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Questions.

THURSDAY, 24 AUGUST, 1923.

The Spmaxer {(Hon. W. Bertram. MHaree)
took the chair at 3.30 p.m.

QUESTIONS.
SCAFFOLDING INSPECTION FEFS.
Mr. KERR (Fnoggera) asked the Sccre-
tary for Public Works—

“1, What fec: were paid by the
owners for the inspection of scaffolding
for wooden, brick, or other buildings
during the years 1916 to 1920, inclusive:
also, for the periods lst January to 31st
July, 1921; 1st Augusi to 3lst Decem-
ber, 1921; Ist January to 31st July, 19227
‘2. What was the reason for inoreas-
ing such inspection fees from Ist August,
1921, by, approximately, 46 per cent. con-
nected with the erection of wooden
buildings, and a large increase in fees

connected with brick or other build-
ings 7
Hon. W. FORGAN SMITH (Maclay)
replied—
“ 1
£ s d.
1916 500 11 8
1917 357 15 0
1918 401 14 2
1919 596 15 6
1920 ... ... %2811 ¢
1st January to 3lst July,
1921 ... 365 2 6
1st August to 3lst Decem-
ber, 1921 ... .. 292 5 6
Ist January to 3lst July,
1922 ... 631 4 6
“ 2. Incrensed inspection fees for

scaffolding were necessary in order to
make this branch of the service self-
supporting.”

Avouxt oF Laxp Tax DEPTCTED FROM
IxcoME Tax BY FARMERS.

Mr. CLAYTON (Wide Bay) asked the
Treasurar—
“0Of the £19,020 mentionsd in the

report of the Commissioner of Taxes as
having been paid by farmers ocwning
land valued at less than £1,281 during
1921-1922. how much has been allowed
in deductions from income tax payable
by these farmer=?”’

The TREASURER (Hon. K. G. Theocdore.
Thillagoe) replied—

“The amounts are deductible from
incomes carned during the year ended
30th Jumne, 1922. As these incomes have
not vet been assessed, the total of the
deductions cannot be stated.”

FRANCHISE FOR INDIAN RESIDENTS 1N
QUEENSLAND.

Mr. COSTELLO
Premier-—

“ Referring to the recent visit of Mr.
Sastri, and his speech delivered in this
Chamber relative to the rights of Indians
domiciled in Australia, can be make any
statement as to the intentions of the
Government regarding the extension of
the franchise to Indians resident in this
State ?”’

(Carnarvon) asked the
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The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,
Chillugoe veplied—
“ This is a matter for discussion at a
Premiers’ conference.”

2108 At Garrox COLLEGE.

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham) asked the

Secretary for Agriculture and Stock
“ Ave the silos at Gatton College being
regularly used? ”

Hox. W. FORGAN SMITH, on behalf of
the Secretary for Agriculture and Stock
(Hon. W. N "Gillics, Facham) replied—

“ Yes”

Ricurs 70 STATE INMPLOYLES.
Chief

Crvie
Mr. LOGAN (Lockyer)
Secretary—

1. Is the granting of
rights to all State employees’
piank of the Labour platform?

<92 Will he kindly explain the mean-
ing of this plank, and to what extent (if
anv) it has been put into actual opera-
tion? 7

The PREMIER replied—

“1. Yes.

<2, The plank is self-explanatory and
fally operative.”

asked the

<full  civie
still a

RETIREMENT OF PubLic SERVANTS CONTRIBUT-
NG TO SUPERANNUATION FUND.

Mr. CLAYTON asked the Attorney-
Genersl— .

“In view of his promise last session
that he would give further consideration
tc the cases of public servants who were
contributors to the Superannuation Fund
to age seventy, and, having received an
assurance that their services would be
retained to that age, were, nevertheless,
vetired at age sixty-five, will he kindly
advise what action has since been taken
in regard to such cases?’”

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL
Mullan, Flinders) replied—

“ 71 would refer the hon. member to
the stztement made by me as to the
decision of tiie Government in this matter,
which was published in the newspapers
of 12th January, 1922.”

(Hon. J.

To0w002Bs LIBERTY FAIR—ALLOCATION OF
PROVITS.
Mr. VOWLES (Dalby) asked the Attorney-
Goneral—

<1, 1las his attention been drawn to

the following statement attributed to Mr.

J. S. Collings, State organiser of the

Queensland  branch of the Australian

Tabour party, in the Daily Mail’ of

21st December, 1921, relative to a pro-

posal to run the gambling concern known

as ¢ Liberty Fair’ at Toowoomba in
December last:—

All labour at the fair will be volun-
tarv from members of wunions and
Labour supporters, profits to be shared
—15 per cent. to the band, 15 per
cent. to the Trades Hall Board, 30
per cent. to the Brisbane ¢ Daily Stan-
dard. and 40 per cent. to the owner of
the plant, so as to enable the owner
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of the plant to run ‘under and over
seven’ and other games of gambling?
2. Is the usual allocation of profits
derived from ¢ Libersy Fair' the samie
as or approximate to the above?
3. Does he consider it justifiable that
a daily newspaper should have its prefits
augmented (or its loszes lessened) through
the {_,.‘autillﬁ by him of a permit to
conduct ambh;]q CACOIDS L wougst the
people of this Statc
4 Who are thu owneyrs of the plant
used at these so-called * Liberty Faivs™ 777
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL replied—
1. No.
“2 to 4. See answer to No. L7

RoyaLry ox GraviL TAKEN BROM BRISBANE
RIVER.
Mr. VOWLES asked the Treasurey. -

“1. What royalty per yard is charged
for gravel taken from the Brishane
River, and what rebate (1f any) is
allowed to the Wator and Sew erage Board
and local authoritics?

2. What is the date of the impositien
of such a charge?

3. What revenue was derived from
thiz wource during last financial year?”

The TREASURER replied—

‘1. Ninepence per cabic yard., A
rebate of €d. per cubic yard is allowed
to the Metropolitan Water Supply and
Sewerage Board and local authorities.

© 2. 1st July, 1922.

3. Nil. Sce answer to No. 2.”

PAR-A-PU AND ¢ GOLDEN (CAsSKET 7 TICKETS.

Mr. VOWLES asked the Aftorney-
General—

“Will he plain to this House the
precise c.)ﬁclon e, from a wnoral point of
view, between the sale by a Chinese
named Charlie Lung of a ticket in a
pak-a-pu lottery (for which he was yes-
terday fined £20), and the sale by the
Queensland Governitent {or by the autho-
rity of the Queemland Government) of
tickets in the ° Golden Casket’ lottery 27

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL replied—

“ It is to be greatly regretted that the
question of the leader of the Opposition
shows, on his part, a most callous disre-
gard of the sufferings of the sick and
the afflicted in our hospitals, which
humane institutions  are materlaﬂv
assisted financially in their good work
by the proceeds of the ° “Golden Casket.’
It is lamentable, too, that the leader of
the Opposition sces fit to descend to
such mean and vindictive tactics as to
compare the action of this Govmnment
in perrmttmg the conduct of the ¢ Golden
Casket ’ to those gambling dens of which,
by his question, he seems pm‘sonallv
to have such accurate knowledge. In
view of the honourable member’s hos-
tility to the ¢ Gnlden Caslket’ Art Union,
it 1s interesting to mnote that a W.
Vowles, Dalby, was the winner of the
first prize (a tea and coffee service) in
an art union which was drawn on 30th
June, 1922, in aid of the funds of the

Inglewood  Meworial  Hospital. The
]wwdo of Queenslend may vest assored
rnat the rnment will continue it

G

H of essisting the hospitals of the
1
H

Srate in
sutfering in spite of the bitter hOsfi iy
and inhi. manity displayed by the hounour-
sble member in his question.”

DCLICY
the care of the sick and the

(Loud laughter.)

ALLECED  CANDIDATURE OF Mg, (CATTERMULL
FOR APPOINTMENT 70 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

Mr.  DASH  (Mundingburra),  without
notice,  asked the Secretary for Public

Works—

- [n view of the denial of Mr. Catber-
mull, the hoa. member for Mu\m(we,
Q*.h’r he was a ('dll(h(,dlt(, for the Legis-
tative Counedl, does he (the Minis fcr)

till wdhere to Qs .»,L‘ltemont that the
9

hon. member was a candidate?
Hox, W, FORGAXN SMITH replied—
“Yesx. I bhave received the following
fetter from Mr. Lewis McDonald, secre-
rary of the Queensland Central Exceutive
of the Australian Labour party:—

24th August, 1922
n Sml*h M.L.A.,

ton, W. Ferg

Dear Siz,

in reply to your request fm infor-
snation  this worning regarding the
nonunation of Mr. . A. Cattermull
foy appointment to the Legislative
Council in 1917, I beg to inform you
that I have locked up the records of
the oxecutive hich disclose the fol-
lowing :-—

Tn a letter dated 4th October, 1917,
the sceretary cf the parliamentary

wur party, Mr. G. P. Barber, for-
irded to my execcutive list of the
sames of persons who had been nomi-
natedd by members of the parliamen-
tary Labour party as candidates for
gnpointment fo the Legislative Coun-
(ﬂ Among the names submitted
appears that of Mr. H. A. Cattermull,
nominated by Mr. T. G. Armfield,
ex-member for Musgrave, and three
{3) others. When the nominations were
placed before the Q.C.E. on the fol-
lowing day, 5th October, 1917, the
nomination of Mr. H. A. Cattermull
failed to rvcceive the endorsement of

the Q.C.E.”
Mr. BRAND (Burrum), without notice,

asked the hon. member for Musgrave—

“ Was he aware that his name had
been submitted as a Labour candidate
for appointment to the Legislative
Couneil of Queensland?”

My, CATTERMULL (Musgrave) replied—

““No. (Government laughter.) 1 waus
not aware that my name was being sub-
mitted, but I do know that I was made
a member of the W.P.0O. in Bundaberg
by the late member for Musgrave, wha
paid my dues for three years in advanca
without my consent.”

(Government laughter.)
QpprosITION MENBERS: Hear, hear!
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Rexsvixe or ELECTORATES BILL.
Mr., KERR

(Enoggera), without notice,

asked the Attorney-General—
Is 1t still his determination to intro-
duee this session a Renaming of Elec-
toratos Bill?”

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL replied—

Wew, it is my intention.”’

PAPER.

o T
The following paper was |
ard ordered to be printed:
b { .mmml report of the Public Ser-

vien { (mvm«]onm for the year ended
rh June, 1922,

dd on the table

UNEMPLOYED WORKERS
ANCE BILL.
INTIIATION.

Hox., W, FORGAN SMITH (Mackay) : 1

beg 1o rove—-

INSUR-

- "Um\' the louse will, at its next sit-
T vesolve itsolf into a (()mmltt(m of
:h- W heole to conzider of the desirable-
ress of introducing a Bill to make pro-

iwton for the
workm =,
poses.”’
The lrader of the Opposition called * Not
fqrmai” to this motion, probably with a
view to getting wame mfm’n»mﬁon as to the
scheme of the Bill. The Bilt is an insurance
measure whereby workers in certain indus-
.. trades, and callings will be cnﬂb'md to
insuve themselves amainst periods of unem-
ploymeqgt.  All workers functioning under
awards of the Arbitration Court VVIH he sub-
ject to this Insurance scheme. The fund will
he contributed to by emplovers, emplogces
and the State in the moport]()*} of one-third
each. The fund will he administered by
an unemployed council, comprising the Sec-
retary for Public Works, the Director of
Labour, the Registrar of I‘r]endlv Socicties,

insurance of unemployed
and for other ancillary pur-

a represents tl\c of the ~various unions
affected. and of the Emplovers’ Federation.

There are other provisions in the Bill.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. gentle-
man will remember that last vear I ruled
that this is not the stage for discussing any
measure,

Mr. VowLes:
occasion, Mr. Speaker,

Hox. W. TORGAN SMITH: With that
catline of the Bill T will content myself.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): I notice you have
stated, Mr. Speaker, that vou ruled last
session that this is not the stage for discus-
sion. I would like to impress upon you that
when vou gave that ruling there were two
Chambers.

My, Sroprorm: The Standing Orders here
are the same; we have not altered them.

Mr. VOWLES: If you look at the prac-
tice in the past, you will see that debate has
been allowed. You made a definite ruling,
and we stood by it. We did not question it.
because we had so many opportunities of
considering Bills, more paltleularlv on their
return from the other Chamber, when they
had bheen amended. I think that ruling
should be reviewed, in order that we mwht
he allowed to have a reasonable amount of
debare at this stage. It is @ very desirable

We had two Houses on that

thing thay the Ministor should give a certain
as the Ml ister was

'I‘HUI nt (L !‘x O J“hlt)()l]
( 0}1'{0

28R s You will got more informa-

n ninsitiee,
A VOWLE

ticulariy

T this caie it was par-
Bhecause I have in my
whist took place during othey ses
| famnent when similar measu
House. If I remember
sed on an alterna-
proposed to this

Interes

H i

slons

waoere

which. was
jected.

: Do vou proposc

ES: T want to see it. It is
to lird the Government comning
rd now with =omething they threw out
da not wish to take advantage
i which T find myself. T will
t really is in the Bill. and
¢ht saanner.

1.

ASTCLIY
forwe
before. T
the posiiion

Al see W

ioin

Quostion

ard passe

SALARIES BILL.
RECOND READING.

The PREMIER (Hon. E. . Theodore:
///,mu,m): I have already spoken on the
roduction of this Bill, and it is not
necessary 1o speak at any great length on
the secoixl reading.  The Bill is practically
scif-expianators. Following on the decision
of the Arbirration Court to reduce the wages
and salaries of public servants, the Govern-
mwent have decided to reduce by means of this
measnre the salaries of those public servants
in receipt of upwards of £300 per annum.
That redurrion has been made as general as
possible. and will include members of Parlia-
ment, MMinisters of the Crown, and other
officers,

My, Morcax: Will the hon. gentleman
explain why it does not include Supreme
Court and Land Court judges?

The PREMIER: There are certain
anomalics that are bound to arise in any

general measure providing for an all-round
reduction, and these are being carefully gone
into with a view to avoiding any such
anomalies.  For instance, there are some
officers who, through no fault of their own,
have not yvet veached the minimum of - the
(ld\\]h(‘ tion for their grade, and in those
cases the Public Service Commissioner will
make a suitable recommendation, and if any
reducrion is recommended, will suggest what
veduetion shall apply in such cases. The
same thing applies to officers under £300 per
acnum. but they are not dealt with under this
Bill. The anomalics, although they cannot be
set out in the Bill. will be carefully gone

into, and provision is made in the Bill to
cover anomalies of that kind. The Bill will
apply to those officers whose salaries are

appropriated by Act of Parliament, and to
those officers who hold office under contract
with the Cvown, if those officers agree to
such reduction. That applies to the cases
mentioned bv the hon. member for Murilla.
There is quite a long list of those officers,
which will be found in the HEstimates;
for instance. the salaries of Ministers, the
Hpeaker of the Assembly, the Chairman of
Commiftees. the Anditor-General, the Com-
a1 for Railways. the {(Commissioner
Trads, the Medical Ruperintendent of

Hon. E, . Theodore.}
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Salaris: Biid.
tospitals for Tnsane, the General Manager of
the Sugar-mills, the Superintendent of State
Coal JMines, the General Manager of the
Chillagoe Smelting Works, the Public Service
Comnussioner, and the judges are fixed either
by contract or by statute, and will be affected
only so far as those officers concerned agree
to have their salaries affected. In effect. the
salaries of the whole of those officers. with
the exception of the Supreme Court judges
and Land Court judges, will be reduced in
conformity with their own agreement.

Mr. FrLEICHER: Was the question referred
to those officers?

The PREMIER: The question was
referred to those officers. I do not know that
there is anything more that I can explain in
connection with the Bill. Any detail matters
which oceur to hon. members can be raised in
Commitie2, and 1 will fully explain them.

Mr. FLETCHER : Were the Supreme Court
and the Land Court judges the only officers
who declined to agree to a reduction ¥

The PREMIER: I do not say that they
have declined. 'The question was referred to
all concerned, and those I have mentioned
have agreed to accept a reduction.

My,

) S1zkr: Ilave the Arbitration Court
judges declined?
The PREMIER: No. I move—

_““That the Bill be now read a sccond
time.”

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): T have dealt with
this matter on another occasion. and I
pointed out to this House that, in my opinion,
the fact of a Government having to reduce
its estimated deficit in the way they are doing
by attacking public servants’ salaries is very
regrettable.  As far as hon. members in this
Chamber are concerned, we are quite in
agreement to inake the sacrifice which is
necessary. but we elaim that the fact that
the Government  are attacking only one
branch of the public service now is a very
grave admission that the Arbitration Act has
been defective, because anvbody who knows
the history of the public service and the
Arbitration Court will know that there has
‘b‘eon a tremendous lot of chopping and
changing about. I propose to give the
amount of the salary subjected to the jurisdic-
tion of the Arbitration Court from time to
time, showing how on the eve of an election
the amount was increased and after an olec-
tion the amount was reduced. What is good
for one member of the public service is
equally good for another. We claim that the
junior members of the public service with
les« responsibilities  have, during Trecent
vears, received more benefits as a result of
Arbitration Court increases than those men
in receipt of over £300 per annum who were
entirled to automatic increases,

My. Corrixs: The bottom dog should be
tifeed up.

Mr, VOWLES: I do not agree with that
ar all, generally speaking. There are cases
where responsibility has to be taken into
consideration.

Mr. ELpHINSTONE: Is business run by the
botrom dog 7 ’

Mr. VOWLES: I know one case in the
public service to-day where a man who is
a superior officer will, as a rosult of the
5 per cent. reduction. receive less salarv than
his subordinate. I know that to be a fact.
The junior officer is actually receiving, as a

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.
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result of this juggling with the salaries of
publie servant:, more money than his superior
officer.

Mr. BRENNAN: What rank or position does
that superior officer hold?

Mr. VOWLES: The position of acting
sergeant. This junior iz getting more than
his superior officer.

The Premier: The superior officer gets a
5 per cent. rveduction—that may be an
ancmaly that will be rectified.

Mr. VOWLES : There arc other anomalies

of the samec kind, and that bears out the
contention put before this Chamber that
these caess should be dealt with, not en

bloc. but on their individual merits.

OpprosITION MEWBERS : Jlear, hear!

The PreMiEr: Payment by results.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. gentleman talks
about payment by results. I think he ought
to be getting four Ministers’ salaries to-day;
he votes for them

The Previer: You do not agree with the
hon. member for Oxley.

Mr. VOWLES: T do not agree with him
as far as that is concerned.

Mr. EvrHINSTONE: We are allowed to have
divisions of opinion over here.

Mr. PPorrock: You certainly have divi-
sions.
Mr. VOWLES: The contention right

through has been that the public servants
should be excluded from this measure, and
that some provision should be made under
the Arbitration Act which would give them
an opportunity of placing their cases before
an 1mpartial tribunal and having them
decided upon their merits, I previously gave
figures with regard to the classification of
the public servants, and 1 propose to give
them again. The salaried officers in all
branches of the public service, both under
£300 and over £300, receive annual increases
to their salavies between the specified raini-
roum and maximum salaries for each grade
o* position. The minimum and maximum
salarics are sct cub in the various public
service awards and in the classification of
the public servies, as amended from time to
time, with the approval of the Governor in
Council.  As from 1st July, 1917, all salaries
ifications were brought to the level
which was considered to be warranted by
the then inciease in the cost of living., Since
then offierrs receiving less than £30C per
annum have veceived an agrgegate basic
wage increase of £50 per annum to meot the
increased cost of living. as ordered by the
Arbitration Court. Officers receiving over
£300. during the same period (owing to the
operation of the various Orders in Council),
have reeeived basic wage increases ranging
from nil to a total of £25.

As from 1st July, 1922, the court has
ordered in respect of officers receiving less
than £300 per annum—

(a) Automatic increases as
to £15 per annum);

(h) A reduction of £10 per annum.

The Government in this Bill, in respect
of officers receiving over £300 per annum,
propose-—

(@) No automatic increases (usually £20
to £25 per annum until the maxi-
mum salary for the position is
reached) ;

(b) A reduction of 5 per cent.

(£10

usual
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I+ is patent to anybody that people who
were put on a classification, who were re-
ceiving a salary less than the maximum
salary, who were going to be deprived of
their automatic increases, and who, in addi-
tion, are to suffer a reduction of 5 per cent.,
are being done an injustice. The same con-
ditien obtains with respect to those officers
receiving over £300 per year as app'ied
when they had the privilege of the Arbitra-
tion Court when the awards were made.
Under the award of the Arbitration Court
and the Bill respectively, an officer receiv-
ing less than £300 per annum last year will
this year rccelve the same salary, or an
increase of £5, while an officer on, say, £350
last year, will suffer a reduction of £17 10s.
I quoted these figures before on an earlier
stage of the Bill, and they have not been
contradicted in any direction, or criticised
b= the Ainister in charge of the Bill. The
number of officers in the service recciving
salaries over £300 is estimated at approxi-
mately 15 per cent. I understand that the
qmount of deduction in these c¢ases 1s very
small, and does not amount to more than
£15.000 all told, as far as these classified
officers are concerned. I ask the Govern-
ment, if they have any respeet for their
honour, whether it is a fair thing for them
to sacrifice principle for the sake of that
small amount of revenue, and to tear up
agreements which have been made, more
particularly with pelice magistrates—who I
propese to refer to at a later stage—and
place us in the same position as © Kaiser
B2il1,” when he tore up the scrap of paper in
respect to Belgium ?  As far as police magis-
trates are concerned, they formed an associa-
tion of their own, and when ther formed it,
it was possible to get access to the Arbitra-
tion Court. but, as the result of an alteration
in the jurisdiction of the court, they were
put out of court., Although their application
ro the court was made previous to the juris-
diction being altered, it was wultimately
found that the court, without an agreement
being entered into by all parties concerned,
could give them no redress. Now the
result of that was that an agree-

[4 p.m.] ment was entered into and 1t is
published in ¢ Government

Gazette,” 292, volume cxvi. This is what
iltggset out in the * Gazette” dated 23rd June,

1—

“ Poricg MAGISTRATES AND VWARDENS.

“This agreement, made in pursuance
of the Industrial Arbitration Act of
1916, this fourtcenth day of June, 1921,
between the Honourable Fdward Cran-
ville Theodore, Chief Secretary of the
State of Queensland, for and on behalf
of the Government of Queensiand, of
the cne part, and the Police Magistrates
and Wardens Associations of Quecnsland
tan industrial union registered und-r the
said Act), of the other part. Whereas
the members of the said association are
employed by the Government of Queens-
land: And whereas thé conditions of
cmployment of and remuneration to be
received by the members of the said
association are determined by an award
of the Court of Industrial Arbitration
dated the fourteenth day of Awugust,
1920: And whereas the s=id association
has made a claim on the said Govern-
ment for an alteration in the conditions
of employment of such members, and in
consequence of such claim the parties

[24 AUGUST.]
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hereto have agreed that the conditions
af such cmployment and remuneration
be as in manner hereinafter appears:

“ Now this agreement witnesseth that
it is hereby agreed between the parties
hercto as follows:—

1. The provisions of the said sward
0. 308 of 1920 of the Court of Indus-
trial Arbitration of Queensland, in so
far as it refers or relates to the ciassi-
ficarion and salaries of members of the
<aid association, are, for the purpose of
this agrcement, deemed to be inoperative
as from and including the first day of
July, 1921, .

“ 2. From and including the first day
of July, 1921, and notwithstanding any-
thing in rhe Public Serviee Acts, 1896
o 1920, or vegulations thereunder con-
tained, the remuneration and conditions
of employment of members of the said
assaeiation shall be on the scale and
«ubject to the terms, provisocs. and
stipulations #et out in the schedule
hereto.

*“3. Save in so far as the remunera-
tion and the conditions of cmployment
are affected by the provisions of this
agreement, conditions of employment of
members of the said association shall
he the same in all respects as prescribed
br said Acts and regulations thereunder,
=0 far as such Aets and regulations are
applicable to such members.

4. This agreement shall take effect
aud have the force of law throughout
the State of Queensland as from and
including the first day of July, 1921, and
<hall remain in force for a period of
twelve months from the date thereof.”

