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THURSDAY, 6 JULY, 192,

The Speakkr (Hou., W. Berfram. Mars:)
took the chair at 3.30 p.m.

QUESTIONS.
OweN CREEK RAILWAY.
Mr. SWAYNE (ifirani) asked the Secre-
tary for Railways—

‘““When is it intended to complete the
Owen Creek Railway?”’

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

“ The line was opened to 5 miles 20
chains for traflic on 22nd TFebruary lasr
The work of constructing the bridge over
Owen Creelkk and to the terminus ot
6 miles 18 chains is now in progress.

SOLDIER SETTLERS IN (GROUP SETTLEMENTE
Mr. KING (Logan) asked the Sceretarv
for Public Lands—

““1. How many soldier secttlers weve
placed on blocks in group settlements
during each of the financial years 191%-
1918, 1919-1920, 1921-19227 )

2, How many of these sctilers were
on the blocks concerned on 30th June.
19227

3. 1low many blocks—being repur-
chased lands and being once occupied by
soldier settlers—are now vacant?

““ 4, How many vacant blocks on repux-
chased soldier setilements are unoccu-
pied?

‘5. How many blocks are occupied on
soldier  settlements other than by
soldiers 7

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. J. H. Coyne, TWarrego) replied—

*1. The total number of blocks allotted
to soldier settlers in group settlements
during the financial years 1917-1918, 1915-
1920, 1921-1922 is 1991.

“2. The total number of such allot-
ments in force at 30th June, 1922, was
1758. .

3. 133.

4. 299.

“5.10.”

BoweN COALFIELD RAILWAY.
Me. LLPHINSTONE (Oxley) asked the
Secretary for Rajlways—

“1. When does he anticipate that the
Bowen Coalfield Ratlway will be com-
pleted ?

2. What is the cost to date?

&, What is the estimated cost when
completed 77

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYSR
(Hon. J. Larcombe, Keppel) replicd—

“1. The line will be open for traflic
not later than September next.

2. £539,882 to 30th June, 1922

‘3. £604,000. The original estimate
prepared in 1915 provided for 44 miles
50 chains of line only. The present
estimated cost to complete is for 48 miles
10 chains.”
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Questions.

MINISTERIAL TRAVELLING lXPENSES.
Mr. MORGAN (Muwrilly) asked the Pre-
miler—
¢ In view of the fact that the {ollowing
motion was unanimously carried by mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly on 1st
September, 1921:—

‘That there be laid upon the table
of the House a return showing the
amount paid~ or incurred by the
State in respeet of the travelling
expenses of each individual mem-
ber of the Ministry during the years
ending 30th June, 1910, 1911, 1912,
1913, 1914, 1915, 1916, 1917, 1918,
1919, 1920, 1921 '—

docs he intend supplying the informa-
tion; and, if so, when?"
The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,
Clillugoe) replied—
“The information will be supplied as
carly as possible.”

Rarway EMprLOYEES, REVENUEL.
MILEAGE.
Mr. MORGAN (Murilla) asked the Secre-
tary for Railways
1. How many (@) permanent, (b) tem-
porary employees were employed in the
State Railway Department on 30th June,
19227
“2. What was the net revenue per
employee in the Railway Department
during the year 1921.227
“3. How many train miles were run
during the year 1921-227?”

AND TRAIN

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
replied—
“1, 2, and 8 The figures are not yet
prepared.”

PenaLty oN OVERDUE CrowN REexTS.
Mr. MORGAN asked the Secretary for
Public Lands—

“Will he bring in an amending Bill so
that the Secretary for Public Lands may
possess the power of abolishing the 10
per cent. penalty on overdue rents during
periods of depression and drought? ”’

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
replied— i

“ This question is receiving the close
attention of myself and the Cabinet at
the present time.”

AMOUNT RECEIVED FOR RETROSPECTIVE
PasTorAL RENTS.

Mr. MORGAN asked the Treasurer—

“ What total amount was received by

the Treasury for retrospective rents under
the Land Act Amendment Act of 1919
for the ycar ended 30th June, 19227
The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,
Chillagoe) replied—
¢ £60,253 8s. 3d.”

AMOUNT EXPENDED ON GOVERNMENT RELIEF.
Mr. MORGAN  (Murille) asked the
Treasurer—

‘“ What was the amount cxpended in
Government relief for the year ended
30th June, 19227"

The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,
Chillugoe) replied
O £174.004 11s. 1047

[ASSEMBLY.]

Questions.

FrNavcran HMBARCO AGAINST ITALIAN asD

Daxise IMOIGRANTS.
Mr. PETERSON
Premicr—

1. Has the Government placed any
financial embargo against the landing of
Italian immigrants in Queensland?

“2. Has the financial embargo placed
by the Queensland Government against
Danish settlers arriving in Quetnsland
been rescinded ?

3. Under what Statute, Federal or
State, have th: Queensland Government
power to enforce such embargo?”’

The PREMIER replied—
*1. No; nor has it power to do so.
2. There never was such an embargo.
3. The State has ro powers of execlu-

sion or admission. such functions being
vestod solely in the Commonwealth.”

(Xormanby) asked the

REDUCTION OF SALARIES AND ALLOWANCES OF
MINISTERS AND MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT.

Mr. PETERSCON asked the Premier—

“In view of the decision of the Gavern-
ment to apply to the Arbitration Court
for a reduction in the salaries and wages
of civil servants and State employees.
respectively, will he take into considera-
tion the advisabilitv of the fellowing:—
() A reduction in the salaries of Binis-
ters: (D) curtailing of travelling allow-
ance privileges accorded Ministers: (o)
roducing the salaries ¢f members propos-
tionately to the dstrnes of electorafes
from the seat of government? ”

The PREMIER replied—

“The Gevernment's intentions will be
disclosed at the prop-r time. T would
remnind the hon, membor that when he =at
on this side of the House he was most
clamorons in his demond for incrcaved
Parliamentary allowance.

GoveERNMENT MEMBERS: Ilear, hear! wud
laughter.

REPORT OF VALUATION BOARD ON ASS

Brispaxe Travwavs COMPANY.

Mr. KING {Logan) asked the Scerctary for
Railways—

“Will he be plrased te place on the
table of the House the report of the
Valuation Board snnoinird to value the
assets of the Brisbane Tramways Com-
pany, Limited?”

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

“ For obvious reasons the 1‘opc’>,rt s of
a confidential nature at present.

FruiT Pulp IMPORTED INTO QUEENSLAND.

Mr. MAXWELL (Brisbun:) asked the
Minister in Charge of State Enterprises—

“ What quantity of fruit pulp has been
iraported by his department from the
Southern States during the last twelve
months 77

Hox. W.
replied—

“ The pulp of fruits not grown or pro-
curable in Queensland is imported from
the South in sufficient quantities te meet
our requirements,”

FORGAN SMITH (Mackau



Questions.

ixncoME Tsx  aAxD  RETROSPECTIVE  RENTS

COLLECTED FROM CATTLE INDUSTRY.

Mre., FLETCHER {Port Curtis) asked the
Treasurer—

“1. What was the total amount of
income tax received by the Treasury from
persons or companies cngaged in the
cattle industry during—(e) financial year
ended 30th June, 1921; () financial year
ended 30th June, 1922?

“2. What wuas the total amount of
retrospective  rents  collected  from  all
sources during last financial year?

3. (¢) How many persous or com-
panies received extension of time to pay
retrospective rents?  (h) What was total
amount of same?

4, What is the total of vetrospective
rent yet to be collected 777

The TREASURLR replied—

“1. The annual report of the Commis-

sioner of Taxes shows the total amount
of tax as d to pastoralists and pas-
toral companics. The information dis-
secting the tax paid by sheep or cattle
men 1s not available.

2,5 and 4. It has not been possible
to prepare this information in the time
available. I suggest that the hon, mem-
ber move for a return.”

Export CHARGE ox Loa DPixe,

Mr. BRAND (Burrum) asked the Sccretary
or Public Lands— '
“1. Is it a fact that his department is
making a charge of 1s. 3d. per 1,000
supmﬁma feet on the export of log pine
to the Southern States by private enter-
prise, and is issuing receipts on the
collection of same by the State sawmills?

2. If so, is this practice being adopted
with the Ob](‘('t of assisting this State
enterprise to pay?

3. Does he not consider this charge
on Queensland timbers to other States in
Australia an export tax?

“ 4, If so, is this legal?”’

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
replied—
“1. No.
‘“2. See answer to No. 1.
‘3. See answer to No. 1.
‘4. Bee answer to No. 1.

-IncoME Tax ON SaLg oF Muxcana MINES.
Mr. GREEN (Zownsville) asked the Trea-

surer——

‘1. Was income tax charged and paid
on the sale of the Mungana mines to the
State Government?

2. If so, what was the actual amount
paid ?”’

The TREASURER replied—

“1 ard 2. As the sale did not take
place until 25th March, 1922, the tax to
be paid on the profit (if any) made by
the sale will not be assessed until after
30th September next, the date on which
returns of income earncd during the
financial year ended 30th June, 1922, are
due.”

[6 Juwnvy.]
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INKERMAN IRRIGATION SCHEME—AREA AND
CHARGES.
Mr. GREEN asked the Treasurer—

1. What 1z the area of land under
cultivation at present being irrigated by
th(- Inkerman 1nrrigation scheme 7

¢2. What is the estimated arca of land

under cultivation to be sup.plied witn
water during the forthcoming twelve

months ?

3. What is the present annual chara:
to benefiting farms, per acre, cultivaterd
area ?

“ 4. Is there any other charge heing
made on benefited arcas?”

The TREASURER replied—

“1 and 2. This information’ is
obtained.

“3. No charge will be decided upon
until the information referred to in Nos:
1 and 2 is collected.

“4. A special rate will be levied on
farms which are provided with fluming.”

being

REPORT OF VALUATION BOARD ON ASSETS OF
BrissaNe TraMways COMPANY,

Mr. XING, without notice, asked the
Secretary for Railways—

“Will hon. members be permitted to
peruse the report of the valuation board
appointed to value the assets of the Bris-
bane Tramways Company, Limited?”

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
replied—
“ ¥ would refer the hon. member to my
answer to his previous question.”

MoTtioN For CREATION OF NEW STATES.

Mr. BRAND (RBurrum), without notice,
asked the hon, member for Rockhampton, Mr.
Forde—

“ Recognising  the importance and
value to the new States movement of the
business being transacted by the confer-
ence at Albury, will he allow the motion
standing in his name on the business-
paper this day to lapse until such time as
the direction from the Albury conference
has been carried into effect, such direc-
tion being that, prior to submission to
State Parliaments, a conference be con-
vened of members of Parliament favour-
able to the new States ideal, quite irre-
spective of party politics?”’

Mr. FORDE (Rockhampton) replicd—
“ Seeing that the hon. member for
Burrum, in all the division lists, is seen

voting side by side with the hon. member
for Bulimba (Mr. Barnes) >

Hon. W. II. BABNES:

seénsoe.

Mr. FORDE—

“ And with the hon. member for
Windsor, the author of that famous peti-
tion to the Commissioner for Railways
asking him not to disclose to the farmers
partmulars of the prices realised on their

That shows his good

produce, it is no Wonder that the hon.
member for Burrum is ‘in the bag’ on
this question, and does not want the

country districts to get the recognition
that is due to them. ”

(J.oud langhter and interruption.)
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The SPHAKER: Order! I would ask

hon. members to restrain themselves.

Mr. BRAND: I desire to ask the hon.
member for Rockhampton a further question
without netice—

“Is it a fact that there has been initiated
a movement in North Queensland with
the object of electing him president of
the republic of Central Queensland?”

(Laughter.)

Mr., FORDIL: Mr. Speaker, if you will
permit e to answer that question, I will
seil you, Sir, that there is a very live move-
ment in Central Queensland to out a republi-
can and to elect me member for Capricornia.

GoverNMENT MeMBERS: Ilcar, hear! and
laughter.

The SPEAXKER: Ordoer!

PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF COMMON-
WIEALTH CONSTITUTION.
New S7atEs MOVEMENT.

Mr. FORDE (Rockhampton), in moving—
“That in the opinion of this Parlia-
ment, the time has arrived for the re-
modelling ¢f the Commenwealth Consti-
tution, providing for the subdivision of
Australia into a greater number of self-
governing States, making for more
economical and effective government,
and alse providing an easy method for
the peeople living in any district, such
as Central Queensland, or Northern New
South Wales, 1o obtain self-government,
and that the Prime Minister of Aus-
tralia be urged to take the necessary

steps to bring about thesc reforms,”
said: If is ossential, when considering such
a very lmportant matter as this—a matter
of national importance—to look at it from
the viewpoint of Australia, Queensland is
one of the self-governing States of Australia,
and somebimes it is as well that hon. mem-
bers in this House should look beyond the
confines of Queensland and consider the
interests of Australia as a whole. I hope
that during this debate there will be a
non-party spirit displayed. The conclusion
of the World War ushers in the advent of
a new world, and Australia is taking stock
of her position, and she finds herself a much
more important nation than previously. She
has to take a more important part in the
councils of the world, and what suited Aus-
tralia as a Constitution for twenty years
now requires revision. ‘I think cvery pat-
riotic Australian views with alarm that, urder
her present system of government Australian
production, eospecially hor primary produc-
tion, is not progressing as it should. In
fack, in some States, T am sorry to cay that
it 1s languishing, particularly in States
like Western Australin and South Avstralia.
In many cases thcre is an actual decline in
rural population, and, in order to prevent
the trend of population to the cities, we
shall have to encourage people to go into the
country districts. Country life must be made
more attractive by the conservation of water,
by the construction of additional railways
and good roads: by providing better postal
and telephonic communication, and by estab-
lishing modern civilised conveniences, there-
bg providing a market for primary products,

which will bring iIn its train additional
monufactures. We want to build up our
secondary  industries.  All that will mean

additional population and the cstablishment

[Mr. Forde.

[ASSEMBLY.|

Commonwealth Constitution.

of a greatly increased home market. That is
of vital importance to Australia, and it can
be brought about more rapidly by a sub-
division of Australia into more manageable
areas, giving self-government to Central
Queensland, North Queensland, Northern
New South Wales, and other portions of
Australia that ask for it. The present time
is a very appropriate one to carry such a
motion as this, because there is mecting in
Albury the All-Australian Now States Con-
ference, the object of which is to thrash out
a policy common to all the New States move
ments, with the idea of sccuring a definite
amendment of the Commonwealth Constitu-
tion, and deciding along what lines the
New States propaganda shall be pursued in
the future. 'This movement, which is a
very live one in Albury, is a good one, and
I am pleased to be able fo say that we have
representing Central Queensland at that
conference Mr, W. 8. Buzacott, the editor
of the  Daily Record,” and Mr. Mawdes-
ley, the secretary of the Rockhampton Har-
bour Board—iwo very fine representatives
who for years have been iuterested in the
New States movement in Central Queens-
land, and who will put the case for Central
Qucensland very effectively before the very
important confercnce in  Albury. At the
All-Australian New States Conference in
Albury the following New States movements
are represented :—
Riverina New State Movement;

Northern New State Movement, New
South Wales;

New  States of Australia  League,
Sydney ;

Australian Legion, Melbourne;

Central Queensland Scparation Move-
ment;

South-West Australian Separation
Movement; and

Separation Movement, Northern

Western  Australia.
There are over sixty delegates present af
the conference,. and they are all men of
some standing—men who have made a study
of constitutions] history—and the result of
the conference will be to cstablish firmly

the New States movement, not only in
Central  Quecensland and Northern New

South Wales, but ail over Australia, and to
educate the pcople on these important
matters.

1 hed an opportunity of being present at
the New  States Conferemee in Armidale
in April last year, as the representative of
Central Quecensland, and I there met over
200 delegates from all parts of
North New South Wales.  The
Northern New South Wales
League has 132 branches, and those branches
all the year round are raising money. They
hold competitions and bazaars, and raise
large sums of money, and go in for propa-
ganda work, which is very important to such
a movement as this., It is no use any centre
expecting the Government of a State to agree
to the subdivision of the State without
provine to the Government in a convincing
manner that pablic fecling i b hind the
movement. It is no use sending resolutions
down unless they can show that the majority
of the people in the area are in favour of
self-government for that particular area; and
thet is why I say they should not expect
a Government to do evervthing, bub, by
organisation, get a sufficiently large mem-
bership to fmpress the State or Federal

{4 p.m.]
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authorities. T believe we can do that in
Central  Quecnsland. When I was  in
Northern New South Wales I had an oppor-
tunity of etting round and  sceing  the
country, and, just to show how it has been
held back for wani of self-govermment, I
want to point out that it is as rich in soil
and as good in climate as, if not better than,
Victoria. It is as large as Victoria, and not
inferior in any wav from a natural point of
view: yet Vietoria. with self-government,
has a population of 1.500.000. as against
Northern New South Wales, with 230.000
without self-government.,  Victoris has 4,000
miles of railways, as against 1.000 miles of
railways in Northern Neow South Wales.
There are operating in Victoria to-day 5,000
factories, as against a fruit factory and a
four-miif or two in Northern New South
Wales. Queensland, at the time she got self-
government, had 25,000 pecple. 3he now has
750.650 people and 7,000 miles of railways.
Lf she had not get separvation from ZHew
South Wales, she would rot have made that

progress.  In fact, [ had ihe pleasure of
listening  to an address delivered by Sir
William Cullen, the Chief Justice of New

South Wales, at Armidale New States Con-

ferenes, when he recounted a conversation
which he had with the late Sir Samuel
{iriffith, in  Brishane, when 8ir Samuel

Griffith said to him—

I believe that, if Queensland had not
got separation from New South Wales.
she would not to-day have half of the
population she has.”

The cost of government in Australia is
too great. The taxpayers cannot stand the
leavy burden much longer. Government
must be simplified and all the exp:nsive and
unnecessary  paraphernalia  of government
must be cut out.  According to ** Knibbs,”
the cost of parliamentary government in
Australia is £467.154 per annum. The total
cest of the seven Parliaments, electoral offices,
and Royal Commissions amounts to £952,618,
or close on a £1,000,000 per annum, which has
to be met by the taxparers of Australia.
There are 636 members of Parliament, and
the cost of conducting the Commonwealth
lilectoral Office alone is £94,536.

Mr. VOowrLes: And zou
Government in the North?

Mr. FORDE: Yes; but [ want to simplify
and cheapen government. Instead of seventy-
two members sitbing in this corner of Queens-
land, I stand for twenty members here,
twenty members in Central Quecnsland, and
twnty members in Northern Queensland, so
that the people living in remote parts can be
locked after. The townspeople and lawyers
in the cities do not care about them.

An Opposirion MeuBsR: Do you call that
economy T

Mr. FORDE: I would ecconomise by
reducing the number of members in Aus-
tralia. We  should economise. People
cannot stand this burden, and particularis
‘the people in the country districts, on the
farms, which hon. members on the Opposi-
tion benches misrepresent. The cost of con-
ucting the Commonwealth Llectoral Office
alonc is £94.536 per annum. 'The cost of the
upkeep of the six State electoral offices is
£43.408 per annum, The time is coming
when there must be one Commonwealth
Tlectoral Office dealing with both Federal
and Stais elections.

Mr. GreeN: Why do the Government not
o that, the same as South Australia?

want ancther

[6 Jury.g
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Mr. FORDE: I think it would lead to
economy. Sooner or later it muit come. If
the hon. member will vote for this motion,
as 1 believe he will, because he stands for
self-government for Nerthern Queensland,
he will be confirming my argument on that
point.

I want to deal briefly with the hi:tory of
the advocacy of self-government for Central
and Northern Qucensland. The very earliest
movement in the direction of the division of
Queensland into self-governing provinces was
initiated in 1864, when there appeared in the
Governer's Speech prepared by the Govern-
ment led by the then Premier, Mr. Herbert,
the following statement:—

“ The question of local self-government
is of peculiar iwportance to tnis colony,
in consequence of the remoteness of many
of its districts from the seat of govern-
ment. A Bill will be introduced to
cnable local affairs to be administered,
and local expenditurce to be controlled by
provincial councils.”

In September, 1864, a Bill to cstablish pro-
visional councils was passed. With regard to
the hirthplace of the separation movement,
I am pleaszed to say that Rockhampton was
its birthplace. It was started there in 1860,
or seven years after the great coony of
Queensland was established. A petition on
the subject vas sent to the Imperial Govern-
ment in that year, but it wes rejected for
the reason that no resolution on the subjech
had been made before the local Legislature.
Of course, the local Legislature was not
sympathetic, and it was not approached. The
next move was 2 petition to the Legislative
Asscmbly presented on 21st May, 1867, by
Mr. Charles Fitzsimmons and signel by 531
residents of Rockhampton and reighbouring
districts. The advocacy was so strong in
thoss days that Mr. A. H. Palmer, the
Premier.  introduced a Bill to 1’1\‘0‘iidg\_for
financial scparation in the Central Divlsx‘on,
the North, and the South, bv the establish-
ment of councils, but the Bill was lost. It
met a similar fate in 1872, and a like result
in 1876, and in 1877 it was introduced and
again defcated. The rext move was a separa-
tion memorial, signed by the inhabitants of
Central Queensland, which was despatched
tn the Sceretary of State for the Colonies on
24th January, 1871, but the then Acting
Governor, Sir Maurice (Conuell, 1vserted a
personal expression of opinion. which read—

“ The matter to which it refers is not
yet ripe for legislation,”

A further intimation was made that the
Premicr, Mr. Palmer, was dizinclined to
make the matter one for deliberation in the
Heecutive Council. The Government actually
vofused to make the subject one for delibera-
tion in the Bxeccutive Council at that time.
Another petition was forwarded through the
Marauis of Normanby, the then Governor, to
the Scerotary of State for the Colonics, on
otth  Decomber, 1671, The Governor, 1in
commenting on the petition to the Sceretary
of State for the Colonies at that time, said—-
“"he subject is one which is left an
opsn question with my Council, and one
on which, as a Gevernment, they declined
to offer any advice.”

v failed in their duty. They weuld not
offer their opinion ane way or the other. That
is the attitude of Tory Governments on these
nmattors.  Again the peeple were sidetracked—
the prople the descendants of whom Irepresent

Mr. Forde.|
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to-day in the Quecnsland Parliament. In 1879
Mr. John M. Macro-san, being then Seere-
fary for Works and Mines, introducd and
had passed a Bill to divide the colony into
districts for financial purposzes, and to adjust
the gencral and local receipts and expendi-
ture of the colony. A m-tion was intraduced
in the Legislative Asembly by Mr. Macrossan
in 1886 for the division of Queensiand, but
the motion was defeated by a majm"it)\' of
members representing Southern Queensiand.
Another motion was moved by Mr. ¥acressan
and defeated in 1890. Then latsr on Mr. A
Archer, one of the members for Rockhampton'
moved a resolution on the 1:th November,
1890, and 15 niet the same fate as the pre\'i1
ous resolution. Then came along Mr. G. 8
Curtis. Mr. Curtis about this time came into
brominence as an active advocate of solf.
government for Central Queensland. e took
& very promintent part indead. Let me say
here that, although Mr. Curti and T do not
see eye to eve on political matters, he bo.
came a very able representative in f;u'our of
sclf.-goverm.n(\nt for Central Quernsland Y
petition which emanated from Central Qué(‘n;-
land was signed by 7.727 inhabitants, ard it
was sent doyvn to Parliament in 189(3, but a
feply was given to that petition stating that
the question wus not yet ripe for a decisien.
iﬂ 7it was again sidetracked.  On the 12th
November, 1890, w further communication was
;iddr(m,-od to Bavon Knutsford. Secrotarvy of
State for the Colonies i Eugland, be tw niy.
six members o] the Legislative Aszsembly of
Queﬂ.nslnnd, who favoured the separation of
Central Queensland. A reply was re: elved

d receive consideration,

that the matter woul
Sir Henrs Wylie Norman, the (Grovernor of
%ﬁe?;m}{_ made the following memo. at
“I have not as vet been couvinced tha
3 majority of the people in Central
Queensland desire scparation,”’
So the matter was again dropped, aud the
people  of Central Queensland wore again
f.ruutrafc:d In their desive to chtain sexr;iwa-
tlon. 8ir 8. W. Griffith, who was then Pre-
mier of Queensland. was opposed to the
subdivision of Queensland into throo colonies
He, however, was induced by great pressure
from Central and Northern Queensland, as a
result of a tour through that part of the
colony, to introduce a Bill. and that B'1 cameo
before this Assembly on 23rd June, 1892. The
real proposal in the Bill was for the division
of Q}ueen,sland into three provinces. Mr. A.
H. Barlow moved an amendment eliminating
Central Queensland, and the azendment was
carried. That amendment was carried by a
majority of members of this Assembly who
were opposad to the Labour party. As the
result of that amendment being carried, the
Bill was withdrawn. They were plaving’with
the people of Central Queensland. Another
Bill was introduced entitled ¢ Constitution
Bill, No. 2,” and it provided for two p‘ro—
vinces, the Centre forming part of Southern
Queensland, while self-government was to be
granted to Northern Queensland. That Bill
was carried in this Ascombly b thirty-fwo
votes to eight. The late Sir Robort Philp
was one of the strongest sunporters of that
Bill; in fact, he was a ~hampion of sclf-
government for Northern Queensland and for
Central Queensland.  Th- third reading of
the Bill was carried by thirts votss to thi
teen. and it was then sent up to the Leg
lative Council, which is now defunct.
GOVERNMENT MEVDERS :

[dir. Ford-.

