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Magistrates Courts Bill.

[25 OcroBER.] Jovat Comin.iecs. 1755

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

Tvrspay, 25 OcromEr, 1921,

The PreEsping CratrMAN (Hou. T. Nevith)
took the chair at 4.30 p.m.

PAPER.
The following paper was laid on the table,
and ordered to be priuted:—
Report upon the Government central
sugar-mills for the year 1920-1821.

AUDITOR-GENERAL'S REPORTS.

The PRESIDING CHAIRMAN announced
that he had recceived from the Auditor-
General—

1. Report on the accounts of the central
sugar-mills under Government control,
and self-controlled mills indebted to
the Treasury, for the year 1920-1921.

2. Interim report on State enterprises
for the year 1820-1921.

Ordered to be printed.

JOINT COMMITTEES.
CONTINUATION DURING RICESS,
The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon.

A. J. Jones) moved—

‘1. That, in the opinion of this Coun-
cil, it is desirable that the members con-
stituting, respectively, the Joint Library
Committee, the Joint Rufrisshment Rooms
C'ommittee, and the Joint Buildings Com-
mittee should continue to contrel, during
the recess, the several matters committed
to their charge as such committees during
the session.

2. That the above resclution be for-
warded to the Legislative Assembly, by
message, inviting their concurrence there-
in.”

How. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : I would like
the Minister to explain the object in passing
a resolution of this kind to-day. T understand

Hon, A, G. C. Hawthorn.]
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we are going to get our walking ticket
to-morrow or the next day; so what is the
good of appointing committens for the recess?

Hon. W. J. DUXSTAN:
vote for that Bill?

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: I am going
to vote against it. I am surprised at it.
Hon. J. 8. Corrines: You are disappointed.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : I am sur-
prised it has not come before the Council
before this, or before the people, at any rate.
We know the Bill to abolish the Legislative
Council is going to be varried. We cannos
do otherwize than pass it here.

Hon. J. 8. Corrings: Only fifteen of your
supporters voted against it in the Lower
House.

How. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : I admit I
got a shock. One of the most astonishing
things, to my mind, is that the Country party
should have voted for the abolition of the
Council and the constitution of a single
Chamber for the Parliament of Queensland.
I certainly thought they would have sup-
ported the Nationalist party in that dircction.

An HonNourssBre MeMe:rR: Why don’t you
put the Government out?

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN: I have
heard it said that a Minister told a friend of
his that if the Opposition had been anything
but consummate fools they would have got
them out long ago.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES :
not say anything so silly.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORNXN : If the cap
fits, wear it. I did not mention your name.
An HoxourasrLe MeMBER: Why insinuate?

_ How. A, G. C. HAWTHORN: I am not
insinuating. I am s=aving what a Minister
said, and probably it is what all of them
think.

Hon. W. R. Cramvrrox:
worse than that.

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN: You are
the ¢ would-be Ieader "’ on that side, and the
“can’t-be leader.” .I am trying to get an
idea from the Minister as to how bhese com-
mittces, when appointed, are going to act
during the recess if tlﬂey have no status. I
notice we are supposed to retain certain of
our privileges, and is it to be one of our
privileges to come here and attend meetings,
although the Council is abolished? I am not
going to lose by the abolition of this Council,
but the people of Queensland will feel the
loss before they are very much older. I
would like the Minister to tell us what is
the good of this motion under the circum-
stances. Sceing that we are going to be
wiped out this week, what is the good of
allowing members to nommal y act on those
committees during the recess?

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : It seems to me that
the reason why we are asked to deal with
this motion now is that at the time the Hon.
Mr. Jones gave notice of ‘this motion the
Government had not decided to bring in a
Bill to abolish the Legislative Council. Thas
Bill has evidently Been an afterthought.
Prokably it is owing to pressure brought to
bear on the Government by the recent Labour
Confotenc“ held in Brisbane, and the Hon.
Mr. Jones, having given notlce of this motion,
naturally he means to proceed with it. There
may be another explanation also. It may be

[Hon. A. G. C. Hawthorn,

You are going to

I am sure I did

Your leader said

[COUNCIL.]
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that the Hon. Mr. Jones is not sure of his
followers, and has some doubts as to whether
the Bill to abolish the Legislative Council
will become law. Under the circumstances,

he is quite in order in bringing forward this
motion. No doubt he could postpone it until
after the fate of the Bill to abolish the Coun-
cil is known. But that is a matter for him-
self. In reply to the remarks of the Hon.
Mr. Hawthorn with regard to the Clountry
party, I think, without mtondmo it, that the
hon. gontleman did the Countly party an
injustice. If T have drawn a right conclusion
from the reports in the morning papers
1ega1dlng the attitude of the Country party,
it 1s this: though the Country party favour
the abolition of this Chamber in consequence
of it no longer being an impartial Chamber
such as it was some few years ago—though
they favour that, they do not favour a single-
Chamber form of Government. I assume that
from the speeches I have read, as I have not
had a conversation with any member of Par-
liament on the subject. Xrom the speeches
1 have read, I take those spenrches to mean
that they voted to abolish this Chamber with
a view to having a second Chamber of some
sort—presumably an elective Chamber. Un-
derstanding that, I thought it my duty to
put that explanation before the Chamber.

Hox. R. BEDFORD: T do not see why alt
this bother is made about these two moticns,
which are gencrally necessary. If this Coun-
¢il does not get abolished these motions: are
perfectly in order and perfectly sensible. In
any case, if the abolition comes, the present
members of the Council will have all the
more reason to be represented on the Library
C'omimittee, beeause they will have more time
to r-ad: and it is very necescary that they
should read sufficiently to cducate themsclves
to that point which would have saved the
extinction of this Council, which is to be
abolished on account of the general ignorance
on the other side. So far as the objection
to representaiion on the Refreshment Roomr
Committee is concerned, I kuow many hon.
gentlemen will feel thelr departure from this
Chamber so much that they will probably
have more reason for representation on that
committee than ever before. In any case, the
abolition of this Council is not legal until it
is assented ‘to, and I think ITis Majesty the
King, having had sufficient good sense to send
for me twice, will have sufficient good sence
to postpone it for som: time. (Laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Both
hon., gentlemen who have spoken in opposi-
tion to this motion are anticipating legisla-
tion. These committecs are formed and
churged with certain duties, and hon. gentle-
men must be acquainted with the rights and
privileges pertaining to hon. members of this
Counctl, and the committecs must carry out
their duties until the Council is constitution-
ally abolished. Hon. gentlemen opposite have
anticipated legislation in this discussion, and
they know that it is only a quibble.

Hon. P. J. Leanv: I am not opposing tho
metion.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The

motion is absolutely necessary, as the Council
will not be abolished until it is constitution-
o1lly abolished.

Hon. T. L. Joxgs: The discussion shows the
necessity for abolishing it.

Question put and passed. °
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APPROPRIATION BILL, No. &
FirsT READING.

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

SECOND READING.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I beg to

wmove—
“That the Bill be now read a second
time,”’

The Bill really is a formal measure, and was
passed through the Assembly with litile or
no discussion. This is the usual Appropria-
tion Bill brought in at the conclusion of cach
session of Parliament. The various amounts
are to be found in clauses 1, 2, and 4. It
is not necessary for me to read them. The
amounts are also provided for in the Esti-
matos which were passed by the Legislative
Aszembly.

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : We may be
an expiring House, but I must sar I never
saw a final Appropriation Bill of the session
put before the Chamber with so little explan-
ation.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The Treasurecr
in the Assembly on the second reading merely
said, “ 1 beg to move—That the Bill be now
read a sccond time.”

IHox. A. G. C. HAWTIHORN : That just
reminds me that the IMinister, when speal-
ing on the sccond reading. said that the Bill
was passed through the Assembly with little
or no discussion. That was because they
took good care on the Government side of the
House that thmo should be no discussion,
and the “ gag” was used most cxtensively.

The PRESIDING CHAIRMAN : Order!
Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: These are

tremendous accounts, and it is uot cnough
that this Council be informed that the Bill is
only a formal one, and that it passed through
the Assembly with practically no discussion.
Tho Assembly has been considering these
amounts for the lest three or four weeks,
and, therefore, every item has becn gone into
very fully.

The SECRETARY FOR MINIE: You know that
we have not the power to amend it.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN

discuss 1t?

Can we not
We will not be hde fong appar-

eutly if the hon, gentleman has his way.
Surely, we can say a few words. The

amounts, I say, are very large and are quite
in keeping with the extravagance that the
‘Government have displayed during the last
six vears, and are furthol proof of the incom-
petent way in which they have carried on the
busin(‘ss of the country. We, unfortunately,
have not besn able to get the Auditor-Gene-
cral’s report on the State enterprises for last
vear, but I have just looked through his in-
terim report, which shows that last yvear there
was a decrease in loan indebtedness of £11,255.
In 1920 the total amount was £1,288,423, and
last year it was reduced to £1.277,168, but
that 1s in the Loan Fund only. Trust Funds
show a very different tale. We ﬁnd that the
debit halance there on the 30ti: June, 1920,
was £202,380, and that it mcmasei last year
to £587,664, showmw an increase of £374,000
cdd on the general worhxrw acccunt. He goes
°n to say—
“(onsidering the very marked increase
(£385,274) in the indebtedness during the
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past year in the Trust Funds and work-
ing accounts, and the financial position
of the State enterprises generally, it is
questionable whether, under these circum
stances, it is prudent to continue the
practice of charging interest and red2mp-
tion and thereby benefiting consolidated
revenue and Loan Funds at the expense
of the Trust Fund, especially as from
present indications it would appear un-
likely that, within the next few years
at least, the enterprises collectively will
be in a position to meet the interest
charges in addition to working expenses.”’
The Auditor-General goes on to say—

“In view of the large amount of public
money (£1,864,822) 1involved it is re-
gretted that circumstancess, over which I
can exercise no coutrol, have arisen that
will delay for nearly a year the publica-
tion of the detailed report on the accounts
of the State enterprises referred to
herein.”

That is the Auditor-General’s regret—that we
will have to wait for ncarly a year before
we know whether or not the State enterprises
are paying. At present we do not know
whether any of them are paying, but we have
a shrewd suspicion that not cne of them is
paying cxcept the State butchers’ shops.

Hon. J. 8. ConLxes : Your whole political
propagaunda is one of <usplmon

ITon. A. G. HAWTHORN : Do you call
it suspicion that Chillagoe should lose
£47,000 last yeoar, especially in view of the
fact that when the Chillagoe Bill passed
through the Council, the Minister said d=-
finitely that the propesition would not be
carried on if it was not a profitable one.

Hon. J. 8. Courixgs: Ycu would prefer

to have them clozed down like Mount
Morgan?
How. A. G. C. HAWTIHORN: The Mount

Morgan affair is a standing disgrace to those
who advised the men to go out.

Hon. R. J. Carroii: They were locked
ouf.
Hox. A, G. €. HAWTHORN: The com-

pany offered to lose 25 per cent.——
Hon. R. J. CarrorL: They did not.