Then there is a schedule giving the scale
of minimum and maximum salaries and
increases in salaries during the year ending
$th Juae, 1922, 1 will not read all the
details of the salaries. That is signed by
Mr. H. L. Archdall, Chief Police Magis-
trate. Brisbane, and Mr. W. Harris, Police
Magistrate, Brishane, and also by the pre-
sent Premier, Mr. Theodore. That agree-
ment  has been registered under  the
provisions of the Industrial Arbitration Act.
T ask the Promier what right has he to
artack an agreement which he has consented
to” What right has he to introduce repudia-
tion in connection with this Bill?7 I is
impossible for the Opposition to agree to
anvthing in the nature of repudiation. We
cannot be a party to repudiating the terms
of that rontract as disclosed in that agree-
prent. which was solemnly entered into by
the Premier and those public servants that
T have roferred to. Until such time as that
agreemoent expirves, we, as members of this
Chamber. should not interfere with the func-
tions of the court, and we should allow the
existing conditions to stand. I would like
to point out to the Premier that during the
time I have been in this House I have con-
stantly heard reference .made to the con-
ditions which obtained in 1802, At that time
there was a severc drought in Queensiand.
T; was the most severe drought ever exjperi-
enced in Queensland, either before or since.
Hon. gentlemen who now sit on the Govern-
ment side, and the members of their party
ar that time, criticised Sir Robert Philp
for reducing the salaries of the public
servants at that time. They charged the
old Liberal party, which was associated with

Mr. Vowles.]
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Sir Robert Philp, with reducing the wages
of public servants when they had no right to
do so, and with dropping their autonuatic
increases.  These were the catcalis and cries
that came frow the members of the Labour
party, and they wgave U as veasnlls why
there should be a change of Government, I
know that many publiz scrvants vecorded
their votss in favour of the prescnt Labour
Government on the thorough understanding
that. no matter what happened, they were all
right in the future so far as the Labour
Government were concerncd, as that Go-
vernment would nat rvesort to retrenchment.
What happened®  We  know thar  the
Government bhave reduced the salaries of
public servants. With veference to  the
special vetrenchment frow 1902 to 1805, I
have the figures here which show what hap-
pened at that time. The retrenchment in
the public service under the Special Re-
trenchment Act of 1902 and the Special
Retrenchment Act of 1904, operated from st
August, 1902, to 30th June. 1905—t¢
and eleven months. The radustions made
were as follows:—

1902, to 30th
Sept.. 1904, |

l From 1st Aug., |
i
.

Balaries execeding | Por cent.
£450 per annum. . | 15
£301 to £450 .. | 1af
£151 to £300 ..} U 5
£101 to £150 .. | 7% | EF

The full salaries were rvestored s from the
st July, 1905. Hers iz another matter
~hich we never heard the hon. gentleman
mention. In justice 1o the Governments
of the past, their actions stand in c¢ontra-
distinctipn to the attitude adopted br those
in office to-day. 1t was laid down that the
public servants who had reductions made in
their salaries were allowed = reduction from
their taxzable income of the amount terken
off their salaries. There are verr few of
the public servants know that. The amount
of salary reduced was allowed as a raduc-
tion in every casc from the taxable income.
That meant that i it veduced the taxable
income to £150 the public servant would be
exempt from taxation altogether. These
were  concewsions  given  under  previous
Governments which are not given io-day.
Beetion €5 of the Spesial Retronshmens Act

3
1

of 1902 and scetion 7 of the Act of 1004
make provision for that. In the T

1504-05 there a surplus of £13,888. As
the finences were being pub right, the much
maligned Governmen osi days siarted
to give benefits to the public ser 5. and
started to make refunds.

AMr. Harteey @ The public servants were on
a starvation wage at that time,

Mr. VOWLES: Ther were jusr as well
off as they ave to-dav. For the financial
vear 1904-05, there was o surpius of £13,955.
and this was distributed pro rata amongst
the public servants whose salaries had been
reduced under the 1904 Act. It was distri-
buted at the rate of 8s. in the £1. Section
3 of the Special Retrenchmeni Act of 1904

made provision for this. If »ou make a
comparison of the figurss vou will find that
they give most alarming results. Under

the Bill now before the House officers receiv-
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ing over £300 per annum incur the {<low-

ing lossos—

E 1 i ;
Annual Reduciion! ' Loss
Increase,! of 5 per /Total.. per

cent, cent.,
Salary (say) £ } 107
Salary (say) £45 i 10°5
Salary (say) £ l 06

The purchasing power of money, according to
“ Knibbs,”” was repres-nted in 1904 by 14+, 8d.,
as compared with 28s, 7d. in 1922.

So that a person with a salary of £250 in
1904 now requires a salary of £490 to meet
the same responsibilities., The loss of incre-
ment on a salary of £490 is £25, which with
the 5 per cent. reduction of £24 10s. proposed
in the Bill makes a total of £49 10s. That is
equal to 19.6 per cent. of the salary of £250
for the same position in 1904: that is, taking
into consideration the earning power of the
soverecign.

The question of automatic increases, 1
submit, bears on the principles under discus-
sion.  Mr. Story’s classification scheme,
accepted by the Government and the unions,
provides for automatic annual increases
hetween the minimum and maximum salaries
for each classification. Clause 6 of the report

reads (¢ Parliamentary Papers, 1919-26,
volume 1, page 64)—
“Tn the opcration of the suggested

scheme, 1 have assumed that the follow-
: o B "
ing provisions will be adopted :—
(e} That the seale of imcreases for
classified positions will be—
Less than £300 per annum—incre-
ments of £L15 per anunum.
£300, but less than
ments of £20 per annum.
£400, but less than £600—incre-
ments of £25 per annum.”

L4300 —incre-

If the automatic increase: are to be siopped
in addition to the reductmn_of & per cent,
it must be assumed that it is now intended

that the whols classification scheme, as well
as the agreements, is to be r(zpudlated; If so,
public servants receiving over £300 per
annmum will lose, over a period of, say, three
a very large amount, as shown by the

years a
following particulars:—
*f ‘ ‘ < _ii i
G2 E JE 1 TE
— a8 PaElAE A
Tk 1 R REl 2
S| l - R
i e
£ 1 o£ | = £
Salary (say) £320| 20 | 16 . 56 . 76
Salary (say)£400 | 25 | 20 | 70 ' 95
Salary (suv) £4604 25 ; 23 (I

As I said at the beginning, there has
been a good deal of juggling in connection
with increases and the application of the
Act to public servants, Tiret of all, I shall
deal with the embargoes on the public ser-
vants in respect of the Arbitration Court.
By an Order in Council dated 12th July,,
1917, the jurisdiction of the court was limited
to cases where the salaries did not ecxceed
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£300—1 think it wes
i not perfectly sars, and,
s only a very small item.
inded on

L300

or

at

under, but I
any rate, that
That Ovder iu
4th Aug 1920,

On the 18h Febs

ss from 1si

ary, 1921, the jurisdiction of the court was
increased to ss + of £500: but on 15th
July, 1921, %mmediatoh uftel an r”lo ion—to
which I have re i

of the court was docr ;
exceeding £300. I think T have given suﬂz-
clent evuloncﬁ of the proportions of deere

in comparizon with the esrning powor of
moner in 1802 and of the incrcasex which
ftave been adopted for those persons who ar

recoiving less thaa £300 per year to show
that, while one section of Tl-~ puablie servants
have heen receiving wvery large Lenefits,

dnother soction have “heen denied the ppoT-

nnity of obtaining those beonefits. and that
yitable that we should attack
tion. who had 4o Dbear the
without any
consideraiion at all, and call upon then, now
that the cost of living is bmminnin to decline.
o make up the deficit for which the malad-

fap
bruat ot *hp hmh cast of living

rinistration of the Government is yesponsibie.
{Hear, hear!)

Then, again., there Is an aspect of the
matter hme to which I would like to refer.
Are employers ouwiside—{or instance. the
Water and Sewerage Boavd—to ke forced to
give the proscribed annual increates th
sear when the CGovernment are not only
refusing v the Iner .. which, exe
for the opuatmx of the Order in kmmml =
lishing the embargo, Thnv would be
apon to pay, but sre alo imposing
cent. redustion? Tlen in the 1:«
over £300 per reoar, men

avoard, men

4 Sewerage Boavd

men,  engineop sud

Caver d b‘:’ a rds, ‘U'IU men

for the (Governmont and d
=pme '.V‘O}'k are gomg O reeve
jess for their services. In the
they do not yeoeive an award
they are mot aliowed to go to

in addition tn 10

veduction of 5 per cent
with the ]O'i of au

{ vhould Nie fo ¢ 1

in the cases T h mentioned—

©Baxk Oy

co Tndm?r‘:a

peg

at
3

sularies,
i‘{mo
G

thely
ore

e

CERST

Accounta (=iv-honded  brauvches)—

Minimum .

% L3060 to
w5 of £10),
br* nches
anypun.

Small
(anmual increa

Six-handed
L8500 per

Those are the salaries whic

+h private or

joing
stock banks arc (um]w'md to pay their officers

doing the same cl:
clerks, acccuntant
may be. The of

of worlt as Government
or managers, as the ¢ase
evs of those banks receive
a higher w by reason of the fact that
thev hav access to the court—w hdv the
public ssrvants had not—and. in addition to
that, thev are not vomg to lose their auto-
increases and 5 per cent. of their
in addition. Fere are the aw

o
£y

salaries yrds

[24 Avgust.]
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for loes]l authori Water and Scwerage
Board offies
“ T.ocAn AUTIHORITIES AGREEMENT.

“ (¢ Industrial Gazette,
page 348.)
authorities’ clerks—Minimum
{according to revenue) ranging
from £275 to £600 per annum.
* METROPOLITAN WATYR SUPPLY AND
SEWERAGE BOARD AWARD.
(¢ Tudustrial Gazetts,” volume 5,
page 861.)
Zintmum salavies (exclusive of allow-
ANeesj—
\"nl()l

volume 6.

3

sarvey  draftsman—d=£375  to

Fngineering surveyori—4£375 to £L475.
Designing draftsmen and engineers—
£375 to £475.
Engincering
£600.
Enginecer for sewera
£425 to £325.
Superintendent  of
£415 to £515, cte.,
{ncrenients
Salaries up
Salavies in

supervisors—d£450  to

ge reticulation—

water supply—

efe.

to £300—£15 per annum.
excess of £300—£20 per

annu,
ABCHITECTS, DRAT 'RMLN,. HINCINEERS,
AND STURVEYOES  AWARD.

¢ (¢ Industrial Gazette,” volume 5,
page 976.)

© Draftsmen—£290 to £375.

eugincers—B375

© Pesigning (mini-

niiy

ant surverors—=£300 to £380.
socal govornment engincering assist-
250 to £330, ete. eote,

crements —£20 per annum.”’

- public servants, who ave doing pre-
v same class of work, have to make
& maladministration of the Govern-
tead of recciving increments, they
saffer a reduction of & per cent. I
i There are many cases in the
tmeut where anomalies will
award for teachers of non-
snmoatal secondary schools (* Industrial
» yolmne 6. page 52) provides thas
ma shall veceive £185 (fivsy
4490 (vighternth wear), with incre-
i from i)lO to £30 per annum.
ied ='>h001 teachers
Lz been ux‘uvnq to go out of the State
0’1 into the high sehool service: and, as
f this Bill. they will be placed in a
rorv mu"‘ worse position as regards salary

‘up JIL;:
inent-—1
have
A

anppear. T J‘E‘

Gove

a vesult of

thoze W remained behind. A
to-day is a ‘reacher in a high
'*11\ will reeoive Jess salary than
ved in ‘19 corvice and mmau‘ed a

Siate school.  That i+ an

ich dmm(i be rectified. It can be

only by dealing with each indi-

vidaal case on its merite, Such cases could
e dealt with by the Public Service Commis-
Siener or som'f imyul s} outhority. They
should ot be dealt with in a class. as we
are ‘(num to deal ith th smi. in a Chamber

such »s thie, in which members do not under-
stend the details.  In many cases we are
inflicting a grievance on men who bhave
families to maintain, who are endeavouring
to eduLare and make good citizens of their
children—men who have to study the offect

Mr. Vowles.]
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of almost evers penny’s expenditure. We
are inflicting decreased salaries on those who
have incurred responsibilities, thereby pre-
venting their carrying out the honourable
undertakings into which they have entered.

I referred a little while back to the police
megistrates. When the Supreme Court Act
and the Magistrates Court Act were under
review in this Chamber, I pointed out that
we were putting upon the ordinary police
magistrate increased work of a highly techni-
cal nature; that, if we wanted to make the
office of police megistrate attractive to pro-
fessional men or men of culture-—with whom
it would be necessary to fill the office—we
would have to give higher salaries; that, if
it e good enougn, Wi the limited
jurizliction of £50 which police magistrates
had in the past, to pay men up to £650 a
year, when they had the added vespousibility
of deciding in cases—and without juvies,
too—where £200 were involved, the
scope of their jurisdiction was very much
larger than it had been, ther should receive
further remuncration for the ineveased duties
which they were aszked to perform. In the
past we decided to pay the judges in our
Distriet Courts £1,000 a year. When we took
those judges from the Distriet Court and
put them into the Supreme Court, the fivst
thing we did was to increase their valaries.
We are asking the police magistrates to take
over exactly the same responsibilities which
those District Court judges had, and instead
of increasing their salarics, we are asking
them to suffer a reduction—in the face of
an agreement which has been solemnly
entered into between the parties. I do not
hold any brief for them: but I come more
in contact with them than some others, and
I know more about their business. Whether
they be in connection with police magistrates
or any other branch of the public service, if
agreements are registered they should be
honoured. In respect of other members of
the public service, a large proportion will not
recelve fair treatment; but they will be
placed in the invidious position that, although
they are employees of the Crown—which 1s
suppesed to be the best employer—they will
be receiving for their services a great deal
less than m=n of the same qualifications who
are doing a similar c¢lass of work for other
bodies such as the Metropolitan Water Supply
and Sewerage Board, local authorities, and
others. T think the Treasurcr should con-
sider whether it would not be a wise thing
now to follow my suggestion—to make this Bill

o+
o

apply to ourselves, to withdraw it as far as
other individuals are concerned, and give
those individuals the opportunity which

they were Intended to have.. When the mea-
sarc went through, we opposed the principle
of the public rcrvants going to the Avbitva-
tion Court. We saw, howcever, that if one
soction can go. another section should have
that right. Why not give them the oppor-
tunity of having their cases dealt with on
their merits, so that justice will be done?
We have not the details, or the opportunity
of getting those details, to enable us to judge
those cascs on their merits. T sincerely
trust, for the honour of this Government—
if they have any honour left—that they will
repent before they drag down another agree-
ment which has been solemnly entered into,
Let us not forget, too, that the very class of
persons whom they are attacking—I do not
mean oursclves, I mean the public servants—
are men who, only a few months ago, on
the eve of an election, were told distinectly
by a gentleman who was elected to this

[Mr. Vowles.
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Chamber, and who is holding an honourable
position as a member of the Cabinet, that
this Government would not be a party to
cutting down the wages of the public ser-
vants. I ask the hon. gentleman to stand
up to a statement of his Minister. If he
will not stand up to it, I ask the public
servants to judge his actions, and the words
of his Ministers, by the results.

At 4.25 p.m.,

The CHatrMax oF CoMMITTEES (Mr. Kirwan,
Brisbans) toolk the chair as Deputy Spealoer.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): It is regrettable
that we should have to discuss the Bill
which the Trcasurer has placed before us
this afternoon. It is simply another instance
of the Government rcaping what they have
sown. Had it not hecen that the State’s
finances have been so badly administered dur-
ing the last scven wears, there would not
have beon the necessity to bring forward this
Bill to-day. The leader of the Opposition is
to be comwnended on his very fine exposition
of the whols of the matters associated with
the public servants and the proposed refrench-
ment. Iic has practically covered the whole
of the ground, showmg how agreements
which had been entered into by the Govern-
ment with men in the public service have
been broken. The Government have brokew
faith with the public serviee in having intro-
duced this Bill. We all know perfectly well
that on the eve of an election promises were
made to the people that there would be ne
such thing as retrenchment in the public
service. The Opposition parties were termed
by the supporters of the Government “ The
low-wage party.” Immediately after the
clection, instead of being a low-wage party,
the Government became a “ no wage’ party.
Men who. had spent many years of their
lives in the public service were dismissed on
all sides: and now we are asked to discuss
a Bill to reduce the salaries of men who
are in receipt of over £300 a year. Not
only that; it is a humiliating position for the
Government to be practically mendicants—
that is the only term onc can apply to them.
There are certain officers to whom the
Government cannot apply this mcasure. and
it is provided that the rveduction will be
made in respect to those officers only in the
ovent of their agrceing to such reduction.
A Government could not be placed in a more
humiliating position than to have to go round
tc¢ those particular officers and say, “ Look
hlere, we are hard up: we have not sufficient
moncy to carry on the government of the
country: will you agree to a reduction of
5 per cent., in vour salaries?”’

My, Corrixns: What we should have done
was to tax the higher incomes.

2y, TAYLOR : I think we have had quite
sufficient evidence, during the last vear or
two, that the “ higher’”’ incomes have become
Do incomes at all.

Mr. Coroins: That is not correct.

My, TAYLOR: That is the case in quite a
number of instances, and it is due simply
io the cxcessive taxation which has been
imposed by the Government an¢ by hon.
members like the hon. member for Bowen,
who have been supporting them. The Govern-
ment have found now that the sources of
taxation have been practically drained dry,
and thev are proposing to cut down certaim
officers in the public service who are not,
probably, in the best position to bear these
proposed reductions. They now propose to
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put the axe in on them and reduce their
salaries by 5 per cent. Hon members on
this side of the House have always stood for
the Arbitration Cou and for settlement of

disputes in the Arbitration Court.
[4.30 p.m.] No doubt, there are anomalies

associated and connected with
that court. The court may not have the elas-
ticity which one might wish, still those little
things which have crcated so much frietion
i the past could probably be eliminated and
matters could probably go on more smoothly
than they have done during recent vears.
Ilon. members on this side stand for the
Arbitration Court. There can be no fajrer
method, to my mind, than the settlement
of dispuies by means of arbitration. Prior
to thq lazt clection, the Government had
lifted the cmbargo which prevented public
servants going to the Arbitration Court. The
cmbargo was raised from £300 to £500, and
Tmmediately after the eleetions the Govern-
saent redueed the amount back again to .£300.
At the presenc time this Statc is suffering
from what has been termed the repudiatory
acts of the Govermment in a financial scnse.
The present condition of the finances in
this couutry on account of certain repudia-
tery legislation. Agrcements havs been made
with the public servants that they should
receive inerements in their salavies, and we
are now discussing a Bill whieh proposes to
teaz up those agreements. The Government
3 “ We sare not going to hounour them.
You will in the future have to accept a 5 per
cent. reduction in vour salari There is

1

no contract of any kind so far as hon. mem-
bers opposite are concerned. If the Treasurer

would simply confine the reduction proposed
in the Bill to Ministers and members of
Parliament, that would be an eminentic fo
proposition, and one which would mect w
the approval of the people of the Stata. If
we desire an cfficient public sevvies, and if
we want officers to carry out in an efficient
manner the responsible dutics which thev are
expected to ecarry out, then they should be
woll paid. We find that, immediately the
Supreme Court Act was ended, an increase
in salarics was given to the judges, and we
find that the magistrates, whose duties have
been considerably exte
uccept very much grea
they had in #he pass,

or rosponsibilities than
are going to be askesd
to aceapt a reduction in salarie I do not
consider that that is faiv in any shape or
forme. I do not intend to labour this question
nor speak at any length, because I consider
that the speech delivered by the leader of
the Opposition is worthy of careful con-
sideration by every hon. member. In order
to test the feeling of the House, I move the
omission of all words after the word ¢ Bill,”
with a vicw to inserting the words—
“Dbe withdrawn with the ohjeet of intro-
ducing a new Bill, having for its sole
object a reduction of the salarics of
Ministers of the Crown and of all othor
members of this House.”

Mr. KERR (#noggera): 1 rise to sccond
the amendment moved by the lead-r of the
Nationalist party. I think the name of the
Rill should be amended from ¢ Salaries B3ill 7
to its true name of ‘ Reduetion in Public
Servants’ Salaries Bill.””  All the promises
made by the present Government are now
going to be smashed. Hon. members opposite
will now have an opportunity, without going
on to the hustings, of saying whether there
shall be retrenchment in the public service
or not. During a certain by-election this

1922—3 K
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sear the members opposite stated that there

would be no reduction in the salaries of
public servants. A ccrtain gentleman oppo-
site was returned, and the first thing we heard
was that the Government contemplated a
reduction in the salaries of public servants,
which meant breaking the promises which
had been made, I do not wish to make those
statements  without substantiating them by
facts. The  Standard ” of the 8th Noven-
ber, 1920, states—

“ It is only the Labour Government
that stands between the public servants
and a retrenshment policy more drastic
and more crippling ihan has ever been
cxpericnced before.”

This Government have promised not to reduce
salarier, and now they sre attempting to
reducs them. The hon. mher for Iitzrow,
on the hastings, said that he would not vote
for a reduction in salayies, but now ne pats
forward an excuse for doing so. The excuse
i+ that a fow men in an organisation——
Mr. Coruins: Intell
My, KERR: A few men!
g Intelligent men!

KERR : Perhaps so. The hon. member
for Fitzror gave a elinite promisc and now
he is quibbling. Ile is hiding behind a few
ho call themsalves an organisation, for-

moen !

men -
getting all about the thousands of people
who voted for him. In anr case, he only

roecived a majority of 521 and there are
sufficient public servants to tuen that majority
if he is honest enough to resizn and go and
ask tiie people if he can amend his pelicy
by being allowed to voie for a reduction.
The hon. membor i now trying to sidetrack
and camouflage his position. I desire to
quoie o statement made by the Treasuver atb
o meriing where he

s sapported by rhe

hon. member for Rockhampton, th® hon.
moeinber for Mount Morgan. the Secretary

for Railwa and the hon. member for Fitz-
vov. The Treasurer was defending the poliey
of this Government, and was referring to
the rotrenchment in 1602, Ilow on earth an
honest man can go to the peonle and ask
them to cast their = n his favour on
the strength of certsin promises made, and
then esmoe into this 1Joun-e and vete in an
oppesite direction to what thes had promised
on th- hustings. is move than I can under-
nd. Tt seems to me to be a continuation
of the policy adopted by the Government
during the last few week In the Rock-
hampton © Morning Buliein ™ of the 4th
November, 1920, the Trcasurer is credited
with saying—

“That is the kind of financ: that you
get from the capitalistic representatives:
but the Labour Government recogmises
what is a fair deal, and it is endeavouring
to arrange the finances so as to save the
State from retrenchment.”

We have had these professions repeated time
after time, and we now find the Govern-
ment acting quite opposite to those profes-
sions. Let me refer to the Railway Depart-
ment, which js substantially affected in con-
nection. with this retrenchment. T find this
article in the ¢ Railway Advocate”—

“ Tt is regrettable that a privileged
peep into the secrecy of the caucus room
disclosed the fact that. on the final vote
only eight members of the party had
sufficient courage and loyalty to working-
class ideals to vote against a motion
having for its object wage reductions.”

Mr, Kerr.]
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I wonder where the loya lists are going to
vets when the divisien ix taken. Where ars
they going to be?

Mr. Ryan: Whoever
nothing about it.

Mr. KERR: The bon. member knows that
this Bill will reduce wages. He knows that
he can do one of of two things; he can
vote for it or against it. We will see when
the division bell rings where he stands.
There are only two 1 1'ight or wrong—
and hon. members can stick to their promises
or be the hon. member
mem-
Premier at Rock-

wrote that knows

}1;‘p0(rrx£o-. We fir JJ
for Rockhampton amongst those homn.
bers who stood behind the

hampton when he made the promises with

regard to no reduction in wages. Hven the
hon. member for Paddington, in March last,
reminded the workers that it was Tory
Governments who reduced wages. I venturs
to =ay that, if the Nationalist party had been
returned to pewer, ther would not have
reduced wages at the present time,

Mr. CoLnins: They only gave the workers

.

6z, a day.

Mr. KERR: I will tell the hon. member
something about that before T sit down.
The Nationalist party went to the electors
on a definite peolics, and would not have
broken their promises like the Labour party
have done. As a kind of sef-off, hon. mem-
bers opporite have seid that the Nationalist@
would have made a 10 per cent. reduction;
but that is pure imagination on thmr part.

Thev have mvented that in order to side-
track arnd delude the people. Hon., members
opposite have had the chance of a liferime

to prove that they ave sincere in their regard
for the man whe te-day is not receiving a
living wagc.
Mr. Corrins: What reduction do
propose to take off members of Parli
W-r KTRR : If the hon. member had been

in the Chamber and heard the motion moved
on this side, he wonld have known that the

vou
ament ?

proposal was to reduce salavies of members
of Purliament and Alinisters of the Crown.
We were endeavour to qut the Labear
party to carry out their We krow
that the surer anticipates & deficit of
£500.600. find that in the Railwa

Department onls
carned on the
£4 10s. por cent.

were made to pay
no necessity to reduce
. CoLnins: How

railwass pay?

