past to appoint men to the high position
of judges who were above suspicion, and for
the purposc of making them absolut *1v secure
in their position they had been paid certain
salaries and had been appointed for life,
and, when they refired, they retired on a
pension. That had been done for the pur-
pose of putting the judges absolutely above
suspicion, and cnabling them to carry ouf
their duty without fear or favour. He read

the other day that the average

[4.30 p.m.} age of the present members of

the Privy Council was something
over eighty vears, and at no time was the
Privy Council so well fitted to carry out
the work, The measurc was undoubtedly a
pohtl(d] move, and he satd withont hesitation
fat it saveured of gross repudiation.

The ATTORNEY-GGENERAL: No.

Mr. KING: Tt was 1‘cpudiation of a statu-
tory obligation, and it was only another
instance of the atmosphere which permoated
Government niembers.  Members opposite
Lad uno perspective whatever, and they did
not seem to realise what constituted the
sanctity of a contract.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL :
contract there.

Mr. KING: The contract was made to
keep them in office for life, so long as
they DbLehaved themselves. Tf the Bill were
persisted with and passed. it would be to

There

was 110

Queensland’s eternal discredit.
Mr. BREANNAN (Toowoomba): He could
not follow the argument of legal members

opposite. The hon. member for Merthyr
referred to the fact that New South Wales
treated her judges better. inasmuch as they
were glven nine months’ notice of retirement,
whereas in this Bill it provided for instant
dismissal. There was no instant dismissal
about it, becausc the Bill had been men-
tioned in the Governor’s Speech for the last
two years, and they kunew that the Hon. E.

Stevens made a speech about the, judges
in 1918 in the Legislative Council. The
wmatter had besn spoken of for years,
and almost every legal practitioner agrecd
that a Judges’ Retirement Bill was essential
for the Dbenefit of the people of Quecns-
land.  The remarks of hon. members oppo-
site were part of a political job, and
were made simply to introduce the word

“repudiation.”” The three judges who would
vetire under the provisions of the Bill had
certainly done good work, but they were
now over seventy vears of age. Up till the
time the late Sir S. W. Griffith was scventy
years of age he did good work, but he did
no good work after that age. (Opposition
dissent.) It was a fact that Sir 8. W.
Griffith did no good work for the last two
yvears, because he was practieally at death’s
door. He did his best work before he was
seventy vears of age, and hon. members
opposite would agree with that.

Mr. MAcCGREGOR: No.

13 ». King.
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Mr. BRENNAN: Sir 8, W,
sion in the railway emploxe
was overrruled in tho Perth case. His deci-
sion in the Stock Embargo case was also
overrnled in thD Profiteering Act (MeArthur
case). The judges were not being dismissed
‘nstantl“ at all, and were not bmng put off
w ithout notice. They had known all about
it for the last three years, and they would
cach retire on a pension of £1.000 per
annum. No cne liked being put off duty.
but it was done in New South Wales and
also in lngland: yet ther had a number of
disloyal Queenstanders on the Opposition
benches crying out that it was vepudiation.
To-morrow they would see big headings about
repudiatien in the newspapers. They had
to plofn s. and in all democracies certain
men had to saffer inconveniences. What
about tho railwar men who were put off at
vears of age?

. VOWLFFS: There was no contract there.
Mr. BRENNAN: There could never_ be
a contract with the working men, because

they always had the boot put into them.
always on a low

Griffith's deci-
 appeal case

The railwas man was

wage, and did not get a pension; but the
judges  would get a pension of £1,000
A year cach.  He was satisfied that, if

the legal men opposite vot-d according to
their own personal belief, they would vote
in favour of the B]ll Who would not give
up a practice to become a Supreme Court
judge? Tle kuew that some barristers made
£3.000 or £4.000 a year, but it was a greatb
strain on their health. and that was why
they went on to the bench, wherc they could
enjoy better health and have a much easier
time. The judges allowed the barristers to
do the work and prepare the cases, and all
they had to do was to decide what the law
was in the different cases, and adjudicate
upon each case submitted. TFvery judge had
the security that he would be kept in his
pesition until he was seventy vears of age,
and surely a man could save something out
of £2,000 a year by the time he was seventy
vears of age.

The ATTORNEY-GENERATL : He did not
propose to accept the amendment. Ile had
already stated that he would give his rea-
sons for introducing the measure on the
second reading, when it would also be an easy
mwatter to dispose of the so-called repudia-
tory arguments of hon. members opposite.

Mr. MOORE (Aubigns) supported the
amendment. He thought the Attorney-
Gcne ral was going to accept the amendment
until the only legal member on the other
side put it out of his head. They should
recognise the justice of the contention that
the presant judges were appointed for life.
The contract made with the judges should
not be broken. A judge had to be absolutely
above suspicion, and, if he carried out his
duties honestly and- with integrity, he should
rob be disturbed, The jadges took their
poritions on the undelstqhdmg that they
would he there for life, and it was not fair
to remove the ]udgea unless they could
prove that they were not acting justly.
They should honour the agreements they
made with the judges and not dispense with
them at a moment’s notice. It would be all
right if a measurc were introduced to deal
with future judges. No one would complain
of that. But, as the present judges were
appointed for life, the Government should.
stick to that agreﬂment. The judges took
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positions on the bench for the benefit of the
State—probably also for the benefit of them-
selves—Dbut they sacrificed good practices at
the Bar; and it was only a fair thing,
seeing they carried out their duties flonestly,
with 1nte‘011ty, and without suspicion, that
their services should be retained.

Mr., CoLLixs: What did they sacrifice?

Mr. MOORTE : They sacrificed good incomes
at the Bar.

Mr. Corrixs: Many working men sacrifiee
their lives while carning a living.

Mr. MOORE : They were not talking about
men who sacrificed their lives. They were
dealing with an agreement made with cer-
tain gentlnmen on the bench in Queensland.
He objected to breaking any agreement. If
they made the Bill apply to future judges,
it would be all right; but the present agree-
ment shoald be honoured. The Attorney-
General would be acting wisely in accepting
the amendment. It would not interfere with
his Bill, except with regard to the three men
who had been referred to. It looked s
though the Bill had been brought in just
to get at them. Surely they did not want
to bring in a Bill affecting three individuals.
He quite agreed with the introduction of
the Biil so far as it affected future judges,
but he did not agree to its affecting three
individuals and to its breaking an agreement
which had been honourably made and
honourably carried out.

Mr. WARREN (Murrumba): As a layman
he would like to know why the Bill had
been brought in. It seemed to him the
three judges had fulfilled their duties pro-
perly. He suggested that they should extend
the prineiple of the measure to members of
Parliament, There secmed to be something
behind what appeared on the face of the
Bill. He would like to ask the Minister why
the measure had been brought in.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the
hon. gentleman will confine his remarks to
the amendment.

Mr. WARREN: The amendment was
moved to overcome what obviously was a
distinet evil. If there were ro vindictive-
ness, if there were not in the measure some-
thing which should not be there, the Govern-
ment should accept the amendment. He did
not think it was possible to state the exact
age at which a man doing intellectual work
should be retired.

The Premier: Would you apply that to
the public service?

Mr. WARREN: Some men at sixty-five
years of age might be as old, as far as their
faculties were concerned, as others who had
reached the age of seventy years. The
Government would do well to consider
further this matter. Ie would not say our
courts were carried on absolutely correctly;
there might be necessity for the amendment
of certain plouslons, but he did not think
they were going to gain anything by driving
three men off the bench—and that seemed
to be the purpose. for which the Bill was
brought in. If the Government were honest
in their purpose and desired to carry out the
wish of the people, they should not hesitate
for a moment to accept the amendment. He
had been an interested spectator at the
courts, and things had not always been done
as he thought they should have been done;
but he did not think there was any man
who would always do exactly what he and
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others wnight think was right.
t support the amendment.
Hox. H. H. BARNES (Bulimba): Anyone
who had followed the course of the debato
could come to no other conclusion than that
the amendment was one which the leader of
the Oppesition would have been wanting in
his duty if he had not proposed. It was
absolutely nececssary in the interests of the
State that such an amendment should be
moved. The Minister, he understood, had
stated there was going to be mno financial
loss to the partics concerned. '
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I did not say that.
Awn hon. gentleman pointed out that the
country would suffer a loss through this, and

He was going

T said, ““ No, there will be no additional
expenditure.”’
Hox. W. H. BARNES: He understood

the hon. gentleman to say something more
than that.

The ATTORHEY-GENERAL: I did say move;
I said it would be a financial gain. I mecan
in pounds, shillings, and pence.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: He understood the
hon. gentleman to say that the judges whom
it was proposed to retire under this Bill were
nct going to suffer any serious financial loss.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: They will ges
their pensions.
Hox. W. . BARNES: That was so. But

the point he wanted particularly to stress
was that in his judgment it was not a ques-
tion of whether there was going to be a
financial loss or otherwise. The amendment
meant something more than that. It
practically ssid that the Committes should
calry out something in the nature of a
¢ontract—that it did not matter what they
did in the future, but in the interests of the
State they should not by any means show
those who had entered into an arrangement
or a contract that they were going to
repudiate that contract.

OrrosiTION MEMBERS: Hear, hear !

Hox. W. H. BARNES: That clearly was
the point which had been made. What was the
cause to-day of the position in which Queens.
land found herself in connection with this
and other matters? Whether they liked to
admit it or not, it was the fact that they

had passed legislation of a repudiatory
character.
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It has been

described in that way by the Opposition.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Was not a contract
made with the men who were referred to
indirectly in the Bill?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: There 1is nc
repudiation on my part, I can assure you—
that ean be easily proved.

Hox., W. H. BARNES: Was it not a fine
distinction to say that there was no repudia-

tion and yect to admit that thers was a
contract ? Ho contended there was a
contract.
Hon. J. G. ArpEL: Of course there was.
Hox. W. H. BARNES: Supposing the

Clommittee, by some arrangement, contracted
with the hon. gun*leman that he was to
remain in a cerfain position at his pleasure
and during his lifetime. If by any measure
afterwards tho Legislature annulled that
agreemcat, would they not have broken the
contract? Was he not right in saying that a
contract, would actually be broken by the
Bill?
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Certainly not.

Hon. W. H. Barnes.]
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Hox, W. H. BARNES: Tle hon. gentle-
man quictly brushed it on one side by saying,

*“ Certainly not.” Iad he not indicated that
such was the case? Was it due to the fact
that the hon. gentleman himself was not a
h:al man? Was it due to the fact that the
hon. gentleman did not understand some of
these fine legal points?

Ir. PAYNE: Rot!

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The hon. gentle-
man_said, “Rot!” He (Mr. Barnes) under-
stood plain Knglish with regard to contracts,
but apparently some hon. members opposite

did not. What was really the reason for the
motion? Was it political? He was amazed
to hear the hon. member for Toowoomba

make reference in the way he did to that
brilliant and brainy man who had adorned
the bench in Australia, Sir Samuel Griffith,
and to imply that, after he had reached the
age of seventy years, he had not done his
work as he ought to have done it.. He
believed that the Premier on one occasion
distinetly stated in the House that the name
of the late Sir Samuel Griffith was onc that
should be honoured by Australia generally;
and yet the hon. member for Toowoomba
made the references he had done to a man
who had honoured Australia by the work
he did on the bench. What was the reason
fer bringing in this Bill? Was it political ?
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: For reform.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: They noticed the
comparative silence of hon. members opposite.
The Minister only spoke for two minutes,
and said a few words. The Premier had not
risen to say a word with regard to the
amendment,

The PREMIER: There is a proper time.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You are out of

srder.

Hox., W. H. BARNES: The Chairman was
the judge of whether he was out of order.
The reason for saying there was a proper
time was so that they might get a stage
further on, when the opportunities for speak-
ing would be less. When he quoted the
Premier, he was incorrect; it should have
been the Acting Premier.

The PreEmMiER: Those sentiments are all
right. The hon. member for Toowoomba did
nct dicagree with them.

Hoy. W. H. BARNES: The hon. gentle-
mun would have an opportunity of discuss-
ing this 1n1p01t1nt matter. He was not trying
h) misconstrue “ Hansard.” This was what
the Acting Premier said, as reported on
page 18 of “ Flansard,” 1920, in connection
with the death of the late Sir Samuel Walker
(rriflith—

‘T beg to move—That this House here-
by expresses its heartfelt sympathy with
Lady Griffith and other members of the
family of the late Right Hon. Sir Samuel
Walker Griffith, P.C., G.C.M.G., K.C,
snd its sense of the great loss Australia
has suffered by the death of that eminent
man, who was one of the most distin-
guished ornaments of this House, and
whose long and honourable career was
rich almost beyond example in highly
important public service faithfully and
officiently performec.”

The Acting Premier was quite right when
he said that, and everyone on the Cpposition
side would agree with those sentiments. But

[Hon. W. H. Barnes.
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were they to associate every member on the
Government side with statomonts the hon.
member for Toowoomba had made that after-
noon? What was the reason for this legis-
lation? Had the judges been approached?
Had they said. “We want to get out’?
Bearing in mind their high duties, had ‘rf’e}
been too correet in their “decisions? No one
had sald that they were not Capab]e It
was not creditable to the State to bring in
a Bill like this. 'The example of New South
Wales had been referred to; but it was their
duty as a people to see ihat, in any action
of theirs, the sacred Lonour of contracts was
observed.

OprosITioNn MEMBERS: Hear,
Mye. FRY (Hurilpa): Mr.
The HoME SECRETARY :

Mr. FRY : If he judged correctly the views
of the people and the members of this
Committee, the Home Secretary would get
it, and the Government would have to got
owt. He wanted to speak from the stand-
point of the general public with regard to

hear !

Kirwan

Now we will ges it.

this Bill. The first thing his electors would
ask him with reference to it was, ‘° Why
are you retiring the judges?”

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon
member is not in order in discussing the
Bili. He must confine his rcmarks to the
amendment,

Mr. FRY : He was leading up to show that
the people outside would want to know how
the judges who were on the bench to-day
were going to be treated—whether, under the
Bill, they were to be poleaxed or whether
it was to apply to judges who might sit on
the bench in future? If it applied to those
on the bench to-day, they would naturally
ask what they had done; he would have
to tell his constituents that the Ministry
would give no information on the matter.
If the Minister would say, “ We are going
to stand by the agreement we have with the
judges at p1c~ent and accept the amend-
ment, so that the Blll will apply to judges
e.ppomted hereafter,” the thing would be
straight and aboxcbomd, and he could tell
his electors that the Government were
straightforward. The Government should be
frank and honest, and either tell the people
that the judges who were on the beach to -day

- were to remain there for a certain period.

after which they would have to go, or accept
the amendment and let the Bill deal with
future judges. The man in the country had
to foot the bill. If he broke any of the
laws of the land, he must go before the
judges. It would be interesting to know
whether this action was taken from political
motives or not. The Government should tell
the people the pesition plainly; they should
say that there was or was not political
influence behind the Bill. He did not expect
that they would say so, for rea<ons best
known to themselves and which he would
not suggest. The Chairman would agree
that, if he were to go down Queen street
and discuss the Bill with. anybody he met,
the first thing he would be asked would be,
“Why do you want to do it?”’

{5 pm.] And the Chairman would pro-
bably be in the same position
not having any inside Lnowledge,
would be told, “You are a nice
sort of man. You are in Parliament, and
vou represent the people, and you do not
know.” And all he would be able to say

as he,
and he
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would be, “ Well, the Government did not at the end of last session said, “Let us
zive us the information.” And the man in  bury the hatchet,” but, so soon as they did,

tho street would ask, “ What friends of
theirs are going to get the jobs?’ The hon.
member for Toowoomba suggested in effect
that barristers accepted appointments as
judges to get away from the strenuous fight-
mg of cases in court, and that judges had
the pros and cons tooked up for them and
had merely to consult a few authorities, If
that were so0, he took it to be an argument
in favour of the amendment, because it really
tended to remove the foundation for any
suggestion, if there was likely to be any,
that the Judge were not compet mt. No
charge of incompetency had been levelled
against the judges on the bench to-day, and
therefore he took it there was no evidence to
justify their removal. It was truc that age
did not measurc the capacity of some people.
On the CGovernment benches, for instance,
he saw a comparatively young man as Pre-
mier—a very good man—and alongside him
a man who would never even have got a
seat in the House had the decision gone by
his intelligence and ability, On the other
hand, there was the hon, memher for Albert.

\dr. T. R. RoBerTs: And the lion. member
for Mitchell.

Mr. FRY: Yes—he would divide the
honours—they would probably get from these
men good advice as a result of their matured
experience and wisdom; but there were in
the House younger men of whom the country
would be well rid, and who would be draw-
ing more than tlﬂcv were worth if they got
only half their salaries. So that, in consider-
ing the question of an age limit, they had to
remember a man’s mental capacity. As for
judges, they were told that the experience
they gained as the years went by fitted them
more and more for their work. New cases
arose, new points were decided, new rulings
given by higher courts, so that ]udgos becamo
more fitted year by year for their duties.
If that were so, what was the reason for
the Bill? Did the Gov ernment want to get
¥id of judges whose experience had made
their judgment sound merely for the sakeo
of getting rid of them? Were they going
to fill their positions with political friends
at court? He would ask the Minister in
charge of the Bill, *“ Why do you not say
sandidly and flanldv that the Bill shall not
apply to the judges now occupying the posi-
tions, hut shall apply only to those appointed
in the future?" If he did that, they wonld
understand where they stood. After listen-
ing to the debate and hearing the hon. mem-
ber for Toowoomba, he had had an idea that
the Minister would accept the amendment,
because he recogniscd that he, not being a
legal wman, \\Ould view tha case in a broad
way. Hc took it that, whether they were
legal men or not, they were on matters like
this just as able as any lawyer to form an
opmlon, at any rate, they had sufficient
e\:peuence of the world to justify them in
oxpressing as sound an opinion as to what
would be for the benefits of the courts as
any lawzer. If they traced the history of
courts to their origin, they would find that
they had always been respceted and upheld.
Since the Government had been in office,
they had had sometimes to assert themselves
to sce wnethe; a proposal had been presented
to them in the proper way, and it seemed
to him that in this case there was hidden
away some little axe to be brought out
later and buried in someone. The Premier

he bl'cuOIlt it out and buried it in swmebody
elzo. The Government now had an oppor-
tunity of retrieving some of their reputation
—even one-thousandth part of their good repu-
tation. The Government's reputation was like
a bzlance. As the good reputation went down
cn one side so the bad reputation rose on
the other, and, if they would cease the bad
practices that kept the public in suspense, the
balance would come scmewhere nearer even,
If the Minister would be frank, they would
give him all the consideration and all tho
credit to which he was entitled. The Minister
said hs would not accept the amendment, but
he (Mr. Fry) hoped he would accept it, and
thereby he would show good sense and good
judgment.