Hon. A, G. €. HAWTHORN : If the men
would accept a reduction in their wages of
20 per cont.

Hon. R. J. Carnort: They would not give
a gusrantee under those circumstances.

Ion. A. G. . HAWTHORN: These
unfortunate miners are¢ kept out through the
bad advice of those responsible.

Hon. R. J. Carrorr: Your troubles about
those unfortunate menE

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: You sit
here and dras your good salary and advise
the unforfunate miners to go out. If they
continued to work ther would, at least,
had a reasonable living: they would get
what the industry could pay them.

Hon. J. S Corrixags: We know what
estimate of “a 1edsonabT living”
has been.

Hox. A. G. €. HAWTHORN: It was
something on which they could live, and live
well.

Hon. E. J. Haxsox:
down to 4s. a day.

Hown. A. G. C. HAWTHORN :
not.

have

wour
in the past

You brought them
No, T did

Hon. A, G. C. Hawthorn.]
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Hon. J. 8. Couuixes: Lengthsmen wore
Yrought down to Bs. per day under your
regime.

Ton. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : They aever
were.
Hon. W. R. Craxrron: If the hon. member

will look at page 5, paragraph {f), line 15,
it will cheer him up.
Tiow. A. (. C. HAWTHORN: We find

that last year the Government spent alto-
gether £21,500,000. What is the result?
Fifteen thousand unemployed at the present
time,

Hon. R. BEDFORD:
nent in 3elbourne.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: I am ta H
ing of Queensland, where last year, w ith theea
times the income e had in 1911 and 1912
we spent £120,000 for poor relief, and that
in a splendid country Tike this, with good
seasons and a revenue of £12,000.000.

Look at the unemploy-

Hon. R. Sumxgr: Can you suggest a
remedy ?
Hox. A. . C. HAWTHORN : It is not for

mo to suggest one.
Hon. J. 8. CorLinegs: What salary will you
take as dictator of Queensland?

Howx. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : The salary
the hon. gentleman would get would not be
worth much if he got whs 4 he was worth.
However, I do not think it is of much use
sayving 'mvthmg further on this md*tcr be-
cause, although we have had vers gocd diz-
cussions on financial questions lately, ‘hm'*s
are no better and the Government scem deber-
mined to go on in the same way. I 1ep0dt
that the present Bill is an example of what

ths Government are doing in the way of
fu’ancmﬂr They are still gomg on with
excessive expenditure, and the lust three

months’ returns show that there is a «deficit
so far this vesr of £464,000, and no arrange-
ments have been made to mect it. What they
will do in the future I do not know ; but 1T am
certainly not very hopeful that when we have
only a single Chamber the position of Queens-
land will be very bright, becauss the Govern-
ment then can go on jush as Hlnv like. They
can spend what the\ like, bring in what legis-
Jation they like, oxtend the term of their
existence as many years as they like, and
practically dictate to Queensland as long as
they want to.

Hon. R. BEDFORD:

Even with this Council

in existence the Government can do what
they like.
Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : Yes, becanse

of the unwarranted swamping of this Counecil
by their supporters.

Hon. H. G. McPuan: How many men of
Lebour tendencies were nominated by past
Governments ?

Hon. A. G. ¢, HAWTHORN : About thirty
have been nominated by the present Govern-
ment. I say the country will be in a far
worse position under a single Chamber Legis-
lature than it is even now, and we can only
hope that the people, before it is too late,
will rise up, hold mieetings, and represent
things in such a way to the 1llon. Mr., Bed-
ford’s friends that the Royal assent will not
be given to the Bill. On the figures which
we have received this session so far, and
especially those which indicate the deficit, I
look forward not very hopefully to the con-
dition of Queensland during the next two or
threc years.

[Hon. A. Q. C. Hawthorn.

[COUNCIL.]
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Howx. R. BEDFORD : The statoments made
by the hon. gentleman who has just sat down
show ]not]mnﬂr much to cavil dt except the

gencrally foolish idea—if I may be permitted
to put it that way without being rude—that -
this Council represents the only legislation
which should be passed in Queensland. No
matier what the other House may do, ib
represonts dircetly the people, and this Coun-
eil represents nothing.  So far as the gonnwl
ObJOCtXOI’I to State enterprises is concerned,
one must recognise that inany of these things
have not vet had a fair trial. We saw the
cther day’ that the. arsenic mine really has
proved an oblique contribution to the destruc-
tion of prickly-pear. in- Government are
not responsible =t fall in copper,
which has tremendou affected the position
at Chillagce. In any case, the Govcrnm(nt
will be domg the right thing, even if they
remove the tremendous benefit of our master Iy

advice, in the direction of daring to get
moner and daring to spend 1t wisely and
well.

Hon. A. G. C. Hawtaory : Do you call it
wisely and well now?

Hoxn. R. BEDFORD: Certainly, I do. 1

say that no man can say that the expenditure
on Bowen has been a wrong or wasteful
cxpenditure, eemg that a sufficient time has
to elapse between the mining and
{5 p.m.] the marketing of the coal. In
any case, for about fifty yoars

prior to Labour rule, all these things wcre
left in the hands of private enterprise, which
could not take up the matter of steel manu-
facture in an¥ part of Australia; and the
Government, in doing these things, have
been laying down works which inust be
reproductive in the future,

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORX :
prise have it in Newcastle.

Hox. R. BEDFORD : Yes, but at the end
of sixty years. While in Queensland practi-
cally the same results could have been
attained in the way of coal, Quecnsland did
not have the huge iren deposits as at New-
castle. We are practically forced to the posi-
tion of opening up coal for steel smelters.
because, without such smelters, the coal sup-
plies are usecless. It is no good opening up
coalmines in Queensland for Australian con-
sumption, unless there be some steelworks te
use the coal. Tt is no good, for instance,
opening up the Styx River and Bowen pro-
positions unless wa have the means for seling
the coal overseas. And now that it will be
found that Great Britain is ankrupt after
paying the war debt it must be seen :hat
the Government of this State seted wiscly in
going to America for money, and Queensland
will be well advised to make America its place
of sale for copper or coal, 50 long as it gets the
benefit of the exchange. Se:ing the bad year
Australia has gone tnuup_jh: noboady ¢un carp
at a Government for finally arranging to open
a new money market, and which proposes to
do well as the result of its borrowing.

Hon. A. G. C. HAwTHORN : At tremendous
interest.

Hox. R. BEDFORD: It will work out at
L per cent., and probably less.

Private enter-

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES : Parliament has
been sitting between forty and forty-five

days. It met on the 8th August, and pro-
bably will rise at the end of this week.
Surely. no one can contend that Parliament,
faced with the difficulties that we all recog-
nise exist in Queensland to-day, is doing its
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duty to the people of Queensland by wholly
considering the welfare of Queensland for
three months out of twelve—and those tweive
months the most critical in the history of
the State. I say nothing about the trifling
things the Government arc drawing their
salariex for, and working, probably, in a
legislative way for only a quarter of a yeav.
Those are minor points to which attention
need not be drawn, but I speak rather of

the bigger considerations—namely, that

. . Pt ;
Parliament is rising after three months
hurried legislation, and giving an oppoi-

tunity in the next nine months of the year
for Ministers to be away in other places 1n
Auztralia, or in Hurope, and give the Go-
vernment practically a free hand to spend
£56,000.000 of revenue, without any check,
and if they overrun the constable simply
come along ‘with another ratifying Biil, some
time next July or August. 1 consider that
the policy of holding Parliament for merely
three months of the time like the present,
cannot but be disastrous to the State, if we
take our duties seriously. There are ques-
tions of finance before Queensland at the
present day; questions of industrial disloca-
tion. There is also the question of unem-
ployment. There is the big question, too.
of necessary immigration, and the big ques-
tion of exploiting overscas markets, or fur-
nishing ourselves with all the information
we can get. There is another big question
of cur reclations as a State with the Federal
Parliament. That matter must be dealt with
at the Premiers’ Conference. What light,
leading, or instruction has the Parliament
of Quecnsland given to the Premier or its
representatives at this conference when the
different boundaries between Federal and
State jurizdiction will be carcfully set out?
These are questions that are right in front
of us. Even if we are blindfolded, and in the
dark, we must stumble over them. We pro-
posa to call Parliament together for three
months, and rise at the end of next week,
and not meet again, probably, till next
August. Surely, that is a state of things
not satisfactory to the vast majority of the
electors, who look to their representatives to
face resolutely the difficult questions that are
in front of us here. It is not a question of
thirty-five votes to thirty-four. ,It is a ques-
tion of those who have the time or the
capacity to face such questions. If necessary,
they should have a round table conference.
At a time like this it would be a good thing
if the people, the captaing of industry, and
so on, all came together in a round-table
conference to discuss these difficulties. That
is a sensible thing. The people look to Par-
llament to do that. They look to the repre-
sentatives here, and in the other place, io
do that. But instead of that we are simply
treated to a three months’ hurried session,
and iil-digested legislation has been rushed
through within the last twenty-four hours,
simply to rise at the end of the week. What
for? Why is the work of Parliament being
curtailed? Probably it is because of the
Premiers’ Conference.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: And you would
refuse to give the Premier a pair.

How. E. W. H. FOWLES: If it is because
of the Premiers’ Conference, why not
adjourn Parliament for a fortnight or three
weeks, and meet again? I do not know of
any year at all in which Parliament has
ostensibly done so little work, and justified
itself in so small a way to those people who

2 Q0
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sent thom here. We have had simply three
months’ legislation, and some of the poorest
legislation, merely touching the fringe of
things. They do not attempt to deal with
the industrial difficulties we have to-day.
We simply have one or two odds and ends,
a ‘“ Slaughter the Judges Bill,” and s0 on—
Bills that the ccuntry could well do without.
Where have we got any Unemployment
Insurance Bill, for instance? Where have
we got any of the modern representative
legislative measurcs that you find, even in
New Zealand, just across the waters? Where
have you gct any resolute tackling of our
problems to-day? We are simply running
the State in a peculiar fashion, and those
who are steering it do not seem to care
whether it will end up on the rocks, in a
lucky haven, or be a derclict on the ocean.
The lethargy which is manifest in high
places with regard to the real welfare of the
State has penetrated and filtered down, until
people say it is no use, and we do not know
vhere we are going to end up. Fortunately,
however, there are gleams of hope on the
horizon, and one of these 1s that outside
business men seem to he taking a live
interest in the welfare of the country, From
their own patriotic point of view, they see
a crisis ahead, and are not prepared to
dance on the brink of the grave. I think, if
we realise for a moment, that just in one
bour’s time this House is asked to pass
£9,000,000, to give the Government a blank
cheque—at any rate, the most unchecked
countrol over the finances of the State for the
next nine months—I think the 400,000 electors
outside, on recognising that the Bill was
doing such a thing, would be up in arms.
It is because the electors do not know the
facts, that there is no general uprising.