Mr. XERR: That is apart from the ques-
tion; but, as T have said before, I would
make the railways pay without increasing
farcs and freights and various other thuge,
which the Government have done. The hon.
member for Brisbane, in a <peech which he
made \(‘qteldav }"Olnttd out that finarcial
institutions and commercial businesses wora
being carried on successfully under this
Government.  Are those lnxhtutions reduc-
ing the wages of their emplovecs under £300

per cont. is now bel
sy invested. as
in 1915, 1f the railways
interest, re would be
salaries.

g
N : e d
against

vould you make the

a yoar? Are the Commonwealth Govern-
ment reducing their public servants sho
recoive under £300 a year? Ther are not

We find that the Commonwecalth Treasurer,
in his Budget, indicates a big reduction of
cxpenditure, including the reduction of the
salaries of members of the Federal Parlia-
ment to £800. He also outlines reductions
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in income tax, in the entertainments wax
and decrease of duties on various articles
He also intimated that it was the infention
of the Commonwealth Government to refrain
from trading. A man in the Common-
wealth service on a salary of £320 gets an
increase of £20, making £320; but under

this Government a man getting £320, and
who is duc for an automatic incresse, is
losing that increase, and is also suffering

5 per cent. reduction. Owing to the financial
administration of the Government, they have
to make up a quarter of a million of money
out of the :alaries of the public servants.
They have invested loan money which does
not return interest, and they have £800,000
invested in State enterprises, and they utilise
trust money to pay the interest on it That
is why they find it necessary to impose these
hardships on public ser vants, who have been
suffering for the last six or seven years.
The public servants do not know where they
stand through the action of this Govern-
ment. 'This Bill is going to further unsettle
the conditions of the public service. which
cannot be comparced with what it was a few
vears ago. 1 am going to refer to the
retrenchment which took place in 1902. Thers
was a provision in the Act passed in 13504
to the cffect that any surplus available
should be utilised for the purpcse of making
up the retrenchment; but there is no such
provision contained in this Bill. There was
a surplus at that time of £13,000 odd, which
vwas utilized.

The Government of that day paid back
8s in the £1 of the retrenchment money.
If we take the value of the £1 sterling in
1902 snd compare it with the value to-day
we will find that the reduction in the salaries
of the public servants mede by the present
Ciovernment is much greater than the reduc-
tion which was made in 1902. There was a
sliding scale in 1802, but the maximum
Let us have &
of money in
ith March of
In 1902 the hm‘m sing price of
s 165, and to-day it is 28s, 7d.,
ase of 1250 Td. T am using fh(‘so
ﬁg:m‘(“ to show that the ‘rcndmm't is
]ustl‘ied and that the Bill mtwqucﬂd by the
~ament is not justifind, becaunse the
publie servant is actually worse off to-day
than he was in 1902, T.et us tale the salary
of a man getting £450 per annum,  Tn 1802,
ur“orfhno' to the statistics of the Common-

calth, that £450 was worth £540. I arrive
at that by making the purchasing power of
cuch 16%. worth £1, A salary of £450 to-day.
taking the statistician’s ficures, would he
minus 8s. 7d. for every £1, and that would
bring the purchasing power of that salary
down to £257 as comnared with 1902, A
reduction of 18 per cent. on a salary of
£450 in 1902 would be much less than the
reduction of & per cent. to- day. because of
the difference in the bpurchasing value of
monev. That is the position. The Govern-
ment do not recognise that position at all.
They seem to thisk that a man on the basic
wage is drawing a greater salary than he

reduction was 15 per cent.
Too]

at. the purchasing pwen
1902, as comnar:

did in 1902, and. therefore, should be
reduced. That is an erroneous idea. The
union seerstaries conterd that the Govern-

ment are wrong in assuming that the salaries
are greater to-day than thfw were in 1902.
1 say that the union secretaries are right in
t‘\kmg up that attitude, because the wages
paid to-day are really less than they were
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in 1902. Let us take the casc of a man on
the basic wage. If a man gets £4 5s. a
week to-day, that is vot sufficient to keep a
man and his family in comfort. The highest
wage paid in 1802 was insufiicient, yet this
Government are reducing a man much below
the rate of 1902. The Government have gone
back on the promises which they made to the
electors so far as the reduction of salaries is
concerned.

Mr. Ryax:
1962 ¢

AMr. KERR: To-day the basic wage is £4
Bs., but., as compared with 1902, it is only
worth £1 11s. 6d. to-deay. 1 estimate that
by taking 16:. to be worth £1 in 1902, while
23s. Td. to-day is ouly worth £1. That is 2
differoncs of 12s. 7d. There was no such
thing as a basic wage in 1902, but the
minimum wage then for the lowest paid man
in the public service, paid to the mnavvies,
was 63, 6d. per day.

Mr. Ryax: It was less than that.

Mr. KERR: It

What were labourers’ wages in

was not less than that.
Sinde 1898, 6s. 6d. per day has Dbeen the
minimum wage., The hon, member for Cook
does not know anything about it.

30 Ryan: [ do know

Mr. KERR: I do not mind a pertinent
interjection, but I do object to an interjection
from: a member who knows nothing about it.
The navvy in 1902 received 6s. 6d. a day,
which was £1 19 a week. Basing that rate
on the purchasing powor of the sovercign
tc-day, the wages would be only £1 11s. 6d.
per week, so that the €5, 6d. a day paid in
1202 was 8: 6d. a week greater than the
rate paid to-day. These are not my figures

oply. They are substantiated and backed up
by the statistician of the Commonwealth.

They are backed up, too, by the records of
the Arbitration Court, and thev are backed
up by the union seccretaries. Wages have
not gone up under this Government at all.
Thore are very few men on the basic wage
to-day who have families who can put down
£2 or less for the purpos of building a
workers’ dwelling, vet in days past the msn
owned their owa homes irrespective of some-
thing which was said a little while ago. In
1902 the workers were able to purchase their

wit horees, and they were able to do it for
; rs after 1802, It is only recently,
when wages have not inereased 13 keoping
with the cost of living. that men have haen
suffering ary injustice.  When they talk
about the present Government standing for
the cause of the worke

it 13 all moonshine.
I¢ is all rongsense. The Government have

done nothing fer the workers.

Mr. Dasu: What werc the hours and over-
time in 19027

Mr. XERR: The same thing applies to the
lower-paid public servants. I dealt with a
salary of £450, because this Bill provides
for public servants receiving over £300 per
annum. I would like to ask hon. members
opposite a plain question. When they voted
for a reduction in the salaries of the public
servants, did they have a look to see what
the public servants were receiving ? I looked
up the income tax returns myself to find
out whether the public servants were amongst
the wealthy men in the State. I wanted to
see if they were amongst the men who are
looked upon by the Government as having
casy jobs, seeing that the Government
increased their hours. I want to quote figures

{24 Avcust.]

Salaries Bill. s

to show that the public servants to-day are
inadequately paid. There is not the slightest
doubt about that. The income tax reiurns for
1921 show that the public servants of Quecens-
land paid 1.62 per cent. of the total taxation.

Mr. Coruins : What did the average worker
pay?

Mr. KERR: I will tell you.

Mr. COLLINS :
all.

Mr. KERR: The number of public ser-
vants who paid income tax represented 18.25
per cent, of the total number of taxpayers,
and they paid 1.62 per cent of the total
taxation. 'That shows that that small sum

He paid no income tax at

_in taxation paid by the public scrvants was

spresd over @ large number of persons. It
shows that the salary to-day must be inade-
quate.  Other emplovees, about whom the
hon. member for Bowen has interjected,
paid 9.31 per cent. of the total taxation, or
something like =aven times that paid by the

public servants, Yet the percentage of
uumber in their case 1is only
[6 pom.] about double, showing conclu-

sively that 1aen outside the public
service are getting far hizher rates than men
inside the public service. That is why 1
am contending, and am going to contend at
every stage, that the public servants should
not be reduced under any circumsfances,
more especially in the ecircumstances of the
maladininistration of loan mouney by this
Government. For the year ended 30th June,
1922, the percentage of ihe total tax paid by
public servants increased to 2.8 per cest.,
vet the number has only gone to 21.40 per
cent. The whole of the public servants whom
it is proposed to reduce contributed ouly
£8125 for the financial year 1921.22 to the
total taxation of nearly £3,069,000, and the
numbsr whe paid tax was only 1.683. It
seems to me that hon. members opposite have
not given sufficient consideration to  this
matter. 1t secms ineredible that they should
adept  their present  attitude towards the
only people who seem to have ne remedy.
Ther have extracted incoms tax from the
cominurity gencrally to the very limit. and
new their only resource sesms to be the
public servants, They make no bones about
i*. but go straight into them to the extent
of £250.000. I have said that the Railway
Department was largely responsible, and
that the unwise Investinent of Joan money
was the reason. Instead of returning us £8
per cent, or £4 10x por cent., that depart-
ment is now giving us 10s. per cent. on the
eapital invested, ard during the term of
this Governiment it has absorbed the foilowing

amounts of loan money :-— £
191516 2.034.000

1916-17 1,342,000
1917-18 984,000
1918-19 1,416,000
1919-20 2,356,000
1920-21 1,750,000
192122 ... ... 1,168,000

That makes a tremendous total of loan

money in the few vears of this Government,
and we know perfectly well that that money
has been wasted in the departiment. There
is no doubt that hundreds of men could con-
firm my statement. In respect of loan money
used for the building of carriages and other
things in the Ipswich Railway Workshops,
thousands of pounds have been wasted. We
have got well into the tens of thousands of

Mr. Kerr.]
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money lying idle in the main works with-
out prospect of return. We have had shops
shifted from one place to another without
apparent reason. We have had loan money
expended in ‘the department in mangy ways
which will not pay, and the department has
also riarted pew construction works involv-
ing the expenditure of extra loan money,
instead of using that money to plac: Queens-
landers and hmmigrants along cxisting lines,
such as at Beerburrum. so that the traflic
backwards and forwards will make those
lines pay.

The DEPTUTY SPEAKER: Order!

My, KERR: I do not want to toc far
from the subject—I have siuck to it fairly
well, I think. I say, in conclusion, without
fear of saying anything that I should not
sax, that 1o hon. member opposite, if he has
the courage of hiz conviction: expressed dur-
ing the campsign—and a very severe cam-

1 it was, from ch the Government
back with a majortty of a few members
—should dare to vote for this Bill. 1 may
refer particularly to the hon. member for
Fitzroy and the hon. member for Bowen—
a Karl Marx man, with ideas that that writer
laid down muany years ago. The TPremier
made stziements at Rockhampton, in which
other hon. members backed hint up on publie
platferms, and they have now the oppor-
tunity of putting their promises' into effect.
Instead of that, they take the other course
and bring in a measurc that was never
advocated, that wa: never thought of, for
the  retrenchment of public ;
second the amendment.

The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theadore.
Chilteaoc): 1 am so was pot here o
hear the arguments of the hon. member who
moved the amendmensi; but I have b 1 the
leader of the Opposition use argument rvich
I have no doubt, were prasticalls on tho

+
T

same  Jines,  Iie suggested that the Bili
should be confined to miembers of Parlia-
ment.  That is not sufficient. It leads to
this ‘au(,ﬁna’\jmthat, whilst members of the
public service receiving under £300 per
annum have already suffered a reduction,

many of those receiving over £300 will, if
this amendment be carvied, suffer no reduc-
tion at alll That is an anomaly to which
1 cannot agrvee. There are officers who are
i receipt of £400 per annum and there-
abouts—of £500 and upwards—who would
vetain those galaries and suffer no reduction
if this amendment were carvied, whereas the
men on the basic wage and the men under
2300 per annum have had their salaries
reviewed and reduced by the Arbitration
Court. Surely that would not be fair treat-
ment! Evervone must recognise that, in
order to bring about uniformity of action
and general fair treatment throughout the
service, this Bill is necessary.

My, Kemr: Why do you not give the
automatic Incrcases?

The PREMIER: The hon. member has
harped upon that, and so, too, has the
leader of the Opposition. Let me inform

the hon. member that he apparently does nct
understand the effeet of the proposal.

Mr. Kerr: He is being reduced, too.

The PREMIER: The hon. member’s voice
creates a loud noi If he wishes me to deal
with the point raised by the_interjection, 1
am quite willing to do so if he does not

[Mr. Kerr.
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An officer in a classi-
fied position on £400, if he is above the
minimum, has no arvbitrary right to an
ineroase, for, although graded increases are
srovided in the classification, the payment
of the inercase in cach ycar depends on
parliamentary appropriation. The classifica-
tlon scheme for such an officer lass down
an increase of £25 a year; but he would
not, under normal circumstances, get that
£95 ynless Parliament appropriated it.  Ile
did not get it last year; he got it the year

continue to interrupt.

before, but not the year before that. The
man on £400 a year, unless this Bill 1s
will suffer no reduction.

Grepx : Did mnot the leader of the

Mr.
Oppesition suggest that cach case should be

dealt with on its merits?

The PREMIER : You cannot consider esch
caxe of the whole of a public service cinbrac-
ing thousands of officors upon its individual
merits. That is why we have classification;
that i= why we have a Public Service Com-
missioner and his organisation. You must
deal with them in grades and classes, *and
that is the whole basis of the lement in
the public service. The Public Service Con-
missioner, or, at any rafs, his organisation,
does nothing clse but examine the different
arades and classes with a view to placing
public servants on an equitable basis.

n

There is no difficalty except in regard to
olic or two anomalies that occur naturally
as a result of having imposed a limit of

vevess to the Avbitration Court, and
bLecause of the non-operaiion in past years of
the increases. In those cascs the individuals
who cotherwise would sufisr ‘an anomaly are
considered by the Commissiener and the
asomaly is cured. seaking on the
wocond reading, I mentioned that you might
tale the case of an offier who, probably
throueh his Jate promotion or through the
operation of previous cmbargoes, has not
reached the minimum salary of
tion.

L300 on

Tu that case it obviously would be an
anomaly now fo reduce his salary; aund In
most of those cases a reduction will vot e

made—the Public Service Coinmissioner will
inquire into them with a view to treating
the officers justly. If the argument used by
the Opposition were applied and the az 1end-
ment  were carvied, it would create thiz
anomaly—a man receiving £4C0 a year would
get the grade increa of £25, and suffer a
reduction of 5 per cent. after the jnerease
had been granted: that is to say, he would
got an increase of about £2 10s, a year:
whereas a man receiving under £300 a
vear, who is on the basic wage, would suffer
aiv oittright reduction. There is no justifiea-
lion for that; there would be 1o equity in it.
That is the rescon why this Bill is necessary.
T cannot see that the amendment is moved
soriously. If it is, and if it were carried
out, it would create the anomaly of allowing
all officers receiving over £300 a year—except
TParliamentarians and Ministers—to retain
their present salaries; whereas the Arbitra-
tion Court, with the full knowledge of Dar-
liament, has reduced the man on the basic
wage by Bs. a week. I do not think we
could justify that discrimination, For the
purpose of bringing about uniform and
equitable treatment throughout the service,
following the reductions of the Arbitration
Court this Bill is necessary.

Mr. Greex: What about the men who
have received no increascs since 19147
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The PREMIER : There are no such men;
unless it has been the result of an adverse
report from their permanent head.

Mr. Green: If you compare the two Hsti-
mates, you will find that in cach depart-
ment there are men in that category.

The PREMIER : T am sure that the hon.
member is wrong. Where the salary appears
not to have moved, it does not indicate that
the same officer is drawing it. Is the hon.
member speaking of officers who are receiv-
ing £500 a year?

Mr. GreEEx: From £400 up.

The PREMIER: The hon. member is
wrong; unless the particular of'F'cr'" has had
an adverse report, every officer in the public
service, so far as I know—I would be glad
to have any exceptions pointed out—received
increases in the last three years,

Mr. MaxwrLL: Look at the treatment that
is being meted out to the Auditor-General;
his is a statutory salary.

The PREMIER : I recogniss the harshness

of the application of this Bill to an officer
like the Auditor-Gieneral, whose salary has
not been altered for forts v, If an

amendment is moved, 1)1‘0\'1d1ng that the Bill
shall not applr to that officer, T shall be
onlv too happv to agree to it. 1 recognise
that that officer’s salary has not been
increased as a concequence of the incrrased
yet he has ¢

to suffer a reduc-
The same arguwment applies to Minis-
ters—I am not acluw* that any excoption
should Le made in ro,t:m*d to Ministers—but
T can sve that the Auditor-General is in a
different position from most other officers.

Mre. FrErcner: Does not that apply to
,)ol’(e magistrates to gone extent?

The PREMIER: No: they have all hat
increases, but the Auditor-General has had
none whatever.,  That officer’s work now
involves twice the respounsibility, and twice
the actual work of the Auditor-General of
twents or thirty ars ago., vet there has
been no increase in his remuneration. e
i< about the lowest paid Auditor-General in
Auvstralia,

Mr. T. R. Roserrs: What is his salay

The PREMIER: £1.000.

Mr. SIZER (YwndalZ): I wish to sur)port
the amendment which has been moved by the
leader of the Nationalist party, and to peint
out to the Premier that he is mdkmt* a point
that we wish to deal with officers recerving
over £300 at the expense of those receiving

under that amount. The amendment is
hablo to have that construction put upon it.
but that is not the oonahuctmn to whizsh it

9

is entitled after it has been explained. The
hon. gentleman will realise that we, as a
party, are not going to assisi the Government

to break its plodres to the emctor%—pmh»
enlarts the public servents,  We had no
opportunity of moving a motion deali ing with
those officers who were 1‘ed iced by the Arbi-
tration Court. The only opportunity we
bme had to stand the Government—or the
of the Government—up to their
or make them place them-
the positien of being repudia-
tionists, i+ by an amendment such as this.
They have to confirm, or otherwise, by their
votes the fact that ther are in favour of
retreschment, a reduction in wages, and a
lowering of the standard of living—actions
which ther pledged themselves not to take
and upon which pledges they climbed into
power once again. Hon, members opposite
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distinctly made it a feature of their cam-
paign that they were the only party who
stood behind the public service in preventing
retrenchment and a lowering of the standard
of living. On that ther were returned. To
that, to-day, we intend to hold them. They
have the opportumtv of supporting the
amendment. they are preparved to cast
all those pledges to the wind it is for the
people—the public servants in particular—to
judge them by their actions. The Secretary
fo1 Mines only a few months ago entered
this Chamber trailing behind him a long list
of those pledges—pledges that the high
standard of living would be maintained, and
that this Government would not be a party

to attacking wages.  To-day we wang to
know how that hon. gentleman will stand.
The SecrETsRY FOR JMINES: I stand all

right.

MMr. SIZER: The Government to-day
are in the position of being the most
reactinnary Government in the world., Mem-
bers sitting behind the Government are fond
of referving to the old days, to the old
reactionary Governments. From my under-
standing of the word ‘‘ reactionary,”” this
Government are cqually as reactionary as
any Government in any part of the world.
The remarks of the PPremicer t now have
not altered that fart, I recognise that it is
rot competent for us to deal wirh the Canes
of the men who have been dealt with by the
Xl‘umdh(m Clourt. dut the argument wa
are using applics cqually to those men. Thexr
were led to believe that there would be no
reduction, that the Government were going
to manage the affairs of the State i such
a manner that there would be o need to
wring that amount of monev from what
Government members called “the sweated
civil servants.”  Hon. members oppesite told
the public servants that they were threatened

with the retrenchment of 1902—that that
would happen surely if members who are
now sitting on this side got ints power.

At 5.20 p.m.,

The Spresxer reawned the chair,

Mr. STZER: T want to remind hon. mem-

bers oppo«ue that we are not
the aceusers now stand in the pos ion of heing
ahle to be accused of accomplishing an act
which they piously endeavoured to ¢ Lnou"‘hgo
and place at the door of their opponents, 1f
the affairs of the State had been conducted in
a manner that one would have expected there
would have hefn no need te sweat that
amount of money out of the public servants.
I am opposed to a reduction in the salaries
of public servants. The hon. member for
Rowen should also be opposed to that.  He
alleges that he is opposed to something
similar in other industries. He iz veory eon-
cerned about other workers having to suffesr
a reduction; but, of course, he is going to
vote for a reduction in the salarics of puhblic
servants. It has been alleged that the hon.
member 15 one of the “ noble eight.” T do
not know if he is, but, if he is. he and his
seven comrades should be pleased that the
Opposition have brought this amendment
forward. TLet themn say once and f(»r zﬂ]
whether they are or are not ““in the hae”
with the Premier. When a vote is taken
we shall know who is and who iz not “in
the bag.” The Government got into power
as o result of their pledges to the publie
servants—particularly to railway workers in
some  electorates—that there would he no
reduction of wages and no retrenchment.

Mr. Sizer.]

in power, buf
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There has been a reduction of wages, and
therc has been retrenchment. That portion

of their policy has been torn to atoms, and
13 1o lonpe] vecognisable.  Before we allow
this aect of repudiation contained in tho Bill
to come iuta opcration, there is only one
thing that the Goverament should do. 1h0y
should got a  further mandate from the
people as to whether or not, under the cir-

cumstances, they should be permitted to
change their policy from one of no retrench-
ment to one of retrenchment, as contained
in the Bill. and which is the policy of the
Government grenr\mllv They should go to
the country and say. ©“ The plodges we made
cannot be fulfilled.”  1f they arc then
returned. they would be justified in going
on with this measure. Unless they do that,
they are holding a position undey ecireui-
stanccs which are not honourable to them-
solves politically, and thoy are unfair to the
octors who placed them there. The amend-
ment proposes to confine the veduction to
members of Parliament

My, Coriixs: Wonderfully courageous!

Mr. SIZER: During the last fow weeks
hon. members have witnessad in this Cham-
ber the wasting of a good deal of ‘rirvw which
could have been profitably spent elsewhere.
I think, Judomw by the wa » the country has
been governed in this Chamber rece ntly, and
the fact that the members can vote by means
of a proxy, that we can very fairly apply the

v used during the plague in London,
" Bring out vour dead.”
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. BIZER: T believe that the countly
would Wolcome a reduction in the number of
members by twenty-two.

The Premirr: The hon.
reduce himself for a start.

Mr. BIZER: The Premicr would be the
first T would reduce if I bad my way.
_The Prexnsr: No doubt; but, forturately,
the hon. member shall not have his way.

Mr. SBIZER: Not for the morment. VVO
are not only prepared to agree to a reduc-
tlon of hon. members’ <:11arm but I believe

all hon. members on this side of the Housec
\xould be prm)ar@d to support a measure to
reduce the number of memhers of Parlia-
ment, and thereby save the public a good
deal of money 1If we do that, we will show
that we are honest. The people outside
realise, as well as we do, that even Govern-
ment members are not altogether favOuraum
toward« a reduction. It has only been
brought about as a sovt of sop to make the
big pul probably a little more sugar-coated,
«md p-*obab'v to let it fall a little bit ]mhter
when they go to the next election, when thev
will be able to stand before the electors and
with honest piety say, © Well, comrades,
we are only a:l\mg you to do exagtlv what
we did ourscives”’ Bear in mind that the
workers are on the lowest rung of the ladder,
and we are in an infinitely better position.

Mr. Coriixs: The hon. member was very
anxiou@ for an increase.

SIZER: Yes; I stood up to mv obli-
Ud.tlo]’\ for an increase, and that is the reason
Whv cecing there has been a change. that I
am hnp'uod to accept a reduction. I would
like to draw attention to the fact that it
very noticeable that while we are dealing
with a subject vitally affecting the honour
of the Government in respeet to their policy,

[Mr. Sizer.
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and a subject which is
objectionable to them, they are so achamed
of their position that On]v six of them d

remain in the Chamber and hear the

admittedly very

cism. They are prepared to sneak a
inte cvery corner of the building and ger
behind sereeus.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. SIZER: When the bell rings they
will, true to type, coms along and array
themselves on the benches opposite. without
having heard one word of argument. T am

sorry that there are not more workers present
in the galleries to-night.  7This debate is
inore objectionazble to the Government than
the stage-managed affairs that we have seen
lately.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. WinstaxLey: Hon. members want to
get away from your dribble.

Mr. SIZER:
managed,
to-day.

Had this affair been stage-
we would have had workers here
They would have then noticed the
esilous Indifferencet on the part of the Go-
verament,  Evidently the Government are
ashamed of their pesition, and the public
outside should know that there are only
soven Government members in the Chamber,
and they are pretty silent.

Mr. CouwLixs: Give us some argument.

Mr. BIZER:

I intend to give some argu-
that ihe public
servants are worse off to-day than they were
in 1902,

Mr. Corrins: No one believes that.