Heavr, hear!

TASSEMBLY.

Commonwealth Constitution.

Mr. FORDE : Even in those davs the will
of the people of Queensland was defeated by
the Upper House. The scecond reading of
the Bill in the Legislative Courcil wux de-
feated iy scventeen votes io win 1 am
elod that to-day no legislation passed by thi
SAasembly can be defeated by avy other body.

i

The year 1883 was the next stage in the
=enaration movement, when Mr, G R. Burns,
one of the members for Townsville, moved a
mction in favour of tervitorial separation for
the Northern portion of the colonv., That
motion was defeated. Mr. G. 8. Curtis, who
showed great ability as a champion of the
separation movement in favour of self-
government for Central Queensland, came
into this House in 1893. On 20th August,
1893, Mr. Curtis moved a motion affirming
that as the constituencies of th~ Central
Division had at the general election declared
in favour of territorial separation, it was
desirable that the territory compriscd within
such division should be erected into a separate
colony. That motion was defeated in this
House by thirty-two votes to fifteen. I am
mentioning these facts so that hon. members
will krow that it is no new idea for the peaple
of the Centre and North to want separation.
In fact, the people of Central and Northern
Queenzland have been fighting for sclf-
government for over half a century. In 1893
the women of Central Quecnsland took an
interest in the matter, and a petition signed
by 4,000 women was sent to Her Majesty the
Queen asking her to grant Central separation.
A very diplomatic reply was received to that
petition, stating that Her Majestv was pleased
to receive it very graciously. So again the
people of Central Qucensland were set back.
in 1893 the separation convention embled
in Reckhampton and passed five resolutions
in reference to the sepsration of Central from
Southern and Northern Qu@ensland.  These
were forwarded through the president, My
G 8. Curtis, to the Gevernor for trans-
mission to Iler Majesty the Queen. They
were adviced of the result by Sir Thomas
XcIlwraith, who stated that it had Dbecome
a matter for serious considuration, hut noth-
ing further was done. Again the prople were
sidetrasked. In the scssion of 1896 th= late
Hon. W. Kidsten, who represented Rock-
hampton in this Parliament, moved a further
motion in connection with eeparation.  On
17th September. 1896, Mr. Kidston moved a
motion in favour of taking a referendum * to-
obtain a direct cxpression of opinion from
the clectors of Northern and Certral Queens-
Jand as to the desirability of their respective
districts being constituted separate colonies.”
That motion was defrated bv  twenty-five
votes to fourteen. Ancther motion of similar
importance was moved by Mr. Kidston in
1897, when his colleague. Mr. Curtis, moved
an amend-uent directlv affirming that Central
and Northern divisicns should be constituted
sepatrate colonjes. Mr. Curtis’s amerdment
was put, and the result was twentv votss for
the *“ Aves” and twentv for the ¢ Noes.”
Mr. Sneaker Cowley voted with the “ Aves.”
and the motion was thercfore carried. Then
what happened? That was akoub three years
before federation and the Queersland Parlia-
ment aftirmed that there should be territorial
separation for Central and Northern Queens-
land, and also that the people had a right
to govern themselves., However, what was
wanted was an Act of Parliament, not a
resolution.  The then Government would not:
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take the question up. Federation then
arrived, and the big issue swept th> people
off their feet for a time, so the separation
question was overshadowed.

The next move came from the late IHon.
T. J. Ryan, who, as member for Barcoo in
the Queensland Parliament, moved on 28th
July, 1910—

“That, in the opinion of this House,
the time has arrived when Queensland
should be divided into three States, and
when Central and Northern Queensiand
should each be granted a separate Con-
stitution, subject to the Constitution Act
of the Commonwealth of Australia.”

‘That motion was put to the House and
carried but nothing further was done, which
shows that pious reiolutions have no business
in them.. Legislation is what was required.
The pecple were again sidetracked. In the
session of 1913, Mr. John Adamson, who
represented Rockhampton, tabled a motion
affirming that Queensiand sheuld be divided
into thrce States with separate Clonstitutions.
‘What happened? That motion was defeated
by 27 votes to 21. The division list shows
that the members of the Labour party sup-
ported the motion. The division list was—
““Ayes (2])—Messrs.
Crawford, Fihelly, Foley, (;mhea Grant,
Hardacre, Kessell, FII‘V\all Ldnd Lar.
combe, Lennon, ¥acrossan, May, McCor-
mack. Murphy, O’Sulli\‘an, Payne, Ryan,
and Thzodore.
¢ Nocs  (27)—Messrs.
Barnes ”

I sce Mr. W. H. Barnes voted against that
motion. I have in mind that, when Mzr.
Barnes was in Rcckhampton reccntly, he
told the people that he loved the peop'e of
Ceontral Queensland. A lady said to him:
“ Seeing that you love the people of Central
‘Queensland, can you tell then why vou voted
against the motion for self-government in
1914 Mr. Barnes repited, ¢ Weall, T reallv

Adamson, Archer,

Appel, W. IH.

do mot knew. I think probably our lady
friend is misivformed.” ¢ Oh, no. Mr.
Barnes.” she replied, “1 Will quote to you

page 1,146 of ¢ Hansard.
the page and the date, and, of coure. he
had to sit down. She is a person who reads
and takes an interest in political issues.

Mr. XERR: Who prepared that question for
her?

She gave him

Mr. FCRDE: She prepared it herself.
“The other ¢ Noes” were—
¢ Meoessrs. Bell, Bertram, Blair, Bou-

chard, Bowman, Bridges, Caine, B. H.
Cerser, E. B. C. Corser, Cribb, Denham,
Forsvth, Gilday, Gunn, Hamilton, Hodge,

Peaget, Petrie, Liew-Col. Rankin, Messrs.
bwavno Tolmie, Trout, Welsby, Win-
‘stanley.”

Ar. Kere: Who is Mr. Winstanley? (Oppo-
sition laught-r.)

Mr. FORDE: Well, if those Labour mem-
bers who voted with the ¢ Noes” were asked
questions on the platform they would not tell
lies over it. They would tell the truth. Messrs,
Barnes, Denham, Blair, Corser, and others
voted against it. And I want to say that
pressure was brought to bear on the Prime
Minister some time ago particularly as a
result of that New State Conference at Armi-
dale, and a Constitution Convetion Bill was
introduced into the Federal Parliament. It
was drawn wp in such a way that it was not
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acceptable to the majon’t} of the Federal
. xml)ﬂr‘ no doubt, the PPrime Minister knew
that when he introduced it. fle played with
Dr. Page, the leader of the Federal Country
party, and he had no difficulty in having the
Bill thrown out. On page 14,260 of Federal
“ Hansard > No, 108, session 1923-21, Mr.
Hughes said—

“ The present position is well known
to hon. membors, There is no prospect of
the Bill being passed into law I
I desive further to annouuce that the
Government, at the earliest possible
moment next session, will bring down
such proposed amendments of the Con-
stitution as it thinks desirable, and afford
the House the freest opportunity to sug-
gest oth:rs, The Government will exer-
cise its own right to determine which,
if any, of such further amendments so
suggested shall receive its suppmt when
th(w are submitted to the peopls.”

That is what the Prime Minister told the
Federal members. He had no intention of
passing that Bill, He wanted to conciliate
Dr. IFPage—thore is no doubt about it—one
hss only to read the newspapers. It will be
seen thuat referm must come from the Federal
Parliament. and it is well that we should
pass a motion such as this and show how,
r.ght from the tuane the matt'r was first
mocted away back in 1866, successive State
Governments sidetracked the issues. I would
like to see the reforms brought about by the
legislation of this Parliament, if possible;
but past expericnce over a period of fifty
years makes that unlikely. 8o I say that the
Tfederal Constitution should be amended to
give the Federal Parliame:t power to facili-
tate the giving cof seif-government to any
recognised districts such as Central Queens-
land and Northern Quecnsland. Section 123
of the Commonwealth Constitution provides—
““The Parliament of the Commonwealth

may, with the consent of the Parliament

of a State, and the approval of the

majority of the clectors of the State
voting upon the question, increase,
diminish, or otherwise alter the limits

of the State upon such terms and condi-
tions #s may be agreed on, and may, with
the like consent, make provision respecting
tho effect and op(‘ratmn of any incrcase
or diminuton or alteration of territory
in relation to any State affected.”

And section 124 provides—

“A new State may be formed by
separation of territory from a State, but
ounly with the consent of the Parliament
thereof, and a new State may be formed
by the union of two or more States or
parts of States, but only with the consent
of the Parliaments of the States affected.”

Now, let me read what the Labour party’s
platform savs with regard to the alteration
or the Commonwealth Cor\stltutlon—
“ (1) Complete self-government as a
British community.
“(2) The Commonwealth
to be amended to provide—
{z) Unlimited legislative powers for
the Commonwealth Parliament, and
such delegated powers to the States or
Provinees as the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment mav determine from time to time.
() The Commonwealth Parliament
to be vested with authority to create
new States or Provinces.”

Mr. Forde.]

Corustitution
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That is important

“The Senate to be abolished. The
High Cour: of Australia to have finsl
jurisdiction in all Australian cases. The

prm(’nml of adult suffraﬂre to be embodied
in the Coustitution.’

Now, the Commonwealth Constitution i
the third it a chain of four great written Con-
stitutions of Inglish- spt,a,hmg people.  The
fundamental principle of the American Con-
stitution is the weakness of the central power.
That Counstitution makes the State Govern-
ments the vivals of the central power.
The result is State jealousies, which is
very unsatisfactory, and it was adopted as
the model for the Australian Constitution.
The Canadian Constitution has as its funda-
mental principle the strength of the central
power. It has been said that South
Africa adopted the Canadian distribution of
powers between the central and local organs
of government, but the South African scheme
is not federal, but unitary. That is the
principle which is populal]y known as uni-
fication. The South African people selected
that form of Constitution after they had had
some experience of the Australian Constitu-
tion. They would not follow the latter,
according to the statement made by VJ’.‘LJOI‘
Belcher, the manager of the British Empire
Mission, when he was out here. They con-
sidered that the Canadian Constitution suited
them much better. The Parliament of the
Commonwealth cannot alter the Constitution
of New South Wales, and, consequently, the
Australian Constitution is what is called a
federated Constitution. On the other hand,
the Parliament of South Africa can alter
the Constitution of Cape Colony, and that is
why it is unificatory. It means that the
central Government is the sovereign power
from which the powers are delegated to State
or  Provincial Covernments and further
powers to municipal counecils, if esnsidered
sdviceable. I maintain that grveat progvess
can be brought about more rapidly in Aus-
tralia by a general subdivision of Australia
into more manageable arcas than by any
other means I can think of.

Here T want to quote what Dr. Dunmore
T.ang, the renowned legislator of New South
Wales in the early days, and a man who took
a foremost part in the advocacy of self-
government for what is now known as Quecns-
lind, had to say after his return from the
United States of America—

“In the course of a visit to the United
States of Ameriea in 1820, I learnt that
much of the social comfort and happiness
depondod on their having the govern-

ment in all the more Jmpmtant coneerns
of life brnught to their own doors throuzh
the division of their country into a num-
ber of soparate States; also, that thoy
had mund from experience that from
40,600 to 50 000 square miles was a proper
extont of territory for a separate State.”

It stands to reason that even a station is
better managed within a radius of 20 miles
from thie head station than within a radius
of 80 miles or 100 miles from the head
<tation. A system of vmall Statcs means that
the Government 2re morve sympathetic and
that membaors of Parlinment have a better
opportunity to get in tcuch with the people
personally.  Ministers can become known to
the people and learn their requirements and
the conditions under which they live much
more intimately than they conld in a great
State like Queensland, where it takes close on

[2fr. Forde.
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a fortnight to travel from oune end to the
other. It only requires c¢ommon sense  to
know that it would lead to better government
and a livelier sense of responsibility on the
part of the people outside if we had as States
such districts as Central Queensland, North-
crn Queensland, and Northern New South
Wales.

At 4.30 p.m.,

The CHAIRMAN or CoMMITTEES, Mr. Kirwan
(Brisbenc), relieved the Speaker in the chair.

Mr. FORDE: I am @ great believer in a
member of Parliament knowmg his people—
getting in touch with them, mixing among
them, living the same life as they live.
Australia is unique in the paucity of its sub-
divisions when compared with all the other
large areas in the world. For instance, take
Brazil. It has an area of 3,200,000 square
miles, and has twenty provinces in addition
to its Central Government. The Argentine
Republic has ten provinces and fourteen ter-
ritories to administer an area of 1,100,000
square miles. Germany had about 200,000
square miles and twentyfive State Adminis-
trations. The United States of America, for
an area which is 900 square miles smaller
than Australia, has forty-eight Governments.
as againsg Australia’s five on the mainland.
The progress of the United States, which
started originally with thirteen States for
3,000,000 people, has been particularly marked:
since they went in for general subdivision.
The States in America are 50,000 to 60,000
#quare miles in area, with the capital some-
whcr(, near the centre of the State. In fact,
all the countries that have gone in for gencral
subdivision preseng very striking instances of
rapid growth of population followmg the
division of the existing arcas and the crea-
tion of addltlonal States, because they have
been better managed, the subdivision having
fed to better go\'erum(‘nt T would not fm
a moment advocate that there should be
established in Australia twenty State Govern-
ments, with twenty Upper IHonses, twenty
Governors, and with the same expensive
govoarnmental machinery as we have to-day
in the average Stats in Australia, A lot of
that could he ecliminated. The number of
members of Parliawent could be reduced.
and, if QuLen%ml\d were divided into three
Statos, cach State could have twenty mem-
bers, but cach State must have adequate
governing powers.

T will give a few instances of the rapid
growth of States after ther have obtained
sclf-zovernment.  Take Towa, in America.
It has an arca of 56,000 squarc miles. In
1840, the nearest census to the vear in which
the State was crcated, it had a population of
43,000. Ten years later it had a population
of 182,000. 1In 1910 the population wa-
2.224,000. Kansas, with an arca of 82,000
square miles, had a population of 107 O‘TD n
1860, and ircreazed her population to 364,00
in ten years. In 1810 she had a population
of 1,600.000. Now take Kentucky, with an
area of 40,000 square miles and & population
of 73,000 in 1340, the vear in which it was
created a State. It increased its ropulation
to 220,000 in ten years. Take Wisconsin., It
increased its population from 30,000 to 335.000
in ten wveasrs, because it was able to look
after the requirements of the peopls, and
the legislators, having a small area to con-
centrate upon. could keep in touch with
the pcople. The population of Mississippl
inereased from 8,000 to 40,000 in ten years.
Tennessce  increaszed  her population  fromy
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35,000 to 105,000 in ten years. Oklahoma
increased from 61,000 to 398,000, and in 1910
had o population of 1,657,000. Ilinois
increased from 12,000 to 55000 in ten years.
Mark that sudden leap of population owing
to good government! In 1910, Illinois had a
population of 5,638,000.

Good government from Southern Queens-
land is a poor substitute for self-government.
I recognise that, since the present Govern-
ment came into power, Central Queensland
has had less rcason {o feel zggrieved than
ever before, becanse we have gone in for such
schemes as the Dawson Valley water conser-
vation and irrigation scheme, the Northern
Burnett scheme, the Alton Downs Railway,
und the North Coast Railwav, having spent
£2,000,00C on public works in Central Queens-
land. In addition, we have given £250,000
to the Rockhampton council for providing a
new water supply. 1 mention these things to
show that the people of Centra! @Qnecnsland
krow they have good government from the
Scuth, but they believe it is a poor substitute
for self-government,

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
hon. gentleman has exhausted the time

allowed him under the Standing Orders.

My, DASH (Mundingburra) formally
seconded the motion.

Myr. PETERSON (NYormanby): I am very
pleascd at having had the opportunity of
listening to the remarks of the hon. member
for Rockhampton in his advocacy of unifica-
tion and the principle of separation. One
can safely say that the speech of the hon.
gentleman was merely a repetition of ancient
history, which he has collated from this little
work published by Charles Arrowsmith Ber-
nays. Whilst the hon. member has been kind
enough to mention the names of other authori-
ties, he has not had the decency to give
credit to the gentleman who has been respon-
sible for the whole of his quotations. I have
been looking up Mr. Bernays’s book, and 1
desire to tender my congratulations to him
ou the splendid information that is contained
therein.  The hon. member's speech has been
one of quotations. He has not given any
argument why his motion should be sup-
ported. I do not intend to support it. I am
going to give the ITouse an opportunity of
coming to a division on an amendment.
Before doing so, I wish to refer.to the speech
delivered by the hon. member. For a long
time I was dissatisfied whilst T was a member
of the party opposite. By the way, I do not
take the slightest umbrage at their feeling
sore over my defection. I must expect that.
I myself used to feel sore at and sav hard
things about membeors who left the Labour
party, and I am prepared to put up with the
consequences of having done so, because, to
the best of my ability, I have obeyed my
conscicnce. The speech delivered by the hon.
member is one purely in favour of unifica-
tion, and Is against the spirit which has been
bshind  the great movement in  Central
Gueersland for the last fortv-five years. I
challenge the hon, member to go jnto any
part of Central Quecensland and advocate
there unification as a solution of tho troubles
of Central Quecnsland. He krows that he
hus sigued a pledge which practically binds
him to unification, and he can speak in no
other way. He also knows: that he does not
stand for the separation of Central Quoens-
land, but for the conversion of Central
(Jucensland into a glorified municipal council.
He talks about the high cost of government,
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the muaintenance of government, and the
rest of 1t 'That is beside the question,
and all the authorities that he quoted, from
Mr. G. 8. Curtis upwards or downwards,
in every case showed that the agitation was
in favour of separation with: full sovereign
rights to the new States that. were created.
The hon. member proposes to bring the people
of Central Queensiand down to. the level of
municipal councils.

Mr. ForDE: I do not mean anything of
the kind, and you know it, too.

Mr. PETERSON: I did not. interrupt the
hon. member when he was speaking. He has
an opportunity of replying; and will be in
a position to reply to my arguments; if he is
able.

Mr. Torpe: I will finish my speech when I
reply.

My, PETERSON: I believe all the
speakers on this side of the House will be
very brief, in order to give the hon. member
a chance of testing his sincerity.

Mr. Forpe: We know the hon, member’s
sincerity when he accepted’ £35 from the
Central Queensland Political Executive at the
last election. Tell us about that.

Mr. PETERSON : T do not know what the
hon. member is driving at

Mr. Ferpu: 1 will vead the letter.

My, PETERSON: If the Central Queens.
lund Political ¥xccutive contributed towards
the olection expenses in Normanby, it was
no{ in proportion to what I put in myself,
and the hon. member cannot deny that.

The DEPUTY BSPEAKER: Order! 1
would ask the hon. member for Normanby
to confine his remarks to the motion before
the House.

Mr. PETERSON : T quite agree with you,
Sir, that we should confine our remarks to
the question before the House, but a rather

personal statement was made, and I
naturally  accepted the opportunity of
replying. 1 propose to move the following
amendment :—

“ That all the words after ‘that,” in
the first line of the motion be deleted,
with a view to substituting the
following : —

This Parliament hercby consents to
the crcation of a new State comprising
the territory known as North Quecns-
jand, and a new State comprising the
territory known as Ceniral Queens-
land.”

There is no need to go beyond the present
Constitution, which has been provided by the
Imperial authorities. 'That Constitution has
a provision that we can secure self-govern-
ment for new States in Queensland, if we
care to take the necessary steps. Tor years
past in Gueensland it was no use going to
the utmost limits, for the simple reason that
we had an Upper House to contend with,
and it was usaally accented by hon. mem-
bers that that body would not vote for a
motion stich as the one 1 have indicated. In
section 121 of the Federval Constitution the
following provision is made:—

A new State may be formed by the
soparation of rerritory from a State, but
only with the consent of the Parliament
thercof, and a new Stste may be formed
by the umion of two or more States or
parts of States, but only with the consent
of the Parliaments of the States
affected.”

Myr. Peterson.]
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You have there absolute power for this House
to grant separation to Central and Northern
Quecnsland.. The hon. member for Rock-
hampton, in order to get a huge advertise-
ment in Central Gueconsland, comes along
here with a camoufiage—something like the
Labour objective—to pose as the political
Moses of Central Queensland. The thing is
absurd. I am going to give the hon. mem-
ber an opportunity of voting against this
amendment, and to satisfy the people of
Central Qucens‘avd that ho is not prepared
ro grant them un immediate opportunity of
obtaining separation.

1z that a

Mr. GLEDSON:
amendment ?

Mr. PETERSON: No. Probably therc
are hon. memnbers on this side, as well as
hon, members on the other side, who will

Country party

vote against the amendment, and against the

motion, if the motion is
Mr.

Mr. PETERSON: This is my own busi-
ness, as onc of the members from Central
Queensland, The reason why I support the
amendment is because I believe that, with a
unifieds systoin of governmend, we cannot
hope to chinc that success that we can
wnder a system of government with sovereign
rights.  Ta 1908, th. population in Northern
L(u( cnsland was 122,614, and on the 4th Aprii,
1921 —twelve years Tater—the population
had inercased to 129,756, or an increase of a
little over 7,000. ‘What becomes of the talk
of the hon. member for Herbert about the
great plosperlty of the Norith in the face of
these figures? The population in Central
Gueensland in 1909 was 70,859, and twelve
vears later it was 88945, Taking the
Southern Division—which is the crux of the
whole position—we find the population in

1909 was 364,764, and twelve years later it
was 533. 935 clearly showing that the drift
of the pgpula‘mon through the lack of having
sovereign  and  self-governing  States, 1s
towards the capital.  Unless we have an
opportunity of changing the system that we
have operating against us to- day, we can-
not ‘hope to develop Queensland in the way
it should be developed. It is not my inten-
tion to speak at great length, and I do not
want to be accused of talking this matter
out. I am not going to take my full time.
I want the Housc to come to a division to
show where the hon. member for Rock-
hampton stands, and whether he is a true
scparationisy, so far as Central Queensland
is concerned. ‘The hon. member in his speech
took care not to mention the fact that the
Federal House of Representatives has
already assented to the principle of dividing
the State of Queensland. The hon. member
quoted many authorities, but he never men-
tioned that the Federal member for Capri-
cornia introduced this motion on the subject
in the Federal Parliament in 1912—

“That this House. with the consent of
the Parliament of Queensland ”

put.

BuspineTox: I do not think so.

We have to get the consent of the Queens-
land Parliamert first. What is the use of
talking about what any conference at Albury,
or any other place, has done? We have the
Federal Constitution, which says that once
the Queensland Parhament has agreed to
separation it is an assured fact. Th> bhon.
member does not want sovereign rights for
Central Queensland, but he wants to bring
that part of the State down, so that it can

[Mr. Peterson.
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soelalistic objective, of which
under the system of

come under the

b 13 a bond-slave,

unification.
Mr., FORDE:

ib.

‘That is untrue, and you know

My. PETERSON: The hon. member for
Capricornia, Mr. W. G. Higgs, moved the
following motion, which was carricd unani-
mously by the Federal Parliament:—

“That this IIouse, with the consent
of the Parliament of Queensland, and in
accordance with chapter 6 of the Com-
monwealth Constitution, is prepared to
forin two new States out of the territory
now Lknown as Northern and (,entrm
Queensland,

“ T'hat this resolution be forwarded to
the Scnate with a request for its con-
currence therein.”

That did not end the business. While the
Federal House of Representatives may have
passed that motion a.d showed that it was
prepared to approve of the division of
Queensland into three States, the responsi-
bility still rests with the Qucensland Parlia-
ment to declare whether or not the people
of Central Queensland shall have separation.
I am sorry that the hon. member for Rock-
hampton has taken up his present attitude.
If hon. members look at the motiorn, they will
see that he was in such a tre.nendous hurry
to get it before the Mouse that he forgot to
inciude ¢ North Quecnsland.” Tle mentioned
the Northern distriet of New South Wales,
end also Central Queensland. but he Iorgot
to put in any word whatever about Norih
Queensland.

Mr. ForpE: I
in the State.”