The SecreTsRY rFor MiINes: It was dis-
cussed for seventeen days in the other place.

Hon, E. W. H. FOWLES: As a matter
of fact, how was it rushed through? The
Bill was gagged continuously in the other
place. It could have been discussed seven-
teen months, so great is its field for discus-
sion. Unfortunately, in different directions
outside, there is gradually being forced home
the fact that Queensland is in a desperate
condition at the present time. Parliament
should attend to its duties and face the con-
dition of things, instead of having a Govern-
ment that was only living on a one majority.
Present party polities should he thrown to
the winds. Buat what do they do? Simply
harg to a crumbling majority, and try to
escape from the storm. Surely, that is not
courageous or patriotic! I am sure, although
there is an element of gambling and comic
onecra in the present situation, that no hon.
gentleman in this Chamber is satisfted with
the presont condition of things. Anyone that
is satizfied with the preseunt conditicn of things
is either a lunatic, or else he does rot know.
Fveryone is dissatisfied. The people outside
are dissatisfied.

Hon., A. HINCHCLIFFE :
only to Queensland?
Honx. B. W, H. FOWLES: No, but it

applies with greater emphasis to Queensland
than Victoria.

Doers that apply

Hon. A. HixcHoLIFFE : Or Australia?

Hon. BE. W. H. FOWLES: It applies fo
a certain extent to New South Wales.
although they had not reached the limit of
tomfoolery there. We have slipped back

Hon. BE. W. H. Fowles.]
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probably o quarter of a century in the last
sIX years.

Hon. P. J. Leany: More than that.

Hon. E. W. H. FTOWLES: It will take us
ten years to pick up again, we have got such
u set back. During the war, everybody was
infected with the microbe of expenditure;
they thought the war was going on, and
that the war expenditure would go on, but
that has collapsed. There is very little
money, and the Government cannot borrow
much more. They know that in Queens-
land they have reached the limit of taxa-
tion, and they dare not put on another
penny in  taxation to-day, as, if they
did, industries would fall on every hand.
We have reached the breaking point of
taxation here, but they have not reached
1t yet in any other State. We must
iace these things; but what are the Go-
vernment doing? They are simply bringing
in the usual Appropriation Bill at the end
of the session, and saying, “Give us
£9,000,000 and £7,000,060 from Loan and
Trust Funds, and shut up shop.” If we can
anticipate legislation, 1 might say that they
arc not quite sure that an Appropriation
Bill would be legal if it were not passed by
both Houses, and so they bring in thiz Biil
bLiefore the proposed Abolition  Bill. They
want the ascistance of this Council to pass
the Appropriation Bill. The Bill is brought
in by a minority Government, as far as the
votes of the clectors are concerned, but not
with regard to the number of constituencies;
they have a very slender majority as far as
the votes of members go.

Hon. P. J. Leagy: Only one.

Hox, BE. W, H. FOWLES: It could not
be less. A minority Government ask the
country to give them £3,000,000 to do Jjust
what they like with in the next nine months.

Hon. H. G. McPnaain: If you take up that
attitude, why do you not ask the Hughes
Government to resign, becauze they are a
minority Government?

Hown. B. W. H. FOWLIES: I am not in the
Commonwealth Parliament. On page 5 of
the Bill, there are estimates of expenditure
for the continuance of the Council next year.
There is £15,420 put down to defray salaries
and contingencies in connection with the
Legislative Council and the Legislative
Assembly, jointly, and £1,920 for salaries
and contingencies in connection with the
Legislative Council.

Hon. T. L. Joxes: It is there if it should
be required.

Hon. E. W. H. FOWLES: Here, in a Bill
which precedes a ‘“slaughter ”” Bill, are the
estimates for the continuance of this Coun-
c¢il. It is inconsistent on the part of the
Government to provide in one breath money
far the continuance of the Council, and in
the next breath to bring in a Bill to abolish
the Council.

Hon. W. F. TFINLAYSOX:
would you suggest?

Hox, E. W. H, FOWLES : I would suggest
that, if they were in esrnest about the aboli-
tion of the Council, the Government ought
1o have brought that Bill in as one of their
first measures three months ago, and,
secondly, that on a big question like that
they ought to have consulted the people of
Queensland. The two Houses have been the
treasured possession of the people of Queens-
land for over half a century, and this Go-
vernment, in its dying hours, with a slender

(Hon. E. W. H. Fowles.
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majority cf one member, and a minority of
20000 odd votes, try to rush through in
twenty-four hours a Bill cutting the Consti-
tution in two, and abolishing this Chamber.
That is desperate work; it is the work of a
lightning-change artist, but not of a states-
man, It took a thousand years to build up
the British Constitution, on which our State
is founded, and now they wish to lay it in
the dust in an hour. It can be easily seen
that it might take a score of workmen a year
or two to build a magnificent warchouse that
a child could burn down in a night.

 Hon. P. J. Leamy: This is a party of
destruction. They are carrying out their
peliey.

Hon. T. L. Jongs: There were only fiftecen
votes in the Assembly in favour of the re-
tention of the Council.

Hox., E. W. H. FOWLES: That was only
a catch division. On a big question like the
radical reform of the Constitution, surely
the people of Queensland should be con-
silted, especially by a party who are cry-
ing out from the housetops, ¢ Consult the
pecple.” On a vital question like that, they
ought to carry out their professions, and
consult the people. It would only cost
£12,000 or £14,000 for a referendum like
that. Surely, the Constitution is worth that
to the people of Queensland. At the last
minute, a Bill is going to be brought in—
probably it will not see the light of day in
this Chamber—but it is supposed that a Bill
will be brought in robbing the people of
Queensland of their Constitution. 1 have not
the slightest doubt that, if a referendum was
taken to-day, the people would vote for a
continnance of the two Houses, and a recon-
stitution of the Council,

Hon. T. L. Jongs: There was a majority
of nine on the second reading of the Bill in
the Assembly.

Hox. BE. W. H. FOWLES: That is for the
purpose of abolishing the Council, as_ab
present constituted; it is not a vote against
the bicameral system. Iowever, 1 do not
wish to anticipate any divcussion that may
take place on the Bill for the abolition of
the Council, if it ever comes before the Coun-
cil. It does not seem to be wise government
of the State for Parliament to run away from
its duty for nine months of the year—to a
hurried session, and then, at the end of three
months, go into recess, and spend £9.000,000
of ordinary revenue. That does not seem
to be the act of a statesman or a patriof,
but to be the act of these who are afraid
to go on much longer in the daylight of
Parliament, and who wish to retreat into
recess, if possible, where they can be left
undisturbed for another eight or nine months.
I do not wish to attribute motives, but that
does not seem to be a wise thing to do In
the face of the many difficulties which con-
front Quecensland at the present time.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: I do not desire to
make more than a few brief remarks in
connection with this Bill. One wonders why,
at this early stage, we are asked to pass
an Appropriation Bill covering a large
expenditure, This session opcned at a
very late date—some time in August—and
why is it that the Government intend to
adjourn before the end of the present month?
I may be told that the Premier and his
colleagues desire to go to the Melbourne con-
ference. If so, there is nothing easier than
to adjourn the other Chamber for a week or
two, so as to enable the Premier to go down
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to the conference, and then finish the business
in the ordinary way, and cnd the session at
the usual time early in December. Why is
this Bill brought before us at this stage,
granting supply ‘to the end of July next?
The only conclusion I can come to is that
the Government know that they have not
the confidence of the country, because they
are in a minority of 20,000 votes in the
State, and have only a majority of one
member.

Hon. J. 8. Cornixgs: They have a majority
of nine on the Bill for the abolition of the
Couneil.

Hon. P. J. LEAHY : I am told that there
is a majority of nine on that Bill, but hon.
gentlemen know that that was not a vote
of confidence in the Government, but a vote
of no confidence in the men who have been
put into this Chamber the last vear or two.

Hon. J. 8. CorLrings: Why limit it to the
men of the last year or two?

Hon. P.
had a similar vote prior to the Hon. Mr,
Collings coming into the Chamber. In all
general matters, the Government is hanging
on by the slender majority of one. They know
that, if this session were to run its ordinary
course, they v&ould in all probability, be
defeated. This Government profess to believe
in the principles of democracy, though they
know that a majority of 20,000 voters in
Queensland arc against them, and that they
hold office plaCthZLHy on buiferance, they
know that that support cannot be continued
for long. The Government are, therefore,
rushing into the safe haven of recess. They
bring in this Bill in which, in addition to
supply of £8,000,000, they are asking for,
thore is plonsmn for raising loans, makmg

a total of £16,000,000 odd. Wo are asked to
\'ote this huge sum of money in the course
of a few minutes, but we have had no ade-
quate explanation from the Minister as to the
necessity for this huge amount. When we
are voting a large sum of money like this,
it is not too much to ask as to how the
Government have expended previous sums of
money which the Council has authorized, both
from revenue and loan funds. What do we
find? T do not think there is one single
State enterprise, with the posvlbln exception
of the State hotel, and the railway refresh-
ment-recoms—and am mnot certain about
them—which has paid. We know that the
Government mining schemes have resulted in
a huge loss.

Hon., J. 8. Conuines: And every private
company is saying the same thing now.

How. P. J. LEAHY: We know that the
State fish shop has resulted in a loss. We
know that the State mills, for the whole
period since the Government started them,
show a loss.

Hon. T. L. JoxEs:
year.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: I am taking the
whole period, and on the whole period they
show a loss, Then we come to the State
stations. The loss on them is simply
colossal.

Hon. J. 8. COLLINGS:
show losses, too.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: The cattle men are
making a loss this year, but there is no loss
on capital. They acquired their properties
at much lower rates than the Government

1921—-5q

There was a profit last

The pastoralists all

J. LEAHY: Because we never ’
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acquired theirs. I think it may be said, on
the evidence we have, that the cattle men are
making losses, though I am pleased to say
the price of wool has.gone up recently and

is likely to keep very high, and 1
[5.30 p.in.] hope that the wool industry will

be on a sound basis for the
future. The cattle men are making losses,
but not huge losses. ~There i1s a loss in
running thelr properties, but the pos1t10n
with regard to the State cattle stations is
quite different. They not only made large
losses in the revenue and expenditure
account, but there has been a tremendous
depreciation in the value of their properties.

Hon. J. 8. CorrinNgs:
fall in prices.

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: Not altogether. 1
happened to be chairman of the Select Com-
mittee appointed by this Council which some
four years ago investigated the whole of
these State cnterprises. The inquiry took
something like six weeks, and the report is
available to any hon. gentleman who wants
to see it. I have a very clear rcco]]octlon
of the evidence taken at that inquiry, and
the evidence showed that, generally speaking,
the Government gave too much for all these
properties that thev acquired—both timber
mills and cattle stations. It was shown that
in many cases they bought properties on
what is known as a book muster, and that
the number of stock they paid for was not
on the property. I was told to-day by a
reliable man, who owns a property adjoining
onc of the Government stations, that they
are thousands and thousands of cattle short.