Mr. T. R, ROBERTS (Fust Toowoomba) -
The Minister had risen for the second time
since the Bill had been in Committee, and
he took it that the hon. gentleman’s object
in rising on that particular occasion should
have been for the purpose of intimating why
tho amendment moved by the leader of the
Opposition sheuld not be passed. He merely
#aid that hon. menthers could not get the
information until the second reading stage,
although he had had an opportunity of say-
ing whether the statements made in tho
(,‘omunftee were corvect, and thus he could
nave dlspo«cd of the time that was being
bpent in the discussion. The question had
been raized by other speakers as to the
political significance of the measurve. He
wanted to say delinitely that thie was part
of the Government’s policy and part of the
caucus policy. It was intended to penalise
men who had tried conscientiously to do
their duty. There was a threat 1>suL\d by a
Minister of the Crown as to how he would
deal with those particular gentlemen, as he
called them. Surely they had not forgotten
the long correspondence that took place in
the * Press between the Trecasurer and a
certain judge of the Supreme Court, when
the hon, gentleman told the judges on tho
beneh that the Government would deal with
them, and deal with them very effectively.
This was the measure in which it was pro-
posed to deal with them. He wished to say
definitely, outside of any question” of the
amendment, that he was opposed to the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: I hope the hon. mem-
ber will discuss the amendment.

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: He wished to take
the carliest opportunity of defeating the Bill,
and this was one of the 0p1)01tunlt10- if
the Government were preparved to accept
the amendment, it would take away some of
the objections that had been raised. He
was opposed to interfering with the judiciary
at all. Fle wished to suppmt the amend-
ment, because he contended that the Govern-
ment were not justified in dealing with such
an 1rnportant matter at that moment. They
kn@w that the Government were considering
going to the country, and under thoso con-
ditions it was most unreasonable that they
should introduce such a mecasure. ¥rom a
political standpoint, the amendment, if
carried, would have the cffect that the
Attorney-General desired. Somc cighteen
months ago the Government considered the
1et1remnn‘r of public servants on reaching
the age of sixty-five years, and within the
last few weeks they had thrown a number of
men who were fully competent to do their

Mr. T. R. Roberts.]
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work out of employment without any con-
sideration, and they had to justify their
action. Hence the introduction of the Bill.
Under all the circumstances, the Committee
would be well advised in rejecting the
measure

Mr. COLLINS (Bowsn): He congratulated
the Opposition on thg class-consciousness they
had shown., It was the most class-conscious
debate he had ever listened to in that Cham.
ber. The hon. member for Kurilpa said he
wanted to know what was in view, and
hinted about future appointments. Anyone
who knew anything about the history of the
Mother of Parliaments knew that in the past
politicians as a rule had been appointed to
the judiciary. Anyone who knew anything
about the class-conscious hon. members oppo-
site would say that it would be just as well
to become acquainted with past history in
connection with the question they were debat-
ing. He wished to quote from *‘ Queensland
Politics During Sixty (1859-1919) Years,” by

Charles Arrowsmith Bernays. Under the
heading “The Passing of Power,” the
artiele states—

“It was in those days, and a good

deal later, when Governments of the day
held in their pockets certain boroughs
which they could use at will for their
own purposes. Bowen was the most
remarkable instance. It literally belonged
to McIlwraith, and when he wanted an
Attorney-General he chose his lawyer
from some Queen street chambers, and
sent him to Bowen with instructions to
the electors to make him a member of
Parliament. Pope Cooper, Chubb, and
Roger Beor were all McIlwraith's
nominees, and all represented Bowen.”

Mr. BEBBINGTOX : And now the judges are
to be the nominees of the Trades Hall.

Mr., COLLINS: The hon. member for
Kurilpa spoke about political appointments.
Who was the Pope Cooper that was men-
tioned, and who was the Mr. Chubb that
was appointed, who was one time member for
Bowen and one time Attorney-General?
Now he sat upon the bench. He could easily
understand class-conscibus thon. gentlemen
opposite putting up a fight for people who
had, first of all, got into the political Lime-
light by representing a pocket horough, and
afte1wa1d~ had got into the Government as
nominees of 7\/IcIIv»mxth and then were
placed on the bench to administer justice to
the people of Queensland.

Mr. Kine: Exactly.

Mr. COLLINS: Homn. members opposite
should not object to the Government doing
something similar. So far as he knew, there
was only one lawyer on the Gov sernment side
of the House.

An OppOSITION MEMBER :
Attorney-General ?

Mr. COLLINS: On cvery occasion when
anything of a class-conscious nature affecting
the class of hon. members opposite came
before the Chamber, they immediately got
up and defended it, THon. members opnos1te
were not concerned about the retirement of
a navvy at sixty-five years of age. An hon.
member liad made roference to the late S;l
Samuel Grifith. e happened to he a pupil
of Sir Samuel Griffith to some extent. {(Op-
position laughter.) He remembered the time
when Sir Samuel Griffith wrote ** Wealth and

[Mr.T. R. Roberts.
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‘Want and the Equal Distribution of Wealth.'”
Not one hon, member opposite had referred
to that article, which had appeared in the
“ Daily Mail ”’ shortly before his death. It
was too radical for them.

Mr. T. R. RoBerTs: The hon. member for
Toowoomba told us what he thought of Sir
Samuel Griffith,

My. COLLINS: He was not going to
belittle any man because he had reached the
age of seventy years, but what was good for
the worlker was also good for the judges.
The work could not be very laborious, or the
judges would want to be retired before they
reached the ago of seventy years.

Mr. Kixeé: You have missed the point
altogether,
Mr. COLLINS: Ie had not. Ile con-

gratulated the hon. member for Logan for
lool\mrr after his class, and every member
of that class. If the working class were as
class-conscious as hon. members opposite who
had spoken, there would not be ten of them
in Parliament. IHc hoped the Attorney-
General was not going to accept the amend-
ment.

Mr. FLETCHER (Port Curtis): It was
extraordinary that the Government would
not accept the amendment, which removed
the most objectionable feature in the Bill.
The main object of the Bill was to retire
the present judges because they were over
seventy years of age, and the Opposition
objccted to that proposal, because of its
repudiatory nature. They should not bring
in legislation, except in especial and unavoid-
able circumstances, of a retrospective nature;
but they had many Bills brought in by the

(ﬁO\reanlC}_lt which were :Lef;lqsp@the in
their application, and that legislation was
doing incalculable harm to Queensland.

They knew that the Land Acts Amendment
Act, with its retrospective and repudiatory
o[focts did harm to Queensland, They knew
the Government’s attempted interference with
the Brisbane Tramways Act also contained
the same principle, and they had proved it
again in connection with the Regulation of
Sugal Canc Prices Act, and other measures.
All such legislation undermined the whole
fabric of their existence.

OrposiTION MeMBERS: IHear, hear!

My, FLETCHER : People In the old coun-
try—the financiers of the world and those
who had invested their money here—were
wondering what the Government werc going
to do next. The present judges were honour-
able men, and had given good service to
the country, and they deserved better treat-
ment in their old age. A coniract was made
with them that they wounld be therc for
life, and, as they were carrying out their
dutle; in a satisfactory manner and treating
all classes  of the community with the
utmost fairness, and dealing with all
cases with equity and justice, he was satis-
fied that the men who would replace them
would not be able to do half so well or be as
fair in their decisions as the present judges
had been. If they were going to continue
mtloducms,f such legislation, they would not
know where they were. The Governmens
should accept the amendment if they were
genuinely anxious and desirous of improving
the judictary, and they could deal with it
in a more satisfactory manner in the futule‘
It was not as though the judgments given
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were unsatisfactory. The judges had been
most fair; but, if any mistakes have been
raade, there were always higher courts to
appeal to, and that removed any possibility
of dancer of injustice being done. The hon.
membsr for Bowen missed the point alto-
gether, becavse the Opposition were not
introducing class-consciousness at  all. It
was a_ matter of principle that they stood
for. He hoped the Government would show
better judgnient and acsept the amendment,
as it would remove the mo:t objectionable
feature in the Bill.

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick): He sup-
ported the amendment. The Opposition
would be quite false to the principles which
actuated them 1if they did not oppose the
measure, just as they had opposed similar
measures herctofore.  They would be alien
to the true epivit which gunided them if they
did not strenuously oppose the Bill; not tbe
Bill in toto, but if they did not try to so
mmprove 1t that, when the Government were
making appointments to the lench in the
future, the conditions which they now sought
to make retrospective could be applied. The
kon. member for Bowen stressed the fact in
the wrong direction, as he thought the
Opposition were opposed to limiting the term
of service, It did not matter whether they
made the term fifty, sixty, or scventy years.
If it was made a bargain at the time, and
the judge or any other man rcad the con-
ditions, 1t was all right, but the hon. member
for Bowen did not decal with that aspect.

They had made an agreement with the
judges, and they should stick to it. Any-
one bolding honourable principles, who

desired that the honour of the State should
be preserved, should not agreec to a pro-
posal of such a repudiatory nature. Tf this
were the only Bill of the kind introduced by
the Government they might be disposed to
remain silent: but, sceing that all through
the chapter they had introduced similar
legislation, if hon. members were true to
their convictions and their prineiples, they
would just oppose cvery time, to the utmost
of their ability, any infringenmients of the
right of any individual, whether he Dbe the
judge or whether he held a minor position
m the State. If an agreement existed, no
matior if they lost by it, they had a righ:
to stand to it. He saw the Attornes-General
confer with the Premier, and he was sur-
rised that he did not accept the amendment,
as it leoked as if they were going to yield
¥y the criticisms made by the Opposition.
There was only one course for the Opposi-
tion to adopt, and that was to oppose all
gu(‘,h measures, which had been too frequent
in connection with the administration of
Qneensland by the present Government.

Mr. HARTUEY (Fitzroy) : The attitude of

hon. members opposite was somewhat sur-
prising i, while they sag in silence when
workirg men were refived at a certain age,
they asked for special privileges for three
men_ who had banded themselves together
in their saugness on a safe class-conscious
bensh.  The only deduction that could be

drawn from the dcbate was that hon. mem-
bers opposite were afraid that three pecu-
liavly ifitted men were going to be withdrawn,
and they and the class they

[4.30 p.m.] represented would lose their ser-
) vices. There could be really no
genuine plea put up against the retirement
of these judges. They had lived their lives,
and they had given good service to the
State; but cverybody knew that the faculties
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and physical abilities of men deterlorated
with age—more with some, of course, than
with others. When men occupied a respon-
sible position, such as they did on the
Supreme Court bench, they must be most
vigorous and most alert mentally, as well as
experienced in law. But, no matter how
thoronghly qualified a man might be at a
cortain  age, when physical and mental
dcterioration set in, his continuance in office
was dangerous. If the amendment were
accepted, no power could be exercised to
remove those judges in two, three, four, or
five years.

Mr. Kmxe: They could ke vemoved on
petition by both Houses of Parliament.

Mr. HARTLEY : Provided they were not
of geod condust. It did not matter if they
stayed at home and slept fourteen days out
of fifteen, when they ought to have been
working; providad they were of good con-
duct, they could not be removed. That
would be the cffect of the amendment if it
were accepted. They had had in the past
history of the State men on the bench who
should have been removed, and it was an
injustice to the clients appearing before them
and to the men who were being tried that
they should be on the bench trying those
casecs. They had had men who went to
sleep on the benel, and in some instances, in
the Northern districts, they had on the
bench men who were so old and so irritable
that they lost sight of the high duties they
had to perform as judges on the bench and
they hurried their cases through so that they
could catch the boat South. It did not
matter to them whether the liberty or even
the life of the individual was at stake, the
casc was hurried through to enable them to
get away in time to catch the boat South.
No argument was put up by hon. members
opposite in support of the amendment, unless
they took up the stand that the .judges who
had passed the age limit were peculiarly and
specially filted to safeguard their interests
as agalnst the interests of the State, or that
there was a political reason why they should
not be retired. He had no hesitation in
oppesing the amendment.

Mr. PETRIE (Teombui): The passing of
the measure as introduced would be a
breach of the Constitution and, as had been
pointed cut, also a breach of comntract. The
amendment had not been moved because the
Opposition were advocating the claims of
three parvticular judges, but those men,
although tt were over seveuty years of
age, were mcen of ability and had not given
eny indication of senile decay or anything
of that <sort: and why should they be
removed? The Government had Dbeen re-
sponsible for repudiation, not only in that
measure but in congection with the Land
Acts Amendment Act, and alsc in connection
with the Brishane tramways. Another reason
why he supported the amendment was that
serious legislation such as that should not be
introduced by the Governnient in their pre-
sent prosition.  After all, it was just as well
to have a few old men to guide the younger
ones. Younger and very brilliant men might
be put in their places, but, 1 spite of what
the hon. member for Fitzroy said, the Go-
vernment would have their partisans when
they made the new appointments after the
retivement of the present judges. As he had
pointed out before during the present session,
he did not think the Government, when they
had only a majority of onc in the House,

Mr. Petrie.]
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and with a very large minority of votes in the
country, had any right to introduce legisla-
tion of that kind. The proper course and
the honourable course would be to get
through the Esiimates as quickly as possible
and then appeal to the country. If the
Government were honourable, they would do
that and not attempt through spite to intro-
duce legislation to deal with gentlemen who
have occupied a position on the hench for
vears, and who had no black marks against
them. That threat had been held over the
judges for some considerable time, in the
same way that a threat had been held over
the ether Chamber when they threw out legis-
lation which they considered was not for the
benefit of the country. He hoped the
Attorney-General would reconsider the matter
and accept the amendment,

Mr. NOTT (Stenley): It was desirable that
the judge: should not be interfered with—
politically or otherwise, Not only should
the judges who administered the law be
absolutely above reproach, but the law
governing the appointment of judges should
also be above reproach, and it was very
undezirable that a Bill should be intreduced
to remove some of the existing judges who
had been doing particularly good work for
a number of years. If legislation of that
sort was to be brought in, the safety of
justice would be jeopardised, which was very
undesirable. He hoped the Minister would
accept the amendment because it was put
forward by a body which represented a
majority of the people of the State. while
the Bill was being put forward by a Covern-
ment which represented a minority of the
electors of the State, If the (Government
were so anxious to remove the three judges
in question, it must be hecause they were
very anxious, before they. lost control of the
Administration, to appoint temperamentally
fitted colleagues to those positions. The hon.
member for Bowen had somcthing to say
about class-consciousness. The hon, member
seemed to glory in ss-consciousness, but
most hon. members would say that it was
very undesirable to encourage class-conscious-
ness in a country where all ought to be
working together for the development of the
State. Then, the hon. member for Fitzroy
asked : Why should special consideration be
meted out to the three judges concerned?
He did no¢ kuow that that side were asking
for any special consideration to be shown
to these judges. The Government should not
go out of their way to get rid of men who
had been doing their work in a very conscien-
tious and cffective manner. They were only
asking that the agrecement entered into when
the judges were appointed should be carried
out to ils letter.

Mr. HartLEY : That is what we are doing
under this Bil.

Mr. NOTT: The Bill should not apply to
those three gentlemen.

Mr. KERR (Kuoggera): He rose to sup-
port the amendment. - One point he thought
had been overlooked in regard to the action
of the Government in initiating this Bill—
that, for some rcason =whizh had not been
explained, they had discriminated between
one scction of judgss and another scction.
They knew the Act would be applicable only
to the three Southern judges of the Supreme
Court. :

The
that?

[ r. Petrie.
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Mr. KERR: There was no mention of the
Land Court.

"The ATronxeY-GENERAL : The Act will apply
to all judges.

Mr., KERR: Would it be applicable to
members ¢f the Land Court? The hon.
gontleman did not answer that, so they must
conclude there was diserimination. When
"imination was shown, they had to look.
for a reason for it. Already in the main
streets of the city they had heard who the
new judges were going to be. (Government
laughter.) It was known throughqut Queens-
land that, if the Government got into recess,
it would be fer only a short period, whes
action would be taken and they would then
be on the Opposition side of the House.

Mr. ITartrey: Don’t be whistling to keep
your courage up.

Mr. KERR: Tuking that into considera-
tion, and the delibcrate statement of the
Attorney-General that the Act was going to
core into force immediately and the services
of three Southern judges were going to be
dispensed with at once, the assumption was
that direet action was going to be taken to
place partizans. perhaps, in the position of
judges of the Supreme Court. It seemed a
most extraordinary thing that the Govern-
ment, who were sent there to make enact-
rents to meet the requirements of  the
country, should, in a very short Bill, intro-
duce a taint that ought not to be there.
The Bill contained a repudiation clause
which could easily have been done without.
It dealt with only three judges of the
Supreme Court. Surely there was something
behind it when they could not let stand a
contraci entered into under legislation that
had been passed by previous Parlisments.
If that contract oxisted to-day. surcly 16 was
reasonable to ask that the Opposition should
seo that no word of repudiation was allowed
to creep into the Act. A point worthy of
consideration was that relating to the trust
ostates which were being administered by
those judges. If those eostates were handed
over to the control of anvonc else at the pre-
sent time, a chaotic state of affairs would
immediately follow. It would have been a
different thing had their administration baen
handed over to these judges only a couple of
months ago. They had been handling them
for a number of vears. He could not under-
stand the reason for dispensing immediately
with the administrators of those estates.

The Attorney-General, by inference, had
said that he would accept a provizion for
giving nine months’ notice, as had been the
casc in New South Wales. That did not get
over the difficulty. It might, to a certain
ovient, meet the situation in regard to
administration, but it did not get over tho
peculiar legislation which had been foreed
on Queensland from time to time. He
regretted that sueh a thing was becoming so
prevalent.

Another very outstanding point was the
atrocious attitude taken up by the Govern-
ment in regard to the refirement of men who
had reached the age of sixty or sixty-five
vears. It was not a uew prineciple in this
Bill. Berause the Government had got thes-
selves into financizl chaos, they were dispens-
ing with the serviees of those men who had
reached the age of sixty or sixty-five years.
The principle of cousidering that 2 man was
of no usc to his country when he reached
the age of sixty or sixty-five years was now
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being extended to include the judges. He
hoped the Attorney-General would give
mature consideration to all the circumstanees,
more especially when he had not considered
the Land Court, whose members also had
great responsibilities.

The Prewier: Do you want it applied to
them ?

Mr. KERR: Hc had not said so. It was a
matter purely for the Govermmnent to say
what they were going to do.