Mr. PETERSON: I
bhon. member’s motion,
what he is driving at, and whether there is
any chance of gottm aniwhere in view of
thir amendment I have moved. The motion
roads—

“That, 1 the opinion of this Parlia-
ment, the time has arrived for the
remodelling of the Commcnwealth Con-
stitution providing for the subdivision
of Australia into a grester number of
self-governing States ”

Has the hon. member only just come into
existence? We have already got these powers
under the Constitution. Why doca he want
to waste time when the workers are starving
in their thousards? When the people arve
demanding work, and when we should be
doing something for the salarics we are
getting here, what effrontery and what check
on the part of the hon. me:nber for him to
come along here and give us dope like this,
when wo already have the power. The
motion continuss—

“ making fcr more economical and cffec-

tive government, and also providing an

casy method for the people living in any

district, such as Central Queensland.”

said “ and other districts

am going to read the
and then we shall see

Is there anything easier than the chance the
hon. member already has? All he has to do
is to get a majority of hon. members sitting
on his own side of the Housc to carry the
amendment I have moved. and then he could
pxobablv go back to Central Queensland and
say, “ We have got separation for Central
Queensland and for Northern Qucensland at
last.”  His motion gets nowhere. 1t is only a
little phase in the political campaign for the
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purpose of boosting himself at the expense
of his fellow Central members. He is not
prepared to play the man in his electorate.
He goes poking his nose into our clectorates
in order to diseredit us, and. instead of con-
sulting us in the matter, he brings forward
an absurd motion such as this, which makes
him appear ridiculous. I trust the }ouse
will carry the amendment.

Mr. GREEN (Zownsville): It gives me
very much pleasure to sccond the amendment
moved by the hon. member for Normanby.

Mr. Forpe: What is the amendment?

Mr. GREEN: It provides for sclf-govern-
ment for Central Queensland and Northern
Queensland.

The Homr SECRETARY: No, it docs not.

Mr. GREEN: That iz the object of the
amendment,

The ITosiz SECRETARY: Do vou wgree with
the hon. member for Normanby 7

Mr., GREEXN: T agree with the hon. mem-
ber for Normanby that a motion has onlv
to be carried by this House for Northern
and Central separation to become a fact.

The HoME SECRETARY: ITe raid it was
alyeady carried by the Federal Parliament,

Mr. GREEN: He said it was carried hy
the Federal House of Representatives by a
unanimous vote, but that it had not heen
carried by the Scnate. If this Housc agroes
to pass a direct motion in favour of separa-
tion, making it a tangible affair, then I feel
sure we shall have gone a long way to bring
about separation for Central and Northern
Queensland.

The HoME SECRETARY: We can get control
of the Senate by this means.

Mr. GRENN: I stand absolutely for
separation of a tangible kind. I do not
want unification, and I do not want glori-
fied municipal councils governing Central
Queensland snd Northern Queensland. If
we want to develop Norvthern and Central
Queensland, we must have sovereign rights
for each division. That is what we demand,
and it is for that reason that I am support-
ing the amendment. In so doing, I feel that
[ am following in the footsteps of two of
the greatest statesmen we have had in
Queensland—the late Sir Robert Philp and
the late Hon. J. M. Macrossan—who fought
in and out of season for scparation for
North  Queeasland. When  there were
traitors in the camp, those two men stood
firm and true to their principles. I do not
intend to speak at any length on the amend-
ment, because 1 want a division taken to
see how hon. members stand on the question.
My reason for supporting the amendment
is that it is the only method of developing
North Queensland and Central Queensland.
and allowing those two great portions of
the State to come into their own. The hon,
member who has jJust resumed his secat
showed us the growth of population in those
two great districts during the last thirteen
years, and it is a disgrace to Queensland
that the richest portions of this great State
should have shown so little advancement
during that period. T de not condemn the
present Government, nor <o I condemn past
Governments, but I do say that Queensiand is
too vast a State to be ruled from a corner
in the South. Hon. members of this House
dn not realise the greatness of the State of
Quecensland. 'The town which I represent
is only half-way along the Queensland coast,
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and. if we look at the wonderful resources
of North Queensland and see the little that
has been done for the development of those
yesources, T feel sure that every hon. mem-
Ler of ihis House will stand absolutely and
unitedly for the division of the State into
three portions.

The ITour Seemerany: I will vote for the
amendment if vou can assure me that there
will Dbe cighteen senators from Queensland.

Mr. GREEN: If we have three States
we will have cighteen senators.
Mr. Porrocx: Why stop af three States?

My, GREEN: When the hon. member
Tooks at the portion of North Queensland
that he represents, and sces how little de-
velopment has taken place therein, I am
surprised that he should put any difficulties
in the way of separation coming about.

Mr, Poinock : You have squeczed out all
the chemists  theve.

Mr. GREEN:
John Wren.

Mr. Porrock: You are a liar if you say
I squeezed John Wren.

Mr. GREEN: 7The hon. member for
Burke said he represented one of the richest
portions of Queensland.

Mr. Porrock: You arve a dirty liar.

Mr. GREEN: If that portion
developed and came into its own

Ay, POLLOCK: I rise to a point_of
order. The hon. member for Townsville,
T understand—I did not catch what he said
personally—said that 1 squeczed John Wren.
{Opposition laughter.) The only construction
I can place on that is a construction that no
hohest moember of Parliament could permit,
and T ask that the expression be withdrawn.

Mr. Vowrnis: .You withdraw what you
said.

The DEPUTV SPIAKER: As the hon.
member for Gregory regards the remark as
being offensive, T would ask the hon. mem-
ber for Townsville to withdraw.

Mr. GREEN: If the hon. member for
(tregory regards the remark as offensive, 1
will withdraw it: but T ask your protection
from the hon. member. who said that T
squeezed  certain other individuals out of

And  vou squerzed oub

were

(Queensland.
Mr. Porrock: That is true.
Mr. GREEN: If there is to be courtesy

on one side, the same courtesy should be
extended on the other.

Mr. VOWLES: The
Jregorr said that the
Townsville was a dirty liar, and he said
previously that the hon. member was a
liar. and T ask thabt those words be with-
drawn unveservedly.

The DEPUTY SPEAEKER: If the hon.
member for Gregory made use of that ex-
pression, 1 hope he will withdraw it, as 1t is
hardly parliamentary.

Mr. POLLOCK: As the hon. member by
withdrawing his statement has proved that
e ix not now a lar, T withdraw.

Mr. GREEN: The hon. member for
(tregors has manifested his unmanliness,
which he has oxhibited time and again in
this ITouse. I treat the hon. member as
bencath contempt.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Will
the hon. member proceed with his speech.

Mr. Green.)

member  for
member for

hon.
hon.
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Mr. GREEN: The hon. member for
Burke, in dealing with North Queensland,
stated that iIf it was developed it would
become onc of the richest portions of this
State. How can he cxpect to have it de-
veloped wunless they get self-government?
I trust that the House will come to a divi-
sion in connection with this matter, because
I am in earnest, and 1 am sincere, and I
believe that the people of North Queensland
and Central Qucensland absolutely stand for
separation for North Queensland and sep-
aration for Certral Queensland. I know
that, if the House agrees to the amendment,
it will give great satisfaction to the advo-
cates of separation in both those portions
of Queensland.

Mr. GLEDSON (Ipswich): 1 desire to
oppose the amendment moved by the hon.
member for Normanby. The bon. member
shows his inconsist'ncy, just a» he has shown
his inconsistency on previous occasions, in
moving such an amendment as this. The
hon. member now moves an amendment for
the creation of two new states
in Quecensland—two new Parlia-
ments with all the conscquent
expenditure-—although to-day he asked a
question about the reduction of the cost in
connection with this Parliament. Although
to-day he is arguing that the salaries of hon.
members be reduced, he threatened previously
to leave the Labour party becausc his salary
was not big enough. He threatened to icave
the party if they would not do something to
increase the salary of hon. members.

{5 p.mn.]

Mr. PETERSON: That is untrue. I rise
o & point of order.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Quite

true.

Mr. PETERSON : I rise to a point of order.
The remarks attributed to me by the hon.
mewmber for Jpswich are absolutely untrue.
ard 1 ask him to withdraw them.

My, WinsTaNLiy : Perfectly true.

Mr. GLEDSON: Mr. Peterson—

Mr. Pererson: You look after the Ipswich
railway workers,

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I would ask

the hon. member for Ipswich to refer to the
hon. member by the name of his electorate.

Mr. GLEDSON: The hon. member for
Normaunby, in addition to that, said that the
cost of conducting his election for Normanby
was so great that he could unot remain a
member of Parliament,

Mr. PETERSON: That is absolutely
untrue. I rise to a point of order. The
statement made by the hon. member for
Ipswich is absolutely untrue, and I ask for
its withdrawal.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : It i3 not untrue.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I think the
hon. member has not sustained his objsction
under the Standing Orders.

The Hosme SecreraRy: A denial of
truth does not make it untrue.

Mr. FRY (Kurilpa): Last session you ruled,
Sir, that if an hon. member took exception
to a statement made by another hon, member,
that hon. member must withdraw it. That
wes the ruling you gave in my case. I hope
vou will do the same with the hon. member for
Ipswich.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
[Mr. Green.

the
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Mr. GLEDSON : 1 hope that hon. members
on both sides will take it from mo that I
am not in the habit of making misstatements.
1 would neither make a misstatement nor
tell an untruth about the hon. member for
Normanby, independeni of what he has done
in this Hous:, or about any other hon. member
of the Mouse, and hon. members know that.

Mer. PrrERsSON : 1 did not say it.
Mr. WiINsSTANLEY : You did say it.

Mr. GLEDSON: The hon. member for
Norinanby asks the House to accept an amend-
ment such as this, and at the same time he
brings forward the inconsistency of the hom
nwmber for Rockhempion—a man whose
boot= tha hon. member for Normanby is not
fit to wipe. {Loud Oppusition laughter.)

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. GLEDSON : { say that the hon., mem
ber for Normanby was pointing out the incon-
sistency of the hon. member for Rockhamptom
—a man whose boots he is not fit to wipe—
and hon. members opposite find something to
faugh at in the statement. The hon. nrember
for Normanby makes the statement that the
hon. member for Rockhampton and others
wore going about his clectorate trying to
damage him, and to ereate a false impression
in the minds of the electors, but that is not
corrcet. The hon. member for Rockhampton,
myself, and other hon. members have had
opportunity to go into that eleclorite, as
we have gone into others, and tell the electors
the truth about the man whom they selected
to represent them on the Labour ticket, and
who has turned round and is doing all he can
against the interests of the workers. I said
that the elcctors of Normanby were doubly
cursed because they had not only a representa
tive who had turned against them in the
State Parliament, but also a representative
who had turned against them in the Federal
Parliament. We were out to do what we
could to wipe the State clear of men likke that
both in Federal and State Parliaments. Not
only the hon. member for Rockhampton, but
every member of the Labour party, has a
right to go ont and tell the electors of Queens-
land what their representatives do in this
House. They themselves arc not game to go
up and tell thrm. They do not go near them
at all, but they come into this House and
vote, and work, and speak against the pledge
they signed when they were elected. An hon.
member liks that actually moves an amend-
ment for the purposs of increasing the cost
of government of this State. For the purpose
of trying to get support for his amendment
hie uses the argument that the Northern and
Central portions of the State are being
neglected by the Government. ZLet us take
the hon. member's own words, and find out
what he said about the nrglect of the Govern-
ment. On one occasion he said—

“1 am getting a good deal for the
farmers of the Central district, and other
members with me have been able to geb
concessions for the farmers that they
never got from the Liberal Government.
That is because we have a sympathetic
Government,”

Mr. Prrepsox: I said that. I
that.

Mr, FLETCHER (Port Curtis): I rise to
a point of order. Is the hon. member for
Ipswich in order in referring to matters
which have nothing to do with the guestion
under discussion ?

do not deny
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GLEDSON: I do not know why ihe
hr)n momber for Port Curtis interrupts me
m this way. Perhaps he has a kindly feeling
for the hon. member for Normanby. They
scem to have a very kindly feeling for one
another. One left the Labour party and the

other left the Nationalist party, and now
they both sit check by jowl in this House
trying to protect one :mothel Here is
another quotation from a speech made by
the hon. member for Normasnby in  this
Hmlse—~

“ He would never be done thanking the
txovernment, nor would the setﬂms ever
be done Thankmw the Government, for the
assistance that h’td been given to them.’

Mr, Perersox: What year wis that?

My. GLEDSON: That was on 26th
October, 1915.

Mr. PerErsox: 1915! You have damned
the country since then.

Mr. GLEDSON: Then, in the following
year, the hon. member for Normanby made

use of these words—

“The longer I am in Parliament the
more I am convinced of the utter hypoe-
risy of members on that side of the
House who claim to be the friends of the
men on the land. T have seen two wenm-
bers, who pose as the representatives of
the man on the land, to-day make an
exhibition of themselves in irrelevancy,
in immature facts, and in statements
which cannot be berne out by facts.”

The DEPUTY SPFAKER: Order! 1 ask
the hon. member to connect his remarks to
the question before the House,

Mr. PETERSON: 1t is nothing but abuse.

Mr. Vowres: He is killing time.
to talk the motion out.

The DEPUTY SPEAXKER
Order !

Mr. GLEDSON: An amendment has been
moved by the hon. member for Normanby
to omit certain words from the motion and
to provide for two Parliaments to be set
up-—one in Central Queensland and ene in
Northern Queensland—owing to the neglect
of the Government to do anything for those
districts. 1 am connecting my remarks with
the question by showing what the hon. mem-
ber for Normanby said the Government had
done for the Central district.

Mr. GREEN: I never said anything about
the Government neglecting those districts.

Mr. GLEDSON : That is
amendment.  The hon. member for Nor-
manby quoted figures, giving the population
of Northern Queensland, the population of
Central Queensland, and the population of
Southern Queensland, and he said the present
Government were not doing the right thing
for the people settled in the country districts.
The hon. member for Townsville said that
the motion moved by the hon. member for
Rockhampton, if carried, would mean the
establishment of glovified mumClpal councils,
and that it was a disgrace to Quecunsland that
the State was so far back as it wuas, and that
it \an all duc to the Government of Queens-
and,

Mr. GREEN :

L3overnment,

He wants

Order !

the nature of the

1 did not blame any particular
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Ir. GLEDSON: 1t is quite true that the
hon. member did not blame any particular
(tovernment,

Mr. VowLrs:
again.

Mr. GLEDSON: 1 was guoting the state-
ments made by the hon. member for Nor-
manby to show what the Government had
done for the Central district.

Mz, PerERsox: I never complained of the
Government treatment at all.

Mr, GLEDSON: On page 1686 of the
“ Iansard” for 1916, we find that the hon.
member for Normanby made use of these
words—

You are out of your depth

* As a country member I must say that
[ am absolutely satisficd with the way
the Government have treated my elec-
torate . 1 feel sure that when
we go before the electors in eighteen
months’ time, the people will be satistied
with the work of this Government.”
The hon. member for
on that occasion—
¢ The party
Labour rats,”
Mr. PETERSOXN : 1 admit that I said in 1916

that the people were satisfied with the way
the Government treated my electorate.

Normanby also said

opposite is made up of

Mr. Greex: Let us take a vofte on the
question.
Mr. GLEDSON: There are one or two

other quotations made by the hon. member
for Normanby which I would like 1o give.
I am sure hon. members opposite want
to know all about the member they are now
sitting with, They want to know what sort
of a member the hon. member for Nor-
manby is, and I can only show that by quot-
ing some of his statements. The statements
which he previously made in this House arc
quite different from the statements which he
made this afternoon. On page 2466 of * Han-
sard’” for 1917 I find that the hon. member
made the following statement:—

“ Since the Labour Government have
been in power more money had been
spent in two and a-half years in his
clectorate than in twenty years under the
Liberal Government.”

Mr. PrrErsox: They are going to spend
more money nexb year than ever they spent
before.

Mr., GLEDSON: The hon. member admits
that the Government spent a lot of money in
his electorate, and he says they are going to
spend more next year than ever they spent
before; so how can he claim that his elez-
toratc has been neglected by the Govern-
ment? T give these guotations to show the
inconsistency of the hon. gentleman when
he now asks the House to carry a motion
such as hie has proposed to-day. 1 have a
sheaf of quotations here from ‘speeches of
the hon. member for Normanby, but I am
sure hon. members do not want me to give
all of them at once. We will have the others
at another time.

Mr. VOWLES :
the question.

Mr. GLEDSON : Later on we will give all

the quotations made by the hon. member for
Normanby.

Mr. PrTERsow: You said that sou
against a reduction of wages in 1920,

Mr. Qledson.]

We want to have a vote on

s
Wers
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Mr. Iasu: And you said you would not
be found dead with the Country party.

Mr. PerErsox: There was no Country
party then.
Mr. GLEDSON: The hon, member for

Townsville said that the motion was a pro-
posal to form glorified municipal councils
m Quecnsland under a unification systen.
The hon. member has no right to refleet on
municipal councillors, because they have done
good work for Queensland, and the bhon.
member has no right to sneer at them when
he talks about glorified municipal councils.

The Houe Secretary: He is the chief
Pooh Bah of the Townsville Municipal
Council himself.

Mr. GLEDSON: I am satisfied that the
municipal councils deal with many of their
problems to-day in a proper manner. I am
satisfled that they deal with them in as
satisfactory a manner as they would be dealt
with by the hon. member for Normanby
or the hon. member for Townsville. These
men devote their time, and energy, and
ability to municipal work, and they are
sneered at in this House by hon. members
who say that we are attempting to set up
glorified municipal councils. We say that
1t is a good thing to bring legislation and
administration 1n local affairs to their
immediate vieinity. 'The closer you can
bring them to the people, the more chance
you have of their being carried out in a
proper way aund for the bencfit of the people
concerned.

Mr. BraxD: Does not the amendment say
that?

Mr. GLEDSON : The amendment does not
say that. It geis no nearer the solution,
which lies in getting the Parliaments nearer

to the mpeople. The amendment swould
increase the cost of governmeng, and the
mcousistency  of  the hon. member for

Normanby is shown when he turns round
and says that he is in favour of a reduction
of the salaries of members of this Housc.
The people of the Normanby are not going
to be gulled by any such statement. They
judge a man by what he has done, and not
by his coming here and trying to make out
that he is somecthing which he is not. I hope
the amendmens will not be carried, because
we do not want any more increase in the
cost of government, We have quite enough
government, if not too wmuch government, 1n
this country.

Mr. HARTLEY (Fitzroy): I have to sup-
port the motion moved by the hon. member
for Rockhampton, but I regret that it has
not been received in the manner which it
demands as the biggest subjeet that could
engage the attention of the people. I think
a greab number of people and politicians
agree with the principle, and it has been so
generally recognised that the subdivicion of
Qucensland and other States would be benefi-
cial to the whole of Australia that it cannot
be talen that the movement is primarily a
Queensland movement. It will be of value
to Queensland if it is divided into a number
of Btates—I do not say two, or three, or
four; that is a question upon which the best
statesmen and statisticians should give an
expert opinion. I think the conference mow
sitting in Albury will probably outline =
policy which will go a long way towards
solving tho question as to how the partition
of Queensland and the other States should be
brought about—not for the advantage of any
particular State, but for the advantage of

[Mr. Qledson.
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the whole of Australia.  So far ax
see, the amendment iz
ment. It is evidently founded on the old-
time  movement—the movement of twonty-
five vears ago. when there was a keen dosire
for the division of Queensland into three
colonies. It seems to have that idea: but I
am not at all clear as to whether the mover
wants Queensland divided into three States
or two States. I pur the latter construction
o it and it is an interpretation which, if
carried our, would be to the detriment of
the Cenfral district, at any rate.  Phat is
something  which we in that districr have
always feared might occur on account of the
greater weight of influence of the represen-
tation of the South in the State Parlizment.
I do not know whether the hon, member’s
recent assoviations with hon. members oppo-
sibe have made his opinions akin to the
Southern point of view.
Mr. Braxo: Why do vou nok test it?

Me. HARTLEY : 1 do not know how I
can do so. other than by the amendment,
which shows that he is juclined to advocate
what the Southern people have always had
i their minds—that is, to divide Queensland
by @ line practically across the middle of
the country, making o Northern Queensland
and « Southern Quecensland.

My, Perersox: That is not so.

Mr. HARTT.EY : The amendment provides
for the omission of all words after ™ that,”
and the insertion of the following words : —

*this Parliament hereby consents to the
creafion of o new State comprising the
rervitory  known as North Queensland,
and a  State comprising the territory
known as Central Queensland.,”
'l'h_a‘t can be read to mean a State com-
prising the territors known as Central and
Northern  Queensland.

Mr. PrrErsox: No.

Mr. HARTLEY : I take the hon wember's
denial,

1 can
v very obscure amend-

Mr. PertERsON: Do vou approve of the
present boundaries of what are known as
i\orthum. Central, and Southern Queens-
and?

Mr. HARTLEY : No; I do not approve
of any bLoundarics, I think the newer idea
prevailing amougst the people of Queens-
land will eventnally find expression in the
division of Quecnsland into four States—not
three; but it will be a matter for the peaple
of Quecnsland in conference to decide for
themselves. 1 am of opinion that Queens-
land should Le divided ‘into Siates cuach of
which will comprise within its boundaries
the greatest community of inferests.
think that the Central West and South-west
of Quecnsland has a big claim for a State
of its own, beoause it is peculiarly and par-
ticularly engaged in the pastoral and grazing
industries.

Mr. CarrerMirL: Would you be in favour

of more decentralisation  in  the larger
towns ?
Mr. HHARTLEY: You do not want a

policy of decentralisation if
policy of separation. I do not think anyone
will “deny that the amendment is a bad
amendment, in that it brushes away the
necd for the recognition of an Australian
spirit. This is not a Queensland movement ;
1t is an Australian movement. It is not
for the benefit of Queensland alone that we
want to divide this and other States into

vou have a
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spiadivr arcas. It s doubtful whether, under
the Commonwealth Constitution, Queensland,
stapding alone and fighting its own battles,
could ever get anywhere on this question.
Ix is a question for co-operation between all
peaple who believe in the division of States
throughout Australia, and the amendment
would cast aside the spirit that is recognised

=

in the motion that this is an Australian
movement—not merely a narrow parochial
Quernsland movement.  We ask the assist-

ance of those men in New South Wales who
bhelieve

there 1< roomt for another State
there, and of those in South Australia who
helieve  there is room for another State
there.  The division of Queensland into two

or more States cannor be obtained without
the consent of the Commonwealth Parlia-
went, and therefore it is much better that
the motion should be carvied in the form
whichi provid-s that Queenslaud should be
divided iuto a number of State ~—\\h.11'0\m
number may be subsequenily decided is best.
it 1s rauch beftee that the demand for the
<reanon of these States should come from
an “Australian Conference, such as that
at _—\Hmr rather than that it should be a
purely ()\IL‘"U‘\]AI]({ demand such as thai out-
lined In the ‘\nmndmem A very big pro-
pertion of the people in Ceniral Queensland

1e(‘ognis0 the value of scpara-
[5.30 p.m.}tion.  THustrations of its value
in other countries wore given by
the hon. member for Rockhampton. Tt has
been  demonstrated  pavticularly  in the
United States of America, where, after the
formation of various new States, production
inereased in praetically ove: bmn(‘h. and
population advanced.  In no instance that
[ know of were there bad effects from the
division of a hig State into two or more
smaller  States,  In Queensland  lately we
have not bad the bad effect of government
from one end of the State that we had pre-
\'il)li&ht Sonie twenty vears ago the amount
of revenue which was seeured from Novth
and Central Queensland and the small pro-
portion that was expended in those districts
was notorious, Brisbane and a good deal
af the southern portion of this State were
built up at the expense of the wealth of
production of North and Central Queens-
Jand. With the creation of new States in
the Centre and in the North, and possibly
in the West, that could not ocenr. because
they  would have their own revenue. the
wealth from their own resources, to expend
wirthin their own territories, and that must
eventually work for the benefit of those dis.
tricts in the creation of new wealth and
the sottlemnent of a bigger popualation. T
have much pleasure in supporting the motion
moved by the  hon, member  for Rock-
hampton.