Hon. J. 8. Coruings: I bet the people who
sold those properties always voted for the
Nationalists.

Iox. P, J. LEAHY: That is not the
point at all. 'The Government paid too much
for the properties, and in many cases the
numbers, when a bangtail muster was made,
did not come up to the book muster.

Hon. J. 8. CorLings: It shows the honour
of your political friends.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : It does not do_ any-
thing of the kind. A book muster is an
honest muster as far as it goos.

Hon. T. L. JONES: Are stations not always
sold on a book muster?

Hox. P. J. LEAHY: They are not always
sold on a book muster. As a matter of fact,
any competent man in these days, unless he
has some reliable information, will not buy
on a book muster. Stations are bought on
a bangtail muster, and then only after a
very thorough inspection of the property
by a competent man. The evjdence given
beforc this Select Committee showed that
in some cases the inspection cf these stations
lasted only for a few days, and it was abso-
lutely impossible for any man, no matter
how competent he might have been, to form
any estimate of the numbor of cattle on the
runs in the time, and yet the Government
bought them for huge sums, and without
o\dggeratu‘g the mat{“m in any way, these
stations are not only run at a great annual
loss, but the propertics are not worth half
the amount they paid for them. I could
refer to every one of the State enterprises,
and there is the same tale to tell.

Hon. J. 8. Corrixgs: Not with every one.

Hon, P. J. LEAHY: There is but one
exception, and that in regard fo the State

Hon., P. J. Leaks.}
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hotel, and probably anyone could make a
success of that. When we find a Govern-
ment with such an alarming record of incom-
petency and extravagance, are we justified
in veting this huge sum of money? I know
at the present time we are weak in numbers
and we have not the powor to alter the Bill.
It reminds me of the lines in Ulysses—
““ Made weak by time and fate,
But strong in will.”
If it rested with me I should make some
very material reductions in the Bill. How-
ever, we have no power to do that, and
all any hon. gentleman can do now is to
point out the position the country is drifting
into, and what the result will be if the Go-
vernment continue their course of unbridled
extravagance.
Question put and passed.

CoMMITTEE.
(Hon. L. McDonald, Acting Chairman, in the
chair.)

Clauses 1 to 8, schedule, and preamble put’

and passed.
The Council resumed.
The Acting CHAIRMAN
without amendment.

The report was adopted,

reported the Bill

THIRD READING.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
MINES, the Bill was read a third time,
passed, and ordered to be returned to the
%egislative Assembly by message in the usual
orm,.

INFANT LIFE PROTECTION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
CoMMITTEE.

(Hon. L. McDonald, Acting Chairman, in
the chair.)
Clauses 1 to 3, put and passed.
Clause 4—Adoption of infants—

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES said this was the
weak point in the Bill. As the clause stood,
the parent of a child could make arrange-
ments for its adoption, at the age of three
years or even at a tender age, and the
person who had adopted the child might
maintain and educate that child and lavish
a_good deal of affection on it, and then,
waen the child was fourteen years of age, or
a little older, the parents suddenly became
resurrected, and claimed the child, taking
1t away and putting it to work, and would
be able to snap their fingers at the foster-
parents who for five, or ten, or twelve years
had spent @ good deal on the child.

Hon. G. Pace-Haxiry: Does not this clause
cbviate that?

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: Not suff-
ciently. That was an injustice which did nct
h_appen every day, but 1t did happen some-
times,

Hon. G. Pace-Haxtry: Does nob subclause
(4) cover that?

Hon. B, W. H. FOWLES: No. He
thought there ought to be appended to the
schedule a form of adoption. He suggested
that in subclause (5), after the words * the
Governor in Council may in his diseretion
there shoald be added the words ““ upon such
terms as the Governor in Council thinks
just.”  The clause did not make provision
for the fixing of any terms, and did not say

[Hon. P. J. Leahy.
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that the child could not be recaptured, so
to speak, by its parents.

Hon. G. Pace-Haxtey:
adoption prevent that?

Hon. E. W, H. FOWLES: No; it would
not override the law.

Hon. G. Pace-Haxtry: Then, the Bill is
not worth the paper it is written on?

Hon. E. W. H. FOWLES said it should ke
made quite clear that if the parents wished
to regain possession of the child, they should
reimburse the foster-parents. A foster-parent
might spend £1 per week for ten years upon
a child and then have it taken from him
without any recompense whatever, apart from
the despite done to his affections.

Hox. A, G. €. HAWTHORN thought the
suggestion of the Hon. Mr. Fowles was
reasonable, and one which the Minister should
accept. Why not insert the words ‘‘ on such
terms as he may think fit”’?

Hon. J. 8. Couuixes: I think that is im-
plied.

Hox. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : Well, why
not insert i, so as to make sure.

The Secrrrary FOoR Mines: The Act has
been very well thought-out by those who have
the administration of it.

Question put and passed.

Clause 5—Amendment of section 16—

Hox. E. W, H. FOWLES said this clausc
also was defective. However, it seemed to
ke hepeless to suggest amendments. Those
who might remain in the court during the
hearing of a case were—‘‘the adjudicating
wagistrate, an authorised officer of the State
Children Department, the officers of the
court, a member of the Police Force, the
complainant and defendant and their re-
spective barristers and solicitors, the mother
or sister or other relative or friend of the
complainant, if desired by such complainant,
any person being examined as a witness, and
the mother or sister or female friend of any
female witness, if desired by such witness
whilst being examined.” Surely, that was
wrong. If the mother or sister of any female
witness might remain in court if desired by
the witness, why was not the matter put
plainly. The words did not convey what
he understood the intention was. This would
be the law then: that the mother or sister,
if desired by such witness while being exam-
ined, might remain throughout the pro-
ceedings.

Hon. J. 8. Coruings: There is no very
great harm done if that is the worst in it.

Hon. E. W. H. FOWLES: They might as
well have it right as wrong. The real mean-
‘ng was that the mother or sister should only
remain there at the request of the witness,
and during the time that such witness was
being examined. The clause also was not
definite in regard to the exclusion of the
Press. What was there to prevent any
shorthand writer from taking a nofe of the
procecdings under the guise of being z friend
of the child? Surely the hon. gentleman
could see that.

Hon. J. 8. CoLuings: We are quite sabis-
fied with it.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 6— Amendment of section 177—
put and passed.

The Council resumed.

The AcTing CHAIRMAN reported the Bill
without amendment.

The report was adopted.

Will not the
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THIRD READING.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I

beg to move—
¢“That the Bill be now read a third
time.”

Hoxn. E. W. H. FOWLES: If the Govern-
ment wish to prohibit the publication of any
of the depesitions, I would ask the hon.
gentleman to consider an amendment to
clause 5, because the clause at present does
not prohibit the publication of depositions.

Hon. J. 8. Cornixgs: The Press are not
allowed there at all.

Hon. BE. W. H. FOWLES: What is there
. to prevent a solicitor’s clerk from taking
shorthand notcs while the proceedings are
on and taking them outside?

Hon. J. 8. Corrves: He would only do it
once, The magistrate would prevent it.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: How can the
magistrate prevent it? As a matter of fact,
the lawyer’s clerk takes down a longhand
report of all the evidence.

Hon. J. 8. Corurxes: Anyway, you are out
of order.

Hox. E. W. H. FOWLES: Not at all,
You can mention anything on the third
reading. It is never too late to mend. If
the Government wish to prohibit the publica-
tion of depositions they should amend the
clause.

Question put and passed.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
MINES, the Bill was passed, and ordsred to
be returned to the Legislative Assembly by
message in the usual form.

MINERS' HOMESTEAD PERPETUAL
LEASES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
First READING.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I
beg to present a Bill to amend the Miners
Homestead Perpetual Leases Act of 1913 in
certain particulars. I desire to get the Bill
through all its stages to-night, for the reason
that it is a non-contentious measure, and the
Standing Orders have been suspended to
allow Bills to pass all stages in one day. I
beg to move—

_“That the Bill be now
time.”

Question put and passed.

read a first

SECOND READING.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I

beg to move—
_“That the Bill be now read a sccond
time.”’ ’

It is a short Bill of three clauses.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrrorN: What is it all
about ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If
the hon. gentleman will give me the oppor-
tunity, I will explain the provisions of the
Bill.  Although this is a very small Bill,
from a mining point of view it is very
important. It is well known that we are
establishing three coalmines—at Bowen, Bara-
laba, and Styx River; and, under the per-
petual lease system of selecting land under the
Lands Department, it is not possible for the
Mines Department to mine for coal under
the lease. In other words, if we sstablish
a town at these places under the Land Act,
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and mine for coal under the areas of town.
ship allotments, we would need to pay royalty
for that coal. In my opinion there has been
too much of that kind of thing in the past—
the State giving away something it has to
buy back. We have a Miners’ Homestead
Perpetual Leases Act, and under that Act
the Mines Department has a right to mine
on the town allotments. The coal is the
property of the State.

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORX:
when you have perpetual leases.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Just
so; that is the main provision of the Bill.
Under the Act also, a person must be a
bona fide resident of a field before he can
apply for land as a miners’ homestead. It is
not possible to establish a town if you con-
fine the applications to these few persons at
present resident on the field. Take the Bowen
coalfield, where therc is likely to be a large
town. Therefore, this Bill proposes to
broaden the other Act and make it possible
for people other than residents on these
coalfields to become applicants for township
allotments under the Miners’ Homestead Per-
petual Leases 4ct. That, I think, is a wise
provision. Business men will, no doubt, want
to cstablish businesses at these places, and
at present they would be debarred from
taking up an allotment under our Act, and
the only alternative is that wec establish a
town under the ILands Act. And if we
establish a town under the Lands Act we
would not be able to mine for coal. I pro-
pose to make these purely mining towns. The
Bowen township has been surveyed for some
time. A proper town has been laid out and
surveyed on model and modern lincs. There
is a clause in this Bill to make provision for
reserving certain sections of that town or
other towns for the miners empioyed in the
mines, so that they will have priority in
certain sections. Not an individual priority
of application, but certain scetions will be
reserved and set aside for applicants who
are employed in the mine, I think that is a
very wisc provision. Not the whole of the
township, but we will take half a dozen
sections, if half, a dozen sections will satisfy
the employees at the present time. and they
will get priority as employees in the mine.

Hon. P. J. Lrany: Do you propose to take
away the coal rights from men who now have
them legally ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No;
they have no coal rights. I want to avoid
giving away coal rights which belong to the
State. There are coal seams 54 miles long
along the Noirth Coast line between Mackay
and Rockhampton. I took an option of that
property, and we completed the purchase
about a fortnight age. We were compelled
to buy for the State that which was required
for the State. It was only a small arca. We
want to avoid that sort of thing at Baralaba
and Styx River, where we have large areas
reserved for the State to be worked for the
State, And we also want to give to people
who wish to establish busincsses at those
places an opportunity of selecting land,
whether they are residents of the fields or not,
which they cannot do at the present time,
and to reserve certain allotments for the
miners, who will get priority as employees.