The PREMIER:

Do you want us to apply it
to them?

Mr., KERR: The hon. gentlemman was not
going to tell him what he was to say. If
he could sec an avgument for doing away
with repudiation he would use it. He trusted
the Atterney:lUeneral would withdraw the

Bill

The PREJMIER : The leader of the Opposi-
tion and other Oppesition members who had
spoken scemed to be aggrieved because they
thought the Bill dizcriminated. Ilon. mem-
bers of the Nationalist party particularly
kept harping on the fact that the Bill
applied only to the Southern judges. If, in
effect, the Act would apply only to members
of the Supreme Court bench domieiled in
Southern Queensland, it was besause it was
those judges who were over the age limit
fixed Dby the Bill, and not from any desire
to discriminate against the South in favour
of the Centre or the North. The hon. gentle-
man, who apparcstly saw discrimination in

the Bill, himself had diseriminated in his
amendment. e apparently would throw to

the wolves the judges of the District Court in
favour of the judges of the Supreme Court.

Mr. Vowigs: Oh, no; I have another
amendment when we come down to that.

The PREXIIER : That is rather too thin.

Myr. VowLEs: As a matter of fact, [
handed it to the Chairman, and he gave it
back to me.

The PREMIER: This was the motion—
“To amend the Constitution of Quecnsland
by fixing an age limit for the retirement of
judges of the Supreme Court,” The hon.
member had moved the insertion of the words
“to be hereafter appointed,” after which
the motion went on—

“and to fix an age limit for the retire-
ment of other judges, and for other
purposes.”’

The hon. member made no reference what-
ever to the Distriet Court judges. He would
accept the hon. member’s assurance that he
intended to move a subsequent amendment
applying to judges of the District Court. -
My, Errinstoxne: The inferencs is obvious.

The PREMIER: e had no desire to
misrepresent the hon. member for Dalby.

Mr. Vowres: How could I move it before?
I have to wait till the proper stage, accord-
ing to the Standing Orders.

e PREMIER: The hon. member could
have indicated it.
Mr. Vowies: Why dor’t vou withdraw
the insinuation after my explanation?
The PREMIER: Now that the hon. mem-
ber took up that attitude, he had no hesita-
tion in charging him with a desire to
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iseriminate. Had the hon. member for

Merthyr not been in consultation with the
hon. member before he moved the amend-
ment ?

My, Vowres: He has not.

The PREMIER: Then the hon. member
for Merthyr was prepared to eiscrimine
The- hon. member for Merthyr 1
mention of the fact that it did not apply t
the District Court judges. The hoh. men
for Merthyr took up the attitude that tt
Bill was repudiatory—this se-called repudia-
tion which hon. members opposite have on
the brain--but was prepared to repudiate
the District Court judges. The hon. meniber
had not consulted the leader of the Opposi-
vion. Ilon. members opposite were prepare
to repudiate the District Court judges.

Mr. VowLes: Not at all.

3dr. MACGREGOR: We
on the sccomnd reading.

The PREMIER: The hou. member for
Aerthyr set himeelf up as the champion of
the Supreme Court judges in this martter.
and took up the attitude thiat repudiation,
or anything involving the taking away of
tho vights of Supreme Court judges, sheuld
not be tolerated in that Chamber. When the
hon. member was reminded that a Tory Go-
vernment in New South Wales had done
something sinilar to this—that they bhad
introduced an age limit as applying to judges
—his defence of the Tory Government in
New South Wales was that the judges there
had been given nine months’ notice of their
retirement. Fle had asked the hon. member
a straight question as to whether he would
agree to this Bill if they provided a similar
notice,

Mr. MacerREzoR: And you got a straight
answer,

The PREMIKR: And the hon. member
caid that he would not agree to jr.  This
proposal was the same in principle as the
New South Wales proposal.

Mr. Macerecor: I object to the New South
Wales repudiation just the same.

The PREMIER: That raised a straight-

out issue. Ile was not complaining of the
hon. member’s attitude, The hon. member

te.
made e
o

can handle this better

_took up the attitude that the Govermment,

in doing this, were doing somecthing which
was repudiation, and were carcless of certain
individuals” rights: but a Nationalist Go-
vernment in New South Wales intro(h},(:'u}
legislation involving the samo principle.
An hon. member had interjected from the
front Opposition bench that the introduction
of this Bill would further depreciats Queens-
land's credit.
OpposITION NMEMBERS

The PREMIER: As the Act passed in
New South Wales juvolved the same prin-
ciple as this Bill, then that Act al=o involved
repudiation.

Mr. Vowr

The PREMIER: The Minister in chargs
of the Bill had indicated that the reasoms
for the introduction of the measure would
be given at the proper stages—on the secand
Feading snd, Jater, in Committee. He wonld
point out to hon. members opposite who had
been fulminating against the Government
irtroducing this I3l that the amendment
ihev were supporting made a discrimination
in favour of District Court judges.

Hon. E. G. Theodore.}

Tear, hear!

. Quite possibly it does.
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Mr. VOWLES: Perhaps it was just as
v to clear up t]}‘ matter at once, 'The
( hairman would admit that, when he handed
in his amendwment, the amendment which he
now held in his hand was attached to it.
and the Chairman handed it back to bim.
It was an amendment to be made on a subse-
quent line of the motion, and could ngj be
rioved yet, Tle had moved as much as he
could ai g¢he time, and the amecndment he
intended to move subsequently wss for the
addition, after the word “ judges’ on line
4, of the words ““ to be hereafter appointed.”
That was a reply to the Premier.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsworth): He
suppmtod the amendment of the leader of
the Opposition because he believed that the
Government were deﬂlom at all times of
doing what they posibly could to cast a slur
upon men who had given homourable service
to the State for a great many wvears. Fe
did not kncw why it should be argued that
b(‘cau\e a man had reached the age of sixty-
five or seventy he was either mentally or
phvsically worso than a man of fifty-five or
sixty., Ile supposed thst some men would
arguc that a man bevame less alert when he
roached seventy vears of age,

Ir. Porrock: No, his liver becomes more
sluggish.
Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: They would find

that the men at the head of some of the
banking and commercial undertakings in the
State were from sixty-five to seventy years
of age. He felt that the desire for the intro-
duction of the Bill was, first of all, to get
rid of threce men who had reached the age
of seventy; secondly, it was made retrospec-
tive. He had always been up against the
idea of retrospectivity, They had scen how
dangerous that principle was in connection
with Arbitration Court awards, which had
becn made retrospective for four, five, or
six months, with the result that many prople
found great difficulty in meeting the awards.

Mr. Porrock: The only thing the Opposi-
tion ob](‘cted to was a mtm&pectu’ increase
in salary.

My, J. H. ¢. ROBERTS
retrospectivity at all times,

The Preyier: This will have an immedi-
afe and not a retrospeetive application.

J. H. C. ROBERTS: The pre.ont
hiof Justics was carrying out his duty wm]
credit to the State, and no one could deny
that he was cqual in brain power to any
man of fifty or sixty vears of age. INo one
could say that he had given decisions against
the evidence placed before him, They knew
that a few years ago this Government, al-
though they knew that the Chuf Justice had
a dormaut Commission to act as Licutenant-
Governor, saw fit delibaratels to pass over
him and appoint one of their partisans a«
Licutenant-Governcr.  He dJdid net think st
was right to apply the proporals in the Bill
the present occupants cof the Supreme
Court bench unless it could be shown that
were not carrying out their work pro-
. He had heard some hon. members
: about youth being requisite for Supreme
Court judges. He thought that

e was against

{7 p.n.] they should not only have youth
but sound common sense and a
knowledge of the law. The hon. member

for Bowen was very careful to point out
that in days gone by the present Chief Justice
represented Bowen. The Bowen electorato

[Mr. Vowles.
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ought to have felt honoured by being repre-
zented by a man of his calibre, and the hon.
member for Bowen cortainly should have
no grudge against the present Chief Justice
because at one time he represented that elec-
torate, which later on was represented by a
man like the present member. (Oppositiou
laughter.) The hon. member stated that
political appointments were made, and wished
hon, members to infer that that they were
made only when Governments from the oppo-

site side of the House were sitting on the
Government benches,
My, Corriys: Icar. hear!

J. H. . ROBERTS: He would like
to ask whether Mr. Hardacrc's appointment
was political or met? Was he appointed
becausa he was outedde of party politics
ﬂ]togfethm ? Tven Mr. Lennon was a member
of the Labour party. Of course, nobod\'
would say that his appointment was a poli-

Mr.

tical appointment! Right through their
histery they would find that political ap-
poummentr of that kind were often made

br members on the other side of the House,
and it was mest unfair to say that, because
the Opposition opposed the Bill, they
intended later on to malke political a.ppomt
ments. (Government laughter.) What they
did say was—and it was emphatically borne
out by the Premier’s remarks, when he sug-
gested that the leader of the Opposition
dealt only with the Supreme Court—that the
individual members of the Country party
were there to support all sections of the
community. He believed that the hon, mem-
ber for Toowoomba was anxious to become
a barvrister, and, perhaps, after becoming a
barrister. he was anxious to become a
Supreme Court judge. (Opposition laughter.)
erhaps hon. members on the other side agreed
with that proposal. He honestly believed,
without wishing to flatter Mr. Justice
MeCawley, that the hon. member for Too-
woomba was quite capable of holding the
position under the circumstances. Surely,
in such a thing as that they must have
vouth; they must have abi lity ! It was a
recognised axiom in all w allss of life, that
an oId head was always neccessary in order
to steady the young fellows, and, if they
“me going to turn the judges off the bench
because they said they had passed their
usefulness, he wanted them to prove that
staternent.

OrposITION MraBERS: ITcar,
Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: He wanted them

hear!

to prove that a man like Sir Pope Cooper
was any weaker in brain power than he was
ten s ago. They believed that the Bill

was introduced to enable members on the
opposite stdc of the House, just before thev
went out of office, to male appointments to
the Supreme Court bench which might be
considered political appointments, and they
were justified in doing all they possibly
cculd to oppose the pasiing of the Bill. He
would- not object in any shape or form to an
agn limit being u)phod to men: but, when
men  accepis positions on the Supreme
Ccurt bench or Distriet Court bench, they
gave up the whole of their time to carrying
cut their dutics. Many of them, probably,
had given up very geod legal prarctices in
order to take up duties that they believed
would be of service to the State. Many,
no doubt, were actuated by unselfish motives.
e had very much pleasure in supporting
the amendment.
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iocn-——That the words proposed to be
3 Towles's be so
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AYEs, 34.

K amendsent)
inserted—yput; and the Committee divided :—

Mr. Appel Mr. Kerr

., Barnes, G, . King

., Barncs, W. H. T.ogan

., Bebbington Macgregor
., Bell Maxwell

. Brand ., Moore

., Cattermull ., Morgan

., Clayton . Nott

., Corses ., DTetrie
Costello

., Deacon

Robertz, J. H. C.
]?Aob.ﬂ,rts, T. R

5, Edwards Sizer

,, Elphinstone Ywayns
., Flstcher Taylor

.5 Fry . Vowles

,, Greeu Walker
,. Jones Warren

Tellers.: Mr.

Brand and

Nogs, 233.

Mr. Filet

Mr. Barber Mr, Hartler

., Bertram ,, Huxham

.. Bremnan ,, Land
Buleock ., Larcombe

.. Collins ., MeCormask

.. Conrey .. Mullan

.. Cooper, F. A. .. Payne

,. Coyne .. DPease
Dash ,» Riordan
Dunstan .. Smith
Ferricks Stopford

.. Fihelly Theodore

., Foley WWeir

.,» Forde Wellington

,, Gilday Wilson

. Gillies Winstanley

,, Gledson

Tellevs: Mr, Forde and Mr. Weir.
Resolved in the affirmative.

The CHAIRMAN : ““ Avas,” 3. ““Noes.”
33. The question is resolved in the affirma-
tive. {Opposition cheers.)

Mr. FRY : Resign!

The CHATRMAN: The question now is—
That the resolation, as amended, be agreed
to.

Mr. VOWLES: IIe desired to move,
as a consrquential amendwent, the insertion
on . line 4, after the word *‘judges,”’
of the words ““to be hereafter appointed.”
He had intimated at an earlier stage in
the proceedings that, when he moved the
amendment which had just been agreed

handed to

to. he had the Chairman the
amendment he was now moving, aud that he

was going to move that amendient when the
time ar d. Tle would have been distinetly
out of order had be attempted to move the
amendmient  at  that but he fore-
shadowed it when he Janded it to the Chair-
man, who had handed it back. The reflec-
tions the Premicr had cast unon him and
other hon. members oppesite were altogether
uncalled for. and were verv far from the
fact. The Premicr should not have made
those remwarks, more particularly when he
(Mr. Vowles) had informed him that he had
handed the amendment to the Chairman.
The Promier should have aceepted his word.
The hon. gentleman thought he was going to
make a fittle bit of political capital. but, ax
was usual when anyone attemipted that sort
of thing, he had fallen in.

Mr. T. R, ROBERTS (Fast Toowoomba):
He was somewhat surprised that the Govern-
ment proposed to go on at that stage, as it
was apparent that the main feature of the
Bill had been defeated. Under the cireum-
stances, he assumed that the Government
would, at any rate, consider their position.

"
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They had been engaged since half-past 3
oclock in discussing the proposcd adoption
of the amendment. The leader of the
Country party had moved a further amend-
ment, but he thought at that stage they
cortainly should have an announcement from
the leader of the Government.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): In Committee
they had agreed thet the Bill could not be
made retrospective so far as the Supreme
Court judges were concerned, and, in order
to be conmsistent, the Opposition thought it
only right that the Bill should not be made
retrospective so far as the District Court
judges were concerned. That required an
amendment, and that amendment was moved
by the leader of the Opposition, as fore-
shadowed in his specch on the original
motion. The aniendment now moved was
consequential on the amendment just carried.
If the present amendment were not agreed
to, it would be treating the District Court
judges differently from the Supreme Court
Jjudges.

Question—That the words proposed to be
inserted (Mr. Vowles’s amendment) be so
ipserted-—put; and the Committee divided : —

Aves, 34,

Mr. Appel Mr., Kerr

., Barnes, G. P, ,, King

,, Barmes, W. H. ,, Logan

,,» Bebbington ,, Macgregor

,» Bell ., Maxwell

,, Brand ., Moore

., Cattermull ,, Morgan

., Clayton ,, Nott

., Corser .. Petrie )

.. Costello .. Roberts, J. H, C.

,. Deacon .. Roberts, T. .

,»  Edwards ,, Sizer

,» Elphinstone Swayne

,. Fleteher .. Taylor

., Fry ., Vowles

.. COreen .. Walker

,, Jones ., Warren
Tellers. Mr., Kerr and Mr. Sizer.

Noes, 34.

My, Barber My, Hartley

,» Bertram ,, Huxham

,, Brennan ,. Land

,, Bulcock ,, Larcombe

,, Collins : ,, McCormack

,. Conroy ., Mullan

,, Cooper, I, A. ., Payne

,, Coyue ,, Pease

,, Dash ., TPollock

,, Dunstan - ., Riordan

.. Ferricks .. Sarith

.. Fihelly ., Stopford

,. TFoley .. Theodore

., Forde .. Weir

., Gilday ,, Wellington

,, Gillies . ,, Wilson

., Gledson Winstanley

Tellers Mr. Foley and Mr. Weir,

The CHAIRMAN: “Ayes,” 34: ¢ Noes”
34, As the voting is equal, I give my
casting vote with the * Nocs.”' (Government
cheers.) :

Mr. POLLOCK (@regory) asked leave to
make a personal explanation.

An OrpostTron Meusrr: You can’t make a
personal explanation now. Make it in the
House.

The CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. mem-
ber for Gregory will realise that it would
be more fitting if he made his personal
explanation when the Speaker was in the
chair. .

OprproSITION MEMBERS : Flear, hear!

Question—That the original motion, as
amended, be agreed to—put.

Mr. Pellock.)
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Mr. POLLOCK : He desired to point out
that, unfortunately, while he was not absent
from the precincts of the House, a division
was taken of which he had no knowledge.
(Opposition laughter.) The ¢ Ayes” won that
division by a majority of one. (Opposition
laughter.) He reminded hon. gentlemen
opposite that he would not be seen dead
in their company anywhere. (Opposition
laughter.) He was in the telephone box
engaged in a conversation on the telephone,
and no one was more surprised than he when,
on returning to the Chamber, he saw the
division was taking place and that he was
too late to take part in it. He went to the
telephone because the Librarian informed him
that he was wanted.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxley): He rose to a
point of order. He would like to know if
the profuss explanation of the hoxn., member
for Gregory had anything to do with the
question before the House.

OpPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. TPOLLOCK : His profuse explanation
meant that the crowd opposite could not buy
him to stop away from the division.

Mpr, PAYNE (Mitchell): Somecthing had
come to his cars which no nran should tole-
rate if it were true. He understood that
the hon. member for Rosewood, Mr. W.
Cooper, was called away because his sister
is dying.

Mr. VOWLES: Hc rose to a point of
order. ‘Was the hon. gentleman debating the
question before the Committee?

Mr. PAYNE: I am quite in order,

Mr. VOWLES: We will
Clhairman says so.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member for
Mitchell can only discuss the question
whetlier the resolution as amended be agreed
to or not. ’

OrposrtioN MEMBERS: ITear, hear!

[7.30 p.n1.]

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Ovder! I
would - ask hon. members to obey my call
to order.

Mr. PAYNE : Before the question was put
he would like to say that, if the hion. member
for Nanango had kept his word, the Govern-
ment would have won by a greater majority
than they did. (Disorder.)

OppostTioN MeMBERS : Not true.

Mr. PAYNE : The hon. member agreed to
“ pair” with the hon. member for Rosawood,
who was away because his sister was dying.

OpposiTIoN MEeEMBERS: No'! That is not
true.

_ Mr. PAYNE : He would not be found dead
in the company of one of the members on
the other side. (Disorder.)

Mr. EDWARDS : Seeing that the matter
had been brought up, he wanted to make his
position absolutely clear, and he desired to
say that, to say the least, the statement just
made was deliberately untrue. He was
always preparcd to stand {o his promises
as well as any member, and the arrange-
ment made, owing to the unfortunate
position in which the hon. member for Rose-
wood found himself through bad luck, was
simply an arrangement that one Opposition
member would be absent, and the whip
on the Government side of the House could
not misconstrue the arrangement or.make
anything else out of it. He had told the

[M 7. Pollock.

wait until the

[ASSEMBLY.]