My. FORDFE (Rackhampton):
doubt that the hon. member for
sob his cue this afternoon from the hon.
member for Bulimba, who voted against
self-government for Central Quecnsland when
it was brought before this Chamber in 1914.
T saw those two hon. members collaborating
on the matter.  No doubt when the hon.
member for Normanby is seen on the divi-
sion lists voting side by side with the pro-
duca merchants of Turbot strcet. Brisbane,
hir farmers in_the Normanby will know that
he has lost all interest in Central Queens-
land. (Ironical Opposition laughter.) 'There
is no business intended by the hon. member
for Normanby in the amendment. It is
meved with o view to side-tracking this big

There is no
Normanby
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Australian question. [ am prepaved to sup-
port any amendment to this motion, or any
other motion, which will bring nearer to
fruition self-goverument for (‘vntm Queens-
land, in which I have taken a keen interest
for some vears. What Is required is legis-
lation.  The hon. member for Normanby
wants 10 delay this matter coming before
the Prime  Minister of Australia and the
Federal author Does any hon. mewm-
ber think that this  Parliament has the
power to divide Queensland into three States
and give ux mg,hrwn senators to cast votes
in the Foderal l’dxlmmvm for the North-
south railway and other benefits for Queens-
laud, aguainst the senators from New South
Wales,  Victoria,  South  Awstralia, and
Western  Australiaz The ‘mm. member  for
Normanby knows quite well that the amend-
ment of the Australian (()l(sT]tllﬂ()n is dl

Australian question, amd must come under
the notice of rhv Prime Minister of  Aus-
tralin., That is why 1 moved this resolution.
1t deals with the whole of Australia—not

only Queenshond. 1 win not alone in holding
that u;mmm Dr. Earte-Page and all the
lewders of the Newn Sr(m\ movement in other
pavts of Australia know fhat it is an Austra-
Nan-wide problem. Just as the farmers must
band themselves fogether all over Australin
if they ave to get any redress, so those con-
nectod with this Now States movement must
work unitedly: it is not a matter for any one
centre alone. The hon. member for Normanby
moved his amendment with a view to side-
tracking this big. national question.

My, Petersox : No. I want separation for
Central Queensland.
Mr. FORDE: Since the hon. member has

been associated with the produce merchants
of Turbot strect he wants them to control
evervthing the farmer produces, jusi as they
have done in the past.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order! I hope
the hon. memboer will address his remurks to
the amceudment.

My, FORDE: I say the hon. member for
Normanby s insincere in sidetracking this
Why did he not say he was in
favour of an amendment of the Common-
wealth Coustitution providing for self-govern-
ment for Central and Northern Queensland ¥

Mr. Perersox : I am in favowr of it
Mr., EORDE: Ile brings forward this
amendment at the behest of the produce

merchants of Brishane. in order to sidetrack

the guoestion.  State J(\ll()uﬂ(‘* have m‘oath
impeded the progress of Australia in the
past. We can get over that if we go in for

o remodelling of the Australian Constitution
to make provision for new States.  Although
e Conmouwenlth Constitution s framed

by eminent men—men such as Sir Bdmund
Barton. Rir Alfred Deakin, -and others—if
has cutlived its usefulness.  The time has

come when we can get a better Constitution
Australin has made great progress during
the la<t twenty vears. Why not have the
bost woe can get?  All students of constitu-
tional histors know that the reform must
come from the top. Tet me here quote what
Mr. B. R. Wise. a member of the original
Fedoral Convention, had to say in his book
entitled * The Making of the Australian
Comunonwealth 7'—

“'Fhe vemedy of the difficultics for tho
Constitution is to be found rather in the
extension of Federal powers with exten-
sion of local covernment by subdivision

Mr. Forde]
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of the larger States. Only by this means
will be sscured that enlargement of the
powers of self-government of the people
of Australia which was the declared
object of the Constitution.”

Lict us come now to a recognised authority
on constitutional law—Professor Harrison
Moore. That gentleman has made the follow-
mg statement :-—

*“ The multiplication of political com-
munities in Australia with the plenary
powers of the present States is hardly to
be contemplated. On the other hand,
small areas for administrative purposes
arc eminently desivable.”

1 quoted, in iy previous remarks on the
motion, how many of the States of the United
States of America have made rapid progress
since they obrained self-government.  So
would Clentral Queensland.  The subdivision
in the United States of America applied only
to the then existing thirtecen orviginal States,
the total area of which was only 312,710 squaxrc
miles—less than that of the State of New
South Wales—with a population of 3,000,000
people.  To-day they have forty-cight Stages
and over 100.000,000 people. It originally
had nothing to do with the enormous terri-
tories that were subsequently acquired by
the National Government of America by the

purchase of territories from Spain and
France. Those were subsequently divided
up and given sclf-government. There are
to-day forty-cight progressive States in

America which, during ten years, increased
their population tenfold. That is a splendid
progressive  development  that  took  place
because the different States were given a
great degree of self-government.

The ex-Governor-General of Australia, the
Right Hon. Sir Ronald Munro- l*or"won in
a very thoughtful \pcuh which he delivered
before he dopfn"md from Australia, had this
to say

‘ However, the necessity of unity was
brought home to us during the war, while
prldv in the achievement of our national
army, the recognition by other countrics
of Australia’s nationhood. all tend to
incline men’s hearts to a constitutional
readjustment of lccal government, and
maybe  pressure  will come  from  the
neeessity  for devolution to
e decentralised local govern-
so from the growing recog-
nition Australin  has  sufficiently
specmhaod in large and beautiful cities,

increasing

~and  should turn  her attention to
developing  a number of organised
communitics as centres of mdustry.

population, and of local administration.”

The Labour party in Australin agrees
with the ex-Governor-General that there
should be a devolution of adequate local
governing power from the Federal Legislature
to the State Legislatures, and there should be
a greater number of State Legislatures with
self-governing powers in Queensland, and the
method to get them should be made ecasier.
I find that many members of the Federal
Parliament, including Nationalist moembers,
Country party members, and even Labour
members, ave agreed that reformy must come
along the lines advocated by the Labour
pavty. T went to the Fodeval Iouse of
Parliament and had a long interview with
Dr. Earle Page, leader of the Federal
(’ountl'y party, who told me in a conversa-
tion that he believed in the Labour party’s
proposal for an amendment of the Common-

[Mr. Forde.
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wealth Constitution. The motion does not
provide for a glorified municipal coun-
cil, as was stated by the hon. member

for  Yownsville, but for local Legisla-
tures  with adequdte power for carry-
ing on the government of the country in
those arcas Up to 1902 in Queensland the
expenditure was apportioned to  Southern,
Central, and Northern Queensland, but for
some veason the practier was discontinued.
With some difficulty I have been able to get
some figures showing the amount of money
spent on railway construction in the three
divisions of Queensland for the last twenty-
five ye T will take the period up to 1902,
up to which )Jeuud figures have been kep'L
In the Southern <division the amount spensg
was £12,857,000, whereas the expens l]turo in
the Contral division was £3,358,000. Why,
the  Dawson Valley scheme decided on
by this Government will cost $£4,000,000,
8 the Northern Burnett scheme cost
over £2,000,000, t¢ say nothing of the North
Cogst  line  and  other lines that the
Government are building, because it recog-
niscs that Central Queensland has been neg-
tected. Up to 1902 p ous Governments had
only spent £3,358.000 in Central Quecnsland.
From 1902 to 1910-11 the expenditure on rail-
way construetion in Southern Quecnsland was
grouped  with the expenditare in  Central
Queenslaud, and the total cxpenditure was
approximately £4,000,000.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order! Might
I call the attention of hon. members to the
fact that the rather loud conversation that is
going ou must be disconcerting to the
speaker. and trust that bon. mvmberg if
thex wish to converse. will do 0 in a lower
tone:

Mr. FORDE:

The greater portion of that
money  was spent in “Southern Quecensland.
£20,000.000 has been spent in Southern
Queensland, £5,000,000 in Central Queens-
Jand, and £10,000,0060 in North Quecnsland
over a period of twenty-live years, when Con-
servative Govermments were in power.

The DEPUTY SPRAKER: Order! I hope
the hon. gentleman is going to connect his
remarks with the amendment.

Mr. FORDE: I am. I rccognise that the
hot. member for Normanby and some other
hon. members on the other side are trying to
=iqetrack this issuc.

Mr. Perersox : You want to sec a specialigt,

Mr. FORDIE: We have different railway

gauges in different States of Australia, and
different nachinery of government, You find
it most Srates *hn Commonwealth Savings
Bank on one side of the street and the State
Savings Bank on the other. We find great

Hiecessary  expense in  government machi-
nevy.  With a proper remodelling of the

Commonwealth Constitution, the whole matter
could be reviewed, and we could have one
Govermment sitting in Sonthern Queensland,
another Govermment in Central Queensland.
and another Government in Northern Queens-
land. National matters could then be left
to the Nationnl Parliament; that would
tend to greater development. The great
natural resources of Central Queensland
would be doveloped, and we would be able
to establish our secondary industries, We
are producing this year nearly £500,000
worth of cotton. We could have cobton
spinning mills, weaving mills, and woollen
mills, also the Dawson Va]ley water oon-
servation and irrigation scheme and the
Northern Burnett schemes, with big cotton
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devglopmental schemes, With all these
established we would be a much more
important district.  If the hon. member

for Normanby would only assist in having
the Commonwealth Constitution remodelled.
Central Queensland would come into her own
and be probably the richest State in the
Jommonwealth,

MMr. COLLINS {Buweny: 'This 1 one of
the biggest questions that is likely to come
before the people of Queensland.  We believe
that the Comivonwealth Conssitution wants
remodelling.  As one who has lived in
Queensland for nearly forty years, I believe
that Qneensland would have made greater
progress if we had had three Parliaments
stead of one.

OpprosiTiox MuMBeRs: flear, hear!

Mr. COLLINS: I am not bound down to
three Parliaments in Queensland.  Having
iravelled over a good deal of Queensland, I
am satisfied that, if ever the Gulf country.
which was mentioned by the hon. member for
Burke, i3 going to be devcloped, it will be
developed by creating that part of the State
into a separate provinee or a separate State.

Mr. Swer: Why not make the clectorate
of Bowen into a separate State?

Mr. COLLINS: When one considers thar
the hon. member for Nundah only represents
a very small portion of Queensiand, and the
hon. raember for Bowen represents an area
nearly the size of Belgium, perhaps there
would net be anything wrong in ereating the
Bowen electorate into a province. But I am
not herce to advocate that the Bowen electo-
rate should be created a province. I am here
to support the hon. mewmber for Rockhamp-
son, who, it may be said, is one of the rising
hopes of this young Commonwealth, (Laugh-
ter.) It 1s all very well for hon. gentlemen to
laugh. The hon. member for Rockhampton
1 far more able to deal with this particular
question than Dr. RBarle Page. who poses us
a big autherity on this question.

My, King:
him.

My, COLLINS: Dr. Earlfe Page is one of
the leaders of thought in this Commonwealth,
I attended a meeting addressed by him in
Bowen, and, after listening for over an hour
to this possible Prime Minister of the Com-
monwealth-—all leaders of parties are possible
Prime Ministers—I told mx friends that it was
a pity that we conld not have a rvepetition of
the Lisbon carthquake to swallow up the
whole of us. That was the opinion I formed
of Dr. Iarie Page. 1 am not saying anything
against the policy he was outlining, but he
was not able to outline a policy in connection
with this ereation of new States in a manner
in which it has been outlined this afternoon
by the hon. member for Rockhamptoa. It
is quit~ true that De. Eavle ’age, the leader
of this New State movement, has got a
powerful Press behind him, and, if our
friends opposite had not got the Press behind
them, and the people of Queensiand and the
Commonwealth could listen to them as we
listen to themn, they would realise the small
amount of ability they possess on the Opposi-
tion side of the House.

At 5.50 p.m.,

The SPEAKER resumed the chair.

Mr. COLLINS: As the hon. member for
Rockhampton said, this question is nothing
new. Years ago there was a strong separa-
dion movement in North Queensland, and that

That is not sayving much for
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wiovement only died with the advent of a
strong Labour party in this House. We all
know who were the leaders of the movement
at that time. Mr. Hume Black, Sir Robert
Philp, and many others advocated that North
Queenstand  should be created a separate
Stat~, because at that time they were strong
advocates of black labour, and they thought
that. if they got North Queensland made
into @ scparate State, they would be enabled te
get 4 big influx of coloured labour in the
North. Times have changed since then. We
have seen the Commonwealth established, and
surely no one who has travelled from here
to Perth would argue that this great Common-
wealth can be developed with six State
Governments.  We  believe,  therefore, 1in
remodelling the Constitution to provide for
nove States or Provinees, or whatever the
people of  Australia  mayv  decide. with a
view to hoving a befter system of government.,
I hold in my hand # book which it would
he wixe for present-day politicians to read.
because it was written by a Quecnslander
named Albert B, Church, at present occupying

a position in one of oar Sfate schools. The
book is entitled “Advance Australia: The

Way to Nationhood.”
At 553 pan..
AMr. VOWLES said: Under Standing Order
No. 140. I move --
s That the question be now put.”

The SPEAKER: Mr. Collins!

Mr. COLLINS: T am surprised at the leader
of the Opposition taking advantage of the
Standing Orders in order to stifle discussion
on an important  question such as this.
(Laughter.) Thix question is occupying the
attention of sixty delegates from  different
paris of the Commonwealth who are meeting
at Albuey ar the present time. T am sur-
prised at the attinude taken up by the hon.
member  for Townsville, bhecause he  scems
to be out of touch with the gentleman who
represents the Ievbert, or misrepresents il
in the Federal 1louse at the present time. I
suppose he is well aware that on the 13th
September, 1910, Mr. Bamford introduced a
measure into the Commonwealth Parliament
dealing with this question” Whatever may be

said for or against Mr. Bamford, he can
clain, to ne extent, that he ix the father
of the unification movement in  Australia.

While T <o not agree with him politieally, I
om willing 10 give him that credif, inasmuch
as 1 have here a copy of the Biil that he
introduced info the Houwse of Representatives
Since then our party, which is the progre
party

Mr.J. HL O RoBerTsS : Which party is that?

My, COLLINS: The Labour party, which
ix the progressive party. They have adopted
to some extent the principle which was out-

lined in Myr. Bamford’s Bill of 1910. When
one takes into consideration the size of

Queensland, and when T realise, as the repre-
sentative of a Northern constituency, that I
am nearcr to Sydney at the present momens
in a direct line than I am to my own electo-
rate, I realise that there must be some
different form of government if this country
is to develop as it should develop. 1 am
satisfied—I do not know whether the hon.
member for Townsville will agree with this
statement or not—I am satisfied that, had
separation been brought about in the early
90°s, North Queensland would have had

Mr, Collins.]
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50,000 to 100.000 more people in it than it
hax at the present time.

Mr. Grepx : Hear, hoar!

AMr, COLLINY: With its splendid vesouwrces
—which I am pleased to say thiz Government
have done a great deal to develop—if there
had been ‘government, with the seat of
government at, say, Charters Towers—which
has a very good climate—or in some other
part of the North, not only would we have
had targer cities, but we would have had more
settlement and better conditions than we have
at the present thme. It is no use the hon.
niember  for Novmanby  thinking  that, by
carrying hix amendment, we are going to
settle this question.  This guestion can only
be settled on the lines 1dicated in the
motion moved by the hon. member for Rock-
hampton.  This is a matter that must be
dealt with by the Federal Parliament. The
greater Parliament controls, to a large extent.
the lewer Pevllawent: aud the Federal Par-
Hament is the Parlament thar will have to
doal with this big question, because, after
all, it i~ a big question, and a question that
requives all the intelligemee we can give to it
We all know that many men in Queensland
in the par: have outhined schemes for the
division of this State. [ remember reading
some vears ago with a great deal of intorest
Nir Samuel Walker Griffith’s speech on this
question.  Men like the Hon. John Macrossan
and others in the Queensland Parliament
at that time were stropg separationists, 1
Just got up to ler it be known that 1 am
not in accord with the amendment moved by
the hon. member for Novimmenby, and thar
1 am supporting the motion moved by the
hon. member for Rockhawpton.

Mr. WINSTANLEY (Queenton): 1 should
like o v, in the fist place, that 1 am
rather sorry for the constitutional knowledge
of the hon, members who moved and seconded
the amendment.  Certainly, if they arve goin
to be leaders in the separation movewment,
and do anvthing to bring about scparation,
or be prominent in the movement when
separation does take place, they will have to
be much better posted on constitutional law
than they are at the present time, because.
undoubredly, without the awthority of the
Federal Parliaanent nothing can be done in
this matter. To pass an amendment throw-
ing the responsibility on thi= Parliament is
atterls futile. It 1s gquite evident that those
hon. members have not given jthe question
that  considevation  which it demands  and
which it needs it it 1s over to succeed. 'LThe
question of sepavation i by no means a new
question. Fov the past forty vewrs it has been
periodically vevived in Queenzland and dis-
ctssed again and again, and 1T well vemoem-
ber when it was discuszed in North Queens-
land some thirty xoars ago, Townsville had
practically made up its mind that it was to
be the capital of the new State and black
labour wa- not to be banished from North
Gueensland, and when the people of Towns.
vitle thought thet their corner altlotments were
woing to be enhaneed ia price. separation in
Townsville was really w Hve movement, and
a good deal of energy and money  was
cexpended i thar divection: but it Is just as
well known that outside Townsville practi-
cally the whole of North Queensland was
against the movement. At any rate, Charters
Towers was againsi it, and that was one of
the towns that helped to squash the move-
ment at that time.  The hon. member for
Townsville said that, if separation had taken

{3 r. Collens.
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place, there would have been o grear differ-
ence in the Gulf country to-day, as pointed
out by the hon. member for Burke. What
prevented the Gulf country from being devel-
oped as it ought to have been was the fact
that one of the Premiers of Queensland was
member for Townsville, and was interested in
Townsville, and everything was centralised
in that city.  And what has been done in
regard to Townsville has been done in other
Cases,

At T pom. the House, in arcordance with

Nessional  Order, procceded with  Govern-
wrent bsiness,
REVINION OF STANDING ORDERS.

The PREMIER
(Chillagocy :

(ton, M. G

I beg to move—

Theodore,

“ That the Speaker do now leave the
chair, and that the Housc resolves itself
into a Committee of the Whole to con-
sider  the jproposed amendments and
additions to the Standing Ovders as
recommended by the Standing  Orders
Committee,”

(uestion put and pussed.

C'oMMITTEE.
(Mr. Kirean, Brishane, in the chairs

The PREMIER : T beg to move—

“That the amendinent in Standing
Order No. 1—* Proclamation to be vead’
—be agreed to.”

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): This, with many
of the other amendments, is merely conse-
quent on the altercd conditions of Parlia-
ment, and for that reason 1 do not propose
to take any exception to them.

Question put and pa

The PREMIER : T beg to move—
> That Rules of Practice Nos. 1 and Z
be omitted, and the following new Rule
of Practico be inserted in lieu thereof :—
Mewmbers await Commissioners ap-
pointed  for  the opening  of Porlia-
went and the Commission is read.”’
Question put and passed.

The PREMIER: I beg to move—
“Phat the amendment to Rule of
Practice  No. b= Commissionirs  for
) . »
swearing  wewhers —be agreed  to.
Question put and passed.

The PREMIER: 1 beg to move—

“That the amendmeni to Standing
Order No. 2—° Writs for general elec-
tion —omitting the words ~of the As-
sembly 7 and Cthe Clerk ™ and inserting
the word *hin® be agreed to.”

d.

Question put and passed.
The PREMIER : T beg to move—
“That Rules of Practice Nos. 6 and
7 and Standing Orders Nos. 7 and 8
be  owmitied, and the following new
Standing  Order Dbe  inserted in  lew
thereof :—

A member of the Government shall
inform the House at what time the
(Governor will he pleased to receive
the House for the purpose of present-
ing Mr. Speaker to His Excelleney,
and the sitting of the House shall be
snspended until that time.
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Mr. Speaker, with the House, shall
present himself to the Governmor, and
shall report to the House his presenta-
tion to His Excellency.

(10<;mmouwcalfh Standing Orders 12 and
3.y’

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER : I beg to move—

“That the amendments to Standing
Order No. 9—° Vacaney in office of
Speaker’—be agreed to.”

Question put and passed.
The PREMIKR :

* That
C House

hamber

I beg to move—

Rule  of  Practice No. 88—
attends  Goevrnor  in Counedl
“—be omitted,””

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER :

*'That the
Frraerics No.

“be agreed to)”

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER : 1 beg to move—

' That the amendments to Standing
Order No. 16— Address in Reply to
Speeeh’~be agreed to.”

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER : I beg to move—

“That the following new Standing
Order— Debete on Address in Reply —
to follow Standing Order No. 16, be
agreed to.

*“DepaTE ONX ADDRESS IN REPLY,

Debate on the Address in Reply,
together with any amendment thereon,
shall be limited to four full sitting
days, exclusive of the day upon which
it 3s moved and scconded, the debate
on ecach of such days terminating at
10.20 o’clock p.m. If a speech be not
concluded at 10.30 o’clock p.m., it shall
be within the diserction of Mr. Speaker
to permit the member speaking to
complete hix speech, notwithstanding
that the hour of 10.30 o’clock p.m. has
arrived.

At 10.30 o’clock p.m.
the days allotted, My, Speaker shall
put forthwith the question for the
adoption of the Address, together with
such amendment or amendment> if
any, as may have been moved upon it,
to be decided without any further
amendment or debate:

Provided that, on any of the days
<o allotted, formal business, the pre-
Hminary stages of Bills, or the asking
and {m\\\mmg of questions may be
taken up to 430 pom. After 10.30 p.m.
other business may be proceaded with
is usual ¢

Provided further that until the
Address in Reply s disposed of no
private business shall intervene.

Business under cousideration at 4.30
oan. on any of such allotted days
shall stand as an Order of the Day for
the next sitting of the House, unless
disposed of after 10.30 p.m.

Nothing in the foregoing provisions
shall be construed to prevent the inter-
ception of the debate on the Address
m Reply by the passage of a Tem-
porary Supply Bill, provided always
that the time as above allotted for the
consideration of the Address m Reply
shall in no case be curtailed.”

I beg to move—
amendments to Rule of
9--C Npeader reports Spoeele

on the last of
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There may be a difference of opinion as to
the advisability of adopting this new Stand-
ing Order. which was submitted at the
meeting of the Standing Orders Committec
the other night. at which there was a full
attendauce of all members of the committec.
It ds advisable, I think, to allow the House
in each year to proecced as early as possible
with the real business of the session, We
recoguise, of course, that it is an inviolable
right that hon. members have to discuss
grievances or bring forward any matter they
(i(snv to discuss in the earvly part of thr‘
session. when the opportunity” to «o that is
taken on the debate on the Address in Reply.
One would think that allowing four full
days after the duy on which the Address in
Reply iz moved and scconded would give
ample opportunity for all moembers on each
side to address the House on subjects which
ave uwsually  discussed on the  Address in

Reply.  In'some cases it is considered. if not
actually @ waste of time, at any rate that
there s a considerable amount of time

taken up in discussing purely formal ques-
tions on the Address in Reply,  For that
reason 1 think it is desirable that we should
got o the rveal business of the session ax
soon ax possible. and not allow hon. members
to indulge in (1 full-dress debate on the topies
of the day under the motion for the adoption
of the Address in Reply. At the same time,

the Government have no desire to burke
dixenssion.
Hon. W. H. Darxus: This Standing Order

You
for each

I~ dL‘{;llH\[ that statenient, at any rate.
ave only allowing seventoen minutes
member.

The PREMIER: Do all members speak
on the Address in Reply?

Fon, W. H. Baryes:
busitiess of the country
thut =omie hon.
speak at all.

The PREMIER: It is the desire of the
(iovernment to geb to the business of the
country, and not to indulge in an unreason-
ably long debate on the Address in Reply.

Hon. W. H. Barnes: You want to avoid a
disenssion of vour misdeeds during the recess.

The PREMIER: We do not desire to
burke dizcussion on what the hon. gentleman
calls our misdeeds: nor do we wish to take
away any rights of hon. members to address
the House or Committee, Under our Stand-
i Ovders hon. members can address the
House on  grievances on the Address in
Reply.  on  the Financial  Statement, om
censure motions, on Supply Bills, and also
on the motion that the Speaker leave the
chair.

Nearly all.  The
will soon be =0 run
wembers will not be able to

Mr. Vowrnrs
You
put.”’

The PREMIER: Last vear yon took the
opportunity of moving two censure motlons
vowrself.

My, T R. Roserts: When the
perty were i opposition they

A nice chance we have got !
will move—* That the question he now

Labour

wsed to move

two in a week,
The PREMIER : There was no “gag”
o the censure motions last vear.

Mr. Sizer: How many Hmes last session
did veou use the “gag™?

My, Vowrss: Toriz-five times.

Hon. E.G. Theodore.]
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The PREMIER: We had to use the
“gag ’ last vear because of the tactics of
the Opposition. But, no matter how many
times we used it, we did not make such a
ruthless use of it as the Denham Adminis-
tration did. {Opposition dissent.) A lot of
hon. members who are rvaising a chorus of
interjections were not here when the Den-
ham Administration was in power; but
can ure them that what T say 1s true.
Mr. Denham made a most ruthless use of
the eag.” T thought hon rmembers came
into this Chamber to get on with public
business, and we are faced this session with
a  purely constructive  businesslike  pro-
aramme, and it is the desive of hon. mem-
hers opposite to stave off the consideration
ef that programme,

3

Mr. Vowies: We have not been here a
week votb.
The PREMIER: The bhon. gentleman

satd last night that we were meeting too
early. If the bon. gentleman wishes o dis-
cuss (Governraent measurces, we shall be hore
for the next few years and we will try te
accommodate him.  (Laughtoer.)