That is only

1 think the Bill is an admirable measure;
it will be welcomed by many busincss people
who desire to take up allotments at these
various towns, and be very acceptable to the

Hon. 4. 2. Fones.]
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miners who work on the field. If therc are
any points in the Bill which are not clear to
hon. gentlemen, as the Bill has only besn
circulated to-night, I will not be

[7.30 p.m.] opposed to postpoml‘g the Com-
mittee stage of the Bill until to-

morrow or a future day, but preferably to-
morrow. I have much pleasure in moving—
¢ That the Bill be now rcad a second

tirse.”’

Hoxn. A. G. €. HAWTIIORN: The sug-
gestion of the Minister that the Committee
stage be deferred till to-morrow is a good
one, as we have only just seen the Bill. I
am sure that hon. gentlemen will only be
too glad to assist in passing a measure which
will enable any of these coalfields to be
settled permanently, and give everybody an
opportunity of taking a lease, particularly
those who are prepared to carry out the con-
ditions of the leases. The Minister said that
some of the blocks are to be reserved for
miners only who are working there. Will
the lease have a _condition that the miner has
to be continuously employed as a miner, and
that his leanse will be forfeited as soon as he
ceases to be a iner?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES :“'L'o, it will not.

How. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : Suppose he
goes to work for a week, he is a miner, and
he can sell the lease at a profit and clear
out. I am sure that is not intended. It seems
to me that the lease should provide that the
man who is getting a preference as a miner
should continue to be a mincr while he holds
the lease; otherwise there is no point in it.
The privilege will soon be availed of by the
general public, who will be only too willing
to traffic in these things., A man may be a
miner for a few days, and then sell; and
somebody who is not a miner will get a
preference which he should not get. It seems
to me that that might easily happen.

The SECRETARY FOR MINeS: We only reserve
a few sections just to meet the requirements
of the field.

Hown. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : Directly a
miner takes up a block, he will probably have
the right to transfer. Would you restrict
him from transferring to anyone eclse but a
miner, or has he merely to get the preference
becausr he has worked there a weck or two,
and can then pass it on to somecbody else?
That is a point that might be looked into hv
the Minister, and precaution taken either in
the lease or regulations to prevent it.

The SECRETARY FOR Mines: I think we can
overcome that. Ie must be a bond fide
miner.

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : Only at the
time he takes up. He will be given prefer-
ence, and he need not be a perpetual miner.

The SECRETARY FOR MiNES: Then you take
away his vights, You must compel him to
always work for us, or otherwise he will lose
his home.

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN: Or
boné fide miner.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: In the original
Act, they have to be bonad fide miners and
reside on the land.

Hon. A, G. C. HAWTHORN :
does not do any improvements.

‘Che SECRETARY FOR MINES: Oh, yes; that is
one of the conditions.

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN : If you make

it a requircment that he shall spend a certain
[Hon. A..J. Jones.

sell to a
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amount of morey and do certain work on 1,
that will even it up.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES :
dition at present.

Hox. A, G. C. HAWTHORN : We shall be
only too glad to see those fields successful,
and to give everybody an opportunity of
taking up the allotments.

Hox. E. W, H. FOWLES: I would poin$
out that this Bill proposes to amend the Per-
petual Leases Act, under which the rmnlmum
lease is 20 acres. No miner in a mining town
wants 20 acres to live on; all he wants is
about four allotments, probably.

The SECRETARY TOR MiIngs : This is a mining
township. I am only referring to an acre as
the I)’la‘(llﬂdm The allotments are all sux-
veyed in §-acre blocks.

Hon. B. W. H. FOWLES: Where are the
conchtlons with regard to improvements in a
i-acre block? How.can a man improve it
excapt by putting a house on it? Under the
original Act the Minister says there are con-
ditions of improvement.

The SkCRETARY FOR MINES :
of residence.

Hon. B, W. II, FOWLES: I find there are
conditions of improvementis with regard to
leases in sections 20 and 21 of the original
Act, but where are the conditions of improve-
ment for 4-acre blocks? There is nothing
to prevent a man going up there and earning
his wages in the mine for a fortnight, and
taking up his i-acre block and selling it to
any Dick, Tom, or Harry that comes along.
It is an open invitation to dummying. The
mistake about this little amending measure
is that it is drafted on to a Perpetual Leases
Act which deals with larger areas of land.

Question put and passed.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Imove—

“That the consideration of the BIill in
Committee stand an Order of the Dayx for
to-morrow.”

That is the con-

Yes; conditions

I am quite willing to take the Committee
stage of the Bill to-morrow. Hon. gentlemen
will have an opportunity of comparing the
Bill with the original Act. The Bill has heen
drafted a few days, and it was printed to-
night.

Hon. A. G. C.

mendation is it?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: My own
recommendation. When hon. gentlemen com-
pare this Bill with the principal Act they will
find it is quite all right, and will overcome
the difficulty I mentioned on the second read-
ing. We will go on with the Committee stage
to-morrow.

HawrHORN : Whose recom-

Question put and passed.

FINANCTAL ADMINTSTRATION OF THE
GOVERNMENT.
RestyprioN oF DEpATE.
On the Order of the Day being called for
the resumption of the debate on the Hon. M.

Fowles’s motion with reference to the financial
administration of the Government—

The SECRETARY FOR MINES said: I
desire to say a word or two on this motion
in reply to some of the misstatements of hon.
members opposite. The motion really falls
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into two parts—that the people be more fully
informed concerning certain alleged facts;
and that, in view of those facts, the pec{ple
be given an opportunity to determine certain
things. I think the motion fails miserably
in both points. Hon. gentlemen opposite
desire that the people should be given an
opportunity, as the motion says, to determlne
cortain things—to determine, I suppose, the
fate or othex\n'st of this Government.

Hon. A. G. {". HywrHorx: Yes,
dum on the abolition of
instance.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We
were fresh from the people twelve months
from to-day.

Hon. P, J. LEsHY:
behind.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We
are the strongest party in the Assembly. We
have a majority therc.

Hon. P. J. Leary: A majority of one.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They

have a majority of nine on the first plank of
the Labour platform—the abolition of the
Council. The Hen. Mr. Fowles’s motion is
not altogether fair to the Government, nor
to the Auditor-General. For instance, it
reads—

“That the people of Queensland be
more fully informed concerning the fol-
lowing alarming facts as disclosed in the
Auditor-General’s report for the financial
year 1920-1921.”

Then it goes on to paragraphs («), (b), {c),
(d), (e), (), (g), and so on. To a person out-
side it would look as if these words were used
by the Auditor-General, and were contained
in his report. It certainly rcads that way.

Hon., A, G. C. HAWTHORN :
all fair deductions?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No.
The bon. gentleman has certainly taken some
of the figures from the Auditor-Generals
report, but the comments are his own. The
motion contains the following expressions:—

“ Alavming facts.”

““ Galloping increases.’

‘“Burdens imposed on the people.”

¢ A perpetual millstone fastened around
the necks of the electors.”

“Forced by this Government.”

“An annual staggering burden.”’

‘“Threatening the solvency of
State.”

“Wrested from the people’s pockets.””

“ Wrung from the people to bolster up
costly State enterprises.”

““An insidious and unnecessary
tax.”

“ Political interference.”

“ A colossal sink.”

“ By which non-paying propositions are
purchased on ocertain  terms by the
Government, and after being temporarily
yun at a loss tnﬂu fall bankrupt is a
disastrous policy.”

¢ Manipulated.”

¢ Dishonest statement.”

¢, a referen-
the Council, for

You were 20,000 votes

Are they not

s

the

super-

Cwing to the clever
motion is worded,
remarks
General's

- way In which this
it would vead as if these
were contained in the Auditor-
report. That is what I object to.
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It is unfair, not only to the Government—
that, after all, is not of very great concern—
but it is cmtalnlv unfair to the Auditor-
General. This Council requires strict proof
of some of these allegations, and the hon.
gentleman, in his three_hours’ speech, has
given no proof at all. 1 will take, first of
all, my own department—the Mines Depart-
ment. The Hon. Mr. Hawthorn, the lon.
Mr. Fowles, and other hon. gentlemen who
have spcken on this motion quoted, not from
the Auditor-Gencral's report, but from the
“Courier”” leading article of 5th October.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrsHory: I do not think
I have spoken on this motion at all

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Hven
to-day, on ancther question, the hon. gentle-
man dragged in the enterprises controlled by
myself as Secretary for Mines.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrsorN: I read the
Auditor-General's report.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon. gentleman read the  Courier” article
of 5th October, 1921.

Hon. A. G. C. Hawraor~: I did not.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I

intend to read it, too, and I also intend to
vead the Auditor- GGDEI:L]. s report. The
“ Courler ”’ says—
“The arsenic mine at Jibbenbar shows
a loss of £46,800.”

To put it as mildly as one can possibly do,
that is certainly a deliberate untruth, and
hon. gentlemen 1epcatod it. Hon. members
in the Assembly h ave taken this article and
quoted it as coming from the Auditor-
General. In his 1ep01t the Auditor-General
does not say anything of the kind.

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORN:
that I said that?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I say
it has been said in this Council. The hon.
gentleman. said there was a loss on every
mining enterprise controlled by the depart-

Do you say

ment. That is not so.

Hon, A, G. ¢. HawrHORN: It is so. You
are speaking in generalities now.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am

going to quote from the Auditor-General’s
report, and we do not mind saying what the
loss 1s.

Hon. T. J. O'Sura:
the loss on Warra?

Th: SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
loss on Warra is not a$§ stated, either. Hon.
gentlemen know very well that the Auditor-
Gener al, in his report, shows that over £7,000
worth of material and plant have been sold
from Warra, th(’h makes up the greater
part of the loss in connection with that mine,
and the loss is much under £20,000. Yet hon.
gentlemen in this Chamber say that the Io><
on Warra was £47,000, and the “ Courier ”
said the loss on the ars zenic mine at Jibbenbar

What did you do with

is £46,800. What the Auditor-General says
is—
“The expenditure during the year
amounted to £18,524 9s. 7d.. making a
total expenditure of £58,108 14s. 10d.

¢inee the commencement of operations in
February, 1818. The collections from
inception. amount to £11.305 18s. 9d..

leaving a net balance of £46,802 16s. 1d. »

On the other side of the column hoh. gentle-
men will see assets such as buildings, stores

Hon. A. J. Jones.]
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and tools, machinery and plant, mine develop-
ment, horses, harness, motor-cars and motor-
lorries, fuel and timber, office furniture, sun-
dry debtors, ore on hand, arsenic on hand,
and “ Loss for currvent year, £4,797 8. 9d.”
I want t0 remind hon. gentlemen that we are
the only department that has taken one step
towards the eradication of prickly-pear in
this State.

Hor. P. J. Leany: That is perfect non-
sense. ‘

Hon. A. G. C. HawTHORYN : Who put Roberts
on at Dulacca?