Judges' Retiresnent Bill,

CGioverument  whip distinetly, and he had
told the hon. member for Rosewood dis-
tinctly before he went away, that one mem-
ber on the Opposition gide would be absent.
That was the full explanation, so far as he
was concerned.

Orposirioxn MeMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr., WINSTANLEY (Queenton): Seeing
that so many cxplanations had been made, it
was up to him to make an explanation too.
(Opposition dissent and uproar.)

The CHAIRMAN : I hope the hon, mem-
ber will keep to the question before the
Committee. .

My, WINSTANLEY: As an explanation
liad been made which was not in accordance
with the facts, he was entitled to make
an explanation. The hon. member for
Nanango, Mr, Rdwards, promised the hon.
member for Resewood, Mr. W. Cooper, be-
fore he went away, that he would pair with
him.

OPprosITION MEMBERS @
true.

Mr, WINSTANLEY : The people who said
“No"” did not know anything about it at
all. He went to the lcader of the Opposition
vesterday afternoon and asked him if he (Mr.
Winstanley) could allow the hon. member for
Rosewood to go away in response to an
urgint wire that he had received from
Kingaroy to the effect that some of his
friends had met with an accident, and the
leader of the Opposition distinctly told him
(Mr. Winstanley) that he could allow the
hon. member for Rosewood to go, and that,
if the hon. member for Nanango recorded
his vote, he {(Mr. Vowles) would not record
his vote.

Opposttion MemBERS: No! No!

Mr. Vowies: That is not true.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : That was the-plain,
distinct statement of the facts; otherwise
the lLion. member for Rosewood would never
have gone away.

Mr. Epwarps: That is not true, and you
know it 1s not.

My, WINSTANLEY: The hon. member
for Rosewood was actually induced to go.

Mr. VOWLES: He did not know why his
name had been brought into it. Xe was
not the Opposition whip, but the leader
of the Opposition. The Government whip
had been running round all their members
trying to make an arrangement behind his
back and behind the Opposition whip's back,
and he then came to him (Mr. Vowles) and
asked him would he agree to a ‘“pair”’
between the hon. member for Rosewood and
the hon. member for Nanango, and he
replied, “ Certainly not. I will give a ‘ pair’
to no one.”” The hon. member then said he
liad made an arrangement, and he (M.
Vovles) said they could make what arrange-
ments they liked, and if the hon. member
for Rosewood went to Kingaroy, there would
be one Oppusition member absent; and the
hon. member for Normanby was absent.
(Uproar.)

Mr. CORSER : My, Chairman—-

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I am certainly
not going to permit any more dizcussion on
this matter. I allowed thoss hon. members
whose names had been mentioned, out of
fairness, to make an explanation, but I have
no intention of allowing any further dis-
cussion on the matter.

No! That is not
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Question—That the resolution, as amended,
be agreed to—put and passed.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAX re-
por?cd that the Committee had come to a
resolution.

PROPOSED BECOMMITTAL.
The ATPORNEY-GENERAL: Mr. Spealer,
I beg to move—
“ That zou do

now leave the chair,
and the House

resolve itself into a

Connmnittee of the Whole to further con-
sider the resolution.”
GOVERNHMENT MEMBERS :
lauglhter.

Hear, hear! and

CLES: My, Speaker,—As
during the Committee
solution, probably vou are

you
stage
not

The PREMIER: T beg to move
question he now put.

Qn(\rmnAT 1nt the question be now put—

That the

put: and the House divided:—
ATES, 35.

Mr. Barber Ar, Kirwan

.. Breanan f.and

., Buleock Larzombe

.. Cellins MeCormack

.. Conroy Mullan

., Cooper, F. A, .. Payne

. Coyne ., Tease
Bash ., Pollock
Dunstan .. Riordan
Ferricks .» Ryan
Fihelly .. Smith
Foley ,» Stopford
Forde .. Theodore
Gilday . Weir
Gillivs Wellington
Gledson Wilson
Hartley Winstanley
Huxham :
Tellers: 3r. Balcock and Mr, Conroy.

Noks, 33.

Mr. Appel Mr. Kerr

.. Barnes, G. P. . King
Rarnes, W. H, .. Logan
Bebbington .+ Macgregor

.. Bell .. Maxwell

. Brau:d .. Moore
Cattermull . \Ioloan
Clayton o Nott
Corser ]’ehxe
Costello Roberts, J. H. C.
Deacon Roberts, T. R.
Edwards Sizer
Elphinstone Swavne
Fletcher .. Taylor
Fry ., Vowles
Green Warren
Jones

Tellers.: Xr. Bell and Mr.
Reselved in the affirmative.
Government cheers,
Question—That the Speaker do now leave
and the House divided :—

Costello.

AxEs, 35.
g Mr, Kirwan
. Bl“nn«n ., Land
.» Buleock ,» Lareombe
Collins . McCormack
Conroy o Mullan
Cooper, F. A, ., Payne
Coyne ., Teaze o
.. Dash ., Polloek
., Dunstan .. Riordan
,» Ferricks .. Ryan
Rihelly se pith
Foley 5, Stopford
Forda .. ‘Theodore
o Gildsy . Weir
,, Gillies Wellington
.. Gledson .. Wilson
.. Hartley ., Winstanley

,, Huxham

Tellers: Mr. Gilday and Mr. Pease,
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NoEs, 33,

Mr. Appel Mr. Kerr

.. Barmnes, G, P. ,» King

.. Barnes, W. H. .. Logan
Bebbington Macgreger

.. Bell .. Maxwell

., Brand ., Moore

.. €Cattermull .. Morgan
Clayton ., Nott
Covenr .. Petrie

.. Costello ., Reoberts, J, H, C.

., Dcacon ., Raberts, T. R
Edwards . Mizer
¥lphinstone . Swayne
Fletcher ., Taylor

., Fry .. VYowles

., Oreen ,, Warren
Jones
Tellers: Mr. King and Mr. Maxwell,

Resolved in the affirmative.

COMMITIEE.
My, Kirwax, Brisbane, in the chiir.)

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved the
amendment of the resolution by the deletion,
after the words ¢ Supreme Court,”” on line 3,

of the words *‘ to be hereafter appointed.”

Mr. VOWLES rose to a point of order.
He submitted that the motion was distinectly
out of order. The Committee, after having
agreed to a certain resclution, was asked by
the motion to disagree with it, which would
be tantamount to a rescission of what they
bad already done. He submitted that they
could not deal with the matter at all.

The TreEAsTRER: We will, though.

Hon. W, H. BaRNES: V\p cannot do it In
the same saision.

Mr. VOWLES : The hon. gentleman would
¢o anything, The Chairman was the judge
in the matter. and he submitted that the
whole procadure was out of order. There
was no aunthority for it, and it was contrary
to the established procedure.

Mr. F. A, Coorer: Under what Standing
¢irder do you name the point of order?

VOWILES: He submitted that there
no Standing Order applying to the
They were trying to reseind a motion

point.
which had heen previously agreed to, without

notice of motion of any kind, but merely
by recommital after the Clommittee had dealt
with it. He also submitted that the Com-
mittee could not deal with the matter twice
in one session.  He objected to the procedure,
which, he submitted, was contrary to par-
lmm(\ntﬂm practice,

Hox. W. FORGAN SMITH (Maciay):
submitted that there \\as nothing 1n the
point of order raised by the leader of the

Opposition, who suggested that the Com-
mittce could not rescind a resolution which
had Dbeen agreed to. No resolution had yet
been agreed to. The point was that the
Committee were not now being asked to
reseind their resolution. The subject-matter
of debate in Commitiece did mot become a
vesolution uniil it was agreed to by the
House. The subject-matter now before the
Committee was not agreed to by the House,
which divected the Committee to reconsider
ths question, which they were now doing.

Ar. T. R. ROBERTS (Zast Toowoombda):
iie supported the point of order raised by
the leader of the Opposition. His grounds
weye—that they had to-day taken into con-
sideration a certain motion appearing on
the business-sheet, and, after an exhaustive
dehate, they had decided to make a certain

Mr. T. R. Roberts.]
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amendment to the proposed Bill. He con-
tended that, under the Standing Orders,
thera was no other way to deal with the
matter, if the Government persisted, but to
discharge the resclution from the business-
paper.

Hon., W. Toreax Swrrm: It does not
become a rerolution urntil agreed to by the

House,

Mre. T. R. ROBERTS: He id not say
that the House had agreed to it. The Com-
mittee had plo\muslv agreed to a certain
resolution, and the (xowelmneﬂt now that
that decision was recorded, could not take
the question into consideration again,
because the Committee had disposed of it.
They could not deal with the question twice
in the one session, The business had come
before them on the business-sheet, and the
Committee had made a certain report to
the House, and he contended that they could
not reepen this business,

Mr. PAYNE (Mitehell) . He was surprised
that hon. members who had been so many
vegrs in the House should show such a lot
of ignorance about the Standing Orders. The
leader of the Opposition ihould know that
a guestion which was decided in Committee
had to be agreed to, with the Speaker in
the chair, before it became a resolution.
The resolution came to by the Committee had
never been agreed to by the Housc., If it
had been, it would have been a different
matter,

The CHAIRMAN: The leader of the
Opposition has raised the point of order
that it is not competent for the Committes
to reconsider the resolution. I v.ould point
out that ths resolution has not been agreed
to by the Housc. Therefore, 1 rule that it
iz competent for the Committee to ‘GCOHSIdOl
it, and amend 1t further, if it so desires.
The question is—That the words proposed to
be omitted stand part of the resolution.

Hox. W. H. BARNES : Before the motion
was put, he would like to go back to the
remarks that had been made that afternocon
in connection with the matter.

A GovERNXMENT MeMBER: You have no
right to do that.

Hox. W. H. BARNES : If the Government
had a right to reopen the question, he had a
right to ~1)r~a1\ on the maiter,

The PREMTER: T move—That the ques-
tion be now put.

Question—That the question be now put
(Mr. Theodord s ’miéon)—-put; and the Com-
mittee divided:

Ares, 35.
Mr. Barber Mr, Huxham
.. Bertram ., Land

Brennan ., Lareombe
Bulsock o Mcf‘orm'\ck
Collins 3. lan
Conroy i T"\sue
Coaper. T. A .
Coyne .
Dash

Dunstan
Yo

., Theodore

\. .. Weir

" ., Wellington

. Gillins .. Wilson
Gledson .. Winstanley

Hartley
Tellers: 3ir. Collins and Mr. Gledson.

[My. 7. R, Roberts.

No=xsg, 33.
Mr. Appel Mr.
1 Barnes G. P. 5
4 Bebblngton .
.» Bell "
,, Brand 5
., Cattermull 5
., Clayton o
,, Corger o
., Costelln "
- 1eacon .
Edwards =
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NoEs, 33.

Mr. Apprl Mr. Kerr

. Barnes, G. P. . King

., Barnes, W. H. ,» Logsn

., Behhington ., Macgregor

., Bell ,, Maxwell

., Brand ., Moore

., Cattermull ., Morgan

. Clayton . Nott

,» Corser ., Petrie

., Costello ,» Roberts, J. H. C.
. Deacon ., Roherts, T. R.
., Edwards ., Sizer

, Elphinstone . Swayne

., Fleteher ., Taylor

,. Fry .. Vowles

.» Green ,, Warren

., Jones

Tellers: Mr. Kerr and Mr, Sizer.
Question resolved in the affirmative.
The House resumed.

The CHAIRMAN reported that the Committee
had come to a resolution,
The resolution was agreed to.

First READING.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL presented
the Bill, and moved—That the Bill be now
read a first time.

Question put and passed.

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

SUPREME COURT BILL.
InrriaTioN IN COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Kirwan, Brisbane, in the chair.)

The ATTORNEY-GENERAIL (IHon. J.
Mullan, Flinders), in moving—

“That it is desirable that a Bill be
introduced to make better provision for
the trial of civil and criminal causes ”’—

sald: This was the second of a series of three
Bills dealing with the judiciary. Under the
proposed measure the District Court would
be abolished. The ecriminal jurisdiction
would go on to the Supreme Court, and the
civil jurisdiction would go to the magistrates’
courts, which would be ereated under a Bill
to be moved subsequently. He would give
further details of the Bill at the second read-
ing stage, which was the proper stage for
giving reasons for introducing a Bill.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): e did not pro-
pose to make any reference to the proposed
alteration of the law at that stage. [t might
be necessary in some directions to alter both
the civil and criminal procedure, but it
appeared to him to be strange, so far as the
criminal court was concerned. How did
the Minister propose to do away with the
Diztrict Court unless they were going to give
sometning in exchange by establishing three
courts” in their place, particularly in the
country where District Courts had often been
held in the past?

The ArTorNEY-GENERAL : Hear, hear!
is what we will do.

Mr. VOWLES: He trusted that persons
accused of criminel charges would not be in
a worse position than they were before. An
innocent man might have to go into the
dock and, if he did not have any witnesses to
appear for him, his case would be prejudiced,
as the Crown would not assist him. How-
ever, he would reserve his remarks until he
received a copy of the Bill

Mr. MACGREGOR (Merthyr): As the
leader of the Opposition said, it was difficult

That
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to criticise the Bill without knowing the
details.  Apparently, there was an extraordi-
nary amount of secrecy about the introduc-
tion of these Bills. He was aware that two
of the judges tried to get copies, but one was
flatly refused. Another judge was offered a
copy ot the Bill if he would promise not to
let his brother judges sce it, and he would
not accept the copy on those terms.
Mr. Hartiey: How do you know that?

~ Mr. MACGREGOR: He
information he had received.
_ Mr. Harteey: Evidently that judge’s word
is not worth much.

Mr. MACGREGOR : Evidently it was no
w2 an hon. member suggesting anything in
connection  with the measures introduced.
The Government were guided by the super-
Parliament outside, and they were required
to put their nieasures through without receiv-
ing any amendment or suggestion. The Bill
would be found to be absolutely unworkable.
However, he would reserve his criticism until
he saw the Bill.

knew it from

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS regretted the way
the Attorney-General was introducing the
business. Under a ruling given by the

Speaker, they had lost an opportunity of
getting information on tlie initiel stage of
the Bill

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: In the old days we
got no information at all. The ex-Treasurer
would never give us any Information.

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: Under previous
Governments members always knew on the
introductory stages what Bills were going to
contain; but that had been done away with
by order of the present Spcaker. They had
three Important measures introduced that
day, and the leader of the Opposition and
the hon. member for Merthyr found it difhi-
cult to get any information about them.
The Attorney-General should follow the prac-
tice adopted by the Home Scecretary a few
days ago, and indicate what the Bills con-
tained. The leader of the Opposition had
referred to the position of a prisoner if the
District Court were abolished. It was an
important matter to abolish the District
Court, and that was why they would like to
know more about the measure. The Govern-
ment were not treating the Opposition fairly,
because Government members spent some
days considering the measure; they knew
what was in it, and they should extend
the same courtesy to the members of the
Opposition,

Hon. W. H. BARNES (DBulimba): He
emphasised what had becn said by the hon.
member for East Toowoomba. At one time
hon. members enjoyed the advantage of
learning what a Bill contained, but for some
reason or other that had lbecn altered, and
hon. memhers did not get the information
they wanted to enable them to discuss the
different measures.

The ATToRNEY-GENERAL: I have kunown you
te refuse to give any information at all on a

BilL

Hox. W. 1. BARNES: It would be very
much better, in the interests of the House
and in the interests of the country, if the
Government gave more information. Three
Bills were introduced that day dealing with
important matters, and the Government
would not give them any information. The
policy of the Government was to try and get
through each measure step by step by refus-
ing to give any information. The policy

Hon. W. H. Barnes.]
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adopted in connection with Bills and every-
thing else was to refuse to give information
and cover up everything. The Minister said
only half a dozen words on the Bill.

Mr. FLETcHER: Perhaps he does not undet-
stand what the Bill is about.

Hox. W. H. BARNIES: The Minister did
not have very much legal l-movxledgeﬁha was
not saying that in an offensive way—but the
hon, gentlmnan was a fayman, dnd could not
have legal knowledge.

The SECRETARY FOR
got common sense,

Hon, W. H. BARNIES: That is what the
Minister himself has not got.

Mr. Ryax: Ronia strect is your bounddzy

Hox. W. . BARNES: The boundary of
the hon. gentleman who had just interjected
could be spelt with just three letters. The
Government should give more information
about their measures.

The ATroRNEY-GENERAL: You remained
here all one night and refused to give us
information about a Bill.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Of course, he
would remain if there was a stonewall on;
but in this case the Opposition were not
stonewalling. Hon. members opposite were
apparently out to pass legislation to do
everything to cripple Queensland They
introduced a Bill, and said, ‘“ Here it is.
Take it: vou cannot alter it.”” No wonder
they could not tolerate that kind of thing,
and protested against it.

Mr. HARTLEY: There was no uneed for
the Minister in charge of the resolution to
give any further information, as the resolu-

tion itself was quite clear if hon.

[8.30 p.m.] members opposite were sincere

in their desire to do business for
the benefit of the country. The resolution
read—
“To malke better provision for the trial
of civil and criminal causes.”

AGRICULTURE: He has

That was sufficiently definite for any man to
understand, and, after the exhibition they
had had on the previous debate of the
vepudiation of a pledge given to an hon.
member who was absent through sickness and
distress in his family—

An OrrOSITION MEMBER :
correct.

Mr. EDWaRDS : That is a lie.

Mr. HARTLEY: It was absolutely cor-
rect, and he spoke on reliable information.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Order! Did I
undentand the hon. member for Nanango to
say, ‘“ That is"a lie”’? If so, it is unparlia-
mentary, and I ask the hon. member to
withdraw the expression.

Mr. EDWARDS: Out of respect to your-
self and the Chair, Mr. Kirwan, I withdraw
the words; but the statement of the hon.
member was untrue.

Mr. HARTLEY :

That is not

The statement was quite

true.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I would ask
the hon. member for Fitzroy to confine his

remarks to the question before the Com-
mittee.

Mr. ITARTLEY : Unless there was some
sincerity and good faith in the dealings
between the Opp051t10n and the Government
party, then the Government were justified in
seeing that Government business was trans-
acted in the House and in the House only, As

[Hon. W. H. Barnes.
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further evidence of the want of guod faith,
he would instance the remarks of the hon.
mmember for Merthyr, who stated that he had
information that only one judge could get a
copy of the Bili, and evidently the hon.
member had been in touch with him, either
directly or through an 111tmmgma1y, to get
information which entitled hin: to #ay thaL
the Bill would be unworkable.

Mr. MaceregoRr: That iz not so.

Mr. HARTLEY : Why should the Govern-
ment make any information available for
organisations outside?