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): This is opening
up a very big field for argument. This

ajteration is going to deprive hon. members
of certain privileges which they have now
as a matter of righi-—one of the very few
privileges which they can insist on—since
1910, when we last revised the Standing
Order Previous to that every member of
this Assembly was entitled, as a matter of
right, to spcak on the debate on the Ad-
dress in Reply, end could not he ** gagged.”
In 1910 there was a time limit of one hour
fixed for his specch.
JTon, W. DERTRAM :
to *“gag” him heve,

We do not propose

Mr. VOWLES: That was one occasion on
which he could not be * gagged?® : he could
demand his rights. T well remember when
the last Standing Ovders were introduced
and speeches were deliveved by the present
Secretary for Public Lands, by the present
Premier, and by the present hon. member
for South Brisbane, Mr. Ferricks.

The PreMIER: You look up those speeches
and you will be considerably cdified.

Mr. VOWLES: T have looked them up,
and I am very edificd, 1 remember the speech
made by the present hon. member for Bowen
on that occasion.  He talked about the way
our forefathers had to fight for the libertiex
they had won. and the way, blood had been
shed in order to gain our present privileges.
e objected to any curtailment of his rights
when he was in opposition.  Tvery one of
those hon. members spoke in the same strain
on that occasion. They wanted to see that
their privileges were protected,  Yet we
find to-day fhat those privileges are being
further filched away. In twelve months the
presout Government will be the sufferers
from these Standing Orders. because we shall
be over on the Government benches by then,
and they will be In opposition. So T am
protecting their interests and the interests
of future Opposifions by endeavouring to
see that our privileges are not taken away
from us. It is all very well for the Premier
to say that our object in coming here ig to
do business.  When the Standing Orders
were under consideration in 1910 the very

jects that we are dealing with to-night
took six days to diseuss, and the ‘‘gag”
was not put on them at all, We are told

[Hon. B. G. Theodore.
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that we have certain powers and certaln
privileges in this House.
At 7.15 pan.,
Mr., Torrock (Gregory;
#s Temporvary Chalrman.

Mr. VOWLES: On that cccasion we wers
toid that the righis of members of the Oppo-
sition were taken away from them. I do not
want to go into the guestion of the * gag,”
because that comes up under another Stand-
ing Order. I will show later on how many
rimes the * gag ™ was used last scssion, and
how many times the bulk of the Opposition
were  disfranchised. and  prevented  from
carryving out the purpoeses for which they
were elected.

Hon., W. Berreay: You agreed with this
amendment rhe other evening in the Stand-
ing Orders Committec.

Mr, VOWLES: T was there as one of the
Committee, and the majority agreed to it.
What was the use of wy putting in a pro-
test when T was in the minority? I say
that four days is tco little time to discuss
the Address in Reply. 1f this is going to be
carried. 1 would like to make a suggestion
to the Premier. As this Standing Order
takes away cortain privileges from the Op-
position, and secing cach momber is only
to be allowed forty minutes, | suggest that
hon. members on this side should be given
preference in caiching the Speaker’s eye,
and that the time shonld be equitably dis-
rributed over members on this side.  KEvery
member in this Chamber has the same right

took the Chair

as every other, and each has a right to
oxpress bis own opinjon, Because 1 am
entit to certain privileges as o matier of

because I sit on the front bench.
that is no reason why the wmembers sitting
behind me should be deprived of the right to
voiee the opinions of the electors who sent
them to this Tfouse. We are disfranchising
the electors by Hmiting speeches and limiting
ihe number of daws.

The PreMiE Who brought in the limita-
tion of <preches?

Mr. VOWLES: Mr. Kid
in 1910.

The Pruwipn: ITe had coalesced with Mr.
Philpy before that.

AMr, VOWLES:
divided amongst

ston brought it in

1f the time iz to be
all members, it will allow
soventeen minutes fo each. 1f vou are only
coing to allow seventeen minutes to dis-
cuss the Address in Reply, vou are reducing
it to a farce. The Premier told us that we
could speak on want of confidence motions.
We mig'z'ln’ bring one forward as an amend-
ment to the Address in Reply.
The Preanen: That would be absurd.

Me, VOWLES: What would our position
be? We would still be within the four days.

The Previer: Do it stratght out.

Mr. VOWLES: If we moved it straight
out. we would be told that we should do
it on Supply, and if we did it on Supply.
we would be told that we were depriving
the public servants of their salaries. 1
the Premior is zatisfied to move—'‘ That the
question be now put --at any time, then
hon. members can be deprived of their rights.
and be silenced at any time.

Hon. W. BerTRax : You cannot
want of confidence motion.

Mr. VOWLES: I would not be positive
of that. beeause we had <o many samples

Ceapr’ oa
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of the ““gag’ last sesilon that I cannot
remember when it was not used. I thought
the * gag ™ could be used on cvery oppor-
tunity the (Government had a chance, Want
of confidence motions are moved only when
there is cause for them, and are we going
to be deprived of our right under the
Standing Orders of expressing our views on
the Address in Reply, and then be compelled
to resort to subterfuge, and afford our mem-
bers the opportunity of speaking on a use-
less and informidable want of confidence
motion? We want to carry on in a business-
fike way., [ think everybody must admit that
time is not of so great value as to justify this
proposal, unless the Government have a
<lefinite progremme to clean up the business
rod day and go to the electors, as I
and they have. Sooner than sce the
right to which every member iz entitled
filehed from him, the Premier should have
walled Parliament together a week earlier,
which week could have been devoted to the
«discussion  of Jocal and country matters,
which hon. members do not often have the
opportunity of debating.  There are many
local matters in connection with departments
that require ventilating—matters which, from
a Brisbane point of view, may be of very
Httle concern, but which, from a local and
wountry point of view, arve of very great
argency.  There are very many cases where
grievances nced rvectifying, where the depart-
ments should be put in the limelight, and
some where officers need to be placed on the
mat,

L submit that this Housc should deal with
the matter as a non-party question, Merely
from the fact that this has been bhrought
forward by a  committec, through Mu.
Speaker, is no reason why hon. members
should vote for it purely as a party measure.
I ask every hon. member to take into con-
sideration that in & very short time therc
may be altered conditions here. Hon. mem-
bers opposite may be in opposition to-morrow
and my argument now may apply equally
well to theni in the future. If hon. members
opposite are a party to taking away a rvight
for which they fought in the past. and they
are the sufferers in the future, they must
remember that they do it deliberately—some
of them in the face of the arguments they
have used in the past that every man should
stand up for frecdom of speech and his
privileges under the Standing Orders.  So
strong were some of the arguments in the
past that the present hon, member for South
Brisbane held that there should be no limita-
tion at all of any speech.  We know why the
Standing Orders limiting speechos were first
introduced—Dbecause  Mr. Lesina on one
occasion made a speech running into some
olght hours. Hon. mewmbers opposite then
objected to the limitation to one hour in
some cases, and to forty minutes in others.
The Sccretary for Public Lands was very
interesting in his remarks. ’

The SECRETARY ror Prsnic Laxps: I made
A very good speech.

Mr. VOWLES: You made a very good
speech from our point of view now. I do
not want to waste the time of the House by
reading it, but it is full of good common
sense, standing up for those privileges, yet
to-ddy we shall possibly have that same hon.
gentleman and the Premier and our friend
from Bowen going right back on the opinions
they cxpressed then. If they are going to
do that, T should just like them to explain
the altersd condittons which justify  them.

{6 Juuy.]
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Tour days is ioo short a timc for the dis-
cussion of the Address in Reply. I suppose
I am not giving any secrets away when I
say that in the first draft the time proposed
was three days, but the Premier in his
goodness and kindness of heart extended it
to four days.

The Preamrkr: The Speaker made the
suggestion.

Mr. VOWLES: Does the hon. member
suggest that it was not w party decision?

The Puimigr: There were four on each
side.

Mr. VOWLES: Aud the Speaker was the
chairman of the commitice, and one of the
members was the Chairman of Committees.
While those gentlemen may be officers of the
House, they ere also attendants at caucus
mieetings—a  thing  which never happened
betore.  {Government laughter.) 1 can assure
vou that on all occasions when I have been
assoctated  with  Governments  the  Speaker
never attended a party mecting.

The Preymr: You nearly fired a Speaker
nut at one time for not attending party
mectings.

AMr. VOWLES: We got as far as four
day«, and the Premiecr or Speaker, or, at
any rate, the committee, decided that they
were not going any further. T offered as a
solution of the problem, in order to give
more wembers an opportunity to speak, that
we should amend Standing Order 107 and
reduee the time to forty minutes; but it was
only as a matter of expediency, or an alterna-
rive in order to give hon. members generally
a little more justice. Tf cach member has
forty minutes, 1n four days we shall be able to
put up thirty-two speakers—sixteen from each
side—which means that more than 50 per cent.
of the members of the House will be deprived
of their rights, Someone is going to suffer
on each side, aud what Justification is there
for taking away the rights of cven the
newoest, or smallest, or meanest member?
We are all on the same footing, and the
Standing Orders should apply to the prince
and the pauper alike—that 1s, to the Premior
aud the private member. In order to give
hon. members opposite, who in the past have
expressed themselves as against taking away
rights which bave been so dearly fought for,
ali opportunity to prove their sincerity, I
wove the omission of the word * four,” with
a view to inserting the word *“ nine.”” That
will give everyvbody an opportunity under
the altered conditions of speaking for forty
minutes each, and we arve giving something
away there.

The Preyier:
normal time.

Mr. VOWLES: No. That is another thing
to be taken into consideration—we are sitting
four days a weck. If what the Premicr says
is correct, his following shonld not waste
time, as they usually do. putting their stuff
into * Hansard.”

Mr. HarrLey : How do you justify that?

Mr. VOWLES: The Premier says it is
unnecessary for these speeches to be made.
1t that is so, hon. members opposite should
follow the lead of their Premier, and give
the whole of the time to the Opposition, and
not be a party to wasting time.

Honx. W. H BARNES (Bulimbu): I sup-
pose there is not a member in this Com-
mittee to-night who, if he were probed to
the bottom. would 1ot say he was astounded

Hon. W. H. Barnes.)

That is three weeks of
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that there should come from the Governmeut
a proposal such as this, T can remomber

when the stimates of the 1lome
[7.30 p.m.] Sceretary’ L were

debated for sis I do not
say  there was any for that.
Here we find o democratic Government—
so called—who come along with these pro-

s

pesals. What do they mean?

The Skemersny vor  1Prsnic Laxps  inter-
jected.

Hov, W. 1L DARNES : 1f the hon. gentle-
man is consistenr, he will come over and vote
with us. The records of ¢ Hansard ' show
that very clearly. We are being asked to do
something  which will simply niean that a

vast majority of the members of thix Flouse
on Tmporiant questions will not have a chance
of expressing themselves.  1Is that demo-
cracy ?

Meo Fev: That i+ connmunisin.

CHoxs WO L BARNES: Is that the demo-

cracy  which we are told springs from the
other ~tde: or ‘has the Premier received his
istructions from a body which sat here i
Brishane lazt vear and adopted certain resolu-
fions? Is that the way the government of
the country s going to be carvied on? Tt
will be fmpossible for a member in the space
of weventeen minutes to express himself on
the matters which have cropped up during
the vecess. That ix whar this proposal would
amount io. What opportunity will b given
to a mewber to deal with watters of import-
ance”  Onee this Standing Ovder 15 passed it
means thar those men who have not alveady
spoken will get less than seventeen minutes,
Leeause the speechies up to now have beeu for
the present limit of one houwr. 1 am not
blaming those who have availed themselves
of the privilege.  The Premior himself took
an hour. Coming from recess, hon. members
are full of things which demand the greatest
attention from the House. Tf we dealt only
with the unemploved question, there would
be sufficient for any man to speak  for the
full term of one hour.

A GOveRNMENT  MEMBER :
serions.

Flox. W. 1L BARNES: T awm serious,
especially when T remember that a Minister
sald not long since that in a certain time
there would be no nuemplovnrent,  An answer
given in this ITouse io-day revealed the
faet—-—

The TEMPORARY CIUTAIRMAN: Order!

Hox. W, 1T. BARNES : Thar £174.000 had
been spent in relief——

The TEMPORARY CITAIRMAN:

Ttox. W. 11, BARNER:
vear,

The TEMPORARY CITATRMAXN : Order!
T ask the Lon. member ro obey my eall to
order and to deal with the amendment,

Tlos. W, 1. BARNES: T will obey your
call to order. T am dealing with the amend-
ment 1 am guite suve that what [ was saying
was very relevant to the question.

Mr. Rvax: Send him out for life.

Hox. W, . BARNIES: It will be realised
that, if justice 1s ro be done to the misdeeds
of the Government during the past year only.

You ave nof

Ouvder !

Dhuring the past

it will fake the full time which the hon.
member for Dalby has suggested v his

amendment.  The amendment makes it pos-
sible for full ventilation to be given to the

[Hon. W. H. Barnes.

various mattoers which have cropped up dur-
ing the ree 1 ask the Sceretary for Lands
—whom, | think. this House gencrally has
recognised as being a fair man—if it 15 not
w4 reasonable thing for him to say, * We are
desirous of giving an opportunity for expres-
sion of opinion in connection with the affairs
of this great State on the Address in Reply.”™

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Wait
until the Budget comes along.

Hov, W. 1I. BARNES: All along the Liae
we have been told to wait.  If we wailt for
the Budget, we shall find ourselves shut out.
The hon. gentieman may think we are ready
to be guiled. but we are not going to be
guiled in that partienlar divection.  The
affairs of Queensioud ave such to-day that it
is fmpevative we should have the full time
to dizeuss then

LANDS :

Tet me illustrate one or two watters, quite
apart from the question of unemployment,
which I nsed as an argument incidentally.
1 vou take up the = Queensland Times” ov
rhe - Daily Standard 7 of to-day, you will
find thar Ministers and some members of the
pitrty supporting rhe Government have been
very eagerly doing their best in connection
with affairs at Ipswich. When we on this
sidle ave the men who represent the democraey
of the country—(loud Goverument laughter}
—T will pur it this way—when we ave the
gomuine representatives of the democracy of
the country. surely it is right that we should
have an opportunity to defend them in the-
Touse and to put rheiv grievances before the

House ' Wo know that in other divections
there is very =erious rrouble just now. Talke.
it vou willl the departure from a  very

important part of the policy of the other side.
1 c¢an remember when the cry used to be
“ No vierimisation.” There hax been a depar-
ture from that, avd because one man had the
courage to speale his convietions——

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN : Order!
Order!

Hox. W. 11, BARNES: T am using that a-
an argument to show that we must have time
to discuss these affairs.  There are other
thingx which demand the best attention froms
every member in thix House,  There is a
bigger yuestion which has to be considered.
quite apart from parts polities.  Sowme of the
statements 1 have made tonight yveveal the
fact that the House showld have the fullest
opportunity of expressing itself at a critical
juncture.  The Premier himself has made
statements that the finances ave such as to
demand caveful consideration.  Surely when,
linked up with the question of the finances,
there are other questions of great importance,
we should have the fullest time allowed to
deal with them.  [Tow singular it is that
this aptitude should now be adopted by the
Premier when we remember what his attitude
wax away back in 1810, Probably the hon.
gentleman would like ¢ Hapsard ™ to be
buried. so far as it velates to his speeches on
that oceasion.  He was one of the most power-
ful advocares in the divection of not shorten-
ing time, but of giving every opportunity to
hon. members to express themselves.  If the
Govermuent will not give full time for dis-
cussion. the only conelusion to be drawn is
that theiv sine are so nuwmerous that they are
afraid to give the House the opportunity to
disenss them.  They have disappointed their
friends; they are angling in another divec
tion: and because they have failed they say

i
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the best way is to close the whole Dbusiness
up, so as not to give those men who represent
the people in the House an opportunity of
placing Dbefore the public the condition of
things as they exist to-day. If the amend-
ment of the leader of the Opposition is
turned down, it will be another nail in the
(tovernment's coffin, and will show that they
are absolutely afraid of the people, and that
they want to get into recess as quickly as
possible beenuse of the danger they ave in.

Me. FRY (Wurilpay: T am going fto resist
the 3»1'1»1)05:1'} before the Committee 1o limit
the debate on the Addreess in Reply. The
Lrovernor’s Specch contains som where in the
wieinitr of twenty-seven pavagraphs.  Houn.
~ll(‘l]lbl s are asked to consider rho important
Speech of s Bxeclleney to this Parliament
in the sniall space of seventeen minutes, It

raises the question of whether the Government
u»n\ul(') that theiv programme is worth con-
sidering ar all. They have xet before tha
cepresentatives of the people this Specch.
involving many phases of administration of
the State's alfairs, and to ask us to ferminare
our disenssion, or eriticism. or holpful remarks
tn<ide of seventeen minutes is dsl\mg us to
rreat the matter with something little better
than contempt,  For that reason alone I think
the pesolurion should not be accepted: and
if wo are going to look for any further proof
«of the reason why we should not give away
our opportunities to discuss the administration
of the affairs of the countyry. we have the
speeches made by hon. members who are now
occupying the Government benches when thev
were 1 opposition. We have all read the very
interesting and strenuous fight those hon.
members put up in defence of the right of
free speech for the people’s representatives, If
it was right twelve years ago, how much more
is it right to-day when the conditions of the
world’s affaivs warrant a careful, wise, and
mature cousideration” The debate on the
Address in Reply 15 a reply to the Governor’s
Specch.  If there was no veply to the
Governor’s Speech, what would the d«baie be
for? His Excelleney is brought here, and the
Government hand him a programme conrain-
ing their proposals for the coming scusion.
which he reads, and we should have plenty of
tim& marurely to consider those ])10])0\11

and deal wirh them in a way which is hefittine
an infeiligent deliberative Chamber, All the
facts are against the acceptance of the resolu-
tion. The pm)pl“ eleet us as their representa-
iives, and thev would think very little of us
if we could be induced to accept a sevonteen
minutes’ tine Hmdt in eonnection with such
an Important debate.  We wounld be nothimg
Mmore tadan tmere automata instead of being
intelligent, thinking individuals. 1 e¢laim that
the members of the Opposition have o duty
to their constituents, and I am going to resist
site resolution at every opportunii T <to not
altogether agree with the leader of the Oppost
tion in being preparved to accept a mre days
Hoait,  If svery hon. member here wished to
comnient upoen the administration of  the
Government, he should be given a reasonable
time to do so. I comsider that thirtv-five
minutes in some cases is not a reasonable tiwme.
Frequentls we find hon. members having to
give up their right to speak in order that
other members mnay obtain an estension of the
time allowed by the Standing Orders because
they are not able to deal with their subjest
in the timo allotted to them. The evidence
goes to show that the time now available is
not sufficient. It is proposed that we should
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have four days. cqualling twenty hours, allot-
red to seventy members i which to speak.
Within thut time they are expected to deal
with itmportant affaivs of State, important
secial questions, and matters which are of vital
importance to the welfare of the community.
not only in the cities but in the country.
The stare of the country at the present time
i sueh as requires cureful, wise, and detailed
consideration.
The SECRETARY
much hetter for

rafk.

My, FILY I agree with the hon gentleman,
It would be betier for the country 1f respon-
sible Ministevs of the Crown would make
statements such  ax  should cmanaie  from
responsible Ministers,

The DEPUTY CTTATRMAN:

A, FRY : I am replying to the Miuistor.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order! The
hon. member will be in ovder in dealing with
the amendment.

M. FRY: The scssion last year lasted
cleven whole weeks, during which thoe thirty-
two Bills wers put rL)ougzh. and the ()])p()~|-
tion were Cgagged 7 oon forty-one occasions.
ividentlv the experience of the Government
during that session is anifest in the resolu-
tion here to still further reduce the time
for whichi hon. members may address this
Chamber. If eleven weeks were sufficient time
Just sewion, 1t would appear to me that the
Government arve anxious to make it less fhis
rime—making it about eight wecks, T am
voing to resist the curtailment of my vighr,
at any rate, fo discuss the matters pldcod
.wforo the House as indicated by the Govern-
ment in the Governor’s Speech. T hope that
hon. members opposite, who have fought s
hayd in the past in defence of their 1‘1011{- to
speak. will boldly stand up and declare for the
people and not for party. The party is
1esponsible to the people; the party cannot
control the people. At the present time
the people are given the right of represonba-
tion: but what is the good of having repre-
~ontatives if they ave not permitted freely to
discuss matters that come before them? We
may, perhaps, be coming down to the position
of the leadors of parties making speaches and
then taking a vote. That mmht be in the
Premier’s mind, So far as I can see, there
s no inteation on the part of the Government
fo economise. 1f there were, cconomy could
have been cxerciscd during the last year or
two, and extravagant e\pondltmo saved in
manz directions,

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN :

Mr. FRY: That is the
could have been exercised.

Tt would be

FOR MINES :
if there was less

the country

Order !

Order

truth—-economies

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr. TRY: To cconomise in discussion, to

ceonomise in eriticisms of matters of import-
ance, is unfair. We know that the Govern-
ment are pledged to a new objective which
COvers }’;olshm!sm, and everything must be
considered in the light of the objective of a
parfy when that party is in power. The
objective of the party in power must be set
out in their programme, and it is the duty
of the Opvosition to inquire very closely into
any proposition put before TParliament, in
order to soe what is behind it. I would like
to discuss. in the interests of the country
cenerally, the programme put forward by the

Mr. Fry.]
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tovernment, because 1 realise that, unless
the country is prosperous, the cities cannot
he prosperous. liveryone realises that, if the
man on the land is not contented, then the
people in the city cannot be contented.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
1 hope the hon. member will connect his
remarks with the amendment.

Mr. FRY: Al these matters are roferred
to in the Governor’s Speech. 1 consider the
proposal to limit the debate ou the Address
in Reply to four days is an unfair one, and
it must he borne in mind that what applied
to Government members when they were i

Opposition will apply to them again after
the nesxt election.
Mr., MORGAN (Murilla)y: 1 can  quite

understand that the Premier, having a very
small majority, and with the risk of ti
majority vamshing at any wmoment, desi
to curtail the business of the House and get
info recess as guickly as possible, I quite
sympachise with the Premier in the position
i which he finds himself, but, notwithstand-
ing that fact, it would be unwise on the part
of the Opposition to allow any of their
privileges to be taken from them. Ion.
members representing country districts find
it mnecessary, ou the Address in Reply, to
bring up many matters of local importance.
They may be parcchial to a certain extent,
nevertheless they are of ereat importance to

the electors they ropresent; and, unleas they
have an opportunity of speaking on the
Address in Reply, they will be practically

dehayred from placing their grievauces before
Parliament, and letting the departments
know the requirements of their electorates.
Very often good results are brought abouf
owing to the fact that Opposition memnbers
are able to let Ministers know just what is
oceurring in their clectorates. Iven on the
present occasion the scconder of the Address
m Reply brought forward some very import-
ant local matters as far as the Gult country
1~ on'*mnml and I feel sure that the fact
of the hon. member making his announce-
ment in this House will carry much more
weight than if he had made his remarks
arpertaining to the land guestion in his elec
torate to individual ministers. If this pro-
posal is carried, only thirty members will be
able to speak on the Addvess in Reply, that
18, allowmg full forty minutes to each speechy
and most bhon. members in this House,
especially those on the Government benches,
occupy the full time allowed at present. ' In
fact. on occasions, they have received an
extension of time, dlthousgh the present limit
is fixed ar onc hour. Only fifteen out of
thirty-five members of the Upposition will be
able to take part in this dcbate if it is
limited 1o four days, because hon. membe
such as the hon, member for Bowen and the
hon. mewber for Fitzroy and others would
do their ]owl best to talL to their constituents
through * Hansard.” T remember the hon.
member for Bowen at once time sque&tmg
that © Hansard” should be made frec; that
a verbatim report should be ablwhud of
all spoochm and sent to every Olpdor so that
he would know what was taking pldcv in
Parliament.  The venorts, generally, that
appear in the Press do not give much infor-
mation. 'The I’ress devotes as much space
as it can o the reports, but the people in the
country do not get ar opportunity. generally
spe aking, of judeing the speeches nmde hy
hon. moembe That iz why hon. members

[Mr., Fry.
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take advantage of *“ Hansard ” and send so
many copies to the people in their electorates.
1§ the length of speeches is limited to forty
minutes it will mean a differense of twenty
minutes in cach speech, and I think that s
a fair thing. 1 am entitled to speak on the
Gaddress in Reply. It is ounly right to my

vleciors that 1 should speak on the Address
in Replv. The electors expect their members
to volce their grievances in this Flouse, and

v curtail that privilege would be unjust
The Speaker, by intecjection, said that tho
v gag” conid not be used in connection with
a " No coufidenee” wotion, I feel suve that
the Hpeaker was uot correet when he made
that intevjection.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: The
hon. mewmber must deal with the amendment.
Mr. MORGAN: It was stated that one
of rhe yeasons why we should agree to the
proposal was that on a * No confidence”
motion we could not be * gagged,” and 1

want to point out that, 1f we agree to the
motion. we shall be doing away with one
of onr privileges that cannot be *‘ gagged.”
Under the Standing Orders we have our full
period of one hour on the Address in Reply
and the *“ gag” cannot be applied, but that
does not apply to a * No confidence™ motion.
*No  confidence’ motions have been ™ gag
ged” after the mover and seconder have
spoken,  Members of the Opposition have to
depend a great deal on the Speaker or the
Chairman of Committees to protect their
rights. A Government with a majority have

power, under the Standing. Orders, to pus
on the  gag” at anpy tune. They have

power to suspend any Standing Order. The
year before last, the Address in Reply was
done away with altogether.