The BSECRETARY FOR MINES: It
failed.

Hon. A. G. C. Hawruorx: He tried to do
scmething, and he was given every encour-
agement.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If
hon. gentlemen read the paper this morning
they will see what a valuable product we
are producing at Jibbenbar. With the excep-
tion of a few tons, we are the only people in
Australia who have arsenic to supply to the
people. The less in connection with Jibben-
bar 1s £4,797,
sayHE—

“Thoe loss incurred during the year is
chiefly due to the fact that the arsenic
ordered prior to 3lst December, 1920,
was sold at £23 per ton, when required
for prickly-pear destruction, and £25 per
ton for other purposes.”

The Mines Department sells it to the Lands
Department at £23 per ton, and the Lands
Department sells it to the selectors for £10
per ton. Had. we sold the number of tons
we produced at the lowest quoted market
price during last year, we would have made
a profit of £10,000 or £12,000, as against a
ioxs of £4,797.

Hon. B. W. H. Fowrz$: If you had done
diffotrently you would be a different Govern-
ment.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES:

gave it to the selector for £10 per ton.

Hon. P. .J. Lpany:
136 tons at that price.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
bon. gentleman knows we supplied a great
deal more than that. We sold it for the
purpose of destroying prickly-pear and for
other purposes.

Hon. A. G. C. Hawrrorx : You sold more
to outside people than you sold to selectors.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: White
arsenic on the 5th October (this month) was
quoted in Melbourne at £80 per ton, and
grey arsenie, which we produce, is quoted ab
B62 per ton, and in Sydney at £65; and the
day before yesterday, in order to keep faith
with the prickly-pear selectors of this State,
I refused an order for 20 tons of arsenic
at £50 per ton on rails Stanthorpe. In spite
of that, we give it to the selector at £10 per
ton.

¥lon. B. W.
business.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We do
that, instead of employing the roundabout
rzethod of saving to the prickly-pear seles-
tor, “If you buy our arsenic at £60 per
ton, we will give you a bonus of £50 per
ton,” If we adopted that method we would
get the kudos of giving a bonus to the selector

[Hon. 4. J. Jones.

and the Auditor-General

We

You only supplied

H. Towres: That was bad
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of £50 per ton on every ton of arsenic
supplied.

~ Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: The arsenic mine
is shut up now.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We are
not producing this month, because we are
renovating the plant. I want to show how
unfair it is for a leading journal in this
State to say deliberately that there is a
big loss.

Hon. T. J. O’Sura: Is that the question
bhefore the Council?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If the
hon. gentleman does not like it, he can go
away and leave the Council. He is not here
very often.

Hon. T. J. O’Suea: It is like your im-
pertinence. You are talking about some-
thing that has nothing to do with the motion
at all.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If the
hon. gentleman will read the motion, he
will find that it is comprehensive enough to
deal with anything, I want to emphasise
that the Auditor-General has pointed out
thet the loss on the arscnic mine was not
£46.800, as stated by the ‘ Courier,” but
£4,700, and that loss is due to the fact that
the Government sold the product to the
selectors at a ridiculously low cost. We are
keeping our compact with the selectors, and
we are «loing that becausa we are desirous
of doing something towards eradicating
prickly-pear from our lands.

Hon. A. G. C. Hawraorn: You have not
done away with the debit of £46,802 which
the Auditor-General shows.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon. gentleman should gzo out there and see
the valuable plant we have up there. I
know we put £5 5s. 9d. per ton on every ton
of arsenic we produce to allow for depre-
ciation on the mine, and, although we know
that mine will probably have a life of 100
years, we intend to have the capital cost
written off in ten years.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowrrzs: The Auditor-
(General says no interest has been charged.
Is that true or not true?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
same argument has been advanced against the
Baralaba State Coalmine, and against the
Styx River Coalmine. They say there is a
loss of £13,000 on the Baralaba State Coal-
mine. hat is not so. 'The loss, since the
productive stage was reached, is only £1,387.
I admit there should not have been a loss
at all, and therc will not be a loss at the end
of this financial year.

Hon. A. G. C. Hawrnory : Is the coal any
good for railway purposes?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It is
certainly good, but it is not the best. It is
better than the Ipswich coal, but it is not
as good as the Styx River nor as good as
Bowen coal. It is beiter in one respect than
the Blair Athcl coal: it will do more work
than the Blair Athol coal, but it is not so
easy to fire. The loss on Baralaba is £1,387
5:. 10d., not £13,000, as stated in the other
House and as stated in the leading article
in the * Courier.”” Probably there should
not be a loss at all. There has been an ex-
penditure of £3,457 in prospecting opera-
ticns.

Hon. A.
written off.

G. C. HawraORN: Which is
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Yes,
and any company engaged in the mining
industry very often has to spend a lot of
money before they get any return, and our
mine has just now reached its producing
stage. Since the 30th June this ycar we

have been showing a profit of

[8 p.m.] 1s. 7d. per ton on Baralaba coal.

On the Styx River, it has been
stated, there has been a loss of £7,000. The
Auditor-General’s report does not say that.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrnorN: The Auditor-
General says you paid no interest on Bara-
laba State (oalmine. When you talk of a
loss you do not treat tha matter properly.
If people had not to pay interest it often
would be a different proposition for them.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That
is another question. The Auditor-General,
referring to the Styx River report, does not
say a word about interest.

Hon., A, G. C. HawrsORN: Yes, he does.

Hon. E. W, II. Fowtes: You have not read
the Auditor-General’s report on your own
mine.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: There
was a loss of £6,799 on the Styx River, but
the difference in the sales of coal and the
actual working expenses 1s only £342.
Look at the amount of prospecting and
developmental work done. The whole sum
total of the matter is that hon. gentlemen
opposite do not understand mining enter-
prises, or they would know that when you
engage In such enterprises rou do not often
get the return in the first year of your
operations to meet all the expendijture.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowtres: You engaged in
an undertaking which cost £3,700, and you
could have obtained the same information
by putting down a bore costing £300.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I
want to point out that this means that there
was a loss of only £200 or £300. In the case
of the arsenic mine also, this is explained
in the Auditor-General’s report why there
was a loss. There is no more profitable
enterprise in this Statc had we sold the
product at market values, which we could
easily have done. The hon. gentleman also
dealt with the Railways Department.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: Will you prove
that there is a surplus now?

The SECRETARY TFOR MINES: No;
I am not going to attempt that. I can prove
that this Government in 1915 passed an Act
repealing the Railways Guarantee Act of
1895.

Hon. P. J. Leany: That
question at the elections.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I
say we repealed that Act, and thereby had
to forego an indebtedness on railways con-
structed amounting to £57,214 in 1912-1913,
£83,409 in 1913-1914, and £79,734 in 1914-
1915. There was an annual loss of £120,000
for 1915-1916, £191,000 #for 1916-1817, £296,000
for 1917-1918, £345,000 for 1918-1919, £350.000
for 1919-1920, and £354,000 for
There is a simple way of making railways
pay, and hon. gentlemen opposite know that.

IHon. E. W. H. Fowres: What is it?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: To
raise fares and freights.

Hon. II. W, H. Fowres: You would kill
business if you did that. If tramways fares
were increased to 1s., nobody would travel
by them.

was a party
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They
would travel just the same; they are forced
to travel, except on very short sections.
What happened when the prices of admis-
sion to theatres and picture shows were
increased ? Did they lose patronage because
of it? Not at all.

Hon. A. G. C. HawrHony: Yes; they had
to close one in Queen street.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I
repeat there is only one way to make rail-
ways pay, and that is to increase fares and
freights.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowires: Not at all.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We
have the greatest mileage in the Common-
wealth, and especially when you compare
populations.

Hon. T. J. O’Sura: And the greatest loss
and inefficiency.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No.
We have In very many instances cheaper fares
end freights, cven compared with the railways
of America.

Hon. T. J. O'Sura:
£6,000,000 in six years,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Per-
sonally, I think railway fares and freights
should be reviewed and some of the anomalies
corrected, so that we may have more uniform
charges. I believe there are very many
anomalies and they are very difficult to
correct. It would be quite a big contract,
and if we attempted to raise fares sub-
stantially hon. gentlemen opposite would be
the first to ery out.

Hon. A, G. C. HAWTHORN :
stopping production.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Hon.
gentlemen know very well that no country,
no young country like this, can expect its
railways to pay directly. I say they do pay
now indirectlv., When we took office we
paid our workmen higher wages. They were
sweated under our predecessors.

You have lost

You would be

Hon. P. J. Lzauy: They were more con-
tented than they are now.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I
remember leading a deputation to the
Minister for Railways asking for a paltry
increase of 6d. per day for the lengthsmen
and construction workers, who were then
getting 6s. per day.

Eon. P. J. Leary: Six shillings then would
go further than 15s. now.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Pos-
sibly it will be necessary to increase fares
and freights unless our population increases
materially. We build many railways that
cannot possibly be expected to pay. I vene
ture this opinion: That if the railway is
extended to the Northern Burnett, thaj
beautiful area of good land of which we have
henrd so much, the railway will not pay for
some considerable time. I think the Com-
missioner estimates that there will be a loss.
The Under Secretary for Lands was ques-
tioned regarding the mattar, and he stated
that the increase to the Lands Department
revenue would more than pay for the loss
on the railway. That is the casn with many
of our lines in Queensland, and that is why
I say that the railways pay indirectly.

Hon. E. W. H. FowLEs: y
of seventy-two scctions of our railways are
paying.

Hon. A. J. Jones.]
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Pos-
sibly. One of the best paying lines last year,
I think, was the Chillagoe line; also another
mining line between Cloncurry and Towns-
ville.

Hon. A. G. C. HAWTHORX:
say they are paying now?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No,
because of the low state of the metal market,
which 1is causing companies to close down. I
belicve that, in a country like Queensland,
we must bo prepared to build railways with-
out the hope of immediate dircct payment,
so as to encourage settlement. Ion. gentle-
men opposite also made reference to the
loss on Chillagoe Works, which was quoted
at £47,000. That is stated in the Auditor-
General’s report.

Hon. A. G. C. Hawraory: Did you not
tell us that you would not work it unless it
was a paying proposition ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES:

loss would be greater now.

Hon. A, G. C. HAWTHORN:
because the Chillagoe Company
make it pay.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We
made it pay in the first few months, but this
House prevented our having it for two years
when copper was high priced.

Hon, P. J. Leany:
a delay in this House.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon. gentleman knows that wes purchased
Chillagoe when copper was selling at a high
price. Machinery had to be renovated, but
nevertheless we made a profit for a few
months; then the bottom™ fell out of the
metals market, and we show a loss like other
mining concerns do because of the absurdly
low price of copper.

Hon, A. H. PARNELL:
bargain by waiting.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
price at which it was first offercd was not
accepiable to the Government. Anvhow, we
are responsible for the employment of over
1,000 men at Chillagoe. I ask—Isit not better
to keep them melo\ed?