Mr. MAceREGOR: You are quits wrong.

Mr. MoragaxN: That is a reflcetion on your
Minister.

My, HARTLEY : It was not a reflection
on the Minister, but a reflection on the judge
who had been in communication with the
hon. member for Merthyr, That was fairly
clear and justified the Minister in the atti-
tude he had taken up. Anybody who knew
the ordinary procedure in the law courts
to-day knew that there was plenty of room
for improvement. They must know that in
the lower courts the restrictions that had
been placed on litigants and -the expensive
procedure was such as to militate against
the securing of justice. In connection with
the women’s case alone, thero was a big scope
for improvement. Anyone would agree that
a bench of justices composed of women in
some of the lower courts would certainly do
good work in the intercsts of justico and in

the interests of women generally. He hoped
the resolution would go through without
further discussion, unless hon. members

opposn;e were going to give some ovidence of
sincerity,

Mr., TAYLOR: Any evidence of sincerity
that was wanted in regard to the discussion
came from the Opposition side of the Cham-
ber. Hon. members on that side of the
House were sincere in that they wanted to
sce, when Bills were introduced, that the
necessary information was supplied by
responsibie Ministers, If the hon, member
for Bulimba at one time had refused for
three hours to give the necessary information,
surely that was not going to be advanced
as an argument why the Attorney-General
should withhold tho information on this
occasion ?

The ATTORNEY-GIENERAL: You will get all
the information you want at the right stage.

My, TAYLOR: It had been customary to
give reasonable information when Bills were
being introduced. It was all very well for
the Minister to tell them that they woeuld
get the information later on. They wanted
the information now. That was one of three
legal Bills that were being introduced, end
they wanted all the intelligence possible
brought to bear on those Bills. Anything
that could be done to assist justice and to
make it easier and less expensive to obtain
]uitl »c would be supported by every member
of the Chamber. They were not out to
advocate expensive litigation, but they did
claini_that, when a Minister introduced a
Bill, it was not fair to say, in half a dozen
words, that he was going to do this or do
that. The hon. gentleman told thern that
better provision was to be made, but he
did nof explain how that better provision
was going to operate. They had yet to find
out whether it was a better provlsxon
Unfortunately they had found by experience
that the better provision that Ministers had
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wmentioned on the introduction of Bills had
not been better provisions, but had worked
out i quite the opposite “dircetion. He
hoped Ilinisters in future, in introducing
Bills, would give all the information
reguired.  They must not forget that the
legislation being iutroduced was for the
whole of the people of Queensland, and they
were entitled, as representatives of the
puople, to have the fullest possible informa-
tion that the Minister could sapply. so that
they could discuss matters in an intelligent
WaY.

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: The Attorney-
General had raised the question as to the
rights of bon. members, and the hon. gentle-
man had interjected that in the past e had
protested against the action of the then
Government in not giving information when
iptroducmg measures, Since that interjec-
tion was made, he (Mr. Roberts) had looked
up the debates, and he was somewhat
astonished to find that the objection was
always lodged at the wrong time; that was
,at the initiatory stage. What was the atti-
tude of the Labour party on the introduction
of the Industrial Peace Bill? The discussion
was led by the late Mr. Bowman, who was
ably assisted by the late-Hon. T. J. Ryan.
On the initiatory stages of that Bill “the
Labqur party caused some gbstruction. con-
tending, of course, that they were in need
of information at that stage, although they
were promised by the present member for
Bulimba, who was then Secretary for Public
Works and in charge of the Bill, that they
would get all the information at the right
stage, which was the stage they were discuss.
mg now. At that time Mr. Coyne, the pre-
sent Secretary for Public Lands. said

1 think the Minister for Public Works
right give us some idea of what the Bill
ig; I think that it would be only fair
to the House. The Iome Secretary,
when introducing a non-contentious mea-
sure, was ready to give a second read-
mg specch, but we cannot get anything
out of the Treasurer—which is rather
characteristic of the hon. gentleman.”

La,‘ter on the hon. member for Queenton, Mr.
Winstanley, said—

“The amendment is an eminently
reasonable one, and ought to have met
with a better response from the other
side than it has met with up to the
present,  We have Dbeen told that we
should wait until wo see the Bill; but,
when we have done that on previous
occasions, in some instances we have been
sorry that we did not take the oppor-
tunity, whin the order of leave was
given, to try and get an extension.”

Mr. WINSTANLEY: That does not prove you
gave the information. :

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS:
was promised und given. They had Mr.
Hunter, the present Agent-General, when
member for Maranoa, saying—

“1 hope that the Treasurcr, in his
capacity as Minister for Public Works,
will give this Flouse some idea of the
ruling principles of the measure which
he proposes to introduce.””

He was just mentioning those references
beca.use. they were made at an earlier stage
than this. It was the initiatory stage at which
the present Speaker had ruled they had no
right to discuss a Bill. The then Opposition
at that stage saw fit to move two resolutions.

The information
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There was, thercfore, every reason why the
Minister, if he were anxious to get the
business through with expedition, should fall
in on the lines of his co-Ministers. They
recognised that the Home Secrctary, at this
purticular stage in  introducing a Rill,
advanced the information which gave them
an idea of what they were to be prepared for
on the second reading, The Government
were moving along in their own particular
way. They had had an evidence that even-
ing of a Bill being defcated in Committee
and immediately reintroduced.

Mr. HArTIEY: Defeated on a
pledge.

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: They did not know
when the second reading of this Bill would
come along, and they were justified in ask-
ing the Minister to give them some infor-
mation. If he would not, they were justified
in questioning the position to the utmost.
Oppositions had rights which they could
assert when pressed, and this was one of
these occasions, when this minority Govern-
ment, in their dying moments, were using
the bludgeon to pass measures through. They
wanted to get through certain legislation,
pass the Estimates, and go off on another
nine or ten months’ holiday. The Opposition
were mnot justified in agreeing to those
mcthods.

Mr. HARTLEY : Why don’t you shut up?

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: As one member of
the Opposition, he intended to insist on his
rights.

Mr. PETRIE: The Attorney-General
ocught to give the Committee more infor-
mation on a Bill like this. He did not
lknow what reasons the Government had for
holding back information from members on
his side. They had had this session a good
deal of experience of the manner in which
the Government had evaded answering ques-
tions. Now they seemed to be desirous of
putting Bills through without giving the
information which at that particular stage
the Opposition ought to have. If they went
from one stage to another, they might,
perhaps, be debarred from expressing the
opinions they should express on those par-
ticular Bills. The opposition represented
the majority of the people, and had a right
to all the available information. This was
important legislation, and it would affect
seriously certain individuals, The Govern-
ment had no right to go on with legislation
of this sort under the conditions now exist-
ing. The Opposition had defeated them once
that night, and on one occasion the Govern-
ment carried one division on the casting vote
of the Chairman. Then, by gagging matters
through, they had succeeded in getting on so
far with the busincss. He had no intention—
and he did not think any hon. member on
that side had—of delaying the business, so
long as it was done in a business-like way.
This Government’s attitude towards the
present Opposition was worse than that of
any Government against hon. members on
the other side when they sat in opposition.
He had never seen any Government take up
the stand that the present Government had
taken up. He hoped they would be amenable
to reason, and give the Opposition the infor-
mation they desired. It would save a lot
of trouble, time, and talk, and that was a
consideration when they were trying to
induce the Government to study economy.
The Government had been spending money
hand over fist, and the Opposition were there

Mr.Petrie.]

broken
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to protect the intercsts of the majority of
the people of the State. e hoped the
Attorney-General would reconsider the magter
and be more open. If there were nothing
to hide, why not give the information the
Opposition desired?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Why don’t you be
as reasonable as the Country party?

Question put and passed. .

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAX re-
ported the resolution. The resolution was
agreed to.

First READING.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL presented
the Bill; and moved—That the Bill be now
read a first time.

Question put and passed.

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

MAGISTRATES COURTS BILL.
INtrIaTION IN COMMITTEE.
(3 r. Kirwan, Brisbane, in the chair.)

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.
Mullan, Flinders), in moving—

“ That it is desirable that a Bill be
introduced to amend the laws relating
to the jurisdiction of magistrates and
justices of the peace in civil matters ”—

said: This was the third of the series of
Bills dealing with the judiciary. It repealed
the Small Debts Acts, 1867 to 1894, and sub-
stituted therefor a magistrates court which,
as he had previously indicated, would have
a jurisdication up to £200. It would practi-
cally have the present jurisdiction of the
Small Debts Court, plus the civil jurisdiction
of the District Court. i

Mr. MAcGREGOR: Are you doing away with
juries?

The ATTORNEY-GENTRAL: In the
magistrates’ courts there would not be juries.
The magistrates would have the jurisdiction
of the District Court, in addition to their
present jurisdiction. )

Mr. T. R. RoBerrs : Will there bc magis-
trates other than police magistrates?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : There
would be police magistrates with a juris-
diction of £200, and there would be justices
of the peace with a smaller jurisdiction.

Mr. T. R. RoBerts : Honorary justices of
the peace?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Justices of
the peace, and as they had at present.

An OpposiTION MeMBER: What is the pre-
sent limit in the Small Debts Court?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: £50, and
they were going up to £200. He would give
detailed information to hon. members at a
later stage.

Mr. VOWLES : It sccmed to him that they
were starting to experiment a great deal
in litigation. While there might be some
alterations necessary, it seccmed to him that
the time would arrive when they would
require to have a better class of police magis-
trate. He did not think that, so far as the
individuals were concerned, they had moen of
high attainments.

The ATTORNEY-GEXERAL: We have them
now. They have to pass a difficult examina-
tion.

Mr. VOWLES : He thought the time would
arrive when they would have to get profes-

(M. Petree.
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sional men to occupy the positions. They
were going to ask an ordinary police magis-
trate, by virtue of the fact that he had
passed a certain examination, to take upon
himself work that the District Court judges
had done in the past, and to deal with those
matters without a jury. It was often neces-
sary in cases with which lhe had been con-
cerned, to have juries who understood local
conditions and the custom of trade, and who
had a general knowledge of the subject, who
could arrive at a knowledge of the facts
more correctly than a judge, who in many
cases had to be tutored up in the matter.
They were going to go away with thak
privilege of a litigant. It was not compul-
sory to have a jury now, but in a great
many cases legal men had the privilege of
asking for a jury as a matter of justice to
their clients, and he thought the taking away
of that right was going to be an injustice.
However, if they were going to have this
Bill thrust upon them, it would be better to
wait until they saw what was in it.

Mr. MACGREGOR : In reference to some
remarks he had previously made with regard
to the secrecy shown in connection with those
Bills, he wished to say that he had had no
conversation with any of the judges, and had
not approached them in any way in regard
to the matter. Law reform was nocessarily
a matter of great interest to the legal pro-
fession, and his information came from
members of the bar. One would expect that
in such important matters the Government
would have sought all the assistance they
could get by exposing their proposals to
public and expert criticism, and moulding
their Bills after they had heard all that the
public and experts had to say. So far as
he could make out, there had been nothing
of that kind in conncction with the Bills
introduced that day. Members of the Bar
who were concerned were of the opinion that
no expert information had been asked in
regard to the measures proposed. When the
lcader of the Opposition later on became
Premier, it would probably be found neces-
sary to repeal these Bills, and he reserved
his right to support the hon. gentleman in
that action and take the responsibility of all
the attendant consequences, whatever they
might be.

Mr. BRENNAN: At the next election it
would be a question of whether the hon.
member for Merthyr got back to the House
at all. The country had been crying out
for legal reform long enough. He did mot
claim to be an expert in the matter, but he
used his common sensc with regard to it.
It was the experts—the legal profession—
which had ruined the profession and brought
it down so as to incur the hatred of the
public.  Barristers could string out cases
from day to day, to the detriment of the
unfortunate witnesses brought from the
country, so that one was not game to bring
a case in the Supreme Court. He hoped that
the law would be simplified to enable actions
to be brought more cheaply. The hon. mem-
ber for Merthyr said that neither the publie
nor the experts had been consulted; but
did they not sec every day in the paper
that experts were consulted and decisions
given? The Government desired to remedy
the mistakes which they saw ocourring.
Anomalies existed in the law in this con-
nection, which had not been altered since
1867, although there had been a fow new
rules of court made. The Bill was going to
benefit the profession throughout.
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An  OpposiTioN MEeEMBER: Do
what is in the Bill?

Mr. BRENNAN: He did not; but, if it
would simplify and cheapen law procedure,
he would support it, and he was satisfied
that the Bill would be satisfactory to the
House generally, even if
member for Merthyr.

Mr. TAYLOR: He would like to know
from the Attorney-General what precedents
there were to guide them in connection sith
this proposed change in the law,

The ATTORNEY-GENIRAL: I can assure you
that there are any number of precedents
for it; but this is not the stage to give that
information.

Mr. TAYLOR: If the Minister cculd
cheapen the law through this measure, he
would certainly be doing some good; but he
(Mr. Taylor) had somc doubts as to whether
the hon. gentleman would be able to accom-
plish that. Probably law reform was neces-
sary, but he did not altogether like the idea
of dispensing with juries. No matter how
well qualified a judge might be vo weigh

evidence, he still considered that

[8 pm.] a jury of men with ordinary

cvery-day knowledge of business
affairs, and the matters which came before
courts, was very often of very great assist-
ance to him in ecoming to a correct and
proper decision. It was probably a mistake,
therefore, to propose to do away with them.
However, they had very little information
on which to go, but, when they had the Bill
before them—he was afraid it would be in
all sorts of shapes—but he hoped they would
be able to lick it into shape, and probably
get 1n some necessary amendments,

Mr. KING (Logan): This was onc of those
matters of law reform of which they were
continually told they stood in need. One
was almost reminded of the old saying,
““Fools rush in where angels fear to tread,”
and he was rather under the impression that
the Attorney-General had undertaken some-
thing which he did not altogether understand.

you know

The "ATrORNEY-GENERAL: You ought to
stay at home, old boy.
Mr. KING: He did not think that the

Bill was going to cheapen law. It was pro-
posed to abolish the District Court and
merease the jurisdiction of the Small Debts
Court from £50 to £200. In the District
Court at present the judge had the benefit
of the assistance of juries on the facts, he
himself deciding upon the law. The Go-
vernment proposed to increasc the responsi-
bility of the magistrates, who in matters up
to £200 weuld have to discharge the functions,
not only of the judges, but also of juries, and
there was no appeal from them on questions
of fact. There was appeal to the Suprame
Court on points of law only. Litigants were
going to suffer, because, instead of cheapen-
ing law, that alteration was going to increase
materially its cost.

The ATToRNEY-GENERAL: The hon. member
seems fo think it is a compulsory jurisdie-

tion. It iz not.
Mr. KING: Why did the hon. member

not say distinctly what the jurisdiction was
to be? That was one of the evils arising
from Ministers nct giving hon. members
decent information.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It proves what
you said a while back about “ fools rushing
in where angels fear to tread.”
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Mr. KING: When they knew what was
in the Bill they would be able to discuss it;
but at that stage he could not help thinking
that, instead of cheapening law—as stated bz
the hon. member for Toowoomba—it would
considerably increase the cost, and that hon.
member, being a barrister, would reap the
benefit.

Hon. J. G. APPEL (Alhert): The Minister
in his explanation would lead one to belicve
that the proposed Bill would cheapen law.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: That is its main
object.

Ion. J. G. APPEL: In eight cases cut
of ten, measurcs introduced by the presens
Administration were loaded and required
careful serutiny. He had no hesitation in
saying that any measure that had been
introduced to cheapen law had practically
had the cffeet of making law dearer.

The TREASURER : Impossible.

How. J. G. APPLEL: The Government
proposed to convert what might be called
a simple court into a cowrt of record, and
to abolish the District Court, over which
presided a qualified judge who had to have
cortain  educational and legal attainments,
and to place its jurisdiction in the hands of
a non-qualified man, and thus deprive Iliti-
gauts of the opportunity of having juries te
deeide questions of fact, It simply exempli-
fied the class of legislation which the present
Administration, who claimed to represent
the workers of the State, introduced for
their benefit.  Just as the Fair Rents Act
had increased the practice of legal practi-
tioners in some cases by 50 per cent., and
uvnfortunate men of small means had been
nuileted in large sums by way of legal fees,
he ventured to say so would the proposed
measure have the same effect, He had o
hesitation in saying from the meagre explana-
tion of the Minister, that the present Bill
would incrcase the cost of law., It was
proposed that the appeal from the Small
Debts Court, which lay at present to the
District Court, should lie to the Supreme
Court, and the hon. member had the hardi-
hood to say that it would not cost any move.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : It will not, either.

ilon. J. G. APPEL: Apparently the hon.
member was drawing on the credulity of
those unfortunate persons who, if the mea-
sure became law—which he hoped would nct
be the case—would have to pay the piper.
The British people had always claimed the
right to trial by jury, both in civil and
criminal causes.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: We are not deny-
ing them that right.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: The hon. member
said it was proposed to do away with jurics
in the lower court.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL :
jury in the Supreme Court.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: Did not the Minister
say that in the court which would have a
jurisdiction up to £200 no juries would &2
allowed ? .

The ArrorNEy-GENERAL: That is so; Dus
the man who does not like that can go to t
other court.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: That was exactiv
where a man, in cnforeing his rights, was
mulcted in a large swun of money. He had
to go to the Supreme Court to get the
bencfit of a jury, They were told by homn.
members opposite that they were the party

Hon. J. G. Adppel.]
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who were going to cheapen law.

ad they
cheapened anything clse?

The ArToRNEY-GENERAL: Yes, State Insur
ance.
Hox, J. G. APPEL: To-dav there were

cvidences that they had cheapened nothing,
but had rendered everything dearer and
deaver. This was another loaded measure,
which proposed, in place of being a benefit
to the poorer members of the community,
nractically o take out of their hands the
oppmtumt\ of obtaining justice which they
could now obtain. If it was not taken out
of their hands, it could only be obtained at
a very much increased cost. Ie trusted that
hon. members would carcfully scrutinise the
measure. It was one that should be scruti-
nizsed, In eight out of ten cases, when a
measure was introduced by the present Ad-
winistration, it was loaded and aimed to
strike a blow at thosc less able to afford that
kind of thing.

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: He hoped that,
with the experience the Attorney-General
had gained in the introduction of these Bills,
he would have some feeling in the way of
expediting business.  He felt confident that
the Attorney-Genreral must feel anything but
satisfied with the position. He was struck
with the remarks by the hon. wmember for
Toowoomba in regard to the checapening of
law. Did the hon. member look as though
he was an individual who was likely to
cheapen law?