Me, SIZER: The hon. moember for Mun-
dingburra took the hon, member for Enoggera

to task for citing the case of a public
servant on the £450 mark in 1802. The bon.
member for Mundingburra interjected tha

no public servant was on that mark in 1902
I have taken the case of a public servant on
the £150 mark in 1902, and this vear. We
find that in 1902, 16s. could purchase £1
worth of commodities, whereas in 1922 it
required £1 8s. 7d. to purchase £1 worth of
comimodities.  On those figures we find that
a public servant’s salary of £150 in 1802 was
worth £180; but ir: 1922, when the purchas-
ing power of the sovereign is less, we find
that £150 is only worth £85 13s. The hon.
member for Bowen often quotes the Com-
monwealth Statistician. I ask iz

m to take
the facts and figures I have given. and try

and reconcile them twith his statement that
a publie servant is not worse off to-day than
in 1902, It is stated by hon members oppo-

site that the Government were so magnani-
inous that they allowed public servants
receiving under 5300 per annum to go to

the Arbitration Court. The Premier should
tell us the rezron  why he
[6.30 p.m.] revoked  that decision and

allowed those over the £300 mark
to go to the Arbitration Court, and why,
whon an eleetion took place and the Govern-
ment were returned to power, the privilege
was taken away. Surely. we are entitled to
some explanation of such an extraordinary
veversal of policy. T eannot believe *ha‘( the
Government willingly zdopted a poliey of
repudiation, but that th0v smﬁ‘o]v took thot
course &s the line of least resistance. 1
intended to refer to the case of the Aaudt'ror-
General. but, as the matter has been cleared
up. there is no need to do so.
Mr. Coruins: He is not on the bread line:
there is no need to worry about that.
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Mr. SIZER: I also want to mention the
differcnce between the treatment of the police
magistrates and the judges. After all, they
are acting in similar capacities—they both
administer justice. How does the Premier
reconcile the fact that a police magistrate
has to accept a reduction through the break-
ing of an agreement with the fact that the
judges need not accept a reduction unless
they themsclves like to agroe to 167 Surely,
there is an anomaly there. Does the hon.
member for Bower say there is any reason
why these judges should be a privileged
class?  Why should they not be placed in
the same position as police magistrates or
men on the basic wage? Many Goxcrnmont
members state that the man who adjudicates
on the question of whether a worker should
get £4 53 or £4 a week receives £50 a
week ; and what capacity has he for judging
the position? Yet hon. members opposite
are reducing the wage of the man who
receives :84 5s. a weck and are Jeaving the
salary of the man who receives £50 a week
ulone.

Mr. CorLINs :
Retirement Bill,
M. SIZER:
{overnor ?

No.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Corrins: What about the Governop?

Mr. SIZER: I ounly want to use that as
an argument. There seems to be something
wrong when the police 1n1glstmt€~ who act
in a similar capaeity to the 111’10"95, have to
accept a reduction through tho breaking of
an_agreement, while the judges have not,
unless they care to do so  The hon. member
for Bowen is protecting the man right at
the top of the tree on this occasion.

Mr. CoLrins: Prove your case.

Mr., SIZER: I am stating facts, and it
is on the hon. member and his colledgues to
disprove them, but they caunet do so.

The I’anm: If you say we avc breaking
an agreement with the police magistrates
vou are teliing an untruth.

Hox. W. H. BARNES (Buwlimba): 1 rise
to a point of order. Is the Premier in crder
in saying that the hon. member for Nundah
is telling an untruth?

The SPEAKER: The hon. member does
not seem to know the differcnce hetween
““untroth’” and “lie.” The word “untruth”
is not unparliamentary.

Mr. SIZER: I had no intention of mis-
coustruing anything the hon. gentleman said.
ﬂ’\at T said was fh'Lt the police magistrates

ars eompelled to aceept the reduction.

The Pruvier : That is an entirely different
thing to what you did say.

Mr. SIZER: But the judges, who act in
a similar capacity, need not accept the reduc-
tion unless they care to do so; that the man
lower down is compelled to : (‘cept the redue-
tion, while the man up above is not stibject
to the reduction, unless he agrees to it.
Hon. members owpf)sfcc arc always accusing
members on this side of being anxious to
get back to the bad old days of 1902. The
retrenchment in 1902 was blought about as

We introduced the Judges’
Do not forget that.

What about the Lieutenant-
Has anything happened to him?

a result of extraordinary circumstances, and
was far less against fhe interpsts of the
public servants than the retrenchment which

is being blought about by the present Go-
vernment, On that occasion, as has been
pointed out by the leader of the Opposition,

[24 AvausT.]

Salaries Bill. 903

there was a sliding scale in connection with
the retrenchment, and it will be worth vhile
1‘&,})enting the figures. On salaries of £450,
the first reduction was 15 per cent., and the
second reduction T4 per cent. On salaries
from £301 to £450, the first reduction was
12! per cent., and the sccond reduction 6%
pc%‘ cent.  On salaries from £151 to £300,
the first veduction was 10 per cent., and the
sgcond reduction & per cent. On salaries
from £101 to £150, the first reduction was
, and the second reduction 33
per cent " The public servants were entitled
to a deduction with regard to income tax,
and the retrenchment lasted only for three
venrs.  This retrenchment is for ever and
for aye, I presume. The pesition changed in
1905, and the Government realised that they
had been taking money from those who
could least afford it, and immediately
returned 1t to them.

Mr. Winstaxcey: They did nothing of the
kind.

Mr. SIZER: They immediately returned
2 in the £1, which they were able to do
through having a surplus of £13,995. That
was & maodest surplus, but it would be a
most  oxtraordinary surpluz if it occurred
with the present (Government.

The Przuier: You said the Government
returned it.

Mr. SIZER: I said that the Government
in 1905, immediately a surplus  accrued,
returncd it at the rate of 8s. in the Z1.

The Preuier: The Morgan Government
rerurned it, but it was the Philp Govern-
ment that took it away

Tr. SIZER : T also want to point out how
this retronchment is, in some cases, going
to act most harshly on some public snwants
in regard to automatic increases. We have
on soveral occasions cndeavoured tfo deal
with the subjeel, but this is the first oppor-
tunity we have had of getting a direct ques-
tion on which we could speak. want to
show how the public servants v 11l be affected

by this reduction of 5 per cent. in their
salaries in addition to losing their auto-
matic increases. The men getting over £300

a year were entifled to an automatic increase
of £20 per annum. In the first year they
will Jose this £20 increase in addition to the
5 per cent. reduction; in the second year
they will lose £40 plus 5 per cent. reduc-
tion; in the third year they will lose £60
plus 5 per cent. reduction. The maximum
womd have been 1eaolr‘ecl in three years, bus
under this Bill the public servant wi il lose
£120 in addition to the 5 per cent. reduc-
tion. Do yon tell me that that is a fairer
deal to the public servants than the retrench-
ment of 19027

The PreMIER: Ask the public servants if
they would rather have a reduction on the
present scale or on the scale adopted in 1902,

Mr. SIZER: Let the hon. gentleman go
to the country and ask them that.

The Premirr: We will go to the country
and ask them ir good time. After every
election the Opposition always want another
election,

Mr. SIZER: he Premier’s words
quite true. The Opposition are always 2
for another clection. It is equally true the
Government are in a minority and that they
are carrying on with proxy votes snd they

won’t have an election if they can avoid it.

The Preumigr: Where is such a Govern-
ment ?

Mr. Sizer.]



904 Salaries Bill.

My, SIZER: Listen to Satan reproving
S,

The Promizr: If the hon.
that this Government are in a
is not speaking the truth.

Mr. SIZER: I said that vou represent a
minority of the electors.

The PreMIzr: You might have intended to
say it.

Mr. SIZER: I was pointing out that, as a
result of this Bill, certain offic in the
public =ervice will lose £120 in three years,
iu addition to the 8§ psr cent. reduction in
salay That is far more than they received
in incrcases from the (overnment, so that
they really reccived an  Irishman’s rise.
Their position compares very unfavourably
with what it was in 1902, when, after three
was returned to tho

gentleman says
minority, he

yvears, the retrenchment
public servants at the vare of 8s. in the £1,
whercas this retrenchment will go on for

ever and aye as long as the present Govern-
ment are 1 power.

The PrEmIER: I suggest that the hon.
gentleman should give a lesson on finance
t5 the hon. mewmber for Enoggera.

Mr. SIZER: The
Fnogac could give a lesson on finance to
the Premier, and give him some good infor-
mation. I will conclude my re by
saying that the amendment has bean moved
2 pretest against action of the Govern-
ment ‘f( wards the public servants. This is
the only opportunity we have of protesting.
The Government are repudisting their elec-

hon. member for

tion pledges. and if they were fair and
h(mmnab]o ther would go to the country
and ask for a fresh mandate. At any rate.

we are not going to be a party to.allow the
Goverranent to carry out a policy of repudia-
tion so far as the public servants are con-
cerued.

Mr. G, P. BARNES (W(z
intend covering the vous
argumentative n‘:p(\("r pluced befare

rwiriy: 1 do not
-mwvnffu] and
the Hou-e

b# hon., members on this side of tha ITouse,
but T shall cenfine nyveolf briefir to the
staternent that we cannot be a party to
the proposals in the Bill. Wo asre out to

support the amendment which has been pro-
posed by the leader of the Nationalist partw,
and which was indivectly «upp'nf(ﬂ by {he
very fine speech delivered by the leader of
the Opposition. There are certain actions
which scem to me to be altogether unseemls.
If I gather rightly from the speech of the
Premier, varicus members of the public ser-
vice have been consulted with vegarl to the
proposals in the Bill and they practically

corsented, willingly or unwillingly, to a
reduction of th(}]!‘ salm‘io% If such is the
case, then a mo unscemly  thing could

searcely have takf\n pl’x(‘ﬁ Is it possible that
the Premier or the members of the Mi nistry
have been going round cap in hand to various
members of the public service and soliciting
from them their acquiesconce in a reduction
of their salaries? T understood the Premier
to say so.
The PrEMIER : T did not go cap in hand.

Mr. . P. BARNES: There zeoms to he
some proof that it was done. and T sav that
it was a most unusual vrocedure. If it was
done unanimously on the part of the nublic
scrvants then fhov are to he anpreciated; bug
it does not strike me as a reasonable or fair
thing for the Ministers or Under Seeretaries
—or whoever did the business—it was an

Sizer.
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unfair procedure to adopt, to go to the public
servants and ask their approval to a certain
reduction in their salaries. The amendmens
will not touch the public servants at all. We
are not going to be a party to that. We
are going to koop the Government up to their
promises. We are going to keep them to the
standard which they set.

The Prewier: How are you going to do
that? Are you going to speak in the
Miarket Square to- nwht ?

Mr. (I, . BARNES: At any rate, speeches
will not only be made in the Market Square
to-night, but in_ other places. A good deal
of talkmg has been done in certain caucus
rooms. (Hear, hear!) We know that there
is a house divided so far as memboers
opposite are concerned, and a house divided
J\_{‘Llnif itself cannot stand. The hope we
have here is that there will be further
cvidences of a breakdown of the condition
of things that exist at present. The only
true and laudable thing which the Govern-
mont have J()ﬂu is to some extent to undo
t wus done by this Government some
vears ago when they increased the salaries
of members of Parliament. Ta me it seems
a scandal that members of Parlian:ent should
I+ asked to suffer a reduction of 5 per cent.
only. when a few weeks ago they had their
salaries increased by €6 2.3 per cent. Is it a
fa]r thing to ask the labouring men outside
to have their salaries and wuages cut down by
25 por cent. and more, while members who
ave enjoving an increcase in their salaries of
two-thirds over and above their political
salaries have simply to submit to a reduction
of 5 per cent.? There is no congruity in it
We have no right to be a party to that.
Members opposite should veto the Govern-
ment proposal and set an example. The
Government should not cut down the low-

age man or the middle-wage man, but the
high-wage man.

Ion. W. Foreaxy SMITH: You are protect-
ing the high-wage man with your amend-
maont,

3r. G. . BARNES: Members on this side
of the House are prepared to agree to a
reduction in salaries of more thau 5 per cant
To revert once more to the true aspect of
the cquestion before the House, we cannot
assist  the Government in 1(\1)udm’r10‘1 or
in going back upon their obligations. They
are under a distinet pledge to the countr
and we call upon them to stand by it.
XMembers on this side of the House have
opposed repudiation in every way, and we
are 1o more «oing to acquiesce in repudiation
in respect of the wazes of public servants
than in respect of the landowner or the
Tramwavs Clompany, or judges, or anybody
else. We are not going to_be partics to it
and we ave not going to allow the Govern-
ment_to be parties to it. if we can prevent
There is no doubt that there is a vast
e in the earning power of monev
compared with the earning power in
other da One can safely caleulate that
in 1904 it swas worth double what it is to-day.
T have heard some reference to men earning
6s, 6d. a day. My experience of life and
dealings with men—lengthsmen and others—
goes back to that vear, and I say unhesi-
tatingly that men saved money in those davs
and were as well off as they are to-dav with
125, a day. T =upport the amendment, and
I am hopeful that at least those eight mem-
bers who have been fighting this question
in caucus will support Gt also,




Salaries Bill.

Mr. ¥RY (Kuvrilpa): I support the amend-
ment, I would like to sce the Bill with-
drawn with the object of submitting a new
Bill excluding public servan It would
be in the interests of the Government them-
selves to accept the amendment. It is very,
very difficult. perhaps, to retrieve the posi-
tion which they have brought about, that is,
by the breaking of their election promises,
but even at this late hour there is an oppor-
tunity for them to redeem themselves
somewhat.

The SecrRETARY FOR MINES :
opinion.

Mr. FRY : Certainly, on this question it
is more reliable than that of the hon. mem-
ber, and if I quoted his ¢wn speech on this
very subject it might be very enlighfenincr
to the Chamber and alio cducating for the
workers outside. 1 quote from the ¢ Daily
Standard,” an authoritz he will not question,
of Monday, Ist May, 1822, in which appears
a report of a speech at the May Day dinner
at the Trades Hall, when Mr. Brice made
some remarks to which the Seeretary for
Mines referrod—

That is your

*In replr to the remarks made by
', he could not agree thai the
rnment had not stood Lup to the
ion of the reduciion of bhe basic
The only reference made vras
dm]nﬂr the Paddlnqton by-election, and it
would have been unwise to call pnha-
ment together while the Government wa
fighting for its life.”

On the authority of the Secvetary for Mines,
the Government were fighting for their life,
and, therefore, he could not agree with Mr.
Brice that the Govo rnment had not stood up
to the guestion of the reduction of the basic
wage.

.

The Sremreranry 7oR MIINES: Quote the rest,
Did I not saw I stood for arbitration?

- Mr. FRY:
be very so
[ have not

T will quote the rest: T would
to misrepresent the Minister,
aid he does not stand for arbi-

tration. The Minister could not do anzthing
else. if he is at all sensible. Lecause it 1s
part of our platform.

Mre, T, A, CeoopER inferjected.

Mr. FRY: These gentlemen opposite, in-
cluding the member for Bremer and the
member for Ipswich, pledged themselves on
their honour not to support a Government
that brought '1110'1‘ retrenchment or reduced
the wageos of public servants, If it was not
on his honour, why did the hon. member for
Dremer publish the pamphlet called ““ The
ed Light”?

Mr. ¥. A. Coorer: I never published it.
Mr. FRY: The hon. member has never
denied it. He approved of it. He iz the

and he has not denied
that he compiled it. These gentlewen went
to the electors, and it was on the promizes

rade then that ther got enormous support.
They said that men on this side of the House
would reduce wages; that they would
retrench,

Mr. W, Coorrr: Quite right.

Mr. FRY: The men on the Government
side said that they would not do that. They
have broken their promises, they have

broken a solemn contract with the workers
of the State, and ther would lead the people
to believe that we would do likewise.

person concerned,
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The SecrETARY FOR MINES : You should not
pose as being in the workers’ camp.
I'RY I would reply to the Minister
’ ‘Far better be a friend outside
the camp than a traitor in it.”

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber’s remark is unparliamentary and I ask
him to withdraw it.

Mr, FRY : If it is your wish, T withdraw
it, but I say it is far better to have friends
outside your camp than untrue friends in
it.  You rule that that is parliamentary.
V& hat 13 an untrue friend Lut an unreliable

pal,” and the worst man to La\e as your
]omesontdtu‘e‘V Who would think of trusting
his affairs to the eare of men who were
untrue friends, of men who =vere unreliable,
untruthful—since that telm is pmhamentuy
now, I use the words * untruthful friends’—
men who make promises and deliberately
break them. I am not going to say that
they all bioke their promi=es; a few of them
have kept their promises in caucus. 1 am
going o quote an authority which 1 am
sure the CGovernment will not question.

Hon., W. Foreax SMyTH :
about the Ipswich Worlors’
iration.

Mr. FRY: I

Tell s something
Political Organ-

will.  Some years ago the
Labour party wer: not composed of men
who ruthlessly broke their sclemn pledges,
or of men who had dictaphones, autophones,
or people behind the screen waiiing to take

down private conversations. (Dis-
[7 p.m.] order.)) The m:n who made the
Labour party were honocurable

men, at whose lives you could not throw any-

thirg: they were men who believed in the
f,mhmhood of God and the breatherhood of
mun. It appears that mcmbers of the

Labour party have changed their principles,
and now it is the fatherhood of pocket and

thﬁ brotherhood of seif. I hope the Minister
7ho interjected will be satisficd with the
(“ﬁorcm"\ These are not my w ords and

opinions only, they are those of the great
body of the workers, who w#re now standing
behind me and the National pa tIs

fact which was demonstrased last Muy Day

in the procession down Quesn sir which
was the smallest on record. veor hus there
been such a miserable, thin, saall procession
as there was on last Lahour D Is not

that confirmation of what I say? Ever
since I have been in this Chamber 1 have
advocaied the cause of the working man.

(Government laughter.) How could I do

otherwize, when T am the son of a man of
lowly birth. I know not riches; everything
I have, I have earned by the sweat of

my brow—by working from 6 o'clock in
the morning till 10 and 12 o’clock at night.
My sympathies are with the szrking man, I
have no sympathy with pumvo who say of
members sitbing on the Oppesition side, < They

will reduce your saAaxv they will retrench:

we will not do it,” and, when returned to
place. power, and pay by the vote: of the
workers, do exactly what they said they were
not going to do and that this side would do.
When men throw away their principles be-
canse of the pay that is ‘attached to a position,
it is time that we took steck of the situation
and somou%lv considered the position. I am
going to analyse the position and give reasons
why those eight members sitting on the Go-
vernmént side can support the amendment.
Their vote in caucus may not have been
cffective; but their vote in this Chamber to-
night can be most effective. When you cast

Mr. Fry.]
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a vote in caucus, behind closed doors—in
secret—nobody knows., When you cast a vote
in this Chamber, when the P’ress are present
atd the proceedings are open to the world,
everybody knows. This is the place in which
to stand up and back your principles and
clection pledges. The ““ Railway Advocate ”
is the official organ of the Australian Rail-
ways Union, @Quecensland Branch, incorpor-
ated with which s “ Unity,’ ¢ Solidarity,”
and “ Wastern Unionist Tribune.” In the
issue of the 10th August, 1922 it criticised
what took place in caucus. It states—

“ The action of the Labour Government
in applying to the Arbitration Court for a
reduction in the wages and salaries of
its employees was not dectded upon with-
out a strennous fight by a few members
of the party in an effort to lkeep the
parly on the straight psth that leads to
the accomplishment of Labour’s objec-
tive.”

Arbitration is a plank of the Labour party's
platform, and I am mnot going .o criticise
the Government from that standpoint. The
Labour party during the clections made
cortain promises, but they have not been
kept.  The ¢ Railway Advocata”  siates
further—

“ 1t is regrettable that privileged
people, acting 1n the soccreey of the caucus
room, disclose the fact that, on the final
vote, cnly eight members of the party
had sufficient courage and loyaliy to the
working class ideals {o vote against a
motion having for its object wage reduc-
tion. This is, perhaps, the first time that
the workers of Queensland have bern
publicly informed how members voted in
caucus. We would not be in that fortu-
nate position this time were it not that
certain members of the party rightly
regarded their duty to the workers’ cause
of more consequence than the gag' of
caucus secrecy on such a vital issue as
wage reductions.

¢ The names of the eight loyval members

are—Mgyles Ferricks, South Brisbane:
Dav: Weir, Maryborough: ¥. Bulcock,
Barcoo: F. Forde, Rockhsmpton; I
Brennan, Tcowoombz: D.  Riordan,

Burke; T. Foley, Leichhardt;
Collins, Bowen.”
1 call upon these hon. members to redeem
their promises.

My, Xerr: They will never do it.

Mr. FRY. They can show how they stand
by casting a vote in public. 1If they vote
against the amendment they confirm every-
thing the Governmeut have done, which will
really be a vote of confidence in the Govern-
ment.  Every man, from the Premier down,
will come under the same category. It is
useles= to say here anything about any seceret
votes. The coun and the people and the
working class desire that there should be a
vote in public. This is the vote of the ycar,
the vote of the session, the vote of Parliament,
and a vote that will determine for all time
the sincerity and honesty and dependability
of the Government and its supporters, It
will determine for all time whether those
cight hon. members are to be known as heroes
of otherwise. The ““ Ratlway Advocate ” also
states—

“ It will be observed that the members
for such large railway centres 2s Ipswich
and Mundingbnrra were in the bag with
wage-reducer Theodore, whilst not one
meomber of the Cabinet was in the leyal

[Mr. Fry.
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eight—not even the member for Padding-
ton, whose by-election literature in March
last reminded the workers that ‘ Tory
Governments reduced wages.””’
The ¢ Work:r” and other Labour papers
stated that the Tories were going to reduce
the wages ' I do not know to whom they refer
when they say ‘“Tories,” I think the
“Tories 7" sit with the CGovernment. The
“ Railway Advocate ”” further statev—

“The names also scrve to remind us
that only one member from th® one-time
militant. North voted against reduced
wages, and the ex-platform porter of
PBrisbane deserted his working class
supporters on that vital imme.”

1t further statos—

“ The unionists of Queensland can rest
assured that the above information 18
absolutely beyond question—so much so
that the undermentioned challenge
thrown out by the editor of this journal
to Messrs. Cooper (Bremer), Pollock
{Gregors), Stopford (Mount .l\Iorgan),
who were sent by the parliamentary
caucus to Ipswich to reply to a speech
delivered by him over a month ago,
reinains unanswered-— ]

“ Qur challenge was published In the
Press as follows:— o

Will Mr. Cooper and his two politi-
cal friends, Messrs, Stopford and Pol-
lock publicly say that they finally
voted with the eight members of the
party against the plaint being lodged
in the Arbitration Court? ]

“The challenge was thrown out 11
view of the member for Bremer having
told the workers of Ipswich at a mass
meeting that he was ‘ Not in Thecdore’s
bag.  The publication of the above
names affords the answer to the question
why didn’t they accept the challenge.”

T am not worrying about the vote which took
piace in caucus, What I am_concerncd most
about is having men in this Flouse wh?se
eloction pledges can be relied upo, Men
go to the clectors and say, * Ladies and
gentlemen, hers I stand, and express my
principles, and I will abide loyally by every-
thing I say. DPut your confidence 1n me,
and return me as vour representative, and
I will do everything that lies in my power
to carry out your wishes' Men malke use
of these words at the elections. I have heard
them myseli appeal to tho clectors, and say,
- Be uot like dumb-driven cattic; be a hero
in the strife.” (Government laughter.)
Where are the herocs? They are all like
dumb-driven cattle. They go to the country
«nd say, © Fellow workers, be not III{CAClLllYlb-
driven cattle, but be like herces 11 the
ctrife.’ There are eight men in this
Chamber who will to-night either be heroes
in the strife or like dumb-driven cattle.
Thes vwill have the chance of being heralded
as heroes or of being branded as dumb-
driven cattle.

Tivervone in GQueensland will
know cxactly the attitude which they take up.
My, Corniys: Quote the other resolution in
the * Railway Advocate.”
Ar. FRY: All right, I will quote the
resolution—

““We regard the disclosure of the
names as a duty to the workers, and in
so doing join issue with the Queens-
land Central Executive by making public
their decision as contained in the follow-
ing resolution (but which, unfortunately,
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the Parliamentary Labour party

bornlty refused to comply with).”
The hon. member for Bowen is one of tho
members of the Parliamentary Labour part
who stubbornly refused to comply with Jt

CoLuins © Quote the resolution.

FRY : This is the resolution—
“That this executive sfmng‘y disap-
proves of the action of the Government
in approaching the Arbitration Court for
a reduction of wages of Governtoent
employees, as we believe that the present
basic wage of £4 5s. in the public ser-
vice 1s barely sufficient to support a
family in comfort, and we urge upoil
the Government the necessity of mterlnw
its policy of interfering with the said
basic wage, and seek other sources to

effect cconomy.”

Mr. Corrtxs: Stick to the basic wagc.
Where does your amendment come in accord-
ing to that resolution?