Hon. A. G. C. Hawraory: And vou will
still keep on, notwithstanding the loss?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
opinion is that copper must go down to the
level of the ches pest producing country.
The price of copper is £88 105, and bu]l’on
iSO worth £88 per ton—a difference of only

s.

Hon., A. G. C. HawrHony : ou]d it not
be better to sell at that price and lose only
10s. per ton and get the cash?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No: the
interest per annum could not pocalblv be
more than £6 per ton, and we should 19 very
much (11<apn0111‘red 1f there is not a rise of
£6 per ton in the price of coprer within the
next three months.,

Hon. W. J. Duxsman: The fact that Mount
Morgan is attempting to reopen the matter
shows that they are quite sat1<ﬁed of that.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I say
that the Gov vernment is right in holding the
copper and in keeping Chillagoe open in
antlo'patlon of a speedy return to a reason-
able price for copper. I think, eventually,

[Hon. A4 .T. Jones.
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You made a better
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we shall be able to prove that is a very
wise action. I believe the Mount Morgaa
Company could have done the same. I have
no desire to speak longer on this motion. 1
have quite a lot of notes here on many other
matters. I simply rise to correct the leading
article in the ‘¢ Courier.”

Hon. A. G. C. Hawraorn: I do not think
you have corrected them.

The SHECRETARY FOR MINLES: I am
sure I have. When a paper publishes a bold
statement that the loss was £47,000, whereas
the loss was only £4,000, it is either a typo-
graphical error or a deliberate misstatement.
I have proved also that a profit would have
been made on the enterprise but for our
keen desire to help those people on the land
who, unfonunatoly have received a legacy
from previous Governments.

Hex. P. J. LEAHY : In speaking on this
matter, I do not intend to make a sccond
reading speech. In reality, there is nothing
tn 1eply to, because, since we had the plea-
sure of hstemnrr to the Minister, from the
time he first entered the Flouse right up
to the present time, he has made statements
of & similar kind—that there were never
losses of anv kind made on the mines, and
that he prophesied that next vear there would
b a profit. ’lhe Minister touched upon the
(‘ODpCl mine and also upon the arsenic mine,

but he did not tell us anything about those
other State enterprises on which there have
been such huge losses. But Mr. Fowles, in
his motion, does not refer to the Io:.ses of the
Minister for Mines alone. but to losses on the
whole of the Government’s enterprises, and he
quotes the Auditor-General’s report in cor-
roboration of his stutements.

The SECRETSRY FOR MINES: Fis figures on
the soldiers’ settlements are £2,000 out.

HHox. P. J. LEAHY : T will mako a sugges-
tion, and that is, that if Mr. fowles nﬂssta.ted
anything contained in that report, that the
Government should do the same as it did with
the Governor's Speech last year and send
broadcast amongst the people 400,000 copies
of the Auditor-General’s report.

Hon. W. J., DUNSTAN:

crying economy.

Hox. . J. LEAHY : We have no leaders.
¥very man is a law unto himself, which is
more than can be said by hon. gentlemen
opposite.  If that document were sent out in
the numbers I mentioned, the electors would
be in a position to form their own conclusions,
Coming to the arsenic mine, according to the
Minister the loss was £50 per ton by supplying
136 tons to farmers fer the desiruction of
prickly-pear. Supposing his statement were
true, it would only amount to about £7,000.
And if the interest were charged up, it would
be found that the whole transaction would
not show a profit.

The SECRETARY FTOR MINES: Can’ 30u.gi\*e
us credit for giving the selectors arsenic at

Your leaders ave

:£10 per ton when the market price was £70

per ton?

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: I am giving you
croedit for £50 per ton. The Minister did not
tell us anything at all about the failure of
his Government to clear prickly-pear on
Crown land. The pear on Crown laud is one
of the worst menaces Queensland has got fo-
day. I donot say the pear is the biggest pest:
I think the Government is, I remember the
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glowing statements the Minister made when
he tried to get the Council to pass the Chil-
lagoe Bill. He prophesied wonderful things.
The Council put a limit as regards the
amount he could spend, and he now says
if they had not put on that limit he could
have made huge profits. As a matter of fact,
he disregarded that limit and spent just
as much money as he wished, so that the
action of the Council was not responsible if
he did not turn out a lavge quantity of
copper. Take a comprchensive survey of the
whole of the State enterprises. It can be
said, without contradicton, that few or any
of the State enterprises have been run with-
out a loss. Look at the huge loss on the
fishshops and in connection with the fish
trawler from down South—hought at a huge
price and now votting somewhere. Look at
the “ Douglas Mawson.”” Look at everything
the Government has undertaken in the way

of State enterprises—the moatqhops for
instance. The Government is running them
at a lose. The Charleville shops have been

running at huge losses; but in order to cover
the losses the Government sold a large num-
ber of cattle to the Charleville State butcher
shops, who sold them to a New South Wales
buyer and made a profit of £4 per hecad. This
is how they bolster up their State enterprises.
There is the huge sum of money which they
received from the Federal Gmelnment and
credited it to the butcher shops in Brisbane,
and in this way covered up their losxes. \fVe
remember also when Parliament introduced
the Bill to enable a State Produce Agency to
be established what a great advantage it was
going to be, and how the Government was
going to make a profit. W hat do we find?
Why, a huge loss on last year’s transactions!
Coming to the railways, the Minister did
not tell us that to-day there werc employed
on the 1all.says 3,000 or 4.000 morc persons
than were employed at the time this Govern.
ment came into office. It would be just as
well if you took these men out of the service
and gave them a perpetual holiday on full
salaries. These railw ays were a paying asset
before this Government came into power.
The railway charges were rveasonable, the
cmployees were contented, production was
increasing, and the service was not over-
manned. Since the Government came into
office it has put on thousands of men who
were not wanted in the railways and who
are lost to production. But it is the same
in cvery State enterprise. The fact remains
that, whenever the blighting hand of this
Government has been laid on any industry,
no matter how wprofitable that industry is,
the profit vanishes. If it should be the
misfortune of this country for the Government
to continue as it has during the past vear
or two, I think everything indicates that we
shall reach a condition when it will be ques-

tionable whether we shall be able to pay
the interest on our public debt. We must not
overlook the fact that we are constantly

adding to cur interest Dbill every year and
production is not increasing. The taxpayer
is burdened with a large sum of money cach
yvear to make wup the deficiency on these
things and the railways have gone to the
bad to such an extent that in a vear or two
the people of Queensland would be better off
if they owned no railways at all. The crying
necd of this country—not only of Queensland,
but of all the States—is more production.

Hon. T. L. JoxEs:
you produce now.

You cannot sell what
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Hown., P. J. LEAHY: You must produce
the right thing. The hon. gentleman knows
perfectly well that if the farmers produced
more than they do now they could sell it.

Hon. T. L. JonEs: What about the meat.
works ?

Hon. P. J. LEAHY: We know that it
we produce more wool we can sell it. It is
impossible for us to continue as at present

with the ever-increasing burden

[8.30 p.m.] of intsrest on our public debt.

We find that there is a tendency
for the people of Australia to flock to the
cities. I say that the community is becoming
demoralised—that this condition of things ie
affecting all classes of the community. We
have a larger number of unemployed thau
we have bhad for years before. Carpenters,
bricklayers, and other workers are walking
the strests.

Hon. T. L. JoxEs: You have them in over:
country in the world.

Hon. P. J. LEAHY : There is some excuse
for it in other countries, but we have not
suffered from the war as other (’OlllltllOS have.
I do not remember any previous occasion
when there were so many men who wanted
work and could not get it. The fact of the
Government remaining in power is adding to
the unemployment. Anyone, with the excep-
tion of a Labour fanatic, knows that there
will be no prosperity in Queensland as long
as the present Government hold the reins of
office. .

Hon., A. G. C. HAWTHORN: I beg to
move the adjournment of the debate.

Question put and passed.

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

CONSTITUTION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

FIrST READING.

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

SECOND READING.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: This is

a Bill to amend the Constitution of Queens-
land by abolishing the Legislative Council.

Hon. E. W. H. Fowres: In defiance of the
vote of the people—the last act of a dying
Government.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I have
very much pleasure in introducing the Bill
in this Council. For many years prior to
coming here I advocated the abolition of th'\
Legislative Council, for the reason that I
have been personally opposed to the bi-
cameral systern. I believe in one branch of
the Legislature only; that is, the branch

elected dII‘(’CHV by the people. I believe that
the bicameral system of Grovernment is un-
sound in principle, undemocratic, and is not
representative of the people.

Hon. E. W. H. FowLEs:
world agrees with it.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Since I

have been here, my opinion in favour of the

Hon. A. J. Jones.]

All the civilised
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unicameral system of Government has been
very much strengthened. I am not going to
say that the ability in this House is less than
that in the Legislative Assembly, or that the
debating power of this House 1s not just as
strong as the debating power in the Legisla-
tive Assembly; neither am I going to say
that the tone of d<bate in the Legislative
Council is not equal to, or is in any way
inferior to, the tone of debate in the Legis-
lative Assembly. I am not approaching this
question from a personal standpoint; ncither
do we do so as a Government. We attack
the system, and that is characteristic of this
Government right through the piece.

Hon. BE. W. H. Towres: A destructive
Government from beginning to end.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am
opposed to the bicameral form of Govern-
ment, and I go so far as to say that, in my
opinion, the Federal Senate is a useless insti-
tution and a useless branch of the Legisla-
ture, although it is elected on a broad fran-
chise. T have been here for five years in this
Chamber as the representative of the Govern-
ment, and this is the third occasion I have
had the pleasure of introducing this Bill.
Hon. gentlemen opposite know that I intro-
duced the Bill on two previous occasions—
in October, 1917, and again in October, 1918.
When we introduced it on a previous
occasion hon. gentlemen opposite were in a
position to «defeat the measure. 1 was
tempted to go right through with the measure
to-night, and force it to a division in the
early hours of the morning, but i§ will not
be necessary to do so.

I was prompted to do that because, when
I introduced the Bill in 1918, and sought to
postpone the Order of the Day for the second
reading, so as to move the second reading of
the Bill on the following day, as I was rather
indisposed, the temporary leader of the Op-
position, the Hon. Mr. Yawthorn, objected to
my doing so, and I was not allowed, by the
brutal majority that hon. members opposite
had, to cven alter the Order of the Day. Tur-
ther than that, when we moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate on that occasion, aftar the
Hon. Mr. Hawthorn had moved an amend-
ment on the Bill, hon. gentlemen opposite
opposed the adjournment of the debate, and
forced us to a division and defeated us, and
we had to go on. Hon. members opposite
moved an amendment with something like
thirteen clauses, which had not been circu-
lated, and we had not had time to peruse it.
The Hon. Mr. T. L. Jones rose to the occasion
that night, and made the speech which was
necessary in order to get the adjournment.
Hon. gentlemen opposité have asked me to
agree to an adjournment of the debate after
I have made my speech, so that they can
prepare their specches, and go on with the
second reading to-morrow. We arc reason-
able, and we are not—because we havs a
majority—going to forece the Bill through
to-night., We are going to be more reason-
able than hon. members opposite were when
they had a majority. They showed me no
consideration in this matter; but two wrongs
do_not make a right. * We on this side are
going to be reasonable, and to yield to the
wishes of hon., members opposite, so that
they may be able to advance their arguments
to-morrow in favour of the retention of the
Couneil.