The Previei: For seven yvears the Federal
’arliament had no Address in Reply.

Mr. MORGAN: Whatever the Federai
Parliament may do, 1 feel sure such a pro-
posal as this would be opposed very strenu-
ously by Labour members in the
Federal Parliament. I will admit
that, if we were on the Govern-
meont benches, we should perhaps endeavour
10 curtail the privileges of the Opposition;
but wounld the Premier, if he were leader of
the Opposition, allow that to be done withous
putting up a fight?

The Premier: I could quite understand
that being done.

Mr. MORGAN : I remember the occasior
when it took six and a-half days to dispose
of the amendments of the Standing Orders
then being made. The Opposition stone-
walled to a considerable extent, and the
journals which were supporting the Labour
party that time were very pronounced in
their attitude. 1 remember that the Labour
journals were against the Government at the
time they did away with the Address in
Reply. They were opposed to the curtail
monf of the privileges of members, recognis-
ing the fact, no doubt, that it would not be
\olw before the present Government would be
in opposition. I shall be very interested to
know what the Labour daily and the workers
of this State will say in respect to this move
on the part of the Government. I feel sure
that, on the democratic principles which they
profess, they will not support the Govern-
ment in this matter. A Government, no
matter what sort it may be, does not last for
all time. If the present Premier should
become the leader of the Opposition, that is

8 p.m.]
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not a matter about which we are concerned;
but, eventually, hon. members sitting on the
Governmant benches will be sitting on this
side of the House, and they will be very
sorry if their mlu]eg,e% are curtailed, I
intend to opposc the motion. I hope that the
Premier will accept the compromise offered
by the leader of the Opposition. We all
agree that the time should be foriy minutes.

The Previer: I will agree to
premise.  Accepi the motion as it s,
make the limit forty minubes.

Mr. MORGAN : Our leader has said that
we will agree to forty mlnutm if the hon.
gontleman will make it nine days. Later on,
when. the present Opposition gct into power,
we might ask the Premier, if he is leader of
the Oppo ion, to agree to four days. It is
only natural that a Covernment should want
to curtail the rights of the Opposition. Gener-
ally speaking, however, Governments do not
rake full advantage—more especially when
there happens to be a Government in power
that is not a Labour Government—of the
opportunity of curtailing debate.

Mr. KERR (Fnoggera): I desire to support
the amendment. 1 freely acknowledge that
o great deal of latitude has been allowed
previously in regard to the debate on the
Address in Reply. That latitude is appre-
ciated, but it has been used by Government
members more than Opposition members. We
have had only onc day on the debate on the
Address in Reply this week, and because two
members of the Opposition spoke. the Premier
thought it necessary to get up and occupy a
full hour. I do not think that any restric-
tions should be placed on hon. members in
the dcbate on the Address in Reply, as the
debate saves a lot of time in discussion when
the Financial Statement and important Bills
are brought before the Chamber. 1 think
there are other factors dominating the situa-
tion. The Financial Statement and the Rsti-
mates can come before the House at a much
=arlier date if the debate on the Address in
Reply is limited. Under those circumstances
we are not going to have the Auditor-
General’s report and the departmental reports
to assist us. The Government are, therefore,
going to get out of a good deal of criticism
mn regard to the conduct of the departments.
We have had one department in particular
brought under our notice. 'Those are the
things we ought to discuss, The people
realise that somuthmw should be done in
regard to the prevent occupants; of the Minis-
terial benches. There is another reason why
no limitation should be placed on the debate
on the Address in Reply, which reason, per-
haps, applies more to-day than ever before.
The Opposition are stronger in numbers
to-day than they have ever been.

Mr. COLLINS :

and

Weaker in debating power.

Mr. KERR: They are not weaker in
debating power. They are much stronger
than hon. members occupying the Govern-
ment benches, who are not game to stand
up to crmmsm as is shown by the fact that
they desire to reduce the number of days
for discussion. At an eally date there will
be an election, and it is their duty to reply
to the criticisms which we level against them.
The Press gives reports of what is said in
Parliament, which are read by the people,
and. if we are not given the opportumty
of stating the true sitvation with regard to
the hn&nccs, the public will be deprived of

{6 Jury.]
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their rights. As a representative, I stand
here to express my views on situations as
they arise. I cannot emphasise too much
what this means to us. With all the power
that I posscss I am going to voice my
opinion in this House. There should be no
deterrent factor when I want to express my
views in this Chamber. I notice Interjec-
tions from the (Jovernment benches are very
few and far between. We have hardly had
one interjection to-night. FHon. members
on the other side are quite dumb. Not one
of them is man enough to vote as his con-
science dictates. INot one will vote accmdmg
to how the people who sent them here wish
themn to vote, and that is to retain the
rights and privileges of every hon. member.
Some hon. members opposite expressed their
views ju 1910, and thelr speeches will  be
found in *‘ Hansard,” but they are sitting

dumb to-night, and are not game to come
out into the open, They will not vote as
their conscience dictates, but as they arc

told to vote. They are not gzame to show
theiv sound reasonablencss by objecting to
a restriction in the dcbate on the Address in
Reply. They could easily do that, because
they have an equal opportunity with olher
members of this Flouse. I have much
pleasure In supporting the amendment.

Mr. MOORE (4 ubwnl/) I would like to
support the amendment. I do not think it
12 a fair thing that any electorate should
have its privileges curtailed. Kyery merm-
ber should be allowed to express his views
in this Houss.

The PREMIER:
tailed by hon.
nccasion.

Mr. MOORX : This afternoon we had the
example of the hon. member for Rockhamp-
ton wanting somebody to move that he be
granted an extension of time because he
could not finish his speech in the time
allotted. He was not able to get in all that
he had to say on the question in an hour,
yet we arc asked now to curtail the debate
on the Address in Reply to four days. The
Address in Reply is one of the two occa-
sions when members have got the privilege
of speaking and discussing grievances re-
lating to their electora’ces, and it is not
fair to limit our time. It is limiting the
debate to thirty members. “Why should the
other forty members be debarred from speak-
ing? Where are the champions of liberty
who were here in 19107

Mr. Cornins: They are still here.

Tr. MOORE : What about the hon. mem-
ber for Bowen? In 1910 he said that he
came 1,100 miles to Parliament, and he did
not_want his clectors debarred from having
their views expressed in this House. Where
is that champion of liberty to-day? He is
sitting quietly over on the other side of the
Houso because the Government have placed
chains on his wrists, and because the Go-
vernment are anxious to get through the
business quickly and go into recess. The
Government do not want to hear any criti-
cism from she Opposition. Consequently,
when they were in the caucus, chains were
put on the wrists of all their members ani
they are not allowed to speak on this ques-
tion. In 1910 they were loud in their pro-
tests against any curtailment of the privi-
leges of members. That was because the
time was reduced for each member. I do
not know what they would have said if

Mr Moore.]
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members gabbling on every
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there was a proposal to reduce the number
of days for debating the Address in Reply.

The PreMIER: I suppose you know that
you cannot ‘ gag’ a man by putting chains
on his wrists? (Laughter.)

Mr. MOORE: The Government have
stopped hon. members of their party from
exercising their liberty. They have deprived
them of their liberty of conscience, because
members opposite are not allowed to say
what they think. We know what they really
think, because they gave expression to their
views in 1910. The Premier is dominating
the whole thing, becavse he wants to get
through the session in record time, and,
because he wants to get through quickly,
the members of the Government party have
to be subscrvient,

The DPreEMIER:
record work.,

Mr. MOORE: Hon. members opposite are
prepared to be subservient. They do not talk
now about coming down 1,100 miles to express
the views of their electors. It does not matter
vow so long as they can rush the business
through.

The Prewmr: I
miles from my

Mr. MOORY:
you, hecause
speak,

The PrewiEr: Just the same as the leader
of the Opposition.

Mr. MOORE: Is that any reason why
ordinary members of Parliament should be
curtailed in their remarks?

The Presuer: I think the ordinary mem-
bers should be curtailed.

Mr. MOORE: A member should not have
his rights and privileges curtailed at all.

M. Winstanpey : Then why did you curtail
our rights and privileges when you were
sitting on the Government side?

Mr. MOORE: I have never sat on the Go-
vernmnent side since I have been in Parlia-
ment; but if I do sit on the Government
side, T will express my opinion as a private
member just the same as I do on this side.
and that is what hon. members opposite are
frightened to do. 1 do not think it is a fair
thing to disfranchise the people in the way
that is proposed under this Standing Order.
We are only asking for nine days to be
allotted to the Address in Reply. That will
give everybody an opportunity of speaking.
Possibly, it will only take seven days, as
every member may not wish to speak, but
we should give every member the right to do
s0. It is not a fair thing to filch away our
rights in this manner. Why should the mem-
bers of the Opposition be muzzled? Why
should the members of the Covernment be
muzzled?  Members opposite can have all
they want to say distributed to their elecio-
rates in pamphlets.

Mr. BrexxaN: How do you know that?

Mr. MOORXE: The hon. member must be
very innecent if he does not know that these
pamphlets are being sent into the electorates
by the bushel. I want to see our present
rights and privileges maintained intact. The
Government have got the “ gag” and the
euillotine, and now they want to whittle
away the rights of members in this way. We

[Mr. Moore.
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have had our vights and privileges curtailod
too much, and now those who arc always
talking about free speech are assisting to
curtail our rights w¢till further. We know
that the Government will not allow the right
of free speech outside. We have hud an
example of that in the last two or three days.
"That is no veason why they should curtail
the rights of membres of this Cthainber. We
are not going to succeed in this matter be-
cause the Government have got the majority.
and, if they want to filch away the vights of
the electors, nothing can step them from
doing =0. The Government have the power
to stop the Opposition from speaking at all,
but I am surprised that members opposite
should be o servile and sit so quiet while
this i+ bheing done.

My, Ervnmsstoxe: It is a
now.

Mr. MOORT : Merelr beeause the Govern-
ment are in sn awkward position, members
on the Government side have allowed them-
selves to be muzzled. Why shonld they do
that simply because the Government are in
a tight corner? VYou cannot speak on this
question, Mr. Pollock, hut I am satisfied
that if vou were able to speak. judging by
the views vou have expressed in this Chamber
in the past, you would stand up for the rights
and privileges of members of this House.
The zmendment i= a just one. and for that
reason it should be carried.

My, GREEN (Towaseille)y: 1 desire to
express my disapproval of the motion of the
Premier and my Intention to support the
amendment.  In doing that T am voicing
the opinions of the electors I rvepresent. I
know that a good deal of time has been
wasted in esrrying on the busines: of the
House in the past, but that waste of {ime
has not ocrurred during the life of the present
Parliament. because the majority of the
people of Queensiand who are represented
by the members sitling on this side have
been denind time and again the privilege of
cxpressing their views on important matiers
that have come before this Chamber.

Ion. W. Foreax Swuira: IHow
specches did vou make last session?

Xy, GREEN: 1 feel in taking up this atti-
tude now that T am ounly following in the
footsteps of the Premier when he wus sitting
on this side of the House.

T am following in the footsteps of the hon.
member for Bowen, who, when sitting en
this side of the House, protested against a
motion which could not be compared with
the drastic character of that which has been
submitted this evening, but a motion curtail-
ing speeches to thirty minutes in Commit-
tes, and still giving members the privilege
of speaking for an hour on the Address in
Reply. We find the Premier, who was then
a new member, strenuously opposing a shight
modification in the Standing Orders. He
said—

“ Still, I know full well the evils of a
proposal which will be the means of
bringing about an automatic ‘gag.’’

What else is this but an automatic ““ gag?”
We had a “gag’” in the rcal sense last
session; we are going to have it now in an
automatic form, even on the Address in
Reply to the Governor’s Speech. The
Premier went on to say—

“That is how it suggests itself to my
mind. I can point out that we have

onc-man show

many
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ample provision in our present Standing
Ovders which are quite competent to pro-
vide against any unduc waste of time.
Sinee 1 have been in the House that
provision has been put into operation by
the hen. gentleman who seeks now to
carry these drastic proposals.”

If they werc drastic proposals, I cannot find
vords strong enough to describe the proposal
which the Premier has submitted to-night—

©If there is any occasion for drastic
measures to prevent a useless stonewall,
then the best thing is to put into opera-
tion Standing Orders that have been
found ample to meet all emergencies in
this Legislative Assembly, and are all
that are in force in other countries, and
to allow the Opposition to retain that
liberty of debate that they should have
in discussing public business. The Oppo-
sition should be given a fair amount of
time in which to express their opinions.”

Ju the amendment which has been submitted
we arc only asking for a reasonable time
for discussion. I cannot imagine the Premier,
being a reasonable-minded man and a pro-
fessed democrat at heart, and so sincerely
desirous that the will of the people should
be expressed through their representatives,
refusing to accept the amendment moved
by the leader of the Opposition. The hon.
member for Bowen on that occasion said—

“To 1ay mind, this proposal is an
attempt to curtail my liberty of speech
in this House, and also to curtail the
liberties of the people I represent.”

{Opposition laughter.) Hon. members oppo-
site vemain silent. It is quite evident that
once more the whip has been cracked over
them, and they are prepared to swallow all
their principles, and stifle their desires for
freedom, in order to satisfy the wishes of the
autocrats who lead them. The hon. member
for Bowen procceded to say—

- That is a thing which I must very
strongly object to. I do not think mem-
bers have committed any crime in
making unduly long speeches since I have
been in the House. As a comparatively
new member I, in common with other
members, have endeavoured to put my
views before the House In a reasonable
way, and I do not think any Government
should attempt to take away from us the
rights and liberties which members of
Parliament possess, and have possessed
for a number of years. There has been
a curtailment, little by little, of the rights
of members of Parliament.”

I contend that this is not a curtailment
little by little, but a curtailment in a whole-
sale manner of the liberties of the Opposi-
tion, and a taking away from them the right
of expressing the desires of the electors they
represent. Coming from a Government with
a majority of one in this Chamber, and a
minority of nearly 24,000 pcople in the
clectorates, I certainly cannot understand it.
It appears to me that the Premier is pre-
pared to flout, not only the will of the
people’s representatives, but the will of the
people themselves. It also appears that this
proposal is in keeping with an Administra-
tion which is given to victimisation both
inside and outside the House, and to depriv-
ing people of the right of expressing their
opinions. That has been characteristic of
many actions of the Government during the

[6 Jurv.]
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last two years, and particularly the last
two months. It appears to me that the

Juggernaut of oppression which, whilst
boasting of free speech and liberty and of
the will of the people, yet grinds the life
blood of frecdom and liberty from the veins
of the public service and the representatives
of the people, is now being brought into this
House in an endeavour to destroy the will

of hon. members. In the division which
took place on that motion we find that the
following members still in the Chamber

voted against the proposed amendment of the
Standing Orders:—Messrs. Barber, Collins,
Coyne, Ferricks, Land, Mullan, Payne,
Theodore, and Winstanley. Yet they con-
demn other people for rightly changing their
opinions—or rather, not for changing their
opinions—but for leaving a Government who
desert their opinions and their principles.

Mr. F. A, COOPER (Bremer): 1 would
like to point out to hon. members that this
proposed Standing Order refers only to the
debate on the Address in Reply. As a
matter of fact, the. Address in Reply for
years and years has been whittled away,
until now it is next to nothing. In no Parlia-
ment 1 the whole world is so much time
wasted on the debate as in this, and the
intention to curtail it is evidence of a for-
ward movement. Not so many years ago it
was the right and privilege of members
moving and seconding the Address in Reply
to appear in the Chamber in court dress.
They have dropped that. The debate which
occurred some years ago in this Chamber on
the amendment of the Standing Orders took
place on proposals which applied, not only
to the Address in Reply, but to the whole
of the debates, and there was a curtailment
then of privileges which hon. members
enjoyed ; but this applies only to the Address
in Reply. Hon. members may be astonished
to know that only a few years ago great
astonishment was expressed in Great Britain
when the debate on the Address in Reply
extended from the 9th to the 17th February,
and those nine days included a Saturday, a
Sundav, and a Monday on which the House
did not sit.

The TREVIER:
members.

Mr. F. A. COOPER: Yes. Once upon a
time it was the privilege of members of the
House to talk upon every sentence and para-
graph of the Address, but to-day the Address
in Reply is in its first paragraph but an
expression of the loyalty of the members of
the House, and in its second just a pleasant
matter-of fact statement that the matters
which His lixcellency has placed before us
will receive our careful consideration. There
is nothing contentious in it, and there is
nothing whatever in the curtailment of the
Address in Reply debate which curtails the
privileges of members of the House. Hon.

members on the other side con-
[8.30 p.mn.| tend that they now have oppor-

tunities of saying things which
ther would not have if this discussion is cur-
tailed. That is nonsense. If they want to
talk upon subjects which arise in connection
with other debate:, they will be talking upon
the same subject on two occasions, For hon.
members to say they have not an opportunity
of discussing grievances shows they do not
know the rules and forms of the House.
(Laughter.) They are at liberty to discuss
grievances on more than one occasion; there

My, F. A. Cooper.]
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are four or five distinct occasions when they
can «iscuss grievances if they know how.

Mr. XKixg¢: Provided they are not
“ gagged.”

Mr. ¥. A. COOPER: You are not
“gagged” upon these questions. Every

member of the House has the opportunity of
speaking upon the second reading of a Bill
and of discussing the Bill clause by clause
in Committee. Fe has an opportunity of
speaking on the Estimates-in-Chief, and then
he has an opportunity of discussing those
Hstimates separately. If hon. members were
keen to do the business of the country, they
would not want to waste time in talking
about things in the debate on the Address in
Reply when they can discuss them on some
other occasion. I think we should have a
little common sense and make the Address
in Reply a purely formal matter. Let us
take it on the voices and give it to the
Governor before he leaves this Chamber.
There would be some decency in that. His
Excellency would not have to sit for weeks
twiddling his thumbs and wondering if the
members of this House are loyal or whether
they are going to give consideration to the
measures he has asked them to consider. It
ought to be the duty of the Premier to stand
up as soon as the Governor had delivered his
Address and say, “ We are loyal. We are
glad to know you are still here. We express
our appreciation of your efforts on our behalf.
You can take our word we will give con-
sideration to the matters you have mentioned.
Thank you, very much. Good morning.”
Mr. SIZER (Nundah): One has to realise
that those hon. members who have been in
the Housc for many years, whose names have
been freely quoted by members on this side
to-night, who have always maintained that the
liberties of members of this Chamber should
not be invaded, now find themselves in a
most difficult situation. They have put up
the hon. member for Bremer, who, in his
flippant manner, has lightly passed over the
big subject in a diatribe on what is or is not
contained in the Address in Reply. The hon.
member knows very well, and so do the
Premier and other Ministers, that the Address
in Reply debate is one of the few full-dress
debates which we have in this House. It is
true that we have, provided the Government
allow it, a free discussion on the second read-
ing of Bills, But we know there are many
subjects not covered by Bills which should
come before Parliament; and, if we lose this
one opportunity of bringing those matters
forward, we shall be curtailed to a wvery
great extent, and can discuss only the business
the Government like to bring forward, irre-
spective of what individuals desire or what
the country needs. We have the Financial
Statement ; but the debate on that is now cur-
tailed to a great extent. I believe this Stand-
ing Order would be essential, provided the
policy of the party to which I belong was
put into operation; that is, that the members
of this Assembly should be reduced to such
a number that there would be ample time
provided under this Standing Order for cach
member to speak. Hon. gentlemen opposite
do not suggest that. One electorate is not
any different from another, and if an hon.
member has a desire to air his views after he
has received endorsement of the electors,
there should be no force in this Chamber—
which, we maintain, is a free institution pro-
vided by the British Constitution—which
should deprive him and the people of his

[Mr. F. A. Cooper.
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electorate of the right to be heard in this
debate, The hon. member for Bowen and
others fought for freedom of speech long
before they came into this Chamber. 1
appeal to those hon. members to realise that
they are deliberately establishing a precedent
and overthrowing that for which they fought,
and making an innovation which is not advis-
able or nccessary. There might have been
some justification previously for a curtail-
ment, because we had a revisory Chamber in
which any question could be ventilated. Hon.
members must recognise that now this is the
only Chamber in existence in Queensland, and
that, when a measure passes through here, it
becomes law, and there is no time for reflec-
tion in another Chamber.

Mr. Dasu: Hear, hear!

Mr. SIZER: The Hon. member agrees with
that. For the safety of the State and of
themselves, the Government should not curtail
discussion. but should allow the freest dis-
cussion. It is not necessary to discuss the
Address in Reply on nine consecutive days.
Other business may be done in the mean-
time, and this debate may be turned on ar
any time during the session. I do not see
why any hon. member should be deprived of
the opportunity of speaking if he so desires.
Probably the veason the hon. member for
Bremer was actuated to make the speech he
made was that he begins to realise that it
would be very useful to burke discussion.
The hon. member possibly would like to
burke discussion in Ipswich. = That should not
be allowed in this Chamber. Hon. members
on both sides should treat this matter purely
on its merits. devoid of anv party feeling.
having in mind its bearing on the Constitu-
tion and on the freedom of Parliament.

Mr. G. T. BARNES [(Wwrwick): The
Premier has not indicated vet whether he
is prepared to accept the very reasonable
amendment proposed by the leader of the
Opposition.

The Previer: I am sorry. I intended no

discourtesy.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: I wrongly inter-
preted the hon. gentleman's attitude. I
thought, by his extreme graciousness on the
front bench, that he had fully made up hix
mind to agree to the compromise suggested.
Surely, when the Opposition suggest a reasou-
able proposal to meet the views of the Go-
vernment on a matter of this kind, by re-
ducing by one-third the time originally
allotted in connection with the Address in
Reply, the Government might have shown
a disposition to meet them. We have to
remember that Parliament is differently
constituted to what it was in former times.
We are sent here to deliberate and to voice
our feelings. Formerly, when Bills were
sent to the other Chamber, there was oppor-
tunity for rediscussion and reconsideration
of matters. If we make undue haste frst
in one direction and then in another, we
shall have no end of amendments later on.
Half the time in thiz Chamber has been
taken up by moving various amendments to
existing legislation. That is going to be
multiplied in the future. The Government
might well consider the amendment of the
leader of the Opposition. The hon. member
for Bremer made light of the Address in
Reply to the Governor’s Speech.

Mr. Brexxan: What is in the Governor's
Speech ?
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Mz, G. P. BARNES: I am {ar from being
o of thoss who say that theve is nothing
in the Address in Reply to the Governor's
Spoech.  There are very big matters that
have a right to be attended to. I listened
very attentively the other night to the Proe-
micr, but he by no means covered the whole
of the matters which should have received
his attention. Woe should have known his
mind in connection with them. Took at the
mattors referred to in connection with the
Governor’s Speech. Look at the alteration
that has been made in the objective of the
Governmeni party. Iivery hon, member is
ioing to vote in connection with the different
rmatbers, and we want to know if the Govern-
ment are ready to abandon their old plat-
torm. Why should hon. members not have
an opportunity of saying that they are
with us or against us? Why should they not
have an opportunity of saying © We will
abandon once and for ever our old policy;
we are appealing to the country; we have
altered our tune; we have found we have
made a mistake; we are coming out on
broader lines in the future, and we arc
abandoning for ever the poliey of national-
1sation of the means of production, distrilbu-
tion, and ’ There 1s the big

exchange 7 7
matter of that new industry—the cotéon in-
dustry. If it is what the Govermment pre-
fers to believe it to be, every man should
have an opportunity of discussing it; but.
if wo are limited to seventeen minutes, how
are we going to cover that big and mighty
question?  No mention has been made of
that_yet by awvy hon. member—uot even by
the Premier. There is the matter of immi-
gration in the forefront of His Excellency’s
Speech, and we want to know how hon.
members opposite are viewing that matter.
And we waunt to know their views on the
matter of settlement of the Burnett lands.
Ii they are going to take away the oppor-
tunity they have of expressing those views.
w2 are going to leave this Chamber without
knowing where individual members stand.
‘There 1s the big matter of water conserva-
tion. We are striking out in new direc-
tions. The Government have beon wise in
striking at the psychological moment by
doing cortain things in connection with the
votfon  industry and land settlement. A
great opportunity is offering this country,
and we should abide and give carnest de-
liberation to all the affairs, not only those
that have been suggested by the Govern-
ment, but which may be suggested from this
side of the Chamber. We, as representa-
tives of the people, have a right to know
where we stand in this Fouse individually.
Some hon. members who have been some-
what roticent on various occasion: in the
past have mnot had an opportunity of ex-
pressing themselves, and they are going to
have less opportunity in the future of ex-
pressing their opinions. I am sure that, in
the interests of the country—and the coun-
iry stands for opportunity—the amendment
by the leader <f the Opposition should be
accepted by the Premier. Nothing will be
fost, Tt will be a mcans of furnishing an
opportunity for expressing, according o the
rights of hon. members, their views regard-
ing various matters which mav be intro-
duced from time to time by the Government.
The only opportunity of fully considering
the policy of the Government is at a time
tike this. T hope the Premier will accep$ the
amendment of the leader of the Opposition.