Mr. FRY : That is the rceolution, and it
does not relieve the hon. member for Bowen,
uor any of the noble eight, of the responsi-
bilities which rest upon them. ILet them
come out as men, and vote with the people’s
1epwsen'atner—fhe "\@tloxmhst party and
the Country party—and show their manliness,
Why were these promises made ai the 1920
election?  The answer is supplied by the
Secretary for Mines, who, speaking at the
May Day dinner, as 1‘0ported by the ¢ Daily
Standard” of 1st May, 1942 said, ** We are
a high-wage Gove anment,” and then he went
on to say, in conclusion—

‘that the Government had passed over
its most critical perjod which was most
serious, at about the time of the lamt
State election. e belioved that when
they went up for re-election the Govern-
ment would bo returned with a majority
of five or six.’

he Secretary for Mines tells us that the
Government during the 192) election were
facing the most critical time in its history.
At a time of crisis there is a great need for
caution. When a crisis comes wise men
generally review the position and walk cau-
ticwsly and act wisely. When the critical
pusition occurred with this Government they
were willing to promise anything if they
were returned to power, They were returned
to power, but they represented a minority
! 20 006 votes. They immediately set to
worlkt and started retrenching. Ther con-
r", od their retrenchment until now they
have retrenched nearly 3.000 persons. On
top of that we have this Bill, which follows
an appeal made by the Government in the
Arbitration Court for a reduction of salaries.
We were told that the country was flourish-
ing and prosperous. If that is so, where is
the necessity for this Bill? The Common-
wealth Government are not reducing the
wages of their employees, I want to say in
conclusion——

Mr. Brncock: Tell us what you were
going to say about the Commonwealth Go-
vernment not reducing wages.

My, Kerr: They aro not reducing wages.

Mr. FRY : The Federal Government have
great responsibilities resting on them—wnuch
greater than those resting on the Queensland
Government. I do not think that My,
Hughes would have a dictaphcne in his room
and he would not have a stenographer behind
th~ sereen.

stub-

ﬂir.

Mer.
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NMr. BREXNAX :

Mr. FRY: We will give an opporfunity
to the eight men to vote openly to-night.

He docs it openly.

Mr. Brexxan: Sit down; we will vote
openiy.
Mr. FRY : The oppoxmnxt» is here.

members oppoute have their opportuni
choosing either to be branded as heroes or
as dumb driven cattle. They have their
choice and they cannot get away from it.
Juit before the dinner adjournment I rpade
rcterence to the “ Red Light,” and the
hon, member for Bremer askeJ me (o say
whe authorised the printing of this paper.
in deference to that hon. gentleman I locoked
at the pamphlet, and I notice at the bottom
that it said, “ Bremer Campaign Committee.
Printed by the ‘Queensland Leader,” Bris-
bane strect, Ipswich.” That does not alto-
gether absolve the hon, member for Bremer
because he did not take exception to if, and
I believe he is interested in the printing
works that prints the ¢ Queensland Leader.”
The hon. member asked me to quote the
authority, and, as I believe in doing a fair
thing when any statement of mine affects
an mdlvmual I quote that authority. I am
attacking a 1)1xrlclp10—th(~ principle of hon.
mcm! crs going to the electors, making state-
ments, #nd accusing their opponents of doing
evervthing that is wroung and b)d and yet
they come in and do exactly the thing that
they said their opponents would da if
retarned.  They claim that they would not
do these things, yet once they got into office
they did them, The cause of all this is
maladministration and reckless spending of
the State’s money. It is maladministration
of the State’s affairs, The prodiga! son
was a wise man compared with this Govern-
ment. As a matter of fact, he would be
hailed as a successful financier by the Go-
vernment,  There is one thing about the
prodigal son. He had some respect  and
he went back to his father and contessed
hiz wrong. and his father gave him a feed.
Weo ask this Government to play the pars of
the prodigal son. T.et them go to the public
which elected them. Let them put their
rac before the public and see how the
people will act. The public will give the
(iovernmon a feed, but I am afraid it will
bz the feed that thev doled out to the unem-
ploved. Many of them will be ameng the
ranks of the unemployed after an elcction;
and, neotwithstanding the fact that the Sec-
‘retary for Mines, as published in the official
organ of the Government. has said thaf
thoy would be returned with a majority of
five or six, I venture to say they are not
game to try it on. o State hes been
brought into this condition by men who have
not the capacity, nor the uhlhf to adminis-
tor the affairs of the State in a time of
crisis.  In conclusion, I ask ‘ho.,e eight men
to declare themselves by an open vote in
this Chamber, and let the public sce just
where they are. They have to vote cither
for the amendment or against it; they have
‘r) vote cither for their prlh"lpl(‘s or against
them ; they have to vote for or against their
promisos, Let them vote here and let the
people sce how they vote.

Mr. MAXWELL (Toowong) : During the
general clection campaign in 1920 and during
the Paddington by-election campaign the
Gevernment and their supporters went out
of their wav to abuse the party with whom
I am associated, and also the party under

Myr. Maxwell.]
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the Clountry banner, by stating that it was
the intention of those partics. if returned
to power, to move for a reduction of wages

and retrenchment. I think circulars were
issucd by Covernment supporters which
verifv that statement. They wanted the

people of Quecrslaud to believe that they
were going to be the salvation of the com-
munity, aud that they would not do any
injustice whatever to the unfortunate workers
of the State. We find that one of the first
things they do is to appoint ancther
Minister to assist them in their work; and
in the Governor’s Speech, submitted to us
only a short time ago, we find a similar
proposal. In the face of those actions they
have the temerity and the impudence to
submit a scheme s<uch as that contained in
this Bill. I stand for what the Nationalists
advocated when they went to the poll, and
for that reason I suppert the amendment of
the leader of my partyv. We stand for con-
sistenev; the only consistencev in which mem-
bers on the Government side are consistent
is their Inconsistency. The Premier. when
g}{laking on the amendmoent, d that the

1:

was introduced to equalisc matters;
that the workess who had gone to the
Arbitration Court had received a reduetion

of wages of 5s. a week, and it was necessary
to bring the others into line. T want to know
who tnok thos» public servants to the Arbitya-
tion Court. Did thev go themselves?

Mr, BreNNAY: What did you do?

My, MANWELL: It ic not a question of
what T did; I would remind the hon., member
for Toowoomba that it i a question of the
false promises that these men have held out
to the people. I submit that the people who
took those men to the Arbitration Court are
the men sitting on the Treasury bench
and with a view to reinstating themselves
in the opinion of those men and removing a
little of the vresponsibility from their
shoulders, want to be able to say, “ If vou
did go to the Arbitration Court, or if we

did telke vou there, we at the same time
irtreduced a measure to deal with other
members of the public service.”” To me if
was a most reprehensible thing to do. They

went to the pcople and told them that ther
were not a “ low-wage” Goverpment. < We
believe in paying a high wage,” the Secretary
for Mines told the people at Paddington,
“because if you do not pay a high wage
vou are going to have a state of inefficieney

throughout the length and breadth of
Queensland.”  What do we {find
[7.30 p.m.] now?  This Government, who

have broken their promises, are
coming forward to try and placate the unfor-
tunate men  who were getting
suflicient to keep a wife and children,
sav. “This s what we have
other fellow.”
Mr. Pr
the Emplo:x

They
done to the

Why did you reduce them in
15" Federation?

Mr. MAXWELL: I remember a news-
paper cutting which showed that this hon.
member who is interjecting, at one period,
did not pose as the friend of the worker.
When an opportunity was given to the people
to vote as to whether they wanted a certain
thing or not, he did not want to let them
have it.

Mr. PrssE: You are absolutely wrong.

Mr. MAXWELL: The people wanted to
make certain improvements in the city the

[Mr. Maxwell.
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hon. member resided in.  He demanded,
urder the Local Authorities Act. that a poll
be taken.

Mr. Prase: Quite right—refer the thing to
the people.

My, MAXWELL: As a matter of fact, his
protest was unavailing-—the vote was carried
against him.

Mr. Prasi: The boodlers’ vote.

Mr. MAXWELL: This is tho gentleman
who comes into this Houze and poses as the
friend of the worker. ** By their works shall
ve judge them.” Thi< is the class of man
who savs, ©“ We are the men who stand for
the worker,” vet stand agains! them all the
time. The opportunity comes to-night to
show on which side they stand—to say what
they satd in the caucu We do not stand
for the reduction of wages.”

I want to refer to this pamphlet, headed
“Who is Jones#’ This pamphlet was issued
to the electors of Paddineton—

“ Remember that the fat: of Queens-
lund is in your hands,

“ On Saturday, 11th March, you will
be called upon to decide whether you.
throngh your Labour Government, will
retain the reins of administration or hand
thera over to the Natlonalis who have
already launched o low-wage campalgn.

“Don't forget that a poliey of wage
reduciion all round has been unequivo-
cally advocatad by Nationalist members
of the Queensland Parliament.

“ Alf. Jones comes bhefore you as a
tried and trust~d champion of Labour.”

The Searetary for Mincy stated that be did
not stand for low wage:. If he does not
belicve in the rveduction of wages in the
public servics, why does he not b> man enough
to come from the Treasury benches and vote
against the people who are bringing forward
such a measure as this? 1 have an oppoer-
tunity of discussing tle guestion further on
the 3 -coud reading.

Ar. Corrrss: This is the seeond reading.

Mr, MAXWELL: I am speaking to the
amendment. It remains for the people of
this community to know the class of indi-
viduals who are occapving the Treasury
benches, and what they stand for.

The SECRETARY FOR R}gI,\VAYS
(Hon. J. Larcombe, Kcpp: fy: 1 rise to
emphasise one point. The vord ‘¢ repudia-

3

j ! v
fion » has been bandicd about in this debate.
and mention has been made of * tearmg up
scraps of paper.”” One would thirik that hon.

members opposite did not krow the meaning
of the word ¢ repudiation” before this

Government came into power.  One would
fhink it was not a word that occurred in their
vocabular Sines the present Admintstra-
tion have come into power, bon. m mbers
opposite have repeated that word just as the
old woman repeated ¢ Mesopotrmia. It
coems to {low from their mouths just as freely
as that famous stream flows on that has been
immortalised in the wellknown Salvation
Army song. That being so, one wants ]fo
analyse the strength or otherw of the
argument urged by hon. members opposﬁo.
One wants also to ask the question if hon.
members opposite have ever been guilty of
repudiation—becanse the charge of repudia-
tion urged by hon. members opposite against
this Clovernment tacitly sssumes that hon.
members opposite have never been guilty of

[
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that offence? What are the facts? In 1914,
hon. members opposite flagrantly repudiated
the automdtic increases that were dus to the
public servants of Qucensland.  That fact
stands out prominentiy in the history of
uecnsland politics, and it needs emphasis-
ing. 1 desire to emphasise it to-night—I
desire to emphasise the fact that the public
ica Logulﬁuons at ’rhat time were repu-
iated, that the public servants were deprived
»{ the automaric increases to which they
vere cntitled in that yca].

Me. Krwax:

Che SECRET

pubm, servants

Also the railwar moen,
ARY FOR RAILWAYS:

GLIICI&LJy

FrercHir: Do you know what one of
your “ehaps” said to me? Iie said, 31
could understand vour Govermment doing it,
but I cannot understand the Labour Govern-
ment doing it

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
waut to develoy this ‘*1"7UJ ‘nt step by *‘ep.
1 am prepared to deal later with any other
aspeet that hon. members may care to touch
apen. I am not going to allow hon, members
;)})pg»m, by interjeetion, ro deflect me from
placive the neces cmpha upon H.Olr
11&;1 it vepudiation in 1614 and 1915, That
vopudiation took place when there vas no
creat war effect—1t was before the disastrous

fects of the war began to be felt. It was
not only a repudiation of inereases to officers
receiving over £300; it was a 10])\)(9:“10*1 of
incrcases to officers receiving over £100. It
remained  for a  Labour Govornment to
opudiate that repudiation, and te restore
he automatic Increascs to which the public
=ervants were entitled.

Mr. bSizer:
wou the nio

The outgoing Government
+hich to do it.

The SECRETARY 7FOR RAILWAYS
Nothing of the kind, The ' Government of
1614 wml(l ated  their  agrecniont, It s
nothine bub humbug and heproceisy for hon.
y,’mbou cpporite to accuse this Government
uh'ﬂxo'l when they have been guilty
vOery Let them east the mote
it of their own eves: let thom first examine
ihelr record before they accuse this Govern-
ment of repudiation.

Let us review another phase of Quecnsland
Tubh" Serviee history from the viewpoinr
of hon. membors opposite. In 1802, thew
rotrenched, they poll-taxed. and roduced with
a vengeance.  The public servants who then
vere recsiving £101 per vear were reduced
o £83, the public servants who were getting
2150 wrre reduced to £135.

My, Corrixg: The hon. membor
hoars that in silence.

ITon. J. G. APPEL:
their salavies by £200.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
MMinisters arc reducing their salaries now.
This is the point—the vers offince that hon.

for Albert

And Ministers reduced

=

members opposite accuse the Govunment of,

they have been respon ible for in an agg
vated form. Where is the force, the ]ogic,
the strength of the criticism that has been
urged against the present Government?

Mr. GREEN:
electors.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
will deal with one phase of the question at a
time. 1 would remind the hon. member for
‘Townsville that he has been a party to a

They made no promises to the
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reduction of -wages in the municipal sphere
in Townsville.

My, Greex: He has not.
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
That is a fect; the hon. member has been

responsible for, and a party to, a reduction
of wages in Townsville.

Mr. Grizx: That is not corrcet.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYSR:
The hon. membcr s shifting his ground.
First hic said that I was incorreet, and row
he says that T am correct, but therc are
certain qualifications.  Just faney the hon.
member for ‘Pownsville and the hon. mem-
ber fev Toowong and other hon members
cpposite, who aitended that great Employoers’
Federation which had fov its ob_](‘ct reduction
of wazges and the crushing of the workers in
this State, complaining as they have done
this «fternoon !

Greex: I have not spoken.

The SECRETARY FOR R ATLWAYS
The hon. member has interjected. Tt is not
necessary for one to r place tc
express views In a ceviain direction.  The
leader of the Opposition was very frank in
Lis utterances when he said that hon. mew-
hers opposite had opposed the publie servants’
right to go to the Arbitration Court. If hon.
mwembers opposite were in power the public
servants of Queensland would be deprived of
that right.

My, Greex: They would not.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
What is taking place in New South Wales?
No zooner had the A\atmhau Government
been nmnnul than th ; Lbout to de pn\ e
the pub! cants of thet Siate of the

.mllt to go to the ;\rbin“mn Court.  They
quictly lrull\,utuo that they wers going to
deprive the public servants of that right.

They are going fo make the public servants
of New South Wales industyial slaves. This
Ou nepain Labour Adwministration gave to

he public sorvants of the State, for the first
11‘71“ the’.r history, the right of industrial
citizenship, and removed from them the
stigma of industrial slavery. T'his Govern-
ment have been responsibie for the public
sorvants  reoceiving  ineressed  wages  and
improved conditions, and the public servants
at the various clections. by virtue of their
votes, have cxprossed their gratitude for
what has been donc.

My, Maxwern: Try them now.

The SECRETARY TOR RAILWAYN:
Let us bear in mind for a moment the atti-
tude of the anti-Labour P of Queens-

land on this matton We hear a lot of mock
wmpdthv expressed for the public servants.
The ¢ Daily \Lul » jn the vear 1920 referred
to the public servants as a body of parasites
which the people of Queensland were not
going to be taxed to tolerate much longer.
That is a nice expression to come from a
party journal which is supposed to have
some consulcmtlor‘ and sxmpathv for public
sorvants, The “ Courier” has e‘\pmsv‘d
similar sentiments. I have had those senti-
ments placed in ¢ Hansard ” when dealing
with the Railway Estimates. In view of all
the circumstances and facts, the criticism
on the part of the Opposition is mere hum-
bug. 1f hon. members opposite contend that
we are guilty of repudiation, we can smile in
reply; when we know that they have been

Hon. JJ. Larcombe.]
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guilty of that very offence. The hon. member
for Albert and the hon. member for Bulimba
were 1 the Cabinet in 1914,

ITon. J. G. ApviL:

Thr SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No.
No effect of the war had been folt in 1914,
We have had four or five years of war since
that date. The hon, g(\'lﬂe\m'm s interjection
Is no ¢ plv to my criticism.

Hon. J. G. Arvrrn: The Government put
everything down to the war.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS:
Hon., members opposite admit the truth of
my impeachment, but say that they teok
action because of the war, The cffect of the
war had not been felt in 1914, nor for some
vears subsequent to that. T\'otwi'r,‘zmtznulin;t
thet the war had been on for several years
this Government enabled thp public s:rva ants
through the Avbitration Court, to ohtain
Ineren s wiges and improved conditions.
Pospite the intensified influcnce of the war
in eommercial, indnpstrial, ecconomic, and
political efrel the Government were able
to enormously improve the pesition of public
spryvants.

Hon. J. G. AreEL: As soon as peacs was
declared the Government deflated them and
reduced thelr wages,

The SMCPETARY FOR RAILWAYS: In
1992, when Thor" was no world-wide war, the
party opposite deflated. poll-taxed. reduced,
and committed every sin and offence that
rism against,

Was there a war on?

public sorvants could offer erit
Hon, J. G.

revenue

Arper: There was a falling

2t the time.

SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS:
arkable change of attitude.
Y : admit the offence,
beeause of a falling revenue,
influence. some other excuse. Those
excrses do not hold geod.

Mr. Swrr: What i3 the hon.
oxsuse 7

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
am desling with the excuses of hon. members
npposite.

Hon. J. G. Apeer.: The hon, gentleman is
making the best of a very bad case.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
All T am concerned with at the present time
is the cnwphasmmo of the sins committed bv
Lon. members oppoﬂtu in a political sense
as affeeting public servants. I am ende(ﬁ-
vouring to show, and I think successfully.
that ~their criticism against the present
Admivistration carries no force, because they
have been guilty of the offence that they
aceuse this Government of.

Mr., WARREN (Murrumba): I would like
to say a few words before the debate closes.

Ar. Cotnins: I hope the Country party do
not stand for big salaries.

Mr. WARREN : This Bill 1s brought in to
save the Government from a very difficult
position. I is intended to wipe out the
deficit that the Government have been
resporsible for through their mismanagement.
Anvbedy who understood government or
undcr=t00d men would expect the Govern-
ment of Queensland to be comprised of men
with some business acumen. Take the per-
sonnel of the Government. You will not find

[Hon. J. Larcombe.

gentleman’s

[ASSEMBLY.]

Scalaries $iil,

one business man therc. The Government
were handicapped from the start because of
thay fact. :

. Corrixs: We have brains on our side,
which hon. members opposite lack.

Mr. WARREN: Hon. mombers opposite
have necither business acumen nor brains,
_Mr. Coroixs: I have no diamond rings,
like the hon. member for Albert.

Hon, J. G. Apper: Gocd old “ Bolshie” !

Mr., WARREN: I want to make mysclf
perfectly clear =0 far as public servants and
my constituents are concerncd. I do not

want to come here as a humbug. 1 come
here to do my best to assist in the govern-
mont of this Stste in the inferests of the

majority of the people. Not only do I think
*nat it is wrong at this stage to reduce the
s of the w orkels but 1 think it is going
ave a bad cffect on the State. What wo
want is more efficiency, and not low wages.
We find, after consideration of the pu

ing power of the rovercign, that a man is no
hetter off now than he w as in 1914 He is
not as well off. That iz proved by the

figures which have been placed before us
to-day. Are we going to bonoht Queensland
by having a small deﬁ(nr or a large deficit,
&s the case may be, and making the Govern.
ment rvight from a bookkeepmg point of
view? To my mind, we are going to do a
very serious thing if we pass This "Bill, and
to have the most discontented service in
Australia.

Mr. Coroys:
the amendiment.

Mr. WARREN: Yes I do not say that
5 of the peopm are chhnﬂ‘
but I say that the ma
reprezenting the people is much bettcr
able to stand a reduction than the worker.
H (10 not think public servants are as well
off #x those employed in private concerns,
and I think the Government should be the
best employers. What is wrong is not due

You are 'going to support

too much money;
who i

to the public servanfts, but to the bad
management of tie Government, We ﬁn(T
that rvight through the service the Goverr

!
ment are trying to reduce expenditure. Iu
the Railway Department there is a most
ingenious method of reducing expenditure,
but it is not the best method. If T want to
sand an article to Nambour, T have to send
it on a certain day, or clse it may be a week
behivd time. The country districts are being
penalised on account of this method. Tf the
Government brought in  good husiness
metheds, they would encourage the country
districts, and that would enable them to pay
the wages and allowances being paid to-day.
We on this side have been accused of being
mpathetic to the worker, but on which
side would one expect the most sympathy?
You would not go to the cther side for sym-
path" If you were stumped, and wanted
charity, vou would go to the left hand of
the Speaker, and not to the right. The
accusations which are being hurled across
the Chamber from hon. members opposite
are only to throw dust in the eyes of the
worker. The hon. member who has just
resumed his seat waxed hot, and told what
awful things the Tory Government of Vie-
toria had done. T have no time for Toryism,
or for people who are not progressive. At
the time the hon. member referred to there
was no war, but he did not mention that
there was the most terrible drought raging
that Quecensland had ever cxperienced. He
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did not tell us thet chaff to feed starving
stock was dearer than it had ever been
known to be. He did not tell us that hun-
dreds and thousands of people were prac-
tically starving on the land and looking for
work.

A Goveanyent dMeMserR: It is pot true.

Mr. WARREN: Fon. members ought to
he ashamed of themselves when they say it is

not true. There is not & man in this Cham-
ber but knows that I am speaking the truth.
While this Chamber stands for this sort of
work, we shall never progress, Is it not best
to have a conteuted vice, 1if we pay half a
million more for it, thun to save that amount
and have a discontented servies? This 1s a
bad business proposition, and does not come
from men with business experience behind
thew, Even at the eleventh hour the Pre-
micr should withdraw the Bill. I do not
stand for throwing mud at hon. members
opposite for clection purposes. I feel that
this Bill is going to have a bad cffect on
Queensland, and that the State will lose
considerably more by this reduction than by
having a contented service and leaving the
wages as they stand. I quite admit that
when the purchasing poier of the sovereign
becomes the zame as it s in 1915, wages
should be reduced, particularly in connection
with those who are raising primary pro-
duets, as it will be impossible for a producer
who exports his produce to pay a higher
wage than what the produce is worth on the
London market. The Premier has made the
excuse that a certain section of workers have
already been reduced. The hon. gentleman
was responzible for those people going to
the Arbitration Court. It is net too late
even now to rectify the evil. It is casy
encuch for the Government to replace those
neople on the same level as they were before.
Tt will be better to have a confonted service.
If a man does not <o his v in the serviee,
he should not be kept there. In a cortain
newipaper the public servants hiave been
called parasites, but I say that the public
servants in Queensland are as goed as any
of workers, and the defcets in the

rvier are not due to the individuals but to
the faulty system in vogue. If the eystem
in  operation in  private  concer were
adoptsd in the Government service, we
should get as good a result for the State as
private eoncertiz get. T would like hon.
members opposite, who have already voted
against this wage reduction, to vote for the

ameniment. I am not a party litician
myself, © (Government Ilsughter.) a
ridiculous position for those gentlemen to

vote in a reom helow for a certain thing,
and then in this Chamber. where their actions
arc open to the countrv, to vote against their
yrinciples.  If they do that, they can be
branded as the verv worst type of human
being it is possible to mix with. T am going
to support the amendment.

Mr. SrorrorD: You spoke against the
Primarv Preoducers’ Bill, and walked across
the Hovse and voted for i

Mr. WARREN: The hon. member does
not know what he is talking about. I voted
in favour of it.

Mr. HARTLRY (Fitzroy): T wish to say a
word or two by way of comment before the
amendment 1s disposnd of. What appears
to me about this matter, is the revelation it
will give to the workers whose names have
been so much in the mouths of hon, members
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opposite, as to who are really their cham-

plons. The principle of this Bill is to
_ reduce salavies over £300 by fix-
[8 p.m.] ing the minimum to which salaries

cannot be reduced below £300.
We have had hon, mombers opposite this
cvening  teaving their hair and working
themeelves into a state of excitement and
indignation in defence of the men getting
£300 per year and over. (Hear, hear!)
Blembers of the Country party are always
telling us of the hard toil and the destitute
condition of the men on the farms and the
small amount of remuneration they earn. I
dare say that many farmers in the early
stages of their carcer do not earn £300 a
vear, but here we have hon. members cham-
pioning the cause of men earning from £300
to £1,200 a year.
Mr. Freroner: We want vou to stick to
your pledges.

Mr. HARTLEY: Did I understand the
hon. member for Port Curtis to say something
about men keoping their pledges?

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : You.

. Mr. HARTLEY : Talk about Satan reprov-
ing sin—why, it is a Sunday school picnic.
(Laughter.}  The hon. member for Port
Curtis was returned here pledged to the
Nationalist party, and after associating with
them he found things were going against him
in that electorate and that he was likely to
be turned out by the Labour candidate if
he did not get some assistance from the
farming community. He went over to the
Country party, and now that man comes
here and talks about keeping pledges.
Mr. Warrux : What about your pledge?