Mr. BRENNAN:
looking as you.

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: They had heard
from the hon. member for Toowoomba what
the Bill was likely te contain. That was
what he objected to. The Opposition were
just as much entitled to know the contents
of any measure that was coming before the
House as any hon. member sitting behind
the Government, and probably they would
be asked to take the second rcading the fol-
lowing day. At each stage the Minister got
up and said that this was onc of three Bills
which were being introduced. Iie did not
know whether the hon. gentlernan would

I do not look as mean-

infer that it was absolutely necessary to pass .

three Bills e¢n bloc to make them operative.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTTRE iuterjected.

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: IIe was quite
cerbain that, if the Secretary for Agriculture
had his way, there were lots of thmgs he
would pass. He knew that he occupied a
position on the Government side and he had
to pay some attention to that. If the hon.
gentleman could got the Government to come
to a unanimous decision on the cheese pool,

the men who were asking for it would
speedily get that measure.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You said

outside that vou are opposed to -it.

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: e was not opposed
to it. ITe only wanted the Minister to give
some atteution to his own troubles. He (Mx'.
Roberts} would look after his own. He
would like to be informed if the Government
were going to continue the present system
of appointing justices of the peace, and also
what really was the present system of appoint-
wents of justices of the peace He could
-not understand it. He understood that the
Government had laid it down that a man’s
name must be submitted through the hon.
membor for the district. He would not say
that he approved of that prineiple. He was
unfortunate enough on one aceasion to notice

[Hon. J. G. Appel.
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in the Victoria Barracks that a justice of
the peace was absolutely necessary for the
public convenience. He submitted a name, and
found that the man he submitted could not
be appointed.  He would do the Treasurer
the courtesy and give him credit of saving
that. when it was brought under his notice,

-he rectified it.

The TrEASTRER: Who was that?

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS:
man in the hon. gontleman’s clectorate whose
name he (Mr. Roberts) had unfortunately
submnitted. It was the policy of the Govern-
ment that names must be submitted by the
hon. member for the district.

The Treastrer: I do not know
at all about it.

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: You do. You
initialled the paper that was submitted by
me,

The TReasTRER: YWhen?

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS:
was Premier,

The TREASURER :
days of Noah?

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: The Government
had introducad a certain method of nominat-
ing ]ustlces of the peace, and he was certain
that in certain instances they had insisted
on that being carried out. Quite recently
therc had been a number of men appointed
as justices of the peace at Toowoomba, and
those men—-

The CHAIRMAN: Ovder! The hon.
gentleman is not in oxder in any comment he
makes about the appointment of justices of
the peace at this stage. e would be quite
in order in discussing the matter on the
Estimates,

Mr. T. R, ROBERTS: He was guite satis-
fied with the Chairman’s ruling. He wished
to show that there was a necessity for amend-
ing the Bill, and he was endeavouring to
show the Minister where he might widen the
scope of the Bill.

The TrEASURER: You are getting
share of justices of the peace.

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: ile was not com-
plaining, but, he wanted to know, if the
Government desired to have justices of the
peace nominated in a certain way, how it
was that men had been rccently appointed in
his electorate without his knowledge during
the last fortnight. All he Lknew about fhe
matter was that he had been asked if he had
any objection to certain individuals being
appointed. To be effective, one genera‘
system should be adopted. ‘That was the
yeason why he thought the Bill should be
altered.

The Treastvrer: There
slight confusion about that matter.
vou to-morrow about if.

Question put and passed.

The IHouse resumed.

The CHATRMAN reported that the Committee
had come to a resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

It was a gentle-

anything

When Mr. Ryan

Why not go bdck to the

a fair

might he some
I will gee

FiasT RraDIiNag.

The ATTORNEV-GENERAL presented
the Bill, and moved—That the Bill be now
read a first time.

Question put and passed.

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

made an Order
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SUPPLY.
FINANCIAL STATEMENT—REITMPTION OF
COMMITTEE.

(Mr. Brisbune, in the chair.)

Question stated—That there be granted to
His Majesty, for the service of the year
1921-1922, a sum not excecding £300 to defray
the salary of the Aide-de-Camp to His
Execllencey the Governor.

Mr. CORSLER (Burnett): I congratulate
QRueensland on the amount of revenue sup-
plied to the Treasury during the last twelve
months. The State is to be congratulated
upon having been able to contribute that sum
of money dmm“ these bad times; and it
goes 1o show that the cry of the Go\ ernment
that there has been no money is not sup-
ported by the evidence placed before us in
the Financial Statement. The anssthetic
that has been admiuistered shows that there
i3 no excuse for the Govermnent to raise the
cry of **No money! That cry is simply
political chloroform doled out hy the Govern-
ment to the people, but the f'mmcs disprove
what they say. Very many things needed
to be done, but the Government refused to
do them during the last iwelve months.
Repairs to schools and other public buildings

o wanted everywhere, although last year the
Government spent no less than £20,469,000.
Just fancy that sum of money spent by the
()overnment amomngst 700.000 people, includ-
ing £12,600,000 veceived from revenmue. Dur-
ing the financial vear 1913-1914, the last year
solely administered by another Government,
the sumn of £6,900.000 was received from
revenue, and the State was carried on suc-
cessfully; but now it is carried on unsuccess-
fully, although nearly £6,000,000 wmore is
raised in revenue by the Governmneunt. The
figures on page 8 of the Statement are very
interesting; as showing the amount of money
the Government received when ther stated
they had no money. The £20,000,000 odd
which the Government received last year does
not include the £1.017,000 set aside for soldier
settlement, so that cannot be the excuse for
the Government not having sufficient monev
to carry out the things that are needed. In
1817 the Queensland Government refused the
offer of the Commonwealth money in connec-
tion with the repatriation scheme. All the
other States accepted the offer at the Con-
ference of Premiers and Ministers of Public

Lirwan,

Works, Queensland was the anly State which
refused the offer.

Hr. Corrins: You have emptied the
Haouse.

Mr. CORSER: A lot of you will be

smptied out permanently before long.
Mr. Corrixs: You might be one yourself.

Mr. CORSER: I don’t think so. We find
the  Government saving that thev were
debarred from sccuring money because the

big financiers on the other side of the world
were prevented by some means from contri-
buting the neccssary money: but we find. on
xookl',,., up the figures. that since the Govern-
meni took office theyv have spent no less a
than £83.000,000. In spite of that
: )end"rme there are many much-needed
vorks in_the State that have not vet been
completed. To give one shocking instance
of where the Government n(‘moctod to carry
out public works for the benefit of the
settlers, T have only to refer to the Proston
Railwav Settlers were brought out from
the old country cleven years ago. and placed
on land 40 miles from a ra.livvay.

b
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Mr. CoLLINS :
there?

Mr. CORSER: The Goverument that pu
themn there passed the railway to Proston in
1914, In 1915 that railway was stavied, and
it is not completed ¥nt.

The TreasTrRER: Your Government passed
sixteen r in 1914,

AMr. CORSER: C(onsiderably
vou ‘have been game to pass since. The
Labour Secretary for Railways turned the
fivst sod of the Proston Railway in 1915, and

What Government put them

more than

four months later it was started. The
Minister commenced the ** go-slow 7 busitess

when he wheeled the wheelbarrow and
turned the first sod, but the railway is not
completed vet. There ave no rails laid, and
the settlers are still struggling while the
greater part of the money voted has been
spent.

Mr. TForpe: Your
Alton Downs Railway,
built it

Mr. CORSER: The late Government left
the money to build ir. Right throughout the
State railway eoustruction has been closed
dewn.  School buildings have been neglected,
and railway buildings are being neglected;
just for the sake of a coat of paint they are
allowed to go into disrepair. The railway

party promised the
but this Government

eugmm are 1 need of repair, and the leak-
ages in the tubes have been stopped with
sawdust.

Mr. Forpe: Will the Many Peaks to New
Cannindah Rall“av be built?

Mr. CORSER: My mind would be as
small as the hon. gentleman’s if I said that
it would. Just to show the state of the

rolling-stock, I will read a paragraph which
I havo here—

¢ Statements have heen repeatedly
made that the volling-stock on the Queens-
land railways is not, ge'lela]]x: in as good
a condition of repair as it should be. It
is kunown that temporary expedients have
been adopted to deal with emergencies.
A deputation of the Engine-drivers, Fire-
men and (leaners’ Association intended
to wait on the Commissioner for Rail-
ways to-day with reference to the dosing
of leaking locomotives with horse

nure or sawdust. The association was
unw illing to take any 1‘esponq1b111tv in
the matter without autl 1ority from the
heads of the departmcn‘r Owing to the
Commissioner’s temporary absence from
office, the association was ™ unable to
obtain the desired audience. It is stated
that when the boiler tubes in locomotives
are found to be leaking. manure or pre-
ferably sawdust was placed in thn water,
and then ferced mto and stopped the
leaks temporarily.’

That appeared in the public Pre
hon. gentleman cannog contladlct it. I want
to pom* out that, whilst they spéht
£20,500,000, this thm0 has beon allowed to

go on, g “that the next Govern-
[9.30 p.mn.] ment that come into power will

find their o’lms; stock and publie
buildings depreciated in value for the want
of attention. Noat only in these ways have
they economised during this terrible time,
but ther have closed railwar sidings in
country districts right throughout the State
They have closed down many (‘ontrlbutlonx
to hospitals. and in one instance in my
district they actually found they had paid
some hundreds of pounds in donations that

Mr.

and the

Corser.)
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should not have been paid, and then they
asked for it back some months afterwards
when they found out the mistake,

The Tresasvrzr: The Railway Department
gave you money for a road once.

Mr. CORSER: That is so. They gave us
£100, and it was money well spent. Private
enterprise has been killed during this big
money boom. These big collections of funds
by the Government have had an effect on
private enterprise, and the depression in
trade that the Treasurer speaks of—it is one
of the true thing: he did say in his casual
remarks, and somctimes cynical vemarks—
was felt not only by the Government, but to
a large extent by the poor individual who
has had to pay the income tax.

The TrEASURER: Don’t be too harsh.

Mr. CORSER: I am not wound up yet.
The depression in trade was felt by those
people whom the Government drained more
and more as the years of their administra-
tion ment on, and they put the cap on
during the last twelve months. Not only
the depression in trade but the want of
confidence in this Government on the part
of investors are largely responsible for the
present position. The want of confidence of
the man who is here and of the man who
would be likely to come here has been ruinous
to the State, and it is absolutely owing to
the actions of the Government. Hon. mem-
bers opposite are always condemning the
capitalists, and yet to-day, if we only pos-
sessed the confidence of the capitalists, and
could induce them to come here and extend
our industries and establish new oncs, we
would absorb all the unemployed and, in
addition, develop our resources to the benefit
of the whole community.

Mr. Fomrpe: The Tory Government in
Western Australia are in the same position,
and New Zealand and South Africa are the
same.

Mr. CORSER: Never mind about the
Tory Governments there. This Government
will have to account for what they have done.
Hon. members on the other side condemn
the capitalists, and yet they are capitalists
themselves. Is a man who owns his own
house not a capitalist? Is a man who owns
a few cattle or a block of land not a
capitalist? He 1s a capitalist in the true
sense of the word. Hon. members opposite
do not practise what they preach in this
regard, and they have made it impossible,
throvgh their statements and their adminis-
tration, for new capital to come here.
During “ smoke-ho” time at the Trades Hall
on last Labour Day the Secretary for
Agriculture made this statement.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
vou kpow I was there?

Mr. CORSE If the hon. gentleman did
not make the staterment, let him deny it.
This is the statement hie made there—

‘“ Labour should kecp its mind on its
objective—produstion for use and mnot
for prefit.”’

The SECRETARY
hear! .

Mr. CORSER : The bon. gentleman admits
the statesment.  That hon. gentleman, in
making that statement, will not assist in
opening up lands in country districts by
newconiers, because what man 13 going out
into the backblocks to carve a home from a
forest or scrub-—-to break himself in health
and work long hours and long years to try

{8r. Corser.

=i
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FOR AGRICULTURE: IHear,
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and make a farm out of the jungle, not for
profit. but to work for the State?
My, CostorLo: Work for the love of it!

Mr. CORSER: The hon. gentleman might
be cheered at the Trades ITall for making
such a statement, but such an unreasonable
statement cannot be said to be in the interests
of the State. Not so very long ago the
Workers” Political Organisation in my elec-
torate asked that certain lands be opered for
perpetual leaze selection. I was  able to
arrange that it should be optional whether
it was perpetual lease or frechold; but not
one of these gentlemen who tried to dictate
what tenura the farmers should have applied
for perpetual lease. They all applied for it
under freehold conditions. The union
agitator who put forward a resolution like
that is not golng to apply for that land.
He claims that the farmer has no right to
arrange the conditions of the industrial
worker, but he claims that he, as a Trades
Hall representative, should have the right to
dictate what tenure the farmer who goes
into the backblocks to make a farm should
have.

Mr. Forpe: The producers consider that

perpetual lease is a good thing. R
My, CORSER: This is what an hon.
member said—
“Tf an industry does not pay big

wages, then you should close that industry
down.”

Mr. Corrins: They never said anything of
the kind. They said a living wage.

Mr, CORSER: “If it could not pay a
big wage it must be closed.”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : YWho said
that? .

Mr. CORSER: That is the scutiment of
hon. members opposite, and has been their
sentiment cver since they have been there;
but now they have to confront the electors
they are trying to go back on some of these
things.

Mr. Conrins: We won’t go back; we will
go forward.

Mr., CORSER: You will go forward and
fall right over the precipice. We find in_the
agenda-paper of the Australian Labour Con-
ference, to be held on the 10th October, this
resolution is to be proposed—

“That the iwages system shall be
abolished, making it illegal to pay or
reccive wages, Six months’ grace shall
be allowed to arrange matters, and in the
meantime the Federal Government,
through the Federal Bank, shall loan
sufficient money to employees in indus-
tries at reasonable intcrest to enable the
employees to sceure a proprictorship
shave in the industries they are engaged
in

Who iz the capitalist if these people are not
going to be capitalists? The international
socialists are getting nearer home, and the
fricnds of these gentlemen have clearly set
out what they mcan to do with the capitalist.
That clearly shows the reason why the capi-

tal or the person who has money to invest,
has been wary of coming to this State. This
is the statement of the international
socialist—

“ There can be no peace until the
capitalistic system of production is
abolished, and there is one class owning,
controlling, and opcrating the flelds,
factories, and workshops.”
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Labour is coadeavouring to kill industry, and
I scmctimes wonder whether it is in keeping
with their policy and a means to an end,
since thelr poliey is that there should be no
capitalists at all. Ts it their policy to destroy
all the industries we have in accordarce
with their platformi. bocause they do not

bulieve in  private ownership and would
sooner  destroy  industries  than provide
COman:i‘L]lOn m a fﬂ.]l‘ way.,

At 9.40 p.m..

Mr. F. A. CooPERr, onc of the Temporary
Chairmen, relieved the Chairman in the chair.

The Treascrer: You have forgotten to
drag in a few Bolsheviki.

Mr. CORSER: The hon. gentleman prob-
ably hes dragged in a good few, and now
he 1s trying to get rid of them.

Mr. Corring : Did you say that was a part
of our platform?

Mr. CORSER : What T %tated I stand for.
My statements were very clear.

The TrrascreErR: They would deal with you
in Russia.

Mr. CORSER : If hon. gentlemen opposite
wish to assist the State, they should endeav-
our to assist trade. In that regard they
might shake up their Agent-General on the
other side. and sce if he cannot do some-
thing to provide some assistance, in view of
the slump in the beef trade particularly.

The Treastrer: What would you suggest
to improve the beef trade?

Mr. CORSER: When we have the honour
of being on the other side, we will carry
out our ideas.

The Treastrer: I am talking about now
—not twenty vears hence.

Mr. CORFER: If the hon, gentleman
would like to know how to administer affairs,
I will then tell him what I can.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
usual idiotie reply.

Mr. CORSER: The hon. gentleman can
make another idiotic reply to this, if he
likes. He is the man in the Cabinet who
ought to be able to use some influence 1n
the intercsts of the man on the land. The
Government are very proud of their action
with regard to the war gratuity bonds. The
Financial Statement says that the Govern-
ment had to purchase a number of the bonds
and show an example to the Commoniwealth
Government

Your

Mr, CosteELLo: It was against their grain.

Mr. CORSER : Whereas it was the action
of the Commonwealth Government which
made it cssential that this Government should
do it in the interests of the returned soldiers,
who had to go to all sorts of extremes to
make the Treasurer fulfil his promise. For
a long iime there wss a controversy on as
to whether the Treasurer had made a promise
to the returned soldiers that he delayed
fulfilling, and the soldiers had repeatedly to
meet him by deputation; and it was not until
theiv  demands obtained the sympathy of
four-fifths of the people of the State that
the Government were compelled to do their
duty to the soldier.

The TREASURER : I risec to a point of
order. I called the mieeting myself.

Opposrriox MEeMBERS : T'hat is not a point
of order. (Launghter.)
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3Ir. CORSER: 1 accept the Treasurer’s
repudiation of himself. What is this they
beast about? The Treasurer read out a
paragraph, written in glowing terms, stating
that thev had taken over £58,918 worth of
bonds. Ther got value for it.

The TressURER: No—paper,
sell them.

Mr. CORRER: They could not sell them,
but they are getting interest on them. The
Government have the value of the bonds, or
the soldiers would not have got that much.
The soldicrs are getting vers little out of
the State.

Mr. Rrorpax: They got very little out of
the Commonwealth—only that bit of paper.

Mr. CORSER: The Commonwealth Go-
vernment promisced to cash those bonds when
they became due, and they are fulfilling that
promise. That is the reason why this Go-
vernment are taking them on. In each of
two vears the Treasurcr placed on the Esti-
mates the sum of £25,000, and in another
year $£50,000, and not on one occasion did
the Government expend anything like that
amount for the benefit of the soldiers. 1T
would like to draw the attention of the Sec-
retary for Agriculture to this point—

“The (Government felt that the scr-
vices of the returned men shonld be
vecognised in deeds and not in bonds or
promises.”’

That iz the pledge,
policy of our party.

Afr. Corrixs: Have you got a poliey?