6 J
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Mr. FERRICKS (South Irisbanc): Some-
thinz has been said about the opposition to
a proposal for the curtailment of the limita-
tion of speeches in this Chamber some years
ago. I think I am safe in saying that what-
ever opposition was offered at that time
the hon. members who were here then can
claim  that the Opposition had a bit of
kick in it—a kick which is sadly lacking in
the opposition advanced to-night.

Mr. BrruinstoNe: There is a lot of kick
in your Government this year. You are a
very milk-and-water crowd.

My, FERRICKS: For many years past
the anti-Labour Press, which supports hon.
gentlemen opposite and moulds their opin-
1ons, has been regularly and almost inces-
santly advocating the abolition of the Address
in Reply debate. They have been saying,
and anti-Labourites have said in = this
Chamber, that the debatec on the Address in
Reply should be done away with altogether.
If we believe for a moment that the state-
ments made by hon. members opposite con-
tauin any sincerity, and thaé they mean what
they say, instead of opposing the proposal
10w before the Committee, one would expect,
them, not only to heartily fall in behind
in support, but to move amendments thai
would be an improvement upou the limita-
ticns that have beon proposed, for the reason
that they would outdistance the Government
in that respect. Speaker after speaker from
the Opposition has said that the Government
are going to be very shortlived, and will go
out almost any day—that the people are
waiting for the Government, and that once
thiy go to the people they will not come
k uws the Government. Do they, then,
yeci ihe people will then believe their
uratices that they ave in earnest both
ways? They eannot have it both ways. If
they are in carnest about their protestations
regavding unfairness, and believe that they
are going fo come over to this side of the
Houge. they would cndeavour further to
tighten up the limitations or restrictions. The
people will not believe that hon. moembers
opposite would extend much consideration to
ws if we were on the Opposition side of the
Chamber.

Apn Orposiriox MEMBER :
ways.

My, FERRICKS: If hon. members would
be honest to themselves, they would admit
that the curtailiment proposed here, and cven
a grester curtailment, would be an absolute
godsend to three-fourths of hon. member:s
opposite.  In previous debates during the last
two sessions it has been painful—I speak
syinpathetically when I say painful—to observe
hon. members on the other side endeavouring
to string out their speeches to the full time
allowed them under the Standing Orders. I
say to those hon. mombers that it is a huge
mistake for anv man to endeavour to utilise
to the full every minute of the time that is
at his disposal. That is to say, if a man can
use all the meat in bis remarks in twenty
minutes or thirty mioutes, he is making
a huge mistake if he tries to string out his
remar) for forty-five minutes or sixty
minutes. I think it iz a wise thing to curtail
the debate on the Address in Reply, because
this debate of all debates has the least business
in it. In the old days, when the Address in
Reply debate was strung out for a period of
three weeks, the listiessness of the debate
was apparent to everyoue after the first couple

Mr. Ferricks.]

‘ou voted both
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of davs. Tt 1s
it has been going two days.
of hon. members having spoken, every other
hon. membor feels it Tncumbent upen him,
in the interests of his constituents or his
political welfare, that he also should get up

absolutely a dead debate after
A certain number

and muke a speech; and [hll‘tl(‘ula]‘]" does
this apply to bon. membz:rs opposite, I
would 1mpru3 upen hon. members opposite
the desirablenss of endeavouring in their

utterances to conce ntratﬂ their idecas and con-
dense their '(nnr 33 ard to realise that then
ld(,.]b WoU (1 U(‘ 1(&1’ maore e: LCt}\( ¥ (‘\O‘C
in a speech of forty minu ihan in one of
y minubes, and would be of far more usze
to their wsiituents and to the country and
to the politicians themselves.

Mr. Vowrss: In 1910 you said therc should
be no limitation of speech at all.
Mr. FERRICKS: I was mora consistent

than the hon. member is now, because
opposed any limitation at all; but the hom.
member, while hz object: to the prineiple,
is trving to get an extension of time. I
objected to it and fought against it, which
hon. members opposite are not doing to nlght
but T have had twelve years more experience
in Parliament since that time. If speeches
were curtailed, not only would it be of assist-
ance to hon. members in putting their views
before their constituents, but it would also
popularise ““ Hansard,” and would lead to a
greater distribution of * Hansard ” and its
wider reading. “ Hansard ” is read in the
country to a far greater coxtent than many
people think. As one who used to read
‘ Hansard > a good deal before I came into
Parliament, T know that the spceches which
are long drawn out, and which are merely a
reiteration or rehashing of previous speeche<
are a bane to the poople who read ¢ Hansard ”
in search of knowledge. In previous sessions
it has bcen a sad spectacle to listen to the
reiteration and rchashing of speeches one
after another.

Mr. MoreaN : That is what you ave doing
now.

Mr. FERRICKS: I venture to say that
the sentiments I am expressing now have
not been uttered during this debate. During
this debate hon. members on the other side
of the Fouse have got up, one after anoiher,
and reiterated and rehashed the same state-
ment:—they are not argwmovh—in nrder to
get them into  Hansard.” Tho Address in
Reply debate is the one concerncd in this
amendment, and, us pointed out already,
there are many opporbunities to anv hon.
member who wishes to speak, or who has »ny
ideax to put into print. in the many other
debates which come before the House from
fime to time.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): There is one
matter in connection with this discussion that
has been overlooked, and it is this—the
Opposition is always at a greater dicadvantage
in debating or in eriticising anv leg’slation
than hon. members sitting behind the Govern-
ment. Thev are alwave at a disedvartoce
in that regard, because there is certain infor-

ation which the supporters of the Govern-
mr>nf receive before lee'elation is intredunced
into tne Chamber which members of the
Onposition do not get.  Members on the
Government side have an opportunity in
paucus of discussing and debating the whole
of the legislation which is o be introduced
by the Government, and, recognising the

{Mr. Ferricks.
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dizadvantages which the Gppesition is uadu
in connection with that matter, I th‘m tha

special roes should be
Opposition, and I tuk(: it this (Jf‘bm‘“ on th(
Address in Reply is one of the speaial privi-

Irges which Is more a right of the Opposition
than of membos sitfing on the (lsvernment
side, deoml itting on the Opposition side
ave seut here, st the sam remboers

Ju
the Govmnm(‘ut

side, vn work,
and, not having a previoy ige of the
legislation introduced, ihey have to  take

nicios such as this to discus
cn- Chamber now i which to
"“* slation introduced, in the
G:O\'!'] 101 ‘ﬂo ave set out what s
practically going be rhf srogyemme of the
Government for tn\ ion. Tight at the
VErv co nrmencoment 01 t}lQ sC =10r| th" Lrovern-
ment say, © There is our programwme. Wi
v a little in the Governor’s Sprech in regard
what we have done during the past year.
and now vou have an Op\mrtmn of discussing
what we intend to do in the future.” And the
discussion should take place at that juncture
and not. as has beun suggested, at some later
dat A discussion at the very time that the
programme for the session is placed bofore us
1s the proper thing. fn previous scisions we
have had a fair amount of time fo discuss
these matters, but now we are going to be

\>ppm'1u

et down to four dave. No doubt, it is frue
that somo hon. members can say o much in

half an hour as other hon. members can in
an hour, but to cut down the time hmlt by
the S*andmﬂ Orders is a mistake, and, if
the Premier is not prepared to give us mno
days, let him give us seven days. We claim
that four davs is not a sufficient time for
members of the Opposition, apart altogether
from members on the Government sxde of the
House, mtelhgent]y to criticise and discuss
the matters to | e brought forward during the
gosston s and tho very shortest time tha’r. we
should have should be seven days or nine days
Hon., members opposite talk about four or
five days being sufficient to get through the
Address in Reply.  Why, we have beon two
hours to-night getting through about half a

dozen small amendments, and hon. momhox«
on both sides have ventilated their opinions.

I must confess my surprise at the change
of front of scme hon. members on the Go-
vernment side who claim that they are in
favour of »nd have fought for freedom of
specch.  To curtail the privileges of hon.
members as is proposed fo be done by the
motion is not. I think. going to be conducive

to the best legisiation, ard wil

9. p.m.] not be in the interests either of

the present or any succecding
Covernment. The sbatement has been made
that the dobsate on the Address in Reply 1=
practica'ly necless but T do not agree with
thet. The time for the Govermment to put
their programme lwfm‘e Parliament is when
th- Ac’drc\:e in Renly comes before us. [
ghall be glad if the Premier will extend the
time ’11)0\\'(‘(] beyond four days, which T con-
sider is quite an inadequate time for dis-
cussion.

Mr. SWAYNE (#irand): Personally, I
have always_looked upon the debate on the
Addrmw in Reply as an opportunity which
memhers on both sides of the House should
carefully retain; it is the onc opportunity
we have for full debate. Some hon. members
have referred to the debate on the Financial
Statement, but in that discussion members
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are supnoind

to concentraic their romarks
more Gt Lo

on finance, \\hile in the debate
~n the Address in Reply they are permitind
to discuss @ wide range of subjects. The
Jebate on the Address in Reply gives new
meinbers e opportunity  to volce their
opinions, and show what originality they
possesa, I think that there should be ne
fimitation in regard to the debate on the
Address in P.(‘p]\ beyond what we already
have. W all krow thar members are kept
much nearver to the question now than they
were years ago. § contend that the debate
sn the - Address in Reply s the one oppor-
wunity wo have fov full d ion on matiers
of policy. If a time limit fo speeches of
forty minufes, with nine days for the debate,
33 adopii 1 \c padl o])pmtumtv 0

vervon up, i they v After
all, what vne davs out of davs?
Hon, wmenb opposite  have oftru said
we  whould st Lieve for ,  and
shey to limit most

nowy

son Pavliament

ihe 1. What sur-
utterances of 1 meni-
= the hon, member for South

have here some ufterances by
opposite, when a stwilar ques-
d in 101 I would
a4 oin LYY, 1L owould
the Premicy on that

hon.
flon was
point oul, h‘

ve §ouote

neeasion, i to his cwn words, this is
what vwo 1 call the 11,\posxtton of an
“gutomsiiec gagy —that 15, whon a certain

ime comoes, zh(- qumnuu is put autorn cally.
e hon. gentleman’s opinionz on
phe ““ autemaric gag, & as reported on pmge
541 of *“ Hansard  for 1910—

P While we recognise the reasonableness
of hm ing sowme lmn tation of speeches, we
cancot discover the wisdom of muzzling
oursclves by accepting  this motion. 4
must confiss  that I am  not  well
acquainted With rules of procedure and
parlinmentary practice. I have been in
the Ilouse too brief a time to have a

thorough Lnowledec of all the rules
governing, debate, but still, I krow full

well the evils of a proposal which will be
the means of bringing about an * auto-
matic gag.’ ”’

if anything further is wanted to illustrate
ﬁhe ohan\re of front that has taken place on
the part of the hon. gentlemen oppoato it
is in this utterance of the Premier, in 1910,
and his actions to-day, as the unStlon to-day
is identical with the question then. I find
that ths hon. momber for South Brisbane,
speaking on that oceasion on an amendmont
supported by the present Premier, to extend
the time to forty-five minut: aid—

“Whils T intend to support this amend-
ment, 1 wish to say thet I am opposed
0 any limitation of specches. I support
this amendment as beiug an improve-
ment on that outlined by tHe Government
in ihe proposals which they have broughs
before this House, I contend if there is
to Lie any limitation. the most necessary
llmmmuw iz a limitation in regard to the
six menths’ recess.’

The six months’ reg
member  wanted  to
wanted a <i months’
wight or nine weolks

23 was what the hon.

imit.  Ho evidently
sovsion—not a scusion of
like the last one

< The amerdment will give us at least

the opportunity of expressing  our
opinions with less curtnilment, We have

[6 Jurv.]
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curtailment enough with the six mouths

Then, again, I lind that the prosent Seere-
sary for Public Lands said—

“ T only approve of it as the lesser of
two evils. I am in favour of unlimited
sime, as 1 have already said. If o mem-
ber deliberatels thmhtr\u to wasfe time
in this House, he would be brought to
book by his constitucnts on the very.first
opportunity, and by his own party, too.
This is one instance of the evils of party
governmoent.”’

Now we come to the division on that occasion
on the ame cndigent that the time should be
v-Ave mipates ¢ the
srs. Barber, (\‘nlhns, bomn.
Theodore, and Win-
ion, the leader
n the votes of
Again, I find that the
5 Towers, the present

of the Op osition
those }ou
hon.
A.urtz!;’—(}urum! said

in fy vour of the amendment.
heewuse Tothink L,w iz no justification
wha wtever for the Government refusing to
DL ¢ us an hour and a-half in w %.cu
to di ciss su i m-pm« b questions as a
want of coslidence molion or an Address
in Reply.”

Can

nove,

The hon. member then thwoucht we ought o

have an heur and  a-half Now he is
voting  for forty minutes This is very
strange; if I may be permitted to say so.

3 18 \omm‘hmg sinister in it. Why should
those gentiemen who expressed such strons
opiniens in past years, now that they have
the reins of government in their haunds, want
bl de sate? 1 say that the rlfrhf and
ege: of hon. members have never been
-0 restricted as they have been since a Lahour
Government came into pewer., Can we be
surprised that people outside wonder why
it is7 I can understand the temptation there
i3 to the party in power to use that power
for their own advantage, but I think that a
gnod example should be set.

It is more essential, now that we have only
one Howse of Parliament, that we should
have additional time for each sﬁeaker After

all, what arc we paid for but to do the work
we are sent here for. Even if we do sit here
for five months at a time, as has often been
advocated by members on the other side, it
i« only what the eclectors expect of us. How
can this IHouse do its duty when last session
wz only met for eight weeks? During that
time we put through thirty-two Bills, and
most of them became Acts. It took sevenicen
days to pass the Mstimates, and then we had
the Address in Reply as well, and all in
eight wec We cannot do our duty under
those conditions. The conditions are going to
be made worse than they were before by this
Standing Order.

Mr. MAXWELL (Zvowong): Although X
am suffering from a cold I am not disposed
to give a silent vete on this question. The
Premier gave us one reason why this should
ba intreduced, and that was that the Denbam
Administration, when it occupied the Govern-
ment henches, introduced a measare such as
this, I might refer to a couple of spseches
made in this Chamber in 1916. On 23rd
August, 1810, the present ron. member for
South Brishaune, Mr. Fervicks, made use of
these words—

“Tater on it will be seon that this
Mr. Mazwell.}
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proposal has been introduced to play into
the hands of the Government—that 1t has
heen intraduced in order to facilitate tho
passing of cortain measures with the aid
of the sccond edition of the gag, in

preference to the old-fashioned gag.”
That is muadoubtedly the position we find our-
selves in to-night. On that oceasion the hou.
for Queenton, Mr. Winstanley, took
sible ard reasonable attitude. Why
think, because they are supporting a

(Government now, that they should adopt a

different attitude? The Governineat ave in a
minorits ¢o far as the number of electors is
concerned, and hon. members opposite should
rake up the seme attitude that they did in
1910. This is what the hon. member for
Queenton saxd on page 538 of * Hansard”
for 1910—

“Whatev members  opposite may
think about it, the duty of the Opposition
is to leolk after the rights and privileges
of this House, and while there may not
seem any necessity at the present time for
introducing this question, when they are
placed in the Standing Orders we want to
know that the libertics and privileges
which you, Sir, claim for this ITouse at
the commoncement of cach Parliament,
are nob infringed or curtailed. There is
rot w member on this side who is desir-
ous of wasting the time of the House, but
we think it is our duty and privilege to
see that opportunity is given for a full
and free discussion on every measure that
comes before us, and we want to be quite
sure that, not only on ordinary occasions
but on extraordinary occasions, these
opportunitics will not be so curtailed thatg
there will not be free discussion for every
member.”’

That sums up the situation now. The hon.
gentleman should back up that attitude by
supporting the amendment on this occasion.
It does not make any difference because they
happen to be sitting on the Government side.
All representatives of the people should object
to any curtailment of the privileges of hon.

members. 1t scems to e that members
opposite are only consistent in their incon-
sistency. The hon. member for Warwick

pointed out to-night that, if all hon. members
spoke, they could only speak for fifieen
minutes on such an important subject as the
Address in Reply. We had one hon. member
opposite ridiculing the Address in Reply.
It is not dignified to take up a position like
that, Xoe is rosponsible to his own electors.
and we are vesponsible to our clectors. I
claim my rights, as a member, to put my
views before this House.

Mr. Corrirs: The views of the Employers’
Tederation,

Mr. ATANWELL: The hon., member does
wot mind belonging to an emplovees’ federa-
tion, but he denics to ma the right fo belong
fo an emplovers’ federation. The hon. gentle-
man is inconsistent. In 1910 he wanted to do
one thine. and bow he wants to do some-
thing Jdid nt, If ever there wis a time
when the rights and privileges of hon. mem-
ber: shonld not bLs curtailed, it is now, be-
cauie we have only one House. What
occurred when the Premier was sticking up
for the richts snd privileges of members in
19137 Why, the Premier was *‘ named ”* and
turned out of the House for twenty-four

[Mr. Marwell.
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hours. It will be found on page 115 of
© Hansard” for that year. I do not regard
it as u black merk against any man to be
“ pamed” for sticking ap for the vights anad
privileges of others.

Me. Moreax: He has turned
members for much le-s than that.

out horn.

Mr. MAXWELL: Now he wants to prevent
that he was
and

us from cnjoying the privileg
fighting for when he was *f namoed”
turned out. I will vote for the
atthough I do not believe in an
at all—even a resfriction of nine da
dom of speech is duc to every Britisher, and
in every Britizh Parliam I hope the
Premier will review the pesition, and realise
bhow importent this I impress

matter is. :
upon him the desirability of a compromisc on
ths matter. 'LThe hon. member for South
Urishanc said that there was s lot of tedious
repetition when unlimited time was allowed.
That is a direct insult to the Speaker and
the Chairman of Committecs, because they
have the vight to pull up any hon. gentleman
who indulyes in tedious vepetition. We do
not ask for this as a compliment, but as a
right.

Mr, WARREN (Mwrumba): The Govern-
ment are trying to fritter away the freedom
of this Honse. The Address in Reply is amr
important matter, and I do not think that
cven nine davs are sufficient. We can vefer
to many mafters concerning our eclectorates
on the Address in Reply. For instance, if
something is wrong with a school which inter-
fores with the health of the children, we can
bring it up on the Address in Reply, when
we micht otherwise have to wait for somo
rime before we could Dbring ib before the
House. I will give just one instance. I had
a case which I intended to bring before the
House on the Address in Reply of a school
in my clectorate where the children ave being
cdueated in a bad way.

The THMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
I hope the hon. member will doal with the
amendment.

Mr. WARREN: I amn giving an instance
of what ecan be brought forward on the
Address in Reply. These urgent things
can be usefully discussed on it. We sab
forty davs last session, and for cvery day
we sat had the “ gag’” applicd, and that
at the hands of what is called 2 democratic
(iovernment, If these things are going te
rontinue, and we are to .’oe graczua,i_ly
deprived of our rights, we will soon be 1o
the position they are in in Russia to-day.
That is nnt the Australian or the old Dribish
spirit that we boast about, hut the gradual
tightening of the reins of a despotic Govern-
ment in the name of democracy, and if is
time a solid protest was made. We know
that this ‘done to shorten the scasion.
To-dav the biggest troubles face this Govern-
ment thet face any Government in the world,
and vet wo took £500 a vear for forty days’
actnal work last vear. Iy is a disgrace for
responsible Winisters to ask ws to reduce
those forty de Tt 3= not a fair sleul. and
it 1+ also absolutely useless. There is not an
hon. member on either side who will deny
that the business of the country should be
procesded with. Why, then, were we not
called together a month ago? Then we
could have had the Address in Reply debate
all finished by now. It is a disgrace to sneer
at it. We arce supposed to be leading the
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neople and expressing the opinions of the
people, aid the people are interested in this
debate, and are anxious to see what is going
to come out of it ¢ look upon the Address
in Reply vot as lip loyalty but a: a very
imnportant matter; and, if members of the
Chamber coreive a very fair allowance, they
ought to be able to put in the whole of the
voar il nocessary. When o man fails in his
duty to come here and do the work of govern-
mens, he should go out and make room for
somebody else. The Government are doing
absoletely wiong in this proposal; it is only

a proper thing that we should go more
deeply into all matters that we wish to
diser We shoula not think it wonderful

o pub in forty days in legislating for an
important State like this. 1 cannot under-
stund what the reason for this proposal can
be, wnless the Government are afraid of
defeat, and wish to push on as quickly as
possibie and save their skins, 1 hope the
Premier will not compromise. There is no
such thing as compromise in such a matter
as this. If he is fair, he will agree to ninc
dava as little enough, and the man who does
not take advantage of his right to address
this Howse and the country on the Address
in Reply—if there is need for him to do so—
is wrongly missing an opportunity.

It has been said that in a previous session
we did not have an Address in Reply, and
that cther DParlinments do not have it. We
are a thinking people here, and it is only
right that we should have some say in the
matter. The hon. member for South Bris-
hane savs thaf we are not sincerc because we
say wo shall soon be over on the other side.
He is looking at the matter through his own

and not through the spectacles of
We are pleading, not for the Oppo-
sition of to-day, but forsthe principle for the
present and for the future.

Honovwarre MreaBeRS : Hear, hear!

Mr. BRENYAN (Toownomba): I think the
old idea underlying the Address in Reply
must have been something like this—that
“the W3 were not prepared for presentation
to Pavliament. and the Address in Reply was
alwavs a stalking horse to cnable Ministers
to got theiv work ready. But this Ministry
ave an active body, with their work well
in hand, and there is no necessity to waste
the time of the House by perpetuating the
practice of a long debate on the Address in
Reple.  As to the question of limitation of
spench uo man on this side stands for it.
VWhat we do stand for is the doing away
with cheolnte waste of time on motions tha*
do not comnt. The business of the House is
being pushed on: there is no limitation about
that at all. Hon. members opposite talk
abont the Addvess in Replv as evidencing our
Yoyaltv. We know that when the Bill for
the abnlition of the Conncil was passed and
went home to the King in Council, and a
netition was sent home. too, praving bim
rot ty et to the Bill, his assent was m\ en
and o tovalty was taken for granted.
(Gppesition lanchter.) I am just pointing
pub that the lovaliy of hon. members opposite
was absolutels denied by the King.

Tha TEMPO \RY CHHATRMAN ;: Ordor !
Order?t 1 lho hou. member to deal with
the amendment.

[6 Juoy.]
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Mr. BRENNAN: I contend that the limi-
tation is no restriction at all on the liberty

of hon. members, because there has only been:
a waste of time. The year before last we
had no Address in Reply, and the year
before that the debate lasted only three days,
and that without any rezbriction at all. There
have been numcrous occasions in days gono
by when the debate did not last three days,
and 1 say that, if the Opposition put their
best speakers forward for two days, and the
Government put their best speakers forward
for two days——

An Oppostriox MeMBER: You would not be
czlled upon.

Mr. BRENNAN: I am not vain encugh

to imagine that I am one of the best. How

mee it would be for the House.

19.30 p.m.]and what pleasant rveading it

would make for those who follow

“ Hansard,” if only the best zpeakers were

put forward on both sides to speak on the
Address in Reply!

Ay, BELPHINSTONE (Ozicy): On a pre-
vious occasion in a former session I think I
have been gullt\‘—lf 1 may so term it—of
having said that there was a good deal ot
tirne wasted on this Address in Reply.

The Prearer: I really think you inspiredt
this alseration.

Mr. ELPHINSTONIL: T am glad if T have
provided some inspiration for the hon. gentle-
man. If the hon. gentleman listened to me
more {requently he would make fewer mis-
takes. To eut this debate down to four days
would be harsh treatment, which is quiio
wimecessary. If the Premier had approached
this matter in a morc reazonable spirit, I
believe he would have found the Opposition
clad to meet him, because they are just as
anxious to aveld \vastmn time in the conduct
of the business of the House as he is.