Mr. HARTLEY: With regard to any
pledge that I have given to any hon. mem-
bers, if they come along to me at any
moment and ask me to redeem it, it will be
redcemed.  That is the position of every
hon. member on the Government side of the
touse. What T want to impress upon hon.
menibers in connection with this amendment
is the slim, shallow attempt to feo! the real
wage-esrner,  This is not a wage reduction
Biil, but a salary reduction Bill. and that is
a big difference. Thes are attempiing to
induce the workers to think that they are
standing in their interests when really they
are standing in the interests of the highly
paid men. If the principle on which an
earlier reduction tock place was right—I do
wot think it was right as applied to the
State—Dbut if the principle of the application
to the Arbitration Court for a reduction of
wages is good for the man on £150 per annum
or £200, or £300. then it is a much better
principle to apply to the man getting £300
per annum and over. I would like to know
where there is any weakness in that line of
argument. If the Judges of the Arbitration
Court can say that, owing to a certain fluctua-
tion in the value of commodities, the pur-
chasing power of the sovereign has increased
and 1t is permissible to reduce the salaries
of men getting £200 a vear by 5 per cent..
then I think that the same thing should
apply to cother salaries, Why we have hon.
members opposite standing as the champions
of the men getting these amounts, T cannot
understand.  Hon. members opposite have
not said a word against the action of the
Arbitration Court in reducing wages. They
are alw going there through their private
Employers’ Association seeking a reduction
of wages, and yet here, when the same prin-
ciple is being carried out, so far as the

Mr. Hartley.]
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higher salaries are concerned, we have them

cbjecting, They do not object because there
is any sincerl in their objections. They

ave camouflaging and trying to fool a cer-
tnin section of the people and pretending
that they are standing ss their champions.

Mr. Frrrcuer: That is the second part of
the pledge. You broke the first part at the
Arbitration Court. )

3y, HARTLEY: Did not you make a
pledge ?

Mr. ¥Frercurr: No.

. HMARTLEY : The hon. gentileman hag
efi go many pledges that he really does
not know shere he ir, There is only oune
otlier question in this BIill, and that is that
it does not contein all who chould come
under its scope,  1f the principle of a redue-
tion of svages in the Arbitration Court is
good to apply to workers, then it is good to
apply to everybody, and ir even ought to
apply to the Judges themselves.
sincerely sorry to hear that a number of the
Judgss have not consented to have their
salaries reduced on the same scale ng will
apply in this Bill. If their arguments that
we heer from them on the bench, and which
we read in the papers. ave good, then they
ought to be men cnough o set an example
and consent to a reduction of their salarics.
That is all I have to say on this amendment,
GOVERNMENT (ear, hear!

J. G. APPEL (4bert): 1 confess
romewhat 1n sympaths  with hon.
members sitting on the Government benches.

At

BAEMBERS :

Mr. Frercmer: Ther look sorr
Hox. J. G. APPKL: The position is a

remarkably aw

vard one, when we realise
that they have

‘s posed as the apostles

for incrveased wages. Now ther scek to
draw = distinetion hetween salaries and
wages.  Apparently, they arve salving their

consciences by saying that thi= man receives
a salary and shall be reduced, but that man
reeeives a wage and he is not going to be
teiduced, I confess that, whether the amount
iven as a reward for labour or remunecra-
tion is ealled saluvy or wages, that the redue-
tion is equally effective so far as the financ
of that individua! are concerned. I was in
cornplete sympathy with the Seccretary for
Ratlways. He is a gentleman I have the
wimost respest for. He has always trested
me with fine courtesy on any occasion I
have had to present matters to him in con-
nection with the interests of my clectorate.
There is no doubt aliout it he certuinly
endeavoured to apologise for the position,
but unfortunately, and 1 think he will admit
it himself, he failed to succeed. He made
out a very poor case indeed in support of
the position that he is forced to take up at
the present time. Is it any apology, or is
it any cxeuse for an injustice inflicted on a
section of the community, to say, “ Wec are
only doing what some other bad Government
did before ws”? - We have alwars got to
realisc that, when hon. members sit on
t side of the House, they always condemn
a previous Administration and always state
what they would do, so far as their politics
and principles are corcerned. They con-
demn the action of the previous Adminis-
tration: but they have out-Heroded Herod
on this cccasion, and their only cxcuse is
that other Administrations did it. There-
fore, they say, other Administrations baving
done it, we are entitled to do it: we are
entitled to repeat’ their misdeeds. The

13, Harticy.
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reductions of 1902 were referred to. We have
to reslise that, with the exception of the
hon. member for Toombul—and he is not
a man who ever supported the reduction of
wages; it is absolutely against his prin-
ciples and his nature—no member of this
Parliament was in the Legislative Assembly
of Queensland in 1902,

A Goverxarnt Mewser: What about the
ton. member for Bulimba?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I do not thivk the
horn. member for Bulimba was in this House
in 1922. It is a matter easily susceptible of
proof that the reducticn in that year was
neces owing to the tervible scason of
drought which the State had experienced.
I do not recollect—and I speak as a vative
of this State—such a disastrous droughs ever
having taken place, either before or since.
The revenue dropped.  Everything dropped.
You, 2Ir. Speaker, will probably remember
the financial depression which existed in the
State of Queonsland, no matter where you
went. The Administration were forced, as
business men, to take certain action, but they
started at the top of the tree. They reduced
their own salaries by £200 per annum.

Mr. CorLixs: That left them more than
thev were worth to the State.

Hox. J. &. APPEL: Apparently the hon.
member who interjects has missed his oppor-
tunity, because every individusl who was
connected with that party made a success of
hi: life, whereas I venture to sax that, so
far e« the private life of the hon. member
is concerned financially, he never has nor
ever will malks a success of it.

Mr. ContiNg:
mond rings

. Nor does he ever wear dia-
on his fingers. {Laughter.)
Iox. J. G. APPEL:

s to have a remarks:

The hon. mnber
ble eve for my per-
5 jewellery, 1 suppose he dreams of it.
(Renewed  laughter.) However, let  us
remember that the Administration of that
period, in the first instance, reduced their
own salaries by £200 per annum, and then
thev left it to the public servants to say
whether they would prefer a reduction in
their salarics or that a certain number
should, as the Premier calls it, be deflated.
They preferred retrenchment, and that
retrenchment  existed till  the reviving
resources of the State cnabled the Adminis-
tration to restore the public servants to the
position in which they had been. Buf I
notice that hon. members who go so far
back, as thev call it, to ancient days, in their
desive to criticise previous Administrations,
nevertheless object to any criticism of tiem-
selves which goes back to any previous
period.  Let us go back to the time when
we find the Labour party, combined with
another party, occupying the Treasury
benches. and  only seventeen membe in
Opposition. and with an overflowing Trea-
sury. What was the condition of the public
servants? What was the condition of the
police?
At 8.15 pam.,
The PREMIER: I beg to move
«“That the question be now put.”

Question—That the question be now
(Mr. Theodore's motion)—put: and
House divided :—

In division,

The PREMIER : T declare that in addition
to voting in my own right, I vote for the

pnt
the
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“ Ayes ” as proxy for Messrs. Coyne, Gilday,

Gillies, and McCormack.
AYES, 36,

Mr. Barber Mr. Jones, A, J.
., Bremnan ,, Kirwan

,» Bulcock ., Land

,, Collins ,» Larcombe

., Conroy ., McCormack {Proxy)
,, Cooper, F. A, . Mullan

,» Cooper, W, ,, Payne

.. Coyne (Proxy) ,, rease

., Dash ., Pollock

., Dunstan Riorden

., Ferricks , Ryan

. Foley , Smith

,,» Forde .. Stopford

., Gildar (Proxy) ., Theodore

. Gulies (Proxy) , Weir

. Gledson , Wellington
,, Hartley ., Wilson

,» Huxham ‘Winstanley

Ddters : Mr. Forde a‘qd My, Ryan.
NoEes, 30.

Mr. Appel Mr. King

,, Barnes, G.P. . Logan

., Barnes, W. H. ., Macgregor

,» Bebbington ., Maxwell

,» Bell .. Nott

,, Brand .. Peterson

., Cattermull ., Peirie

., Clayton .. Roberts, J. H.
,» Costello .» Roberts, T H
,,  Decon . Sizer

., FRdwards .y Swayne

,, Fletcher Taylor

. Fry , Vowles

. Gresn Walker

., Kerr Warren

Tellers: Mr. Brand and Mr. Peterson.

Resolved in the aflivmative.

@Question—That the words proposzed to be
omitted (Mr. Taylor’s amendment) stand part
of the question—put; and the House
divided :-—

In division,

The PREMIFER: I declare that in addition
to vobting in my own right, vote for the
“ Ayes 2 as proxv for \Ies“lb Coyne, Gilday,
Gillies, and McCormack.

A¥ES, 36,

Mr. Barber Afr. Jones, A, J.
,» Bremnnan ., XKirwan
., Bulcock . Land
., Collins .. Larcombe
., Conroy o MeCormack (Proxy)
,, Cooper, F, A, . Mullan
,» Cooper, W, ., Payne
,» Coyne (Proxy) Pease
. Dash .. Pcllock
,, Dunstan - Rxordan
. Forricke . Poan
,, Foley .. Smith
,» Forde ftopford
,, @Gilday (Proxy) .. Theodore
., fiillies (Proxy) ., Weir
., Gledson . Wellington
., Hartley . Wilson

., Huxham Winstanley

T'eliers: My. Brennan and Mr. Pease.
Nozs, 30.

Mr. Appel Mr. King

,» Barnes, G.P. . Lova.n

,, Burnes, W. H, . \Iacmeqor
,, Bebbington ., Maxwell

. Bell .. Nott

., Brand .. Peterson

., Cattermull Petrie

,, Clayton

Roberts, 7. H. C.
., Costello

Roberts, T. 1R,

., Deaecon Sizer

., Pdwards Swayne

., Fletcher .. Taylor

,, Fry ., Vowles

,, Qreen . Walker

., Kerr Warren
Tellers: Mr. Bell and Mr, Kerr.

Resolved in the afirmative,
1922—3 1.
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Hox. W. H. BARNES (Bulimba): Mr.

Speaker—
The PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, I beg te
move—

“ That the question be now put.”

Hon. W. H. Barxes: They do not like the
truth.

Question—That the quostlon be now put—
put; and the House divided:

In division,

The PREMIER: I declare that in addition
to ¥ ting in my own right, I vote for the
s” as proxy for Messrs. Coyne, Gilday,
(;11 ICS, and McCormack,

AYES, 36.
Mr. Barber Air. Jones, A. J.

,, DBrennan ., Nirwan

., Bulcock . Jand

,, Collins Larcomhbe
Conroy o McCormack (l'roxy)

.. Cooper, F. A, ., Mullan

,» Cooper, W. ,, Payne

.. Coyne (Proxy) . Pease

,. Dash ., Pollock

;s Dunstan Riordan

., Ferricks Ryan

.. Foley ~nyith

., Forde ~topford

. Gilday (Proxy) Theodore

.. Gilies (i'r XYV; . Weir

., Gledson Wellington
Hartley Wilson

,, Huxham Winstanley
Tellers: Mr. Bulecock and Mr. Conroy.

NoEs, 21.

My, Appel Mr. Logan

,» Barnes, &. P. .. Maegreger

., Barnes, W. H. Maxwell

. thhmvton .. Morgan

,» Bell .. XNott

., Brand Peterson

.. Cattermull Petrie

. Clayton (obe# J.H. C.

.. Costello

., Descon

.. indwards

,» Fletcher

. Fry

. Green

., Kerr

., King

Telless: Mr. Logan and Mr. Wairen.

Resolved in the affirmative.

My, PAYNE (Mitehell):
draw your attention, Mr. Speaker, to the
hon. member for Carnarvon, who is flashing
a paper here containing a paragrapi Jeaald-
ing Mr. Collins having been killed in
Ireland; and calling acvoss at the Premier,
s Asupusn.’ 10 he wuants o ampush,”’ he Wil
weh 1t

Hox. W. H. BARNES (Bulimba): I desire
to draw your attention, Mr, Speaker, to the
fuct that the hon. member for Maryborough,
My, Weir, referred to an hon. member on
this side of the Housc as ““ a dirty dog.”

Mr. Weir: So he is a dirty dog.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: He repeats 1t, Sir

The SPEAKER : Order!

[6.80 p.m.]

The SPEAKER: The hon. member for
Maryborough is not in order in referring to
an hon. member as a “ dirty dog,” and I~
ask him to withdraw that remark.

My, WEIR

Warren

I would like to

(Maryborough): I withdraw
unreservedly. The remark was directed to
the hon. member for Mirani, because he
insinuated that hon. members on this side
were responsible for the accident that has
befallen the hon. member for Aubigny.

Myr. BEBBINGTON : Not an accident.

Mr. Werr.]
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I

The hon. member for Mirant
said that hon. members on this

3. WEIR:
delibovars

side woers ociated, with the blinding of
the hon. member for Aubigny. and I s#aic

P

that the hon. membor was o dirty dog.”

A GoverNMENT MeMBER: So he is.

The SPBAKER: Ovder! T hope the hon.
meniber for Mirani will not Impute motives
of that kind to hon. members on my right.

A OproSITION MEMBER :
such thing.

Mr. POLLOCK (Gvgory): 1 distinetiy
heard the hon. member for Carnarvon refer
to _hon. membors on this side as a lot of
divey skunks,” and for that vesson I offer

He never said any

to pull his nose if he comss outside. (Intey-
ruption.)

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr. CosteLro: I will accept that offer.

The SPEAKER:‘ I ask the hon. member
for Carnarvon to withdraw that remark.

My, COSTELLO (Carnarvon): I am nob
conscious of having made the remark, but I
will withdraw it. (Disorder.)

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr. PAYNE  (Mit-hell): The greatest
offencs committed to-night was committed by
the hon. member for Carnarvon when he half
rose In his place and flashed a newspaper
containing an account of the assassination of
My, Collins in Ireland. He fiashed it scross
to the Premier and said, * Ambushed.” What
does the hon. member riean by that?

Question—That the Bill be now read a
second time—put; and the House divided : —

In division,

The PREMIER: I declare that in addition
t> voting in my own right. I vote for the
" Aves 7 as proxy for Messrs, Coyne, Gilday,
Gillies. and MceCormack,

AYES, 38,
Mr. Barber Mr. Jones, A, J.
,» Breanan ,. Xirwan
,» Bulcock .. Land
,, Collins 5 Jd.arcombe
.. Conroy > McCormack (Proxy)
s Cooper, F, A, ., Mullan
,» Cooper, W, .» Payne
;. Coyne (Proxy) .. Peasga
,» Dash .. Pollock
., Dunstan ,» Riordan
,» TFerricks ., Ryan
.. Yoley 5, Smith
.. Forde .. Stopford
;. Gilday (Proxy) Theodore

.. Gillies (Proxy)

Gledson

Hartley

., Huxham “
Tellers: Mr. Pease and

NoEs, 32,

, Weir
Wellington
Wilson
Winstanley
Mr. Weir.

s

Mr. Appel Mr. King

., Barnes, G. P. ., Logan

,» Barnes, W, H. . Macgregor

,» Bebbington Maxwell

,, Bell Morgan

.. Brand Nott

., Cattermull Peterson

,, Clayton . Petrie

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

.. Fletcher . Swavne

Fry Taylor

. Green .. Vowles

.. Jones, J. .. Walker

,. Kerr Warren

Tellers: Mr. Kerr and Mr. Sizer.
Resolved in the affirmative.

[Mr. Weir,

IBLY.] Saleries
MOTIoN THAT Sreakrm - {HAIR.
The PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, T beg to
move—-

Ieave tho chair,
¢ itself into a Com-
To consldoy the Bill

“That veu do n
and the Hous» resol
mittee of the Yihole
in detaij.”?

Mr. VOWLES (Da? : I would lLike to
draw the attenrion of the Hoase to the veason
why the hon. member for Aubigny is not

herve, e 1ft this House when the House
voxe at § o'clock, and went to the Opposition
roout to put on his hat, but rome cur or some
skunk. whatever von like to des ¢ him, bad
rut some mixture in his hat wi into
nis eyes when he put on hi th the
rosudt that we had to lead him home and rob
lcetor to him.

¢
N

U

A Govepvuent Memsee: Did that
c¢orne from the opposite side of the House”

Mr. VOWLES: I do not know. I hope
that nobody in this Chamber is responsible
for it.  Somelody has done it.

o

for 1

The Preymer: Whaot mixbuve is it?

Mr. VOWLES: We do not know. The
deteetives have the matter in hand.
The Preyvurr: Ilear, hear!
VOWLIES: The hon, member for
think= it is cayerne pepp It may

be something else; but, at any rate, it is some
viralent siulf, which ha< knocked him out
completely, and he is now at his hotel.

The Premier: Whoever would o that
deliberately is a scoundrel.
Mr. VOWLES : I quite agree with that. I

desire to cxplain the reason for the hon.
mentbe absence, and why b is not present

at the divisions to-night. On the guestion of
vour leaving the chair, Mr. Speaker, I think
a good deal more discussion might have been
given this matter than has been allowed by
the Premier. I cannot understand why there
should be this haste in connection with this
legislation.

The Premier: The Government must geb
this Bill through before the 23th in order to
allow it to operate for this month.

Mr. VOWLES: This is the 24th., and we
are now being asked to rush the Bill through
the Committee stages, and for what reason?
We will be four days ahead of time.

The Premicr: There is only one prlg('sple
in the Bill, and we have had sufficient discus-
sion on that. If every hon. member is going
to speak on every question, we will never get
finished.

Mr. VOWLES: Many hon. members do
not get an opportunity of speakirg on an:\:
gvestion. Surely every hon. member in this
Chamber who wants to speak has a right to
speak, There is a meeting down the strect
to-night in Albert Square, where some hon.
members who were deprived of the right
of speaking last mnight——a right that they
were promised—are going to speak in public
as a probest against the action of the Govern-
ment. I remember the time when matbers
of a great deal less importance occupied five
days in discussion. Hvery member of she
Opposition at that time claimed the right to
speak.

The PrEmier: They claimed the right, and
they got the axe.
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VOWLRS: They only got the ase

awwhen they were chetructive,  The Premier
canuot say that the Upposition have been
absrrunerive this afterncoy, 1o s most unfair

fo members on both sides,
the time at our dispossi was occupied by horn.
menmibiovs opposite quife ax much as members
on fnis gide, with the resnlt that we were
deprived of an opportunity to speak, because
the Preuder moved the ™ gag.”  If matters
are curricd on like this we might just as well
leave the House altogether. What rights we
have wp arve going fo stick to as long as we
can.

The PREMIER: I wove—

» That the quesiion be now put.”
Oppozirion MEMBEES : Shame!

Even last night,

Question put; and the House divided:—
In division,
The PREMIER: I de

to voting in my own ri
i

are that in addition
ht, I vote for the

o Aves VT as proxy for 3 . Covne, Gilday,
Gillies. and McCormeck,
Az, 38,
Mr. Barber Mr. Jones, A, J.
,, Breanan ,, Nirwan
,. Bulcock ., Laud

5 Collins

,» Larcombe
., Conroy

,. MceCormack (Proxy)

,» Cooper, F. A. ,, Mullan

,» Cooper, W ., Payne

5. Uoyne (Proxy; Pease

,, Dash .. Pollock

,» Dunstan ,. Riordan
Ferricks ,» Rysn
Toley .. Smith
Forde .. Stopford

v (Proxy} ,. Theodore

Grillies (Proxy) . Weir

,. Gledson .

,, Hartley ,. Wilson

.. Huxham .. Winstanley
Tllers: Me. W, Cooper and Mr. Foley.

Wellington

Nots, 32.
Mr. Appel Mr. Xing
,. Logan

.. Barnes, G. P,

Barnes, W, H. . Macgregor

,. Behbington .. Maxwell

,» Bell .. Morsgan

,. Brand ,, Nott

., Cattermuli ., Peterson

., Clayton ., Petrie

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

,» Fletcher .. Swayne

, Fry .. Tayxlor

,, Green ., Vowles

,, Jones, J. . Walker

., Xerr ,» Warren

Tellers: Mr. King and Mr. Maxwsll.
Resolved in the affirmative.

Question—That the Speaker leave the chair
—pur and passed.

ComyIrTyy,
(M r. Kirwan, Brisbane, in the chair.)

Clause 1— Short title and commencement
of Aet’—

Hox. W. H. BARNES (Buwlimba): The
cleuse provides that the Bill shall come into
operation on 1st July, 1922. I take it that
no member on this side objects to the clause.
We believe that, in connection with retrench-
ment, the man who is receiving the biggest
salary should receive the biggest reduction.

OrpostTion MEeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Salaries B, 915
Tio=. W, H.
showld he in

who arni

BARNES: Anv reductions
vario of 15 per cent. for men
y £1,000 a vesv. and 16 per

cear. for moembers of Parlament,
The Serprrany ¥oRr BALWwWavs: This s the
title of the Bill.

¥

Hox. %W. H. BARNES: You ave the Chair-
My, Kirwsn, and not that little eock
sparrow there. (Opposition laughter.)

The CIIATRMAN: Ovder! The
aber must withdraw that remark.

Hox. i, BARNES: In deference to
vou. sir. Kirwan, I withdvaw that statement.

The SECRLTARY PR RAILWAYS :
hypoeritical  old  wowser like
{Disorder.)

The CHATRMAN: Order!

Hox. W, H. BARNES: I am sovry that
the hon. member is losing his temper.

The CIHHAIRMAN: Ovder! 1 would ask
the hon. wmiember to confine his remarks to
clanse 1,

hon.

I sm not a
you are.

Hon., W. H. BARNES: It sesms to me
that this Bill has not been sufficiently dis-
cussed; and that, consequently, the time

fi for its coming into operation is out of
pluce. There should be no legislation placed

cir the statute-book which has not received
fair discussion; therefore, there is abundant
reason wiay we should delay this measure.
The Premier said that a certain number of
hours had been spent in discussing the Bill
Are we here simply to sit down and endorse
everzthing the Government do ¥

The CHAIRMAN: Ovder! I would noint
out that clause 1 deals with the time when
the Bill comes into operation. I ask the
hon. mewber to confine hi» remarks to that
principle; otherwise, I vhall have to ask him
to resume his seat.

GovERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Hox. W. H. BARNES: 1 will confine my
attention to that point; but I am showing
that, as we have not had sufficient time to
discuss the Bill, I1st July should not be the
date of its coming into operation. The Pre-
mier must admit that we have not had
sufficient time.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! If the hon.
rmember offends again I shall ask him to
resume his seat.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: To bring my
remarks into order, I move the deletion of
the word “ two,” on line 8, with the view of
substituting the word © three.” There is
abundant reason why we should delay this
mensure to give opportunity for further dis-
cussion, especially under the present circum-
stances,

Mr. KERR (Enoggera): I have an amend-
ment to move on line 5, and I ask the hon,
member for Bulimba to srithdraw his amend-
ment for a few minutes to enable me to
move my amendment.

bHon. W. H. Barnes: I am quite agree-
able.

Mr. KERR: I beg to move, on line 5, the
deletion of the words——

The CHAIRMAN: Order! There is an
amendment before the Committee, moved by
the hon. member for Bulimba, and I ask the
hon. member to speak to that amendment.

Mr. Kerp.]
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Mr. KERR: The hon. member for
Bulimba has agreed to withdraw his emend-
ment, as I have a prior amendment.

The CHATIRMAN :
mittee to sav.

Hox. W. H. BARNES:
mission of the Committec,
withdraw my amcendment.

The CHATRMAX:
the Conunittee
Bulimba  be
amendment ?

That is for the Com-

With the per-
I would like to

Is it the pleasure of
that she hon. member for
alfowed {0  withdraw his

HHoxoURrsBLE MEMBER: : Hear, hear!

Amendment (Mr. W. H.
drawn accordingly.

Barnes) with-

The PREMIER: Al
move-—
s That the

{Glovermueint laughter.)

Kirwan, I heg to

suestion he now  put.”’

Question—That the question be now put—
nut; and the Commitice divided:

In division,

The PREMILER :
fo voting in iy
“CAyes™ as pro

Grillies, and Alc

I declare that in addition
right, I vote for the
. Coyne, Gilday,

Mr. Barber Hr. Huxham

Bertram Jones, A, J.
Brennan Land

Bulcock T.arcombe

Colling HeCormack (Proxy)
onroy pie

. Cooper. ¥. A.