Mr. CORSER: We have a policr. When
the Government boast that they recognised
that the returned soldiers should benefit in
deeds and not in bonds, T say they should
carvy out that policy and give to the returned
soldiers the deeds for their lands, and not
a paper bond having a ninety years’ cur-
rency. Our policy provides absolutely that
the soldier shall get the deed and not the
bond of his land. and that he shall be the
whole owner of that land. I am surprised
and ashamed to think that the Minister, who
claims to have had =ome expericnce In an
agrarian occupation., should remain in a
Cabinet which is doing such an injustice to
all sections of agriculturists who have to
take up land. The Act provides that the
aged mother of a deceased son may be pro-
vided with a piece of land as though she
were the returned soldier with full rights.
Fauncy giving to that old lady a perpetual
lease of a pui pear seleetion or some-
thing else! Would it not be better to give
her the decds, <o that in her lifetime she
might be able to make some nse of it, and
not offer her a perpetual lease, as this
Government always do?

The TrrastrerR: “ By your deeds ye shall
be judged.”

Mr. CORSER : The vote which was taken
to-night shows that the Government have
been judged. I am afraid the Treasurer
doss not knew much about this section—but
the Secretarr for Agricultire might—or he
would not have made the statement he has
done with regard to the State Advances
Corporation.

The SECRUTARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Why are
you so hard on me to-night?

Mr. CORSER: T want to get somebody
to bite. The Financial Statcment says that
the State Advances Corporation has been

Mr, Corve=.]

We cannot

the promise, and the
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brought under the Treasury. The Treasurer
vead that as though he were proud of it,
Every scttler knows that the Department of
the Treasurer is the most impossible and
hard department. and that the Treasurer
is the most impossible and hard person under
whom to put the administration of advances
to settlers. I am not going to say anything
against the hon. gentleman., He is pretty
generols in some cases, if you study the
Financial Statement. The funny part about
this is that. while they have advanced a cer-
tain amount to the settler and to people
desirous of creeting workers” dwellings, they
have been advancing money that had been
returned from the settler. The whole of the
advances for the twelve months have been
from moner that was held by the Corpora-
tion twelve months ago. So there has been
no new money advance they are car1ymg
on the Corporation in a tighter way than it
was calried on before—the advances arc more
restricted.

The Tresstrzr: Do
figure there?

Mr. CORSER: 1
statements,

The TREASURER: I

vou challenge one

am challenging your

incorrect.

My, CORSER: I am going to prove that
what 1 sar is correct.

The Tressvrir: Do
vicious attacks you
Commlssioner?

Mr. CORSER: Yes, and I blew him out.
(Laughter.)  You people, or someone else,
arvanged for him to get £10,600 in order fo
get 11d of him. The Treasurer makes the
boast that for the last financial vear the
Government have advanced to the settlers
£674, 784 which is the highest annual expen-
diture during .the last five years. That is
an incorrect statement, The Treasurer then
adds—

‘I only ewmphasise the paragraph
above for the benefit of country members
who at times display shocking iznor-
.ance upoil our transactions in matters
appertaining to the State Advances Cor-
poration.”

The TrEASURER: Hear,

Mr. CORSER: The hon. gentlemaun's
statement that that was the Ldgebt amount
is incorrect, and was deliberately made to
try and mislead the selectors. We find that
in 1916-1917, and 1919 1920, the setilers
reccived more from that institution than they
did this year. If the Treasurer denies that
he denies his own figures,

The TREASURER:
statement.

Mr. CORSER: The hon. gentlemau has
dented these figures. If he will Took at his
Statement, he will find that, in 19820-1921,
the advances under the Settlers Branch were
£260,609. which he claims is the biggest
year; vet the advances the vear hefore in
the same branch were £326,926. and
£293.871 in 1016-1917. Tt is dppmom that
the Treasurer’s statement was misleading,
and that his contradiction is also nnslndmg_

The TREASURER:
set of figures.

Mr. CORSER: T make the statement that
the agricultural settler is being deceived hy

say you are

the
the

renecmber
make on

you
usea to

hear !

I do not deny my own

You are only giving one

the S“ltomnnt There iz a cdecrease this
vear 1In the a'lwmccw under the Settlers
Branch of £66,317, and a large increasc of

[ 7. Corser,
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under
The hon.

advances

the  Woerkers’ Diwellings
Branch.

gentleman, surely, is not
going to sav thai he is doing good for the
settler,  We would like to have a signed
report in conuection with the State Advances
Corporation, showing what money has becen
advanced, what amount has been repaid, and
what number of advances have been made in
craneetion with our settlers

The TrEASURER: The information which is
in the Statement came direct from the mana-
ger, and you cau pcruse the papers.

Mr. CORSER: I shall take the opportu-
uity of doing so. We find that the advances
under the Scrtlers Branch were £260,000 last
vear, and under the Workers Dwellings
Branch £258,000. In the lagt reporr it was

stated that the average reqaired for a set-
tler to cstabiiit a farm and improve and
stockk it was less per accepted applicant

advanee te the man who owned a
workers’ dwelling. - The man who built a
dwelling in  Brisbane received a  bigger
advance than the settler in the back country
received to build his home and fence his
land, eud stock and improve it; yet the
Government wonder why the country is not
being opened up and seitled.  The neces-
sity “or close inquiry into the applications
before granting them is admitted by the
Treasurer in his Statement. I know that if
is a]lmo to the Treasurer fo hear anyone
~peamnn in the interests of the men out
back; and it iz no doubt galling to the
Secretary for Agriculture, who ought to be
supporting the mrtl(‘ls but who i agreeing
to the continuance of the hardships which
they have to endure under the present Admin-
jatration. We heard the Treasurcr the other
da that he did not make advances to
cortain settlers beecawse it was not to the
advantaze of the applicants 1o do so. aund
that is was saving fool= fromr themselves.
That is a nice statement to make in regard
to a scttler who is strnggling in the back-
blocks with his wife and family, and who has
made an application for assistance to cnable
bim to plant his crops and make improve-
saonts on the land the Govermment have
put lLim on. The reason they do not get an
advance is bhecause the Treasurer says he
is saving fools from themselves.

The Treasvrer: You know that is untrue.

Mr. CORSER: I know it is The
Statement also states—

“Relief has been given in many cases
where hardship would ha\L been suffered
by ~t111gghng settlers.”

The TrREASURER: Ilear,

Mr. CORSER: I have known seitlers in
my district who, after struggling cight years
and making all their interest and redemp-
tion payments cvery half-year, have had
posted on their gate by the officers of the
ms‘rltutlon a seizure notice, to the cffect that
in one month's time the tenant with his
family must leave the farm. Talk about the
old Trish landlovrd system'! 1 wn ashamed
of the Treasurer allowing that to be done.

The Treastrer: Who is the man?

Mr. CORSER: Tliz name is

The TREASUREL :

My, CORSER: Ile had fulfilled all his
cbligations. and all he owed was the advance
made for a peried of years. Afrer strong

representations by myself, and months Qf
struggling, the institution admitted that it

t‘mu Hm

true.

hear !

Bradshaw.

What did he owe?
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was wrong, for they did not go on with
the seizure. Had it not been for my repre-
sentations, the man would have been evicted
from his howe, as others are being evicted.
There arc notices of seizure on more farms
than one to-day.

The TREASURER:
ing.

Mr, CORSER: Can anyone imagine the
hon. gentleman’s departent giving them a
fair hearing in case of troubie? I could
give hundreds of instances.

The TREASURER:
that.

Mr. CORSER I am not taking on a
“Afty quid 7 bet with you. (Laughtm ) One
veturned man has had an advance from the
bank, but he sank a well with his oun
money. Listen to what the department said
to him—

It is also noted that a hand pump
has been attached to your well, and I
would be pleased to learn as to whether
this pump can produce a serviceable
supply of water.’
What the devil has it got to do with the
institution whether a hand pump he provided
with his own money on a well he sank him-
sell can provide a serviceable supply of water
or not? He had more intelli-
[10 p.m.] genca than the Government—he
vwas a returned soldier. I can
give the Treasurer his nanle, and challenge
hlm on that statenient or any other statement

Everyone has a fair hear-

I will challenge vou on

1 make. As an instance to show *h(, Govern-
ment's ‘“want of leniency, I wonder if they
will be proud of this? Here is a letter

written to a soldier—this is not a
for Lands” case, but an
Ca5e-—

T have the honour to acknowledge
receipt of your letter of the 28th 1nstant
asking thai your interest in Agr icultural
Farm No. 8549, Nanango district, may be
preserved dmmg vour absence on active
sorviee, and, in reply, to inform vou that
vour request is approved.”

Thar was in September, 1915, After he had
vone to the war. on 4th Deccnber, 1815, his
wife 10('m\'ed this notice—
* Take notice that. under the Agricul-
tural Bank Act (Consolidated) of 1914,
the undermentioned amounts arce due on
advances made to vou, and will be pay-
able at this office on or before the lst
day of January next.”
With these words in red ink—
¢ Somg special effort must be made to
substantially reduce the arrears, to

y “ Minister
Agricultural Bank

obviatc harsh measures being resorted
to.”
The TREASURER: We have changed that.

Mr. CORSER: The Governmeut have to
be responsible whether they have changed it
o not.

My, GreEpsox: Who sent that letter?

Mr. CORSER: The managing direstor of
vour Agricultural Bank.

Mr. (GLEDSON :
Government,

Mr. CORSER: I will give vou something
a little bit nearer in date. On 12th May,
17. the good lady whose husband was fight-
ing receives this from the State Banlk autho-

RIS

“You are hercby notified that if the

A man appointed by your
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amounts due to 3lst Deccwuber last {of
which yvou have aircady had notice),
together with penalty for late payment,
arc not paid by 15th Junc next, pos
stonn will be tsken of your holding in
accordance with the conditions under
which your loan was granted.”
TTon. J. G. AppeL: Shame!

Mr. (‘ORST’R' Later ou she received this—
I have to inform yon that I am in
ree mpt of a report upon vour husharnd’s
property, stating that pract ical the
whole of the ClCal’ 1 land {100 acres) 1s
highly infested with wattle and young
corub undergrowth, and to inform you
that if you sre not in a positien to work
the property and see that same is not
nezlected. it would  be advisable 1o
endeavear to obtain a tenant who would
ook after the farm in vour husband’
interesty during his absence at the war.
My, Giepsox: Who signed it?

Mr. CORSER: The Commissioner
Government's Bank, Mr. Fowles
Mr, Grepsox: What is he now?

Mr. CORSER: Never mind what he is
now. e is the man whom the Government
appointed. and what has happened xince will
not relieve that lady of the sufferings she
experienced during her hushand’s abscuce.
The Government tortured her and tormentsd
her. as they have many others, and now they
have got the soldiers heme they are not giv-
ing tlcm anv more assistance, -

At 10.5 p.m.,

The (HARMAN resumed the chair,

Mr. CORSER: Take the
Act.”  The Government say
squatrer is the man they are
The returned soldier is being “* got at,”

OrposITION MuMpERs: Hear, hear!

Mr, C'ORSER: I have here a letter writien

of the

“ Repudiation
that the big
“ getting at.”
too.

by the Lands Deparrment to a refurned
¢oldier who hought a small grazing farm-—
not a station—in 1920, after he came back

from thL\ war, demanding payment of three
veurs’ back rent. During his terin of servie
Wt the war it was o“ned by somebody else,
Lut, when he came baclk and bought it, the
1(‘1;11d14f|0n Act came down on him.

Hen. J. G, Aprper: Scandalous!

Mr. CORSER : He was called upon to pay
back rent for three vears during which he
did not own the farm, and during which he
was at the war. That is the offect of the
1epudlatlon Act, which the Government
claim only hits tho big squatter, although we
know that more grazing farmers than pas-
toral lessecs are affect ,d The soldiers can
still bhe victimised and charged in respect
of something they did not own while they
were fighting for the State.

Mr. T. R. Roserts: The late member for
{'arnarvon forecasted that when the Bill was
before the House.

Mr. CORSER:

The Gevernment (*laim
that thov cannot get a loan from the Com-
monwealth to assist them. In 1917 L]l.’ g
refused nroney. In 1918 the Cemmonwealrh
Government gave them all thev wanfed—
eave them £625 for everr returned sol Idiey—
and they are asked mercly fo administer that
on behalf of the Repatriation Committes.

The SecrztaRY TOR PUBLIC Laxps: We are
required to pay back every shilling.

Mr. Corser.)
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[r. CORSER: The soldiers are paying it
¢, and they are paving it on perpetual
leases, Too.
The S BETARY FOR
arrotimes they are not,
Mr. CCORSER : In most cases they arc. If
much of the land the Government put them

PrsLic Lasps: And

on was like some we have scen at Dald
Hills——
The SecreTarY ror Prsric Laxps: Whar

happened at Bald Hills?

Mr. CORBFER: We had to get a boat to
view seme of it. If the Government were
going in for a lagoon, or settling sailors
instead of soldicrs, there might be something
in it. We have heard a good deal about the
Upper Burnett soldier scttlement scheme
frour hon. mewmbers opposite.

The SecreTaRY FOR LaxDs: You do not like
bhot,

My. CORSER: I do not like the Govern-
ment’s  suggestion.  They have not vet
launched a scheme for soldier settlement in
the Upper Burnett. No one would like the
scheme for the scttlement of many settlers
in a large area more than the hon. member
for the district himself. T have always been
interested in the Upper Burnett scheme, T
regret that the Government, in asking for
the £2,000,000 loan, had not a semblance of
a suggestion for a settlement scheme to put
before the Imperial Government or the
Cemmonwealth Gevernment.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: Are you
not more interested in Urangan?

Mr. CORSER: TUrangan is not in my
clectorate, and the Upper Burnett is. Uran-
gan is cur gate to future markets. Does the
hon. gentleman claim that £2,000,000 would
provide for a settlement scheme after build-
ing three big railways?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Yes.

Mr. CORSER : When 3Mr. Hunter was try-

ing to secure an amowunt of money from the
Frderal Government in 1917. at the confer-
ence of Premicrs and Ministers for Lands,
he said—

“We have in the Callide Valley an
area of 1,000,000 acves which will settle
6,700 soldiers. For that wec want
£4,000,000. We have iu Northern Bur-
nett an avea of 1,467,000 acres on which
we can settle 9,000 soldiers. For that
we require £5,000,000. That expenditure
is inclusive of railways.”

There we find that £9,000,000 was wanted
for two railways, and yet the present Govern-
ment’s scheme asks for £2 000,000 for three
railways.

The SecrRrTARY vOR Preric Laxps: He was

coraplaining about the amount of money that
would be required for settlement after build.
irg the railways.
. Mr. CORSER: Werc the Government go-
g to build railwars and not settle the
soldiers on the land? The Government
scheme asks for £2,000,000 for the scttloment
of soldicrs and gives no details of the scheme,
or of how theyr arc going to settle them.

- The Srcmefsry rorR Puenic Laxps: Don't
you think a good Quecnslander would wait
until he got the full scheme from me later
tnstead of damning the Government, as vou
are doing now? .

Me. CORSER: T have read the Common-
wealth report on what the Minister had to

[3£r. Corser,
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say. No scheme was submitted to the
Commonwealth Government when the State
Government asked for the money.

The SecreTary TOR PUBLic Laxns: They
have no schieme.
Mr., CORSER: The Quecusland Govern-

ment did not submit any scheme when they
asked for the £2.000.000.
The SecrRETaARY FOR PTBLIC Laxps: We did.

Mr. CORSER: Yon did not. We have
evidenee that in 1817 £9,000,000 was wanted
br the Labour Goverament to build two
of the railways. The present Government
are putfing another- rallway in. and they
are only asking for £2.000.000, and they can-
not get it because it is not for a scttlement
scheme at all. The Urangan railway cost
£60,000. The Port Marvborough scheme had
£14,000 to its credit, and the Government
took the money because Urangan had been
built by another Government. If the
£2,000,000 could be secured to open up the
latter port or one of those agricultural rail-
ways, it would cost £500,000 and the Govern-
ment would still have £1,500,000 to help
settlers to go on the land.

The SECRETARY vOR PUBLIC LaNDs: Nothing
of the kind. You are misrepresenting the
case.

Mr. CORSER : The Government arc only
asking for moncy to find work for men and
keep themselves in their job. That is all.
If they could have got that money at the
expense of soldier settlement, the Govern-
nient would start on all the railways and
say. “ We are spending meoney on soldier
settlements.” The £2,000,000 would have
been debited to soldier settlement and we
would have been building railways out of it.
The Minister admits that not one of them
provided any scheme to settle soldicrs when
they got the money.

The SECRETARY FOR PeBLIC Laxps: I did
not admit any such thing.

Mr. CORSER: You admitted that
£2,000,000 was cuough.
The SECRETARY FOR P’UBLIC Lanxps: I said

3r. CORSTER: That 1=
Yet the hon. gentleman calls it a
ment scheme,

The SECRETARY FOR DPPUBLIc Lax

M. CORSER: The hou. gentlerman is
backing and filling now. He said that
£2.000,000 was enough, and vet Mr. Hunter
in 1917 claimed that £9,000,050 was requived.

The SeCRETARY FOR PtrBLIC Laxps: That is
what was required to settle them on the land
and build the railways,

Mr. CORSER: He claimed that it would
cust more than that.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaxDs: It would
not cost as much as that now.

XIr. CORSER: Under the present Govern-
ment ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Laxps: Yes.

My, CORSER: Why do not the expenses
in  yvour Government departmenis come
down? Whr do the Government not do more
with the loan money? The Government have
not done their duty to the soldiers orv to
the Upper DBurnett.

The SECRETARY FOR I'UBLIC Taxps: We have
done more for soldiers than any other State
in the Cemmonwealth.

what I contend.
:»nttie»

No.
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Mr. CORSER: T am sorry that the hon.
ptleman imagines any such thing.  The
soldiers have had to suf for it. The Go-

vormnent have a fine territory in the Upper
Burnett area., There is not in Queensland
an area of Crown land like 1t

The Secreriry For PUusric Laxps: Yes.

My, CORSER : The Government have been
messing and mucking about cver since 1915,
and there is not a mile of railway attempted
and not one shovelful of soil turned over.

The Secrersry FoR Preric Laxns: Owing

to the narrowmindedness of hon, members
opposite.
Mr. CORSER: Because of the Govern-

ment's political partisan way of dealing with
railway construction. The Government could
have built the railways out of the increased
revenue that was roceived.

My, HarTLEY : Nousense !

Mr. CORSER: During the Government's
term they have spent about £83.000,000. Why
cculd they not have put some of that into
soldier settlement since the war began and
provide a scheme. They bhave wasted the
money. The Government have mueked about.
and now they come with the cry that they
have not got enough money to start soldier
setticmnents,

The SECRETARY ror PTUR
get it

¢ Laxps: We can

Mr. CORSER: Why do you not?
My, Hanrtiey: What about the Canungra
mill?  Who closed that milly  The Common-

wealth Government,

3r. CORBER: Who closed the State
arsenic mine and Barvalaba coalmine. The

State arsenic mine should never have been
elosed.