The Promier: We yiclded one day to the
(Opposition.

Mr. WLPHINSTONI . The hon. gentleman
put down three, expecting and prepated
to give four—like most people do whes

barrrammw Now, without the sllg,htmn
to meei the Opposition 1in  this
vequest, the hon. gentleman

intends to bludgeon through this four-day
limitation. If is mdlcahvo of a process whick
is gradually being introduced into Parlia-
wient.  When one sees government being
chrried on by regulation., and the e
« Unforescen Txpenditure ” appearing very
llrnch in theiv balance-sheets, it shows elearly
that the government of this country is pass-
ing from the repros rl\hmfl\(w of the people
assernbled heve and is being concentrated in
the hands of a few people. Of late, those
few people have been whittled down oue by
ane. one man and another leaving the Trea-
lmn(‘h", until ¢ have onc gentleman
Ioh. who is veally the mouthpicee and  the
dominating factor in the whole of Labonr
(ontrol and govesnment ab the prescat time,

The T3 SPORARY CHATRMAN: Csder!.
1 the hm) member conuect his remarvks.
with the amendment?

Mr. KLPHINSTONE: Wo see how onc
gentleman has been dizposed of recently by
peing found a position in London as Agent-

Mr. Elphingtone ]

-
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General.  Now we see the whole of the
yovernment ¢f this country concentratﬂd in
the hands of one gentleman, who is really
the head of the future Communistic State of
Queensland.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN:
Mr. ELPHINSTONE:
vour call to crder, Mr.
nnect my

Crder!

I will not disobey
Chairman, but I can
remarks lucidly with the point
at issue, and say that our privileges in the
Aiscassion ot measnres of oreat 1mportance
are gradually being whittled away until we
are really facing a sitnation whore oue man
is controlling the destinics of this Stabe 1
srgue, therefore, that for the cood of this
to and for the retention of <omoeratic
wntrol, 1t 1w highly nevessary that cach mem-
ber should volce his protest at this unnceces-
sary Jmitation.  We quite agree ihat the
sime of the House should not be wasted. It
been poivted cub that this limitation
means that oniy twenty hours will be

daveted o the Kpression of our opinions on
E fores M([r)\v legislation.  The debate
o bhe Addy in Rc* ly, as the hon,
for WWindsor has stated. chould
cpportnrity  for  Alinisters
criticisms  of hon.

To 0 iii 'lm

ou this poini, he
wber sitting on the
w1y benches from upeaking on the

=5 iu Reply, and give the Opposition
the opportunity of avmlmw themselves of the
iwenty hours.  Without any oonde\ enxion,
but with reslly sn appeal to recson—if an
appeal to reason i of any use in these days
1 put it to_the Premier that there is room
v compremise in this matter. Four days is
far too little. Some may argue that nine
days ix too long. Let the hon. gentleman
meeb the situation half way and show, at the
inveption of this hngolmnt sossion, that there
is boing intrcduced an air of 1(‘M0uablenos&
%0 which the Opposition will readily respond.

Mr. EDWARDS (Yanango): In supporfing
the amendment, I think there is one point
that has been overlooked by most of the
sprakers.  When the Government go into
recess for many months, hon. members travel
through various parvts of the State. To my
mind, the argument of the hon. member for
Toowoomba was a foolish one. Mach repre-
sentative has different interests to represent.
it the Government arc honest and sincerely
desirous of doing their best for this conntry,
they should be olﬂy too ploased, after sub-
mitting their programme, to litten to the
arguments of men represcnting the various
s of the State. In the programme
recently  sabmitted there arc many things
which interest the primary producer that
should be discussed from every point by
wembers of the Opposition and listencd to
chally ’hv the Govornmmf 80 tha* they

That is o Very strong
hmltahon should not be
Proof has been furnished to-night
members on the other side of the
some years ago stood up for their

gkts and privileges just as we on this side
are <oing to-night.,  How they can vote
z’«,gainst this amendment beats me. In the
intercsts of the bht\,, and in the interests of
fair Dldy and of honest governmeni, the
Premier would do well to accept the amend-
mont.

[My. Elphinstone,

oason WhV this
imposed.
that hon.
Flouse
1(7‘»
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Question—That the word proposed to be
omitted stand part of the question—put; and
the Committee divided:—

ATES, 36.
Mr. Barber Mr. Huxham
., Dertram ,, Jones, A. 4.
,, Brénnan . Nirwan
., Buleuck ., land
Clolling ,» Larcombe
., Conroy < Mccormack
,, Cooper, F. A. ., Mullan
Coouper, W. ',
Coyne [
Tissh - led(m
, Dunstan . Ryan
., Ferrieks ., Smith
., Folew ., ~topford
,, XYorde ., Theodore
., CGllday . Welr
.. Gulies ., Wellington
.. Gledsen ., Wilson
., Hauartley Winstunley
Tellers: Mr. F. A Cuopel ‘md Mr. Ferriek
Mre. Appel
., Barnes, G.
,, Barncs, W.
,, 'lZ»obbington
Beil

Brand
Cattermull

l’nh\xts, J.H,

., Deacon v

., Edwards L, Heberts, T, R.
,,» Blphirstone o Sizer

., Fletcher 0 3

,s Pry ,, Taylor

,, Green ., Vowles

,, dones, J. ., Walker

.. XKerr Warren

Tellers: 3Mr. Kur and Mr. Bizer,

Resolved in the negative

Mr. VOWLES : T have another amendment
fo move. I would like to get an intimation
from the Premicr as to whether theve is any
prospect of a compromise between four days
and nine days. »

The PREMIER: A compromise is a very bad
thing.

Mr. VOWLES: I do not want to move an
amendment for seven days, then one for six

days, and another for five days, and I would
like to get some indication from the Premier

as to whether he would agree to a ecom-
promise.

The Premier: No, I am afraid it would
not bo advisable.

Original question put and passed.
The PREMIER: I beg to move—

“ That the amendment of Standing
Order No. 17— Address 2)7'('scnted by
Mr. Spraker '—be agreed to.”

Question put and passed. .
The PREMIER: I beg to move—

“That the following new Standing
Ordoy—* Stunding Orders Committee®—to
follow Standing Order No. 20—

A Committee consisting of six mem-
berg in addition to Mr. Speaker, who
shall be a member ex officio, to be called
the Standing Orders Committee, shall
be appointed at_the commencement of
cach session, and the funections of such
lommittee shall not eease until their
successors are appointed.

Thé Standing Orders Committee shall
prescribe the arrangements and proro-
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gation of Parliament, which arrange-
ments it shall be the duty of the 8-
geant-at-Arms to carry into“effect under
the divections of Mr, Speaker—
be agreed to.”
Question put and passed.
The PREMIER: T beg to move—

“That the amendments to Standing
Qrders Nos. 52, 57, 21, and 93— M ajority
Leave in licu of Unoesimovs Leave’—
be agreed to.”

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER: I beg to move—
“ That the amendment 1o Standine
Order Ié 107—¢ Zime Timit o}

Spceches '—he agreed to.”
Question put and passed.

The PREMIER : 1 beg to move—
“ That the amendment of Standing
QOrder No. 140—° Meotion way be madc

el

wt  the question be o o

agreed 0.7

Mr. VOWLES: Under the oxisting Stand-
ing (Jrrlvls it is, asxd has been, the puwlo'm
of ordinary memnbers on thizs side of the
Chamber to move—" That the question be
now puat.” It the Speaker or the Chairman
of Committecs considlers that the matter hoz
heen sufliciently  debated, he I put the
question accordingly.

Mr, CoLrins: You moved-—* That the ques-
tion be now put ’—this afternoon.

Mr. VOWLES: I moved it this afternoon
expressly for the purpose of my argument
jo-night. = It is proposed to limit that privi-
fege, sud to deprive ordinary members of
it, and the only person in the future who will
have a 11'*ht to move ““That the question
be now put” will be the Premier or the
Minister in charge of a Rill. I claim that
there are occasions—and this afternoon was
an example—when a peron in authority on
the Opposition side of the House should
fave the same privilege as the Premier or
Minister In charge of the business. If an
amendment directed from this side of the
House is being obstructed, as an amendment

was being obstructed and talked out thig
afternoon. 1 say that the leader of the Oppo-
sition—not an ordinary member—should have
the same right as a person on the Gmem
ment <1do to move—** That the question be
now put.

The HoME SECRETARY : You would not move
it without having a reasonable chance of
carrying it, would you?

Mr, VOWLES: The Government might
hold up the business on account of some of
their supporters being away or for other
reasons.

The PrEMIER: Docs the hon. member sug-
gost that the leader of the Opposition should
have that right on private members’ day
anly ?

Mr. VOWLES: No; on all occasions.
The PreEmItr: That would be absurd.
Mr. VOWLES: It would not be absurd.

The Minister must have thirty members
behind bhim before he can move—* That the
quesgtion be now put.” I had thirty mem-
bers behind me this afternoon. There was
a silly motion brought forward in this
Chamber this afterncon by the hon. member
for Rockhaimpton, and a seconder could not
be found, and, when the hon. member who

put '—be

[6 Juwry.]
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movad the motion wanted an extension of
time robody would move it for him. We
brought forward an amendment, but, because
i did not suit the hon. member’ s arrrumenfa
or electioneering intentions, his friends came
to the rescue and talked the amendment out.
Why should that be s0? We were simply
going to save the time of the House by pre-
venting obstruction going on. The obstrue-
tion was very patent to anybody present.
Last year I think the hon. member for Port
Cu exercised the right of moving “ That
the question be now put,” and the Chairman
or Speaker, whichever it was, accepted the
motion. I romember the hon. member for
Toombul some years ago moving—** That the
question be now put.” e was a private
member, and y¢i the motion was accepted
by the Speaker. The Government now pro-
pose to take that right away.

The Prewmr: If the bhon. member is
epposed to the alteration of the Standing
Order, T am preparved to let it stand as it
is at present.

V’)\»'L’F‘»: We are dealing with the
matter as we lind it, and, as thiz gives me
na o epportuuity  of giving information to
the Committee, I want to avail mvsclf of it

T ¢din quite undersinnd the desire of the
hon. gentlemsan to withdraw the amendment.

st session the “gng’ was applied very
ﬂ’(\(x.mntlv We were told thiv afternoom

that we

talkad for forts daws. and that the
ai gag ER:

was applied cvery day. On look-
jug the matter up I find thnt that is nob
quite correct, as “the © gag” was apphea
forty-one times.  The astonishing thing is
that, when vou analvse the applications of
the “gag,” yeu will find it was applied
forty-one times, and on nincteen ocecasions
there was no debate at all. On four ocea-
sions I was the only member of the Opp051-
tion who was allowed to speak. On five
occasions two members of the Onpposition
were given the privilege of speaking, and
the rest of the Opposition were disfranchised.
On three oceasions three members were
allowed to speak; on two occasions four
members were allowed to speak; on twe
occasions five members were allowed to
speak: on five occasions six members were
allowed to speak; on three occasions eight
members were allowed to speak; and on one
occasion eleven members were allowed to

speak.  That was the way in which the
‘gag’ was applied forty-one times.
Hon. W. BrrtraMm: After a very full

debate on the seeond reading of Bills.

Myr. VOWLES: On many occasions mem-
bers were not allowed to move amendments.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: X
would remind the leader of the Opposition
that the debate is not a deb '»’ce on the
general quesiion of the “gag” It is &
debate on the auestion of whether only the
Premior or another Minister shall be allowed
ts move the ““ gag.”’

Mr. VOWLES: I do not wish to waste
the time of the Chamber over the business.
Wa are dealing with the one question. The
other ome is established, and it is not the
fact of its being established that we are
obiecting to, but the way in which 1} is
apnlied.

The Premien: Rstablished by the Kidston
Government.

Mr. VOWILES: Ves, and on every pre-
vious occasion it was carried out equitably

Mr., Vowles.}
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by the Kidston Government. The astonish-
ing thing to me is that hon. members oppo-
site do not assert their individuality, and,
when an injustice is beirg inflicted on the
Opposition, they have not the manliness to
stand up and say so. I remoember in 1912,
when I was sitting on the other side, Mr.
Denham asked the Speaker to apply the
“gag’’ to the hon. gentleman and others
who were over here, and I was one of those
who got up and walked out of the Cham-
ber and did not vote for it

The HomE SECRETARY: It went on just the
same.

Mr. VOWLES: It does not matter whether
1 went on or not, We showed the spirit of
fair play that was in us, and I have never
seen that spirit of fair play exhibited by mem-
bers sitting on the Government side, because
they are like o lot of dumb, driven cattle,
and where their leaders direct away they
go. There was one man who stood up as a
matter of principle. That was the hon. mem-
ber for Fitzroy. On one occasion he stood up
and said, “ No, I am uot going to allow the
‘gag’ to be applied”” But he has stipped
since then, or, at any rate, he has departed
from his original practice, and we found him
among the dumb, driven cattle on the forty-
one occasions when the ** gag” was applied
last session. 1 would like to remind the
Premier that certain lotters appeared in the
Press on the subject of the *“ gag,” and he
replied to them, and I take this opportunity
of saying that the reply which he gave to
the Press was not in accordance with fact.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. VOWLES: I have the facts here to
prove 1t.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. VOWLES: They appeared in the
Press, and they have never been refuted.

Mr. MORGAN (Murille): I would like to
ask your ruling, Mr. Pollock, as to whether
there is anything to prevent me from moving
a further amendment in the Standing Order
if this amendment is carrvied?

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: No.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): I would like to
say that I am quite in accord with the
remarks of the leader of the Opposition. I
does not matter really whether the Premier
or Minister in charge of a Bill moves—
“That the question be now put’—becauso
it rests with the Spealker or the Chairman of
Committees whether it shall be put or not.
e really decides whether the matter has
heen sufficiently debated or not, and, there-
fore, I fail to see where there is any danger,
or any prineiple that the Government are
departing from, in allowing the privilege of
moving—*‘ That the question be now put’—
to be exercised by the leader of the Opposi-
tion. Surely the Opposition have some rights
and some privileges in this House, and they
shonld ceviainlv be considered in a matter
such as this. The fact of the leader of the
Oppesition moving it does not really mean
that the “gae” will be applied. That being
w5, what are the Government afraid of 7 The
reanesf of the leader of the Opposition is a
vers reasomable one, and one that the
Government <hould censider favourably,
The Peivier: T will secent an amendmeont

allowing the leader of the Opnosition to
move the “ a0’ on members of the Opposi-
tion. (Tamughter.)

[3r. Vowles.
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Mr. TAYLOR : I am very zorey T cannok
accept the suggestion, but [ hope the hown.
gentloman swill accept the suggestion of the
leader of the Opposition.

The Howmr SpepeTary @ All these Standing
Ordoers are based on majority rule.
wou recognise that?

Mr. TAYLOR : T know that.

The Houe SnerETARY : What 1s the good of
a power thab you cannot exercise?

Mr, TAYLOR : But we did exereise ik, Wo
exercised it several times dovine Iast session.
and we kept you hopping all vight, and ¥
hope we will keep you hopping all night
some time during this sew:ion. I suppert the
request of the leader of the Onposition, and
hope that the Government will withdraw the
amendment.

The PREMIER: It is surgested that X
might withdraw the amendment and allow
the Standing Ovder to stand as at present.
T¢# hon. members are afraid of curtailment,
with the permissien of the Committce I will
withdraw the amendment.

Mr. Vowrss: I agree to that.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Mr. MORGAN: I have an amendment &
move in Standing Qrder No, 140.

The PreMier: It is not now befors the
Committer, as [ have withdrawn -my
amendment,

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: When
T ruled that the hon. member had power to
move a further amendment. it was on the
understanding that the original amendment
would be carricd. As the amendment has
been withdrawn, the Stending Orvder is nof
now before the Committee.

{10 p.m.]

The PREMIER : I beg to move—

“ MThat Standing Orders Nos. 211, 2@84
and 219—° Messages to and from Councel’
—be omitted.”

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER : I beg to move—

“That the amendments to Standing
Order No. 240, and Rule of Practice Ne.
14 be agreed to.”’

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER : I beg to move—

“« That Standing Ovrder No. 244—° Bills
brought from Legislative Council *—¥wer
omitted.”

GQuestion pubt and passed.

The PREMIER : I beg to move:

“Phat the amendment of Standing
Order No. 269—° Amendmenis or Reeom-
mittal on Third Reading’—be agreed
to.”?

(uestion put and passed.
The PREMIER : I beg to move— )

« That Joint Standing Order No. 16—
CTitle of R ’——he transposed to follow
Standing Ovrder No, 270.7

Question put and passed.
The PREMIER : T bex fo move—

orhgt Stending Orders Nos. 276
Cpils sont to Counell’; 2T77-—* Bills re-
furned from Couneil with awendments’ :
and 275 Ameadments by Council to Ge
coneidered *—ho omitted.”

Question pui and passed.

Surcly
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The PREMIER : I beg to move—

“ That the amendments to Standing
Order No. 279—° Amendments proposed
by the Governor’—be agreed to.”

Question put aud passed.
The PREMIER : I beg to move—

“That Standing Order No. 280—‘When
Sorcernor’s amendments are agreed to, to
de  went to  Legislative  Couneil '—he
omitted.”

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER : 1 beg to move—
" That the amendments to Standing
Order No. 230a—F Bills brought over
frow Presiows Sessions *—~be agreed to.”

Question put and passed. .

The PREMIER: I beg to move—

*“That the_amendments to Joint Stand.
ing Orders Nos. 12 to 20 (excluding 16
and 18} be agreed to, and that they be
‘égzé?s’r’)osed to follow Standing Order No.

Question put and passed.
The PREMIER: I beg to move—
 That_the amendments to Standing

Orders Nos. 282 and 283—° Initiation of
i'rivate INlls '—be agreed to.”

(uestion put and passed.

The PREMIER: I beg to move—
~“That Standing Orders Nos. 28—
‘ Private Bills comaing from Council,’ and
300—¢ Penalties, forfeitures, and fees '—
be omitted.”

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER : T beg to move—

“ That the following new Standing
Order—* Principal Officer of the House
to follow Standing Order No. 321—be
agreed to,”

324, The Principal Officer of the
House shall be known as “The Clerk of
the Parliament.’””

Question pui and passed.

The PREMITR : I beg to move—
~ *“That the amendments to Joint Stand-
ing Orders Nos. 8—° Joint Commitices’
—und 22— Clerieal Frrors discovered in
any Bill’—be agreed to, and that they
be tronsposad to follow Standing Order
No. 321.”

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER: I beg to move—
“That the amendments to Standing
Order Nos, 328— Suspension of Standing
Urders >—and 330—° Repeul of Standing
Orders ’—be agreed to.”

Mr. MORGAN: I have a great objection
fo the insertion of the words “ majority of
the” and especially to the omission of the
words “ leave shall not be granted if six
members dissens therefrom.”

The PREMIER: I do not think that the
hon. mernber secs the full purport of the pro-
posed amendnmient. The part of the Standing
Orders to be amended reads— '

“ But a wmoticn =hall not Le made to
suspend or <dispense with any such Rules
wr Orders without due notice thereof;

except by leave of the Flouse, which leave
shall not be granted if #ix members dissent

- thersfrom.”

The quesiion of whother leave shall be granted

is to be decided without amendment or debate

—not the question of the suspension of the

Standing Orders themselves.

{6 Jorvy.]
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Mr. MORGAN: That is not the point 1
wish to bring before the Committee. A
present no Standing Order can be suspendedd
without notice heing given, if six members
object. I say thai six members should have
the right to object to the suspension of any
Standing Order if notiee has not been given.
There is nothine ' prevent the Governmens
at anvy time, simply becauss they have «
majority, from springing « surprise on the
Opposition.  Th2 Government know before-
hand what they are going to do: they move

the suspension ¢f the Standing Orders and
spring it on the Opposition, who do not know

what is geoing to happen. With the presens
protection, six members of the Opposition can
delay the matter for one day.

The Premier: That has always happened
under the Standing Orders, and, when «
Government has submitted a propesal of thas
kind, it has been usuallr egreed to.

Mr. MORGAN : Simply because an agres-
ment has generally beon madoe between the
Premier and the leader of the Opposition;
but, if this prot-ction is taken away, the
Premier, if he o desires, need not consult the
leader of the Opposition at all. He can come
into the House and move the suspension of the
Standing Orders without letting the leader
of the Opposition or anyone else know thai
he iv going to do it. This i3 most vital, and
we should fight it to the bitter end. TUnder
the present circumstances, the Premier will
generally consult the leader of the Opposition,
who, if he thinks it right to do so, will agree
to the Standing Orders being suspended, se
that the business can be procended with forth-
with; but, if this amendment is made, the
leader of the Opposition will have no power.
It would be a dangerous innovation, and would
take away from the Opposition the power
they now possess of preventing the Premier
from doing what he likes with the Standing
Orders on the spur of the moment. Under
the preseut conditions, the Premier can move
the suspension of the Standing Orders, and
the leader of the Opposition will ask him
for and obtain information: hbut, if the
Premier so desires, he ean. under the pre-
posed alteration, refuse to disclose any infor-
mation, and can carry the motion for sus-
pension of the Standing Orders with hi
majority.

The PrEMIER: Leave must first be granted
bafore we reach that stage.

Mr. MORGAN: If the hon gentleman
alters the Standing Order as he desires, he
has power to suspend the Stending Orders
without notice, by a moticn in the House,
which he cun carry with his majority.

The Previzr: We have never resorted te
that on any contentious matier.,

Mr. MORGAN: The
roads—

“Any of the foregoing Standing Rules
and Orders may be suspended or dis-
pensed with by the Housc; but a motion
shall not be made to suspend or dis-

Standing Order

sense with any such Rules or Orders
without <dus notice thercof, exeept b5;
leave of the Hou which leave a1

L1¥

not be granted if six members diss
therefrom.™

If you delete the words relabing to siz

members dissenting thercfrom, it means that

the Opposition are st the mercy of the

Premier. We may as well have no Standing

M. Morgon.]
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Orders at all if we agree to this amend-
ment. The Government will know what
they are going to do, and will come here
prepared and with the numbers up, and
they can spring a surprise on the Opposi-
tion. 1 can tell Government members that
this Standing Order will have a boomerang
offect, and 1 advise them to give it further
eonsideration.

The PREMIER : You can go back a good

meny vears and 3,(‘1\ will not find one occa-
sion whare the Government have attempted
to got leave to suspend the Standing Orders
without giving no It has certainls never
been done by this Government. Whenever
the Standing Orders have been suspended
it has been done by arrangement with the
loader of the Opposition. There is nothing
in it, but. if hon. members oppesite think
that ihe Standing Order should remain as
it i3, I have no ebjcction, The matter carme
bofore the Standing Orvders Comraittee, and
the point was raised y the leader of the
QOpposition. .‘gftor iome wﬂk AL was a"reece
to csllow i‘h(* or in; Lu.,,
there is any to i, I cto
not 'Y‘Zul Wl GOV(}X’RD’ICH%
are not going fo a»: cove b osuipend tha
Standing Ovders in order to wok
fegistation through Flovo,
never #elied for tlet k of t!
wiving due notice, We know 4
only mmokg the resentment and ire of the
Oppo-ition, However, if membors wish it
1 will withdraw the amendment

Oppcstrion MrwBers : Hear, hess!

AMr. MORGAN: I would point out that
it is owing to the safeguard which exizis in
the Standing Or at pressnt that the
Premier consults the Teader of the Opposi-
tion when he wishes to get leave to suspend
the Starding Ordess; but, if the smend-
ment is agreed to, the Preinler need not
sonsult the leader of the Opposition at all
The time may come whon it will prove a
useful safeguard to have, I will accept the
Premier’s suggestion to leave the Standing
Order as it is.

The PREMIER: With the leave of the
Committse, I will withdraw the amendment
relating fo the omission of the words ¢ which
leave shall not be granted if six members
dissent therefrom.”

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn,

The PREMIER then moved the insertion
of tho words ““ majority of the” before the
word ¢ House” in line 3.

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER moved the omission from
Standing Order No. 330—*¢ Repeal of Stand-
ing Orders ’—of the words *“ of the Legisla-
tive Aszembly.

Question put and passed.

The House resumed.

The Teameorary CuAIRMAN reported that
the  Cemmittce  had  agreed fo  ocertain
arrendments  in  the Stending Orders and
Rules of Practice, and to cortain now
Standing Orders.

On the motion of the PREMIER, the
report was agreed to

'i.‘h(\ PREMIER moved—

“That the amendments in the Standing
Ovrders. Rules of Practice, and new Stand-
ing Orders be presented to His Hxcellency
the Governor for the Royal assent.

Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at 10.15 p.m.

[Mr. Morgan.

"