. tooper. W,

5, Coyne (Proxy)
Dash .. Mordan

., Dunstan Rran

,, Ferricks Smiith

., Foley Stopford

.. Forde Theodore

., Gilday (Proxx Weir

. Gillies (Proxy Wellington
,, Gledson Wilson

,, Hartley Winstaniey

Tellers: Mr. Buleesl: and Mr. Foley.
Nozs, 22

Mr. Appel Mr. King

. Barnes, G. D, .. Logan

,, Barnes, W, H, " Mawre"or
.. Bebbington - Maxwell

. Bell .. Morgan

.. Brand . Nott

.. Cattermull .. Peterson

., Clayion . Petrie

,. Costelln , Robherts, J. H. C.
,, Deacon ., Roberts, T. R.
., Edwards ., Nizer

,, Fletcher ., Swayne

,» Fry ., Taylor

,, Green . Vowles

., Jones, J. ., Walker

. Kerr Warren

Teilers: . Bell and Mr. Walker.

Resolved in thc affirmative

Question—That clause 1 stand part of the
Bill—put; and the (‘ommittee divided :—
In division,

The PREMIER : I declare that in addition
to voting in my own right, I vote as proxy

[Mr. Kerr.
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for Mess Coyne, Gilday, Gillies, and
MecCormack,
Ares, 36.

Mr. Barber Mr. Huxham

,» Bertram ,, Jones, A, J.

., Brennan Tand

., Buleock .. Larcomhe

., Coilins ., McCormack (Proxy:
., Conroy .. Mullan

. Coopsr, F. AL ., 1ayne

» Cooper, W, . Pease

» Coyne (Proxy) . Pollock

,» Dash ., Riordan

Dunstan ., Ryan

.. Ferricks . Wmith

,, Foley .. Stopford

,, Forde . Theodore

.. Gilday (Proxy) ,. Weir

- Gillies (Proxy) .. Wellington

., Gledson .. Wilson

., Hartley ., Winstanley

Tellers: Mr. Bulcock and Mr. Foley.
NoEs, 32,

Mr. Appel Ar. King

,, Barnes, G.P. ., Logan

,, Barnes, W. H. ., Macgregor

,» Bebbington .. Maxwell

., Bell ., Morgan

., Brand , XNott

., Cattermull ., Peterson

., Clayton , Petrie

., Costello , Roherts, J. H.C.
. Dencon .. Roberts, T. R.
.. BEdwzards ., Sizer

,, Fletcher , Swavne

., Fry , Taylor

., Green Vowles

., Jones, J, Walker

Kerr Warren

Tellers: Mr. Brand ‘\nd Mr. Peterson.

Resalved in the affirmative.

Clause 2 Interpr-tation of °salary’ and
Cofficer’ —
Mr. KERR: I would like a little explana-

non from the Premijer. On going through
the Estimates we find that no reduction has
been made in the salaries of the Agent-
General or any of his staff. The
p.n.] Ageni-General has expressed a
desire, T understand, to get back
Evidently his salarx, cven without a
sufficient to keep him in
England. although I am sure that if he could
zec the motley crew with whom he would
have to associute here he would want to stay
there.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the
hon. member will discuss the clause. If he
does not I shall have to ask him to sit down.

Mr., KERR: I rose to seek some informa-
tion and ask the Premier to accept an amend-
ment to include the officers of the Tourist
Bureau and the Agent-General and his staff,
Hon, members opposite talk a good deal
about highlv-paid public servants. The
Agent-General is a public servant and a
highly-paid officer. T therefore move the
insertion. after the word * Queensland,” in
line 20, page 1, of the words—

“ Whether emplm ed within the State
or outside thercof.”

I think the omission of those words must
have been an oversight, for I do not think
it was ever meant that the Agent-General
should not suffer this reduction, irrespective
of the fact that possibly he had in his
pocket a long-standing agreement before he
accepted the job. Other agreements arve
being broken. by permission or otherwise,
and I would like to know whether the Agent-

here.
reduction, is not
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{ieneral has been communicated with and
declaved that he is willing to forego his

5 per cent.. the same as the men getting
under £300 a vear. There is also this fact
to be remembered—that the officers of the

Agener-General are not Queenslanders, and
there is no rcason why they should not also
be included in this wage cut., when we are
«uffering from the maladministration of the
finances,

The CHATRMAN: T would like to point
our o the hon, member that it is onlr faiv
to the Chairman and officers of the Fouse
that amendments should be written out.

HoxounsBLE 'MBERS : Hear, hear !

Me, TAYLOR (Windsor): T wish to sup-
port the amendment, I think it is just as
well that we <hould thoroughly understand
whom a Bill like this embraces, It 1s not
quite cleav whether the clause includes the

Agent-General and his officers in London
and tho affcers of the Tourist Bureau in
Sydpey, and other officers in the employ of

the Covernment. If emplorees within the
State have to suffer this reduction, it is
only rvight that all officers in the employ of
the Government, wherever located, should
also come within the operation of the Bill.
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
{(Hon. J. Tarcombe, Aeppel): T just want to
emphasise the redundancy of the amendment.

It is unnecessary. It 1s a time-wasting
amendment. It is an obstructive amendment.
Yet hon. members move such amendments

and wonder why the Premier applies the
“gag.” How does the clause read? It
roaﬂ‘ inter alia—
¢ payment for personal services 1("1(1010(1
by any person emplored in the service of
the Government of Queensland.”

[s that not plain enough? It does not mattel
where the employee is working. The clause
already provides what the amendment sceks
to do. and if the amendment were carried,
would it not be redundant?

Mr. KERR: The Secretarr for Railways

has certainly not gone into the question at
all. If the lon. member will turn to the

Estimates of * Probable Ways and Means”
for this financial vear, he will find that at

the bottom of the Estimates for everv depart-
ment there 13 a provision deducting 5 per

cent. from salaries.
The Srererary rorn Rawwways: Read the
clause,

Mr. KERR: If the
preted 1o that way,

clause can be inter-
then a definite state-
ment should be made, and T will withdraw.
If it i+ intended that the Agent-General
should have 5 per cent. of his s Ll(nv deducted
from the Fstimates as printed

The SvcreTary vor RaLwavs: I am
Qiscas<ing that point,

Mr. KERR:

not

The hon. member can discuss
no other point. Why should a deduction be
made from the Hstimates of the Chief
Hecretary’s Office and no deduction from the
Agent-General and his staff > I am not pre-
pared to accept the statement of the Secre-
tary for Railways. What we want is a
statement. from the Premier that the highly
paid Agent-General, who is a State servant,
will also come under this reduction. The
‘Secretary for Railways has not given one
reason against the amendment. He says that
what we want is_provided for in the Bill. I
am not prepared to admit that it is. TIf it
were so, the reduction would be provided

[24 AvcGust.]
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for in the Estimates. If the hon, member
can speak for the Government and is pre-
pared to say that the wording of the clause
15 going to cover the salary of the Agent-
General, T will withdraw my amendment,

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I

want to make this point clear: I am not
discussing the merits of the proposal to
intorfere with the Agent-General’s salary.

I am discussing only the terms of cluuse 2
and the relation of the proposed amendment
to it. The Ageut-Ueneral is under a spocific
contract. )

Mr. KERR: 8o are the Judges,

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: If
the amendment is caivied, it gives no greater
power to the (Jovernment, becausc the clause
¢+ it now stauds gives the Covernment power
to reduce those servants who are outside the
State, if they so desive.

My, GrEEN : Why have ther not dealt with
the Agent-General ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
We are dealing with the terms of clause 2
and the relation of the amendment tc it.
That is a different point altogether.

Mr. Greex: Can you tell us why?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
ary sure the hon. member can realise the
logical distinction. The point I am empha-
sising s that. if the amendment were carvied.
it would be redundant and would confer neo
greateyr power than is counferred by clause 2.

Mr. FLETCHER (Port Curtis): The
Minister says that we are wasting time,
and that this is pure obstruction. I say it

is not. The question brought up by the hon.
member for Enoggera is a sound question.
That hon. member asked a specific question
as to whether the Agent-General  was
included in the operations of this Bill; and
the Secreta for Railways says that the
hon. member’s amendment is pure redund-
ancy. [ venture the opinion that the Agent-
General has not been asked fo accept the
reduction.  The Judges, the Commissioner
for Railwars, and other officials who are

under contract have been  ask whether
they will accept a & per cent. reduction.
Why does not the Minister zav whether the

Agent-General haz been asked? He is not
in a position fo answer it. It is a most
important point. and the Minister should
answer it instead of wsaving that we are
obstructing and asking for the ** gag.”

The SECRETARY ¥OR RaTnwavs: So you are.

Mr. FLETCHER : We are doing nothing
of the sort. We are out for equity. If one
emplovee of the Government is going to
suffer this reduction, we say that all should
suffer likewise. T ndouo‘ied v. the Agent-
General, who is drawing a salary of £1,250,
should come under the operation of the Bill
the same as anvone clse. It is a question
whether there are not two Agent-Generals
drawing salaries at the present time.

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

Mr. FLETCHIR: If that is so, they
should both come wunder the operations of
the Act and aceept a 5 per cent. reduction.

The SecRETARY FOR Rarways: Do you
know that clanse 2 covers persons emnloyed
in the service of the Government of Queens-
land?

Myr. Fletcher.]
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. FLETCHER : That does not meet the
pomt The hon. member for linoggera said
that he wonld withdvaw the amendment if
she question were answered. Why does the
linister not answer it?  Fle gets up, and
with an avrrev of words, he tries to blind the
issue. I ask him to give an answer to the
question and settle the matter.

Mr. (rRLA LN ('/'mz,n Lill{:):
ith  fhe contention of
ailvays—rthat

T am in accord
the Secretarr for
spparently the amendment is
w2 far as the power of the
is concerned.  We have asked
the 2 in tne absence of the Premier,
‘hy E r-General’s Department has
not been blougll‘:i within the same category

Gover nmen

]

as the other depariments of thiv State. The
diselese  that, wherea other
officers are  reduced, neither the Agent-

General nor his staff is touched.
The STORETARY FOR RAILwWAYS @
spoct contract,

Mr. Dasu: Some of the staff are reduced.
Mr. GREIN: The staff is not
We ’1:‘0 penalizing the public servants of
Qusensland  and  allowing those who are
iiving in London to go untouched, I canmnot
~tand for seech a state of things. If we had
the assurance of the Minister that the Agent-
General and lis siafl will be affected the
same as the other departments, I feel quite
sure that the hon. member for Enoggera
will withdraw his amendment and allow the
question to go through. We should have
that assurance or some explanation as to
why ir i3 not applied to that department
as well as to the other departments of the
State.

Mr. SIZER (Nundah): T would like to ask
why th*\ Secretary for Railway: happens to
be in charge of this Bill at the moment. T
Hlought the Premier was handling the Bill
I think it \\,as discourteous to the House for

He is under

touched.

the Premier to go out when important
amendments were beiny moved

The SECreTARY 7OR RAlLways: He
you were obstructing.

Mr. 8IZER : I would like to ask the hon,
gentleman who is temporarily in charge of
the Bil l—probably as a proxy or cometlnng
for the Premier

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. SIZER: Is it his intention to claim
that clause 2 covers all the powers that the
Government want?

The SECRETARY
purely obstructing.

Mr. SIZER: I am asking whether the
hon. gentleman zays that all the powers that
are necessary are contained in clause 27
Mr. Kixe: He does not know.

Mr. SIZER: If he has not read the Bill,
will excuse him,

The SECRFTARY FOR RAILWAYS:
correct; you are obstructing.

Mzr. SIZER: Does the hon. gent]eman
claim that the Government have, in clause
2, all the power necessary to deal with the
whole of the public servants? He has evi-
dently not read the Bill if he does claim
that; otherwise, what is the meaning of
clause 4—'“ Any other persons determined
in that behalf by the Governor in Council.”
If the hon. gentleman is not prepared to
accept this amendment, and gives the assur-
ance that they have all the power necessary

[Mr. Fletcher.

knew

rOR RatLways: You are

—

My view is
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in clause 2, it will naturally follow that we
can move an amendment which will be
acceptable on  clause 4d-—which would be
superfluous. I think there is good reason
why this Committee should know whether
or not it is intended to include the Agent-
General under the operations of this mes:
sure. The sccectary to the Agent-Geneval
on a salary of £560. Is¢ he to be reduced?
There is no reduction for the chief clerk,
who is on £435. There arc two inspsotors
who last year reeaived £669, and ther have
besn reduced to £600. What is the object
of the diffcerentiaticn there?

The Sacrezany vor Ramways:
confers the power te reduce;
fers the power to exempt.
cutirely different powers.
2r. SIZER « There iz no provision on the
Estimates for a reduction of the high >;zlaried
officers in the Agent-General’s offi I think
it is unfair that officers in this State should
nave to accept a reduction, whils the pci
apponmn(-nt of the Agent-General,
a salary of £1,250 per vear, i= not sub_
the same reduction. I ask the hon. member
for Bowen if he will siill submit to the man
o £3% &s. being subjected to a reducrion,
while the Agzent-General is not subjectr to the
sanie reduction ?

Clause 2
clause 5 con-
They are two

Mr. CoLLins: The hon. member should
addyess his remarks to the Chair.
Mr. SIZER: An argument of this sort

cannot be called obs Uuuion. If the reduction
is not to appily to the Agent-General's Depart-
ment, ihen amendments should be  moved
when the Estimates ave under consideration
to bring about that reduction.

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

I hope the hon.

membor will disenss the smendment before
the Committee.
My, SIZIER: We desire to make this Bill

equitzble and we want the reduction to apply
to the Agent-General’s staff.  Probably the
Government were not game to suggest a
reduction o the Agent- Goncm] because they

were afraid of his answer. Probably the
Government doubted  the Ag}—!nr-Gonpral’s
attitud- on this Bill, and appointed him to

the present position. No preference should
be shown to any pelitical Agent-General.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): There is a good
deal in the point raised by the hon. member
for Nundah. On locking through the Bill
we have the definition of * sahnjf 7 oand in
another clause reference to the b per cent.
reduction, and a little later on power to
except certain persons from the operation of
this Bill. The Governor in Council can
determine that © any other persons’ may be
excepted. On lookmg through the }uaumafes
we find that in some cases no provision has
been made for the 5 per cent. reduction, and
one of the departmonts concerned is the
Agent-General’s Department. When infor-
mation is asked, it should be honestly given.
Under clause 4 the Government have the
right to exc'pt certain persons, and accord-
ing fo the Estimates that has been done.

The SECRETARY FOR RalLways: The amend-
ment does not cover the point. What is
proposed by the amendment is contained in
clause 2.

Mr. VOWLES: Why does the hon. gentle-
man not be honest and say that it is not
proposed to apply the reductxon to the Agent-
General's staff? It is perfectly clear that
Queenslanders here will be subject to the
reduction, but the Quecensland public servants
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.
I am speaking stmply
o that point. Whet spesial virtue
is thers for oue or two Agent-Generals to
<1>0'm1 constderation? It was sug-
rogtod ﬂ‘ﬁ \Minister femporarily in charge
f at theve was a spesial agreement
si-Geueral. T would point out
was an o agreement between the
trates of Queenslend and the
t. The Governwsnt are now
a1 uy that agrerment.

The BECRETARY TOR RAiLwavs: There is 1o
In one cuse it was a speclic con-
- @ certain number of vears, and the

will niof,

police
Avbit

e
T

annol touch it
YLES: The Government can
Tim Agent-General to-morrow, and
ws 1t beitor thuv the Sceretary
The police magistrutes had

an arrcem:nt with the A\lbl"l("’u)n Cowrt, but
now they are subject to xh(‘ 5 1;01 cont. vedue-
tion: bhut, becanse Mr. Fihells happened to
be o fricnd of the Coxcm'nu it he is 1o
Treelive a1l snnua The cxplenation given
te-might onn the matter is very unsatisfacrory.
M. ;-)')G AN (Wwrfllay: X
conte aded ¢

have always
het v)on it is necessary to bring
about o sduvc'nmx i wages we should <tart
at the top, instead of what is being Jdone
by a Coverrmwent who aHe e that they arve
the friend of the workers

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I would like
to point cut for the heoefit of hon. members
tiat the am udment i3 to '1dd after the word
¢ Gueensland 7 the word: © whethoer emyp loved
within the Srate or out side thercot.”” 1 hope
}‘:on. meambers i1 not wander all avound
the varions clauscs of the Bill and yepeas their
se:*o;nl resding spoeches. I hope they will
confine  their remarvks to the amendment
before the Committee,

Mr. MORGAN: I am just as well
acquainted with the amendment as vou are,

Th(\ CH —\IR\f%\ Order!  The hon.
member is reflecting on the Chair.  {Opposi-
tion laughter.)

My, MORGAN: Tt would he a reflection
on me if T admitted that T did not know the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN : Order!
member to withdraw.

Mr. MORGAN: I have nothing
draw.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
member withdraw?

Mr. VoOwLES: What?

The CHAIRA : The hon. member has
cast a veflection on the Chair, and I ask him
to withdraw it.

Mr. MORGAN:
drav,

The CHAIRMAN: Will the hon. member
withdra If he does not, I will have to
name him to the House.

. MORGAXN: Will you tell me what I
have got to withdraw? I said that I was
just as well acquainted with the amendment
as you were.

The CHAIRMAXN : Order! The hon. gen-
tleman, to my way of thml\lnfr made a reflec-
tion on the Chair, and I ask him to withdraw
it.

Mr. MORGAN: I withdraw it if that is
your way of thinking. In connection with this
matter, undeljstood the Government were

dealing with all sections of the
[8.30 p.m.J public service, but those engaged
in the Agent-General’s office are

I ask the hon.
to with-

Will the hon.

I have nothing to with-
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going

TJ)IHL

to escupe the 5 per cent. reduction. I
that thoso public servants outside the
State should have their salavies veduced by
5 per cent., the same as has been dnvo in
connection with the public se
the State, The veduction is brought nboun
bew aaso \ho finances of the State ave not in
‘7Lﬂ a 13()‘1[1 7. s 1o w dl"l&”t the Contl’ll‘lﬁ"loll
<.f 1h(\ hieh wages that have been paid pre-
viously, and the Government, in order to
reduce expenditure, have br oughf in the Bill.
The PR i3 I move—

s
=
=N
=

%
© That the question be now put.”
and  the  Committee

Question  put:

divided 1 —
In division,

The PREMIER : I declarc that in addition
to voting in iy own right, I vore for the

Aves as proxy for Messrs, Coy Gilday,
Gitlies, aud \M ‘ormack,
AxTs, 36

fr. Huxbam
5, AL T

Jr, Barber
Bortram .. don

., Brennan .k wd
. Bulcork Lavconbs
.. Collins \T( frmack (P £Y)

Cooper, F. Al ne
Cooper, W PPease
Covne (Pr Pollock
. Duash .. Riordan
.. Dunstan ., Ryan
Ferricks ‘~nhtL
Foley 3
Forde
Gilday «Pr

\\ ellington

Gillies ¢

, Gledszon LW _11~zm

., Hartley ., Winstanle,
Tellers: Mr. Foley and Mr. Forde.

Noe

Mr. Appel Mr. King

N G. . ., Logan

y . E. .. Macgregor

. Bebbmeton . Maxwell

.. Bell . - \{organ

., Brand .. Nolt

., Cattermull .. Peterson

., Clayton .. Detrie

;, Costello toberts, 7. H. C.

» Deacon . ‘_Ubé‘l T.R

,, Edwards o ﬁizer

., Fletcher . Swavne

. Fry ., Taylor

,. Green . \'pwles

,, Jones, J. .. Walker

,, Berr ' Warren
Tellers: Mr. Kerr '\nd Mr. Logan.

Resolved in The affirmative.

Question—That the \\Olda proposed to be
inserted (Mr. HKerr’s amendment) .be 80
mserted—put; and the Committee divided : —

In division,

The PREMIER: 1 declare that in addition
to voting in my own right, I vote for the

Noes” as proxy for Messrs. Coyne, Gilday,
Gﬂhos, and MecCormack.,

Axres, 32,

Mr. Appel Mr. King
,, Barnes, G. P. ,, lLogan
,, Barunes, W. H. ,. Macgregor
,» Bebbington ., Maxwell
,, Bell .. Morgan
,, Brand .. Nott
.. Cattermull ., Peterson
,» Clayton ., Petrie
. Costello .. Roberts, T. ¥. C.
Deacon .. Roberts, T. R.

\17(‘1‘

... Edwards
,, Fletcher

. Fry

.. Green -

,, Jones, J. ., Walker
. Kerr Warren

Kerr and Mr. Logan.

G. Theodore]

Tellers: Mr.

Hon. E.
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Nous, 36,
Mr. Barber Mr. Hnxham
s Bertram . Jomes, A, J.
Brenran ., Land

Bul
Collin
¢

,»  Loarcombe
MceCormack {Proxy)

.. Mullan

., Payne

.. Pease

,»  Pollock

,» Riordan
Ryan

.. Smith

, ~topford

.. Theodcre

] o Weir

{ooper, W,
. Corne (Proxyy
., Dash

.. Dun \tan

ek ( Pro v Wellinzton
(2) dson Wilson
Hartley Winstanley

Teilers: Mr, Foley '1nﬂ Mr. Forde.

Rewolved in

Mre. WING (Logen): Mr

The PREMIER: I
the clauie,

The CHAIRMAXN: The Premier
claimed the closure on the clause,
now pur the question

the negative.

Kirwan
claim the closure on
having
T will

Question—That clause 2 be agreed to—put;
and the Committee divided : —

In division,

The PREMIER : T declave that in addition
to voting in my own right, I vote for the
 Aves proxy for Me: Coyne, Gilday,
Gillies, and MecCormack.

ATYEs, 36,

Barber Mr. Huxham
Bertram Jones, A, J.
.. Brennan TLand
.y  Buleecek Larcombe
., (ollin: .. McCormack {Proxy)
,, Conr ., Mullan )
.. Cooper, F. A. .. Payne
. Cooner, W, .. Pease
5 Coyne (Proxy: .. Pollock
.. Dash .. Riordan
. Dunswm .. Ryan
i ks .. Smith
3 5o Stopford
rde +« Theodore
Gllday tProxy; Weir
i3 (Proxy) Wellington
Gleds Wilon
Hartler Winstanley
Petlers: Mr. Fervicks and Mr. Foley.
Nogs, ¢
Mr. Appel
.. Barnes, G. P
.. Barnes. W. H. coor
.. Bebbington .. Maxwell
.+ Bell .» Morgan
,. Brand ,e Nott
o Cattermuli . Peterson
5 Claxton Petrie .
. Clostelln Roberts, J. H. C,

Roberts, T. R.
Sizer

.o Swavne

,, Taylor

. Vowles
Walker
Warren

. Logan nnd Mr. Nott,

Deacon
Fdw

Rezolved in the affirmative.
Clause 3— Reduetion of salaries’—
Mr. 8IZER (¥undal): I have a new sub-

clause to move after line 30, to read as
follows : —

“ Provided further that all au‘comatxc
increases be allowed and paid.”

[Hon. B. G. Theodore.
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hope the Premiecs will not say that this
obstruction. We have maintained all the
way through that, in addition to having a
percentage “taken off their sularies, the pubhc
sevvanis also lose their automatic increases.
[ pointed out on the second resding that in
sotie cases the public servants will Tose £120

in three years. Tt is cerfainly unjust and
usfuie that the public servants over £300
should have to lose such large sums. I think

the Premier should accept the amendment.
The Secietary for Railways attempted fo
bohrhv this side br sayving that when the
Liberal Government were in power in 1914
they did not pey the automatic increases.
It 15 tvue they were not paid then, but pro-
i was made for them to be paid when
new Government came into office.  The
Government, truc to its principles,
did nor make any election promises about
paving the automatic increases on the eve
of an election. They did not promise that,
if rhey were veturned to power they would
be paid. They thought more of their politi-
eal intrgrity than to make such a promise.
The Liberal party did not adopt low political

the
T.iberal

method 1§ the Liberal party had been
returned to power the automatic Increuses
would have beer paid. The money was

there for the new Government to pay when
they ecome 1.

Mr. Brexwax: We gave the automatic
increas==s, and vour side opposed them.

My, SIZER: In view of the fact that
salaries over £300 arve reducsd b per cent,

it iz culy right that the automatic incrcases
should be paid.

®r. BEBBINGTON (Drayiony; When the

war broke out in 1914 no one knew how
things were golng to turn out, and the

Devham G that there

overnment propesed
should be no automatic Increases and no
recduction of ealaries, I was one of those
who elaimed that the automatic increase was
a (()ntrar‘t with the public servants. and, that

being so. it should alway: be adhered to.
Mr. KERR (Enoggers): I support the
amendment. It is a very important matter.

oner prepared a
increases in
getting from
e an annual

The Public Service Comnds:
scheme providing for ceriain
particular departments. Those
£300 ro £400 were to ve
increment of £20 and thowe getting £400 to
£600 were to got an annual inerement of £25.
That ccheme was agreed to by the Govern-
ment and the diiferent unions concerned. If
was properly draws up and agroed to. This
Rill is designed to get over that agreement.
In a previcus speech on  this fub]eo T
referred to the Commonvwealth Government
scrvice, in which there are also annual incre-
ments  within certain classss,  On inguiry
I find that, not only are the annual increments
or autowmatic increases going to be paid for
1922.23. but thev alto go a good deal further
and reccive £13 for cach child, and in
addition to that they are suffering no reduc-
tion of 5 per cent.