Hon. J. G. Apper.: Who closed the trawler?
My, HARTLEY: Approximately £200 more
is charged for soldiers’ houscs by the Com-
monwealth  Government than is charged
ander the Queenslund Government for the
same class of house.

Mr. CORSER: The Government shut down

for three months against advances for
workers’ dwellings in order, in the Trea-
surer's words, “to save fools from them-

selves,

My, HarrLey : Nonsenss !

Mr. CORSHKER: The Govermment closed
down the Stats arsenic mins.  The Cactus
Hstates, Limited, asked for 20 tons of arsenic
at £10 & ton that was lying at the mine to
manufacture it into pear poison, and promised
that they would sell it to the scitlers at a
profit of ouly 6 per cent. interest oau the
capital invested. Their offer was turncd
down. It was all right when they were send-
ing arsenic to the farmers out back which
was only 14 per cent. arsenic and the rest
mud and brick. Now the Government have
been compelled te guarantee that they will

mark on every keg that it contains 98
per cent. arsenie, they have got to close

down - their mine. They cannot carry on, as
the costs would bhe too great. They talk
about want of confidence and want of capital !
Thex are not cursing the capitalist now, and
I think you will agvee that the whole of the
State i suffering by their maladministration.

Mr. CLAYTON (Wide Bay): In speaking
on the TFinancial Statement I would fivst
like to express m rrow at the disaster at
the Mount Mulligan Coal Mine, and I regret
that the newspaper reports hold out little
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hope that any of the entombed miners will
be taken out alive. No one can realise the
havdships the relatives and dependants  of
the unfortunate men are going through
evcopt those who have gone through 2
similar experience before. Regarding the
Tinancial Statement, I do not think any
member has heard a Statement read which
has had so much padding in it as the on»
now before us; but we have some consoia-
tion in the fact that it will possibly be the
last Statement that the Treasurer will deliver
in this House.

OprposITiox MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. CLAYTON: We, on this side, are
anxious for an appeal to the country. 1 do
not know if that is the opinion of hon.
members opposite also.

Mr. HARTIEY: No.
inch of the way.

Mr. CLAYTON: I do not think that the
Tinancial Statement is onc that the peor:?e
outside will approve of. The defecat of the
Government in Committee to-night ought to
make them put on their thmklnrr caps, as
thev are beginning to realise the strengf'n
of those sitting in Opposition. From 1815 till
1918 I understand that the Government had
a majority of twenty-four. They had Royal
Commissions flying about the country with
Ministers jucketing about having a good
time, but now they are bound body and soul
to this Chamber during the session, and I
think they vealise that they are having 2
very bad time of it just now.

OppogiTios Mrumpers: Hear, hear!

Hon., W. Foreay SanTeH: You repudiated
a “ pair.” The man told me himself.

My, J. H. C. Roger We did not.
uiitrue.

The CITATRMAN : Ovder! T have had to
¢all hon, gentlemen to order. and I hope they
will obey my call. Tt is difficult for an hon.
g‘onﬂemén to speak when so many members
are interjecting.

My, CLAYTON : Possibly they are smart-
ing under the defeat they met with to-night.
The Treasurcr says in his Statement—

« 1t is well Lkmown that the mosb
eminent banker would not be lisiened to
on finsnce by experts who arrived 1n
Parlinment direct from the farm, or by
those financial pundits who sit in a back
yoom 1in Queen street writing leading
articles.”

1 would like hon. members to compare ‘' an
eminont banker” with the hon. gentleman
who read the Statrment. They would find
that the Treasurer compares very unfavour-
ably with some cminent bankers in Queens-
land, who arc making a success of their busi-
ness and managing their financial institutions
in striking contrast to the way the Treasurer
is managing the finances of this country.
The Government of Queensland arc on the
verge of bankruptey. The people in Bngland
would pot lend money to the Government,
but they lent it to the Metropolitan Water
Sapply and Sewerage Board. That shows
how the Government have lost their credit.
Regarding the men from the farms, the
(tovernment have already learned that they
have got to listen to the men from the farms.
The Treasurcr sneers at us because we are
formers. I admit I am a practical farmer.
TWe have been sent here to legislate for
Queensland, and, if an appeal were made to
the country to-morrow, we would have to
enlarge the benches to accommodate the extra

Mr. Clayton.]

We will fight every

It is
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members of the Country party who would be
returned. A pamphlet was issued by the
Premier and Tl(‘aSlll’(‘l solne time ago saying
that the test of good Govermment was ﬁnancc
and T quite agree with them. I would lik
the financial acts of both the present and pre-
vious Goveraments to be compared, and I
am sure you would sce a contrast in favour
of the previous Administration. The Trea-
surer says further—

* Economies are still being effected in
all  departments A board is making
searching inquiries into the workings of
the railways, and has made recommen-

dations \\hth will result in substantial
savings.
I know the Government have had an

Economy Board going throughout the length
and breadth of the btdte which is an admls-
sion that they have not got confidence in
the heads of their depmtmontb If the State
departments, particularly the railways, were
freed from political 1nﬁuonr=e, they have got
competent men there to run them success-
fnllv When the Railway FEstimates come
on I shall be glad to hear what hon. mem-
bers  opposite think about the Kconomy
Board and about the recent actions of the
Government. The Government have lost
£5,000,000 on the railways alone. That is a
State enterprise which has resulted in failure
nnder this Government. That is why I
consider they should 51\*0 private enterprise
a_chance. No body of sharcholders would
allow their directors to run a company in the
way that the Government have run the State
of Queensland since they have been in power.
The Economy Board have been the means
of sacking numbers of railway men, yet the
engines and volling-stock are in a deplorable

condition. Is that “the way they have effected
economy ! I will show vou how they effected
economy. In Maryborough the other night
I saw a sccond train drawn up at the
platform. 1 asked if the traffic had increased

to such an cxtent as to nccessitate the run-
ning of two divisions, and I was told that,
owing to the fact that the Secretary for
Mines had a special carriage weighing 25
tons cohveying a party of mcmbera of Par-

liament, it was necessary to run the train in
two divisions to Brisbane. That is the way
they economise. They run an extra train to

bung the ‘‘financial pundits” to Brisbane,
causing more expense to the department. If
they want to eifect economy, the Minister
and members accompanying him should have
travelled the samc as other members of
Parliament are compelled to travel. If
that train had been saved, the money could
have been devoted to the 1a11wa*’ men, and
saved them from losing one day’s work a
fortnight in \anbomunh If you want to
effect economy, do it in the way
j10.30 p.m.} ¥ou say you will do it when vou
get on the platform at election
time. In anothor part of the Statement the
Treasurer says—
¢ The central sugar-mills controlled by
the Government cxpcnded in the year
1920-21 £1,242,000, an increase of over

£500,000, and  this year the general
manager 1is asking for £1. 755,000, an
increase of £513,000, which is required

owing to the large crop to be handled.”

I am very pleased to say that there is proz-
perity in the sugar industry in Queensland
to-day, and I want to give the Government
eredit for brmonw" about part of that pros-
perity. I do mnot want to run this Govern-

[Mr. Clayton.
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ment down when it iz not needed, and whero
I can give them credit I shall be pleased to
do so0, but I am sorry to say I very seldom
have an opportunity of giving them credit.
The Treasvrer: This afternoon vou could
have given us a practical illustration of help.
Mr. CLAYTON: I will give you & prac-
tical illustration of help and generosity
when you pay the £50 you owe.
The TressURER : That £50 is owing to me.

Mr. CLAYTON: The expenditure of an
extra £513,000 in connection with the suger-
mills is a step in the right direction, as that
will enable them to bmnv the Government
mills to a more cofficiont state, and will
cnable them ro make advances to mills to
assist in enlarging the areas under cultiva-

tion adjacent to Tmills, T am very pleused
that the Govermment are going to do that,
and the farmers in my olectorafe will bo

pleased to take adyv dntarre of their generosity

<o that they can inercase their arcas and
bring in a betrer supply of cane to the
mills.  To make a mi#tl pay you must have

a good supply of cane, and we should do all
we possibly can to encourage the farmers to
increase their arvcas, and also assist them in
harvesting their crops.

The unemployment question has been very
acute lately, but it has been velieved at the
present time owing to the fact that the
farmers are finding employment for & number
of men: but T want the Government to be
prepared for tiie unemplovment that will be
created in the cities when the present sugar
.~m)son i= {inished. We were told that last
vear the Government expended about 4.:87 000
on relief. and this vear they are spending
about £120.000. I sincerely hope that the
Government w 11[ do zomething to bring about
a better state of affal

In dealing with the guestion of advancrs
to cavcarovers. 1 weuld like to draw the
attention of the Seeretary for Agriculture to
the fact that not far from Bauple Mill we
have the Goomboorian scrub land, which is
capable of producing an enormous quantity
of cane. T understend that there are 2,000
or 3,000 acres of splendid scrub land there,
and, with the advance of this £500,000 to
the contral mills, T hope he will allow the
general manager, if he thinks it wise, to
expend s “of “this money in giving the
Bauple Mili a connection with the Goomboo-
rian lands.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Crown land?

Mr. CLAYTON: It iz not Crown land,
but it will encourage these men to produce
cane. There is some very fine Crown land
in the distriet. and it will cause settlement
there and would be the means of giving the
Rauple Mill a much greater supply of cane.
We know that the mills in Southern Queens-
land are not fully supplied with cane, while
the mills in the North have more cane than
they can treat. Tt is in the interests of the
(Government, secing that there has hcen a
creat deal of money spent in the construc-
tion of these mills, to spend a still further
sum te enable the farmers to put in larger

Is that

arcas so that the mills will become better
paying propositions than they are at the
present time. I sincerely hope that the

Secretary for Agriculture will do something
in that direction. and if the loan is a success
we may have a more favourable opportunity
of getting that monev. I sincerely hope
that the Government will be successful in
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Aoating the new loan, because without money
I do not know ho\v we are going to fare.
Whichever partr is in power, we have to get
meney; and, sceing that thc present Go-
vernment arce so discredited on the London
market that they cannot get money there, it
is up to the people of Queensland to advance
the money mneccessarg £ cnable the Govern-
ment to carry on whilst they are in office;
but I hope to goodness it will not be for
long. The Statement goes on—

“A gencral review of the present situa-
tion makes it quite clear that, if outside
markets were at all normal, this year
would probably be the most prosperous
in the history of the State. Providence
has smiled upon us ’——

I do uot think the clectors will smile upon
vou after the way you have gulled them—
*“ the seasong have been most bounteous;
crops everywhere are flourishing, and
cur primary industries. with the excep-
tion of mining, are thriving.”
Here we have the Treasurer telling us what
excellent scasons we have had—ev orvthlng is
flourishing : and then he tells us he expects
to end up with a deficit of £465,028. Any
man who is running a farm or running an
cstate knows that if he got geod scasons
L is mot going to show a deficit, as the
Treasurer anticipates this year.
The TresstrRer: You get us the markets
caud wa will be all right.

Mr. CLAYTON: You put us over there
and we will soon find vou markets. What
is yvour deficit going to be if vou have a
dreught or any “other cal: mity 7 We know
that during the war poriod we got very
Ligh prices for our produce. We vot war

prices, and it is costing us a lot to produce
that stuff now -when we are getting lower
prices, While England is trying to get back

to pre-war coudltlom we must expect lower
prices for what we produce, and we will
have to produce at a lower cost. We must
have more scientific and up-to-date appli-
ances if the man on the land is going to
make a success of it. The Treasurer con-
tinnes—
“But, through the abszence of stable
markets, we find ourselves in the midst of
a serious industrial depression.”

No doubt, we are having industrial troubles,
and to- dav we are haunrr our industrial
trouble at Mount Morgan, Although many
hon. members on the Government side
advised the men at Mount Morgan not to
go back to work because there was a slight
reduction in wages, the Premier, after hav-
ing 111\'est1gated the matter, thought that
the offer was a fair thing. Hon, moembers
()ppoﬂte ery that we are the low -wage party,
and our cry is that they are the “no wage
pariv,” becauss I do not think they ever
paid any wages in their lives. What are
the (xovounnent doing in connection with
the railways to-day? They are reducing
wages through the pooling system. They
are compelling men to ahsent themselves
from work once a fortnight. They will not
allow the men at Mount Morgan to work
hecause there is a slight reduction in wages,
but at the end of every fortnight the raﬂvav
n:en—in Marrborough, for instance—are find-
ing that they have had their wages reduced
thvouvh not being allowed to work the
time rhov should have been working.

Mr. SrorrorD: You don’t helieve in a
pool ?
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Mr. CLAYTOXN: 1 believe in the cheese
pool. and I hope the Secrerary for Agricul-
ture will introduce it as soon as he can, The
Treasurer talks about our bounteous seasons
and about everything flourishing with the
Governuent. We heard an hon. member on
the other side the other night talking about
over-pros luvnon If the Government do not
do somcthing in connection with secondary
mdu trics, we will get into a state of over-

sroduction.  Not long ago I visited the
Kingu’oy district. and saw there a prolific
crop of maize. The farmers were at their
wits’ ends to know what to do with ir, espe-
cially in view of the refusal of the Govern-
mwent to form a wmaize pool. The Wide Bayx
and Butnett district is the home of maise.
We can produce there maize which no other
part of Australia can produce. We want to
overcome any over-production, and we must
do something to convert our maize into by-
products. The Secrctary for Agriculture will
agree that that would be a very fine thing
to do. We should cncourage the erection of
grain clevators, as they have in inany parts
of Ameriea, enabling the farmer to send his
grain into the storage house and have it
stored. «dricd, and held there until the price
is sufficient to cnable him to sell at a profit.
What Dhetter could we do than construct them
at our seaports? DPort Maryborough is
adapted for that sort of thing. The Wide
Bay and Burnett district is the hinterland of
Maryborough, and the ercction of an elevator
at  Port Maryborough would enable the
farmer to send lis produce down and have it
held there. We should also crect there a
factory to deal with the many byv-products

that are contained in maize. I have scen
the blue prints of a grain eclevator, and
there is a move on to do something in

conneciion with the establishment of one
at Port Urangan. 1 understand that the
Federal Government are preparved to lend
two-thirds of the cost, which would be some-
thing in the vicinity of £37,000. That would
be a huge amount of money, but it would
induce a greater number of men to produce
maize. and it would enable farmers to get
out of the indusiry all there is in it, and
to have a co-coerative factory. as is done in
conmection with butter and “chec for the
menufacture into articles of commercial
value of all that is contained in maize.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Did you
say vou had a promise of financial assistance
from the Federal Government?

Mr. CLAYTON: I understand from the
TFederal member for Wide Bay that fthe
Federal Government arc willing to loan up
to the extent of two-thirds of the cost.

The SECRETARY FOR  AGRIGULTURE: You
want to follow that up and get something
more deliniie,

Mr. CLAYTON: T intend to do so, and
to bring here sowething in writing.

The Treascrer: 1 think the Federal mem-
saw vou coming. Ile has no autbority.

Mr. CLAYTON: Well, he
me going. {Laughter.) I understand that
Brisbane to-day is enjoving a concession
known as mo port rates, It is only fair that
\Ta vhorough should be given the same con-
3 We ave very anxious to deal with
th\- matier of decentralisation. That matter
is taken on very favourably by hon. members
onpozite. [t shonld be taken on serious
all <ections in Queensland, because it is
soing to Lo the means of making Queensland

Mr. Clayton.]

will not see
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a more prosperaus State. In our district we
nst only have the Burrum coal, but we have
a lot of undeveloped land which, I under-
stand, contains an enrormous amount of coal.
I'nn creation of one industry at Port Mary-

ough would be the means of others being
olished, and wwe would have a port of
ich we would be proud. and, instead of
ling our produce to Brishane, we would
enabled to deal with it in a very effective
way at TPort Maryvborough. The loan of
£2.000,000 we expect to get from the Federal
Government for the scttlement of people on
the land in the Burnett wouid assist our
port very materially.  With a reliable and
Co’npotont Government in power there would
be no hesitation on the part of the Federal
Government in advancing that money.
certain amount of it could be spent in the
construction of railways, and the balance in
sertling people on the very fine lands we
have up there.

My, Forpe: The Federal Nationalist Go-
vermment, supported by the Country party,
refused those £2,000,000.

Me. CLAYTON: T do not think the hon.
member will ever be in the Federal Parlia-
ment to hear any refusal. {Government
interruption.)

Mr. Forne: The Federal member
Bay is opposed to it.

Mr. CLAYTON: I do not care whether
the member interjeciing is opposed to it or
not. The Statement ends up by saying—

“1 think we Queensland Australians
are all possessed of snfficient faith and
courage in ourselves and cur country to
onablc us to conquer our present diffi-
cultics, and I mpyself look to the future
with unalloyed confidenee.”

GoveErxMENT Medeers : Hear, hear!

Mr. CLAYTON: In everything the Go-
vernment do it is a case of looking after
themselves frst and their country afterwards.
People who conduct the affairs of the country
on thosa lines naturaily must bring Queens-
land to the state to which the Government
have brought it to-day. We need the com-
bincd efforts of every hon. member to do
something to pull Quecnsland out of the state
it is in to-day, and T appeal to hon. members
opposite to holp in that dirvection, and not
to indulge in the cxtreme partlanshlp that
we sec going on. The Government are guilty
in not 1iaincr above that sort of thing. I
nawe zcen more good business done in two
hours in a shire council meeting than is done
in this House in a week under this Govern-

for Wide

ment, The Treasurer states—
T mysclf look to the future with unal-
loyed confidence,’

Unfortunately, I cannot join with the Trea-
surer in looking to the future with unalloyed
confidonce if he is going to manage the
finances of the State. I sincerely hope that
this is the last Financial Statement that the
hon. gentleman will present to the House,
and thﬂt the next one will be delivered by
a member of the Country party. (Govern-
ment laughter.)

3r. CorrIns:
cowe in?

Mr. CLAYTON : If the Government had
been more moderate with regard to the
meastives they have put on the statute-book,
perhaps they would have had a longer term
of office; but the extreme element in the
outside junta which has got hold of them is

[Mr. Clayton.
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ruining the Government. They
told what they have to do, and. like a lot
of schoolboys, they are doing it. I trust that,
if the Government cannot mend their ways,
they will give an opportunity to another
party which will put the finances of Queens-
land into a better condition. find work for
the unemployed, and settle farmers on the
land.

The ouse resumed.
ported progress.

arc being

The CHAIRMAN re-
The Committee obtained leave to it again

to-morrow.
The House adjourned at 10.54 p.m.