Hon. J. 8. Corrivgs : They will be able to

get instructions from the  Courier.”

[Hon. 4. J. Jones.

[COUNCIL.]

Amendment Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: When
I introduced this Bill three years ago, the
principal argument that we advanced in
favour of the abolition of the Council was
that the Council was an obstructive Chamber
and a clog on the wheels of progress; and,
as hon. gentlemen know, on very many occa-
sions our legislation was either thrown out
or mutilated to such an cxtent that, when it
went back to the Minister in the Assembly,
he did not know it; it was unrccognisable.
To-day we attack it from a different point
of view. We attacked it two or three years
ago because it was an obstructive Upper
House, and interfered with the rights of the
people’s representatives. To-day we advo-
cate the aholition of the Council because of
its uselessness, As a legislative nominee
Chaniber, it is either obstructive or it is
useless. Until we had a majority here, it
was obstructive, and now that we have a
majority here it is useless. I am not say-
ing that with any desire to cast a reflection
on hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
Chamber; but I do say that we, on this side,
are more truly representative of the people
than hon. gentlemen opposite, for the rea-
son. that they have "been appointed by
Administrations in the past which have been
defecated by the people—by Governments
which have been long out of touch with the
ideas of the people, and which have lost the
confidence of the people—while we on this
side are appointed by the clected representa-
tives of the people.

Hon. A. G. C. Hawruorx : In a minority
of 20,000 votes.

The SECRETARY FOR  MINES:
Although everyone on this side is opposed
to the bicameral system of Government, we
have more right here than hon. gentlemen
opposite. We are more truly representative
of the people, because we were appointed
by the Administration which has been newly
elected by the people. I was showing what
took place before we had a majority on this
side of this Council; and, Mr. President, I
well remember the time, before you came
here, when T stood alone on this side of the
Council—I well remember calling for a divi-
sion, and there was nobody to vote with me.
Things have certainly changed since then.
Before we had a majority in this Chamber,
appointed by the Government, hon. gentle-
men opposite constituted themselves the real
Opposition to the Government, and proof of
that is found in the fact that Bills that
passed the Legislative Assembly in one hour—
Bills that passed through their Committee
sta.ge sometimes in less than twenty minutes—
took as long as three weeks to go through
this Chamber; and the Hon. Mr. {’Shea will
bear me out in regard to the number of
sittings that were occupied in discussing the
Committec stage of the Wages Bill, and the
number of days we were discussing the Stump
Bill and the Probate and Succession Duties
Act Amendment Bill.

Hon. T. J. ’Sura: You admitted your-
self that here was the best criticism and the
best work.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It
proves that hon. gentlemen opposite consti-
tuted themselves the real Opposition to the
Government, When the Government in the
late T. J. Ryan’s time had a majority of
fifteen, this Council—to again prove their
obstractive tactics—moved 406 amerdments in
Bills in the year 1918, as against 109 moved
in the Legislative Assembly. It certainly
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proves what an awful task I had here, as
leader. of the House, to contend with hon.
gentlemen opposite, and I never want to go
through it again. Last session and this ses-
sion hon. gentlcmen opposite have only been
responsible for moving one amendment, and
that was moved the other day.

Hon. BE. W. II. Fowrrs:
.amendments to-night, and you
accept one of them.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon. gentleman move:d one amendment on
clause 4 ef @ Bill which was practically the
whole essence of the Bill. That amendment
was moved because they had neglected to
divide on the second reading of the Bill. A
few ycars ago, hon. members opposite con-
stituted themselves the opposition to the
Government, and it is admitted that the
Opposition in the Legislative Assembly was
probably weal in that respect. They knew
that the brutal force was with hon. gentle-
men in this Council, and they used it fo a
greater extent than ever I used it here as
the representative of the Government. Hon.
gontlemen know that.

Hou. A. G. C. HIawraoRN: Why don’t you
try a referendum of the people on this Bill?

I moved three
would not

Hon. E. W, H. Fowres: You are dodging
the refercndum.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am
not dodging the referendum. I have never
been afraid of trusting the people. I have
been defeated. I am not that kind of poli-
tician who stoops to seek popularity, anyhow,
I have been defeated by the people as many
times as I have been elected, and sometimes
T have been just as proud of my dafeat as if
I had been elected. I do not think anything
of a man who stoops to popularity. In reply
to the Fon. Mr. Fowles, I want to sav that
immediately after the refersndum was taken—
hon. gentlemen know that the reason why it
was not carried was because of the legal
action taken against the Government,

Hon. E. W, H. Fowres: The people did
not agree with your policy.

The SECRETARY ¥FOR MINES: After
all, I think we should be a Iittle in advance
of the people, and it is the tendency of the
people always to leave things as they are.
They are not so desirous of changing, and
they certainly, at the present time, are mnot
desirous of changing this Government. Imme-
diately after that referendum was taken in
May of the yeur 1917, the Ryan Administra-
tion was returred to power with a larger
majority than ever. That was the year we
were returned with forty-eight members in a
House of seventy-two. We went to the coun-
try, and hon. gentlemen opposite forced us
to make the question of abolition an issue of
the election. I could quote from every speech
of prominent members of the party to show
that that is so.

Hon. P. J. LEary : Tell us about last year’s
elestion and your defeat by 20,000 votes in
tha country.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T was
a candidate at the last election, and was
defeated at the polls. Anyhow, my party
had so much confidence in me that they
thought I was of some value, and I accepted
this nominated position that I amm going
to vote against to-night. We went to the
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country in 1917, and we were returned with a
bigger majerity than ever.

Hon. T. J. O’SuEa: Are you prepared to
put this question to the country?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Government have becn re-elected on two ocos-
sions with the abolition of the Legislative
Council in the forefront of their platform.
I am sure hon. gentlemen have read the Bill,
an< there is no need to make a long speech
on it. I made a speech of over an hour and
a-half on a previous occasion on this Bill,
when I quoted very many constitutional
authorities. There is no need to do that
to-night. We can quote countries in the
world where they have only ome Chamber.
Only two States in Canada have two Cham-
bers; but hon. gentlemen cannot get away
from this faect: That we in Australia are
suffering from too much government. If hon.
gentlemen want to know my position on the
matter, I say straight out that I believe in
one National Parliament. We have tco many
Legislatures in Australia—too much conflict
of legislation, and no one can say by any
stretch of imagination that this Council is
in any way a check on hasty legislation. The
number of times that a Bill has to be dealt
with in the Legislative Assembly gives ample
opportunity for discussion. FHon. gentlemen
know that the forms of Parliament provide
that before a Bill can be passed it must be
put before the members of the Legislative
Assembly about half a dozen different times.

Hon. A, G. C. HawreorRyN: And they
“gag’ them through.

Ilon. J. 8. Courings: Who invented the
“gag 7

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: 1t
makes one wonder if we are not an obso-
lete people when we move a Bill ““ be now
read a first time.”” Then “ That the Bill be
printed,” when it has been printed. All
these motions give an opportunity for dis-
cussion, so that the argument as regards
this Chamber being necessary as a check on
Lasty legislation falls flat, and hon. gentle-
rien opposite have proved that it is not a
revisory Chamber by the fact that they have
never attempted, since we have had a ma-
jerity on this side, to move an amendment.

Hon. T. J. O’SHEA : Because you would not
accept a single one.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon. gentleman who interjects took a lead-
ing part in the debates in this Counecil, and I
know hon. gentlemen opposite used to divido
the work. wherzas it all fell on the one pair
of shoulders on this side. but since w> have
had a majority here it has very rarely
heppened that amendments have been moved.
That proves there is no desire on the part
of hon. members opposite to use this braunch
of the Legislature as a revisory Chamber.
It is useless for me to argue this matter.
The people’s Chamber have passed this Bill
in one division by 46 to 17; by 51 to 15 on
arother division; and on another occasion
Ly 39 to 9; always with a majority of not
icss than nine on this measure, and we are
going to pass it here to-morrow with a. very
substantial majority.

Hon, P. J. Lrany: You will have a fresh
Upper House in two years, and a better
House than you have now.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Some
hon. gentlemen on the other side, no doubt,

Hon. 4. J. Jones.]
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will advocate, rather than see the Council
abolished altogether, an elective Chamber,
on what they would term a property fran-
chise, in order to protect the vested interests
of propersy, but every Labour 1ep1eﬁentat1vc
in this Council is in favour of its abolition,
znd, personally, I am pleased to see that the
Leglslatne Assembly havo deleted that clause
with reference to a revisory committee,
which, T think, is quite unnecessary. We say
that this Council has certainly outlived its
usefulness. We say it is not representative
of the people, and we say that the people
should govern directly thlough their elected
representatives. That is the attitude of this
party.

Hon. P. J. Leany: They govern through
the caucus.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That
nld bogey is dead long ago. I am quite sin-
cere when I say I am very pleased to have
had the pleasure—and, I may say, honour—of
introducing this Bill on two previous occa-
sions, and I am very sincere when I say
it is a great pleasure to me to introduce it
on the occasion on which it is going to be
carried and put into effect. I “helieve the
people should govern, not by a nominee
Chamber, not by those who are here to
represent vested interests, appointed by the
dead hand of the past, but should be go-
verned through their elected representatives;
and the members of the Assembly can claim
that they are truly representative of the
people. The people have the right to turn
them out if they do not like them, and
put in a new Government if the Government
is not giving them satisfaction. I will content
myself with moving—

“That the Bill be now read a second
time.”

Hon. P. J. Leany: I beg to move the
adjournment of the debate.

Question put and passed.

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

SPECIAL ADJOURNMENT.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I beg
to move—
“That the Counecil, at its rising, do
adjourn until 3.30 p.m. to-morrow.’
I want hon. gentlimen to note the time, and
that it is an hour earlier than usual.
Question put and passed.

ADJOURNMENT.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I beg
to move—

““That the Council do now adjourn.”
The first business to-morrow will be the
Constitution Act Amendment Bill, to be fol-
lowed by the Miners’ Homesteacx Perpetual
Leases Act Amendment Bill in Committee,
and then the Bills as they come from the
Assembly.

Hox. P. J. LEAHY : Does_ it not strike
the Minister that it is an absurdity, now
that the Council is virtually abolished, to
proceed with other business? If this Council
1s to be abolished, would it not be the pro-
per course to pass all the other business of
the session, and then when that business is
passed, deal with the Bill to abolish the
Council? Tt seems to me absurd virtually to
decide to abolish the Council, and then to go
on with the business as usual.

Question put and passed.

The Council adjourned at 8 p.m.

[Hon. 4. J. Jones.