My, (1
wage is.

Mr. KERR: The salary of an officer over
£300 ear is increased in accordance with
the basic wage by an addition of £50. I say
that the public servants of Queensland are

basic

psoN . Tell us what their
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underpaid.  Hon. members opposite—hypo-
crites T call them——

The CHAIRMAN:
My, KIERR: T withdraw thar, bur all rhe
same I call them that.

HAIRMAN: Order! I would like
out that under the clavse the basic
woyge 1y not insolved. and I hope the hon.

~ b,« v'll [1 Al 1 ey AN s
member will deal with salavies over L300 a
year.

Mr. KERR: That iz quite corvect, but
through vou. I hed the courtesy to answer an
interjection.  Take the salav: of an officer
of this House of £480. In accordanc~e with
the agreemont prepared by the Public Ser-
vige Commissioner, he would have been
entitled to an inerease of £25 from ist Julv
fast. In order to reach the top of his class,
he would be entitled next year to an increase
of £15. This year, wi 5

Order !

n a5 per cent, rveduc-
tion, he lo: spproximately, £50. In the
second vear he loses another £15. or £65 in
all in that vyoar, or a total of £115 in the
small space of iwo years. If there were any
eompe g influence, T vould not be so
emphatic  that these  auatomatic  increases
should bhe granted to officers receiving over
£300. Tun 1902 the Government of the day
made due provision for income tax exemp-

jnt

tion. I quoted earlier to-day income tax
figures to sbow that public servants arc
underpaid, and here they have no com-

pensation in respect of income tax as they
did in 1802, when, if a man had £450 salary.
he paid ro taxation until his ecarnings from
personal exertion from other sources reached
£150. I do not think the ramifications of the
Bill are realised by the Government. It is
most difficuit to rveconcile some of the state-
ments made by hon. members opposite at the
time of the general election and at the by-
election for Paddington with their statements

to-day. If is most surprising that hon.
members should forget that they rvepresent

the people of the State, and should get away
from thut cowsideration to the personal
element. and think, ““If ¥ do such and such
2 thing I shall lose my salary.”

The CITAIRMAN: Order! I have alveady
pointed our to the hon. member that the
ﬂﬂ(—?l’l(hﬂi‘)‘_r ]"(‘f(t‘,l’S 10 ilut()n]ﬂ,t?(ﬁ iﬂ(‘l‘(‘lS(‘S.

My, KERR : There is no doubt that it is a
logical conclusion that no man should be
asked to forfeit this large amount of £115.
I have taken a special case, but. nevertheless,
it 15 an existing case. If automatic ineroases
were granted in  that case, withcut any
excinption from tax, all that the officer would
loze would be his 5 per cent. reduction. Whar
applies to salaries over 300 a year applies
also to the basic wage. We know that the
basic w=ge in 1902 had a greater purchasing
power than the basic wage to-day.

Mr.. Burcock: Do you mean to =ay that
the basic wage of 1902 was assessed on the
same basis as the basic wage to-day?

Mr. KERR: No. I have alreadv stated
that 6s. 6d. a dav in 1802 gave a aorcater
return than £4 5s. a week to-day.

The CITATRMAN : I must remind the hon.
member again that he should deal with auto-
matic incrcases, and not the basic wage.

Mr. KERR: If the hon. member had one
:park of sympathy for the public servants,

[24 Aveust.)
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Ire would not raize objecfions fo this amen:d-
ment.  Tf he is foreced by party discipline to
vote as the Premier wishes, I would still
erave his sympathy. 1 crave hLis
[10 p.m.] sympathy in regard to the public
servants  whose automatl in-
cresacs have been stopped. We will give the
hon. member for Bremer and cthers an
opportunity of deing the 1vight thing in
carrving cut their pledges.
Mr. DEACON {(‘unningham): 1 rise to
supvort the amendment. The public sevvants
are fully entitled to have their increases.

Several hon. members interjectina—

The CHAIRMAN: Ovder! I appeal to
hon. members not to  inferjeet so  freely
while the hon. member for Cunningham is
addressing the Chair

Mr., DEBACON: 1 will quote figures to
¢how the position of certain officers in the
Department of Publie  Instruction twenty-
two vears ago and their position to-day. I
am taking for comparison sotne of the best
schools in the service. The officer in charge
at Leichhardt street has risen from £320,
twontv-two years ago, to £480—a rise of a
Liitle over £7 a vear. Under this Bill, the
Government propose taking £24 a yoar off
the =alary of that officer. The teacher in
charge at Ipswich has had a risc everaging
a little over £20 a vear during the last
rwenty-twoe  yoars.

ey

3Ir. Grensox: Ie is not the same officer.

AMr. DEACON: T have the Rlue Book,
from which I have taken his position in the
department twenty-two years ago, and the
salary he is getting to-dax.

My, Grepsox: There
fwenty-two years ago.

Mr. DEACON: This man was in the ser-
vice of the department twenty-two years ago.
Tt i« now proposed to reduce him by £27 a
Fortitude

was none there

vear. The officer In charge nt
Valley was getring £280 twenty-two xoars
ogo.  Ile has had an averaze rise of about

£10. »nd now is to be reduced by £25 Ca 6d.
: Hutcheon, at Kangaroo DPoint, twenty-
fwo vears ago was receiving £320. Ilis rises
have averaged about £10 a vear. and now he
is being reduced by £27 a year. The officer
in charge at Preakfast Creck has_had an
average rise of £18 a year, and 1is_to be
rodased by £26 a vear. When you have a
contract, vou want to keep it. I want to
quote what the Premier said in Mel bourne,
at u conference of Commonwealth and State
\Tinisters, on the subject of observing the
forms of a contract. e said

“ We have no right to vary this agree-

ment while one party to it dissents.”

That

The PreMIER: A very good sentence.
was in conpection with wheat prices.

Mr. DEACOXN : T am not going to wait for
the “ gag,” so I will sit down. (Laughter.)

The PREMIER: I beg to move—

“That the question be now put.”

Question—That the question be mow put—
put; and the Committee divided—

In division,

The PREMIER: T declare that in addition
to voting in my own right, I vobe for the

Hon. E. G. Theodore.]
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“Ayes 7 as proxy for Messrs, Coyne, Gilday,
Gillies, »ud MceCormack.
Ares, 36.
Mr. Barber Mr. Huxham
., Bertram ,» Jones, A, J.
,» DBrennan ., Land
.. Buleock s, Larcombe
., Collins oo Meormuek (Proxy)
., Conroy ,, Mullxn
. Cooper, F. A, .. Yayne
.. Cooper, W. ., Pease
,.» Coyne (Proxy) Poliock
,» Pash ., Riordan
,» BPunstan ., Ryan
., Ferricks ., mmith
,. Foley .. Stopford
,, TForde ., Theodore
,. Gilday (Proxy) . Weir
- frl]h 3 (Proxy) ,» Wellington
. Gledson ,, Wilson
. Hartloy Winstanley

Pelleis: Mr. Bulcook and Mr,
Nors, 32

Mr, Appel Mr.
., Barnes, G. D,

Payneo.

I

.» Barnes, W. H, " gregor

,, Bebbington - el

. Bell .. Morgan

., Brand ., Nott

.. Cattermull ,, Peterson
Clayton ., Petrie

.. Costello ., Roherts, J, H. ¢

., Deacon ., Roberts, T. R.

.. Bdwards . Sizer

., Fletcher .. Swayne

.. Fry ,, Tayxlor
Green s Yowles

« Jones, J. ,. Walker

“ T(rn .. Warren

Feilers: Mr. Clayton and Mr. Costello.
Pbaolved in the affirmative.
Question—That the words proposed to be

inserbed (Mr. Nizer's ameadment) be so
mserted—put; and the Committee divided—-
In division,
The PREMIER: I declare that in additiou
to voting in my own right, I vote for the

‘“ Noes’ as nroxy for ’\hssxs Coyne, Gilday,
Gillics, and MecCormack.

Aves, 52,

Mr. Appel Mr. King
., Barnes, G. P ,» Logan

,» Barnes, W. H. . Maocgregor
., Bebbington 5, Maxwell
Bell ., Morgan
. Nott
., Peterson
,, Petrie
.» Roberts, J. H. C.
' Rob(‘rtQ T. R.
. Sizer
. Swayne

,» Brand

. Cattermull
,, Clayton

., Costello

,» Descon

,» Bdwards

,, Fletcher

5, Fry ., Taylor

. Green ., Vowles

., dJones, J 5, Walker
Kerr Warren

Nott and Mr.
Nogxs, 36.

“Tellers: Mr. J. H. C. Roberts.

Mr. Barber Mr. Huxham
. Bertram . Jones, A, J.
,» Brennan ., Land

,, Bulcock

g ., Liarcombe
., Colling

5, MeCormack (Proxy)

., Conroy ., Mullan

,, Cooper, F. A, ., Payne

., Cooper, W. ., Peasc

. Coyne (Proxy) ., Pollock

., Dagh .. Riordan

,, Dunstan Ryan

., Ferricks .. Smith

.» Foley ., Stopford

. Forde . Theodore
. Gilday (Proxy) 5 Weir

.+ Gillies (Proxy) 5 Wellington
,» Gledson ;. Wilson

.. Hartley Winstanley

Tellers: Mr. Dunstan and Mr. Hartley.
Resolved in the negative.

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.

SEMBLY.]

Salaries Bill.

The CITAIRA

clause & oas read,

VAN : The question is—That
stand part of the Bill.

The TREMIER: I
cluuse

claim the closure on

GQuesiton—That clause 3, as
savr of the Bill—put; and the
dividod—

Iu division,

The PREMIER : T declare that in addivion
fo vering in my own rvight, I vote for the
v Aves” proxy for M s, Coyne, Gilday,

read, stanc
Cominittee

aud MeCormack.
AYES, 36.
Mr. Barber Mr. Huxbham
.. Bertr : Jones, A, J.
Tand

~mbe
srmack (Proxys
Mulian
Payne
Pense
Pollock

,. Kierdan
Ryran
Smith
Stopford
Theodore
Weir
Wellington
Wilson
Winstanley
r. Brennan and Bulcock.

3
-
B

s (Proxy) ,,
(iledsen
Hartley

Teilers: M

B r. King
., Logan
., acgregor
,, Maxwell
. 1 .. Morgan
.. Brand .. Noit
. Cattermull ., Peterson
., Clayton ., Petrie
.. ( ostello ., Roborts, J. H. C.
- . Roberts, T. R,
- . Nizer
oe ,,  Ssvayne
o ., Taylor
. ,» Vowles
5 .. Walker
o Warren
Tellers: Mr. (layton a nd Mr. Logan.
Reselved in the afirmative.
Clavse 4—" Exception’—
MMy, SIZER (Yundah): Mr., Kirwan——

The PREMIER: I beg to move—
ooy

hat the question be now put.”

The CHAIRMAN put the question to the
Committee, and declared in favour of the
“Aves,”  (Disorder.)

Mr. SIZER: T was speaking on the clause
when vou put it.

The ATTORNEY-(GENERAL :
carried.

OpposiTioy MEMBERS interjecting,

The CHAIRMAN : Did I understand the
Premier to move the closure on clause 47

The Premier: Yes.

The CHAIRMAN :
of the closure again.

Mr. Vowrss: Clause 4 was not put to the
Committee.

The CHAIRMAN: I wish to inform the
leader of the Opposition that I did put
clause 4 to the Committee, and the Premier
moved the closure.

Question—That the question be now put—
put; and the Committee divided—

Clause 4 has been

I will put the question

In division,

The PREMIER : I declare that in addition
to voting in my own right, I vote for the
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“ Aves” as proxy for Messrs. Coyne, Gilday,
Gillies, and MceCormack.
Avss, 36.

Ar. Barber Mr. Huxham
,. Beriram . Jones, A. J,
., Brennan ,, Land
,, DBuleoek ., Larcombe
,, Collins ,, MecCormack (Proxy)
,. Conroy ,» Mullan
., Cooper, F. A, . Yayne
. Cooper, W. ,, YPease
Coyne (I'roxy) ., Pollock
., Dasgh ., Riordan
., Dunstan 5, Ryan
., Ferricks . Swrith

,, Stopford
5, Theodore

N 2y (Proxy) . Welr

., Gillies (Proxy) ;s Wellington
Gledson ,, Wilson

., Hartley Winstanley

o Mr. Colling and
Nors, 32,
My,

Feilers Mr. Hartley.

Hr. Appel

,, Barnes, G. P.
Barnes, W. H.
Bebbington

5 Bell s g

., Brand ,. Nott

,. Cattermull .. Pcterson

.. Clayton Petric
Custello .. Roberts, J. H. C.
Deacon ,. Roberts, T. R.

.. Edwards ., Sizer

,. Fletcher L8

. Walker
,. Warren
Tellers: Mr. Bell and Mr. Logan.

Resolved in the affirmative.

Question—"That clause 4 stand part of the
Bill—pur: and the Committec divided:—

Tn division,

The PREMIER : T declare that in addition
to voring in my own right, I vote for the
““Ayes” as proxy for Messrs. Coyne, Gilday,
Gillies, and McCormack.

Aves, 36.

Mr. Barber Mr. Huxham
., Bertram . dJones, A.J.
,, Brennan ,, Land
., Buleock .»  Larcombe
., Collins ., MeCormack (Proxy)
., Conroy »» Mullan
,. Cooper, F. A. ., Payne
.. Cooper, W. ., Pease
Coyne (Proxy) ., Polloek
Dash ., Riordan
Dunstan ;s Ryan
., Ferricks ., Smith
. Foley . Stopford
., Forde ., Theodore
.. Gilday Proxy) . Weir
. Gillies (Proxy) ,» Wellington
., Gledson Wilson
,, Hartley ,, Winstanley
Tellers: Mr. Ferricks and Mr. Riordan.
Noes, 32.
Wer. Appel Mr. King »
., Barnes, G.P. .» Logan

Barnes, W, H,

,, Macgregor
.. Bebbington w

., Maxwell

,» Bell ., Morgan
,, Brand | ., Nott
,, Cattermull , Peterson
.. Clayton ., Petrie
,. Costello ., Roberts, 7. H. C.
.. Deacon ,» Roberts, T, R.
., Edwards . Sizer
,» Fletcher .. Swayne
., Fry ., Taylor
.. Green ., Vowles
., Jones, J. . Walker
Kerr ., Warren

Tellers: Mr. Edwards and Mr. Nott.
Resolved in the affirmative.

{24 Avaust.] Saleries Bl
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Clause 55— R
seniority’’—

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby):

The PREMIER:
move—

duction  not  to  alter

Ar. Kirwan
AMr. Kirwan, I beg to

¢ That the question be now put.”’

My, VOWLIER: The question has not been
debated.

The CHATRAIAN put the cuestion, and

declared the “Ayes” have it. {Disoxder.)
The CITAIRMAN proceeded to wut the

quesiton-—
* That clause 3 «2end part of the Bl

OPPOFITION MEMBE We called
on the previous question.

“Divide”

The CHAIRMAN: DMd an hon. member
call » Divide?

Hon. W. H. Barxes: YVes, T did.

The CHAIRMAXN: I did unot hear the

hon. mensber.
Mr. Vowrks: I claim that the question
has not been debated.

Question—Thst the question be now put—
put; and the Commitree dividad:

Mr. Vowres and ecother Opposition inem-
bers thercupon lefr the Chamber in a body.

GOVERNMENT AfrmBERS: Walk out!
In division,

The PREMIER : I declare that in addition
i i I vore for the

to voting in mx own right,
< Ayes” proxy for Messis, Uosne, Gilday,
Gillies, and Mo ormack.

Aves, 36.

Mr. Barber Mr. Huxham

,» Bertram Jones, AL J,
,, Brennan .. Land

., Buleock farcombe

., Collins MeCormack (Proxy)
., Conroy oo Mullan

. €Cooper, F. A, ., Payne

,. Cooper, W, ., Pease

,, Coyne (Proxy) Pollock

., Dash ., Riordan

., Dunstan lvan

,, Ferricks ., Smith

., Foley Stopiord

., Forde .» Theodore

.. Gilday (Proxy) .. Weir

,» Gillies (Proxy) ., Wellington
., Gledson Winstanley
,, Hartley Wilson

Tellers: Mr. Buleock and Mr. Ferricks.

NoES, J.
Mr. Barnes, G. T. Mr. Roberts, T. R.
,» Barnes., W. H. ., Taylor
. Maxwell

Tellers : Mr. Maxwell and Mr. T. R. Roberts,

Resolved in the affirmative.

Question—That clause 5 stand part of the
Bill—put; and the Committee divided:—

The whole of the members of the Oppo-
sition then left the Chamber in a body.

The CHAIRMAN : There being no tellers
foyr the “ Noe«.” I declare the question to
be resolved in the affirmative.

Hon. E. G. Theodore.]
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5% ites of wonsion,
affreted Laeopods

Mre. VOWLE My, Hiswan———

The PREMIER: Al
to move.—-

ete., not

At~

{‘halrman,

I beg

eafion Le now put.”

the  Committee

clave that in addition
zht. 1 vote for the
v+ Coyne, Gilday,

Land
Larcombhe
MeCormack (Proxy)
Mullan
Payne
Prase
Pollock
Riordan
. Hyan
,. »mith
.. Stopford

o Lheodow
(Proxy; We
waw

s
. G'ﬂdsm’
. Hartley
Tollpra:

‘a\ instanley
snd Mr. Ryan.

Mr. Ferrich

Nors, 20,
BMr. Bar G. P Mr. Logan
.. Barnes, W. H. .. Maxwell
Bell .. Morgan

, Brand

i ,. Petcrson
,. Cattermull

Roherts, J. H. C.
.. Robherts, T. R.
,, Swayne

Tavler

i a Vawles

. Jones, J. V. ‘\'ancu
Dol My, Bell and . Warren.

Resolved 1 the fl,fﬁrmzmw.

The (CHATRAMAN: The guestion is—That
clanse 6, as read, ~tam1 part of the Bill.
Those in favewr =ay ** Ayve.” on the contrary
N oy

§ Aves” have it
YVOWLES (Dalhuy:

¢ Divide”

b was
calt

T AN T did not hear anyone
call *

Ay, “ Divide’ was called, and
I drew atrention to it You should not
act in an avbitrazy way,

The PREMIER: I think * Divide” was

member for Dalby was

callod while rhe hon,
fiix There was o call from the

Teal,

The CHAIR

] MAN: 1 can assure the leader
of the Oppos 1
¢ D

ition that I did not hear the

Divide.”
Vv, WOWLES: You have heard it.
The (CHAIRMAN: Order! Tt is the
common practice of leaders of parties to call
" and the hon. member did not call
It 1 am assured that “ Divide”
was called. T will accopt the assurance.
My Vowres : The Premier assured you.
Question—That clause 6. az
pare_cof the Bill—put;
divided : —
Members
Chamber,

[Hon. E. (. Theodore.

should

a

read, stand
and the Committee

of the Upposition then left the

[ASSEMBLY.]|

Salaries Bill.

The CHATRMAN : There being no tellers
for the “ Noes,”” I declare the question to
be resolved in the aflirmative,

The PREMIER: T beg to move—
“That vou do now ledve the chair.”
Mr., VOWLES: Mr. Kirwan-
The PREMIER : I beg to move—
“ That the question be now put.”

Question
divided :—

In division,

The PREMIER : I declare that in addition
to voting in my own right, I vote for the
“Aves A Covne, Giliday,

put ; and the  Committee

" as proxv for Xessrs,
Gillics, and MecCormack.

Aves, 36.
Mr. Barber Mr.
,, Bertram
,» Brennan
,» Bulecock

Huxham

L. Jomes, A_S.
.. Land
f.arcombe

,, Collins ., McCormack (Proxzy)
., Conrov .. Muilan
. Cooper, F. A, Payue

,, Peasc
Pollock
Riordan

,, Ryan
Smith

.. Cooper, W
.. CUsnyne (Proxy)
.. Dash

.. Dunstan

,, Ferricks

.. Foley .. Stopford

,, Forde ,. Theodore
., Gilday (Proxy) .. Weir

.. Gillies (Proxy) Wellington
,» Gledson .. Wilson

,. Hartley Winstaniey

Tellers : Mr. Ferricks an(l Mr. Ryan.
NoEs, 32,

Mr. Appel Mr. Jones J.

,, Barnes, . P. ,, Kerr

,,» Barnes, W. H. .. King

,. Bebbington Lo'ran

,, Bell v WMaxwell

,. Brand .. Morgan

,, Qattermull .. Nott

,, Claxton .. Peterson

,, Corser Petrie

,. Costello loberts, »T H.C.
., Deacon . Robm s, T. R.
., Fdwards .. Rwavne

,» Elphinstone .. Taylor

.. Fletcher . Vowles

., Fry . Walker

Green . Warrem
Teller:: Mr. Bell and Mr. Togan.

Resolved in the affirmative
Question—That the Chairman leave the

chair and report the Bill without amendment
—put: uld *h(\ Committee divided : —
In divisen,

The PREMIER: T declare that in addition
to \otmﬂ in my own right, T vote for the
“Aves? as proNT for Messrs, Clovne. (3ilday,

Gillics. and Meformack.
AvEs, 36,
Mr. Barher Mr. Huxham
,. Bertram .. Jones, A.J.
., Bremnan T.and

Larcombe
3leCormack (Proxy)

.. Bulcock -
Collins .

,. Conroy Mullan
Cooper, F. A, .. Payne

., Cooper, W. ., Pease

.. Coyne (Proxy) ,, Pollock

,» Dash ., Riordan

.. Dunstan ., Ryan

., Ferricks .o Smith

., Foley .. Stopford

,, Forde .. Theodore

., Gilday (Pro ., Weir

,,» Gillies (Proxy) Wellington

., Gledson Wilson

Winstanles
Mr. Ferricks and Mr. Ryan.

,, Hartley
Tellers -
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Nowvs, 34.

ir. Appel X, Kerr

,, Barnes, G. P, . Kony

. Barnes, W, H, ,.» Legomn

,, Bebbington ., Macgrogor

,,» Beil ,, Mazwell

' ., Morgan

" . Nott

' ,, Peterson

- ,, Petrie

R ,» Roberts, d.

L, Deacon ,, Roberts, T. W.

,, Edwurds . Nizer

., Elrhinstone ., Swayne
Fletcher ,, Tayler
Fry , Vowles

., walker
,, Warren

© Mr. Clayton and Mr. Walker.

Resolved in the affirmative.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported the Bill without amendment.

The PREMIER: I beg to move—

¢ That the third reading of the Bill be
made an Order of #he Day for to-
mortow.”’

Mr. SIZER (Vundek): 1 wish to move—

The PREMIER: 1 beg to move—

* That the question be now put.”

Question—That the guestion be new put—
put; and the House divided—

Tn division,

The PREMIER : I declare that in addition
to voting in my own right, I vote for the
“ Ayes” as proxy for Messre, Coyne, Gilday,
Gillies, and McCormack.

Axes, 36.
Mr. Barber Mr. Jones, A, J,
,, Brennan ,, Kirwan
,, Bulcock ., Land
., Collins ., Larcombe
,, Conroy ,,  MeCormack
., Cooper, F. A. , 3 I

,. Cooper, W.
,, Coyne  Proxy)

,, Dash . Pollock

., Dunstan ,, Riardan

,, Ferricks ,, Ryan

., Foley ., Smith

,. TForde ., Stopferd

,, Gilday (Proxy) . . Theodore

.. Gillies - Proxy) ©,, Weir

., Gledson ,.» Wellingten
., Hartley 5 Wilgo

., Huxbam -
Pevers: Mr, Pease and My,
Noks., 34.
Mr. Appel My, Kerr
,, Barnes, G. D, ., King
,,» Barnes, W. H. ., Logan

923

(Proxy)

s, Hebbington ., Maegregor

.. Bell . Mazxwell

,, Brahd ,, Morgan

., Cattermull . Nott

., Clayton ,, Peterson

,, Corser ,, Petrie

,, Costello ,, Roberts, J, H. .
., De ., Hoberig, T. R.
s Edward ,, Nizer

., Elphinstene ., Swayne

., Fletcher ., Taylor

Y ,s Vowles
., Green ., Walker
. Warren
Tellers: Mr. Kerr and Mr. Sizer,
Resolved in the affirmative.
Question—That the third reading
Bill be made an Order of the Day
morrow—put and passed.

The House adjourned at 106.57 p.m.

of the
for to-





