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Fish Supply, Etc., Bill. [22 NovEMBER.] Question8. 1437 

FRIDAY, 22 NOVEMBER, 1935. 

Mr. SPEAKER (Hon. G. Pollock, Gregoryl 
took the chair at 10.30 a.m. 

QUESTIONS. 

GovERX~IENT AssiSTANCE TO ENTERPRISE 
GOLD MINE. 

Mr. MAXWELL (1'oou·ong) asked the 
Secretary for :Ylines-

" In reference to the reported proposal 
to wind-up the company operating the 
Enterprise gold mine at Gympie-

' (1.) \V hat is the total amount of 
advances or grants by the Government 
towards this enterprise-(a) prospect­
ing and/or mining; (b) other pur­
poses, including treatment plant, 
m'1chinery and equipment. 

' (2.) \Vhat was the amount of each 
advance or grant (showing whether an 
advance or a grant), and the dato of 
approval of each? 

' (3.) Has the Government been 
requested to send a geologist to report 
on this mine, and, if so, is it pro­
posed to have a geological or other 
irJYostigation into the cause of the 
failure of the mine to produce up to 
expectations based upon assay values? 

' (4.) Will he lay on the table of the 
House all papers and correspondence 
relating to assistance to this com­
pany?''' 

The ATTOR~EY"GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Mullan, Carpr ntaria), for the SECRETARY 
FOR MINES (Hon. J. Stopford, Mary­
borourJh), replied-

" 1. (a) Nil; (b) nil. 
" 2. See answer to No. 1. 

" 3. Y cs, a geological inspection of 
the mine was requested and an inspec­
tion made by a departmental geolo­
gist, when values of from 1 dwt. to 7 
d wt. of gold to the ton were disclosed. 
On the very limitod exposures, however. 
it was not possib'e to assess the value 
of the reefs. Only a very small tonnage 
of ore was proved, and a great deal of 
development was required before an esti­
mate of tonnages or yalues could be 
made. This request and inspection were 
subsequent to a geological inspection 
carried out by a private geologist. An 
application for assistance to do certain 
development work was made to the 
department, but was not granted. 

"4. The papers ar0 available at the 
Department of Mines to any member 
who may wish to peruse them." 
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Sr~GLic UNE}IPLOYED IN QuEEKSLAND. 

j,1r. MAXWELL (7'oowonu) for Mr. 
CLAYTON (Wide Ray), asked the Secretary 
for Labour and Industry-

" ·what was the number of single 
unemployed who receiYed intermittent 
relief work pay or rations during the 
week ended on the last Saturdav in 
July, August, September, and Oct;:,ber, 
1934 and 1935, respectively? " 

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND 
I::"JDUSTRY (Hon. M. P. fhnes 'l'on·n.,-
n'llc) replied- · ' 

"Julv 
August 
Septcmbcr 
October 

1934. 
12,979 
12.363 
12.112 
11,917 

1935. 
12.088 
11.694 
12.102 
12.177 " 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES ACTS 
A'MEND;yiENT BILL. 

lNITIATIO:<r. 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. E. M. 
Hanlon, Ithaca): I moYe-

. "That the House will, at its present 
s1ttmg, resolve itself into a Committee 
of the Whole to consider of the desir­
ableness of introducing a Bill to amend 
' The Local Authorities Acts 1902 to 
1934.' in certain pHticulars,' and for 
other purpose~~." 

Quc·tion put and passed. 

IKSAKITY ACT AME~D:\U:NT BILL. 

IxrTIATiox. 

The H0:\1E SECRETARY (Hon. E. M. 
Hanlon, lthaca) : I move-

. ".That the House will, at it~ present 
sttting, resolYo itself into a Commjtttee 
of i.he Whole to consider of the desir­
~ blene•s of introducing a Bill to amend 
' The Insanity Act of i884 ' (as amended 
by subsequent Acts) in certain particu­
lars.'' 

Question put and passed. 

PRIMARY PRODT:'CERS' ORGAKISA-
TION Al\'D 711\RKETI:'\G ACTS 
A:VlEKDl\rE:'\T BILL. 

IxrnAno:-;. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL'lTRE 
(Hon. F. \Y. Bulcock, llrerroo): I move--

. ".That the House wili, at its present 
sittmg, resolYe itself into a Ce>mmittee 
of the Whole to consider of the desirable­
ne~s of introducing a Bill to amend ' Tlw 
Pr1mary Producers' Organisation and 
::\1arkctmg Acts, 1926 to 1932.' in certain 
particulars.'' 

Question put and passed. 

COl\'STITt.::TION ACT A'MEXD:\IEXT 
BILL. 

INITIATIOK IK Co>nriTTEE. 

(J.fr. Hanson, !1umnrh, in the chair.) 

The ATTORNEY-GEKERAL (Hon. .J. 
j,Jullan. ('(Li pentr,ria) [10.3J a.m.]: 1 move-

" That it is desirable that a Bill bo 
introduced to further amend the Consti­
bi~ion of Quccnsla ~1d by restoring to cer­
tan1 per.::ons, fcnnerlv 1nen1bers of th1.) 
Legislative Council iabolished by 'The 

Constitution Act Amendment c\ct of 
1922 ') certain privileges of which they 
wei'e dcpriyed by 'The Constitution Act 
Auwndmcnt Act of 1929. l\'o. 2. · and to 
repeal st~ch lastnH'ntioned r'\ct accord­
ingly." 

Hon. members will remember that in tlw 
Act to amend the Constitution of Queens­
land by abolishing the Legislative Council, 
which was aso,ented to on 23rd March, 1922, 
it was provided in section 3 that-

,, The GoYernor in Council may, by 
notification published in the ' Gazette,' 
declare that the existing members of the 
LegislatiYe Council shall, dmiug life or 
for such 11eriod of time as is fixed in 
such notification, retajn and contlnue t0 
be entitled to exercise the priYilege of a 
fn:o pa~,l upon th0 raihvuy:-> of .tlw State 
and the usp of thL• Purlttlilll-·ut-.ar 1l 
Library, and :,uch othcl' existing privi­
leges of such 1nen1bcrs as n1ay be rncn­
tioned in f'uch notification. En:n: :::uch 
notification shall ha \-e the sanH' etlc<:t :ts 
if it were enacted in this Art." 

Subsequent to the passing of t bat Ad a 
notification appeared in the '' Go\·crnrnent 
Gazette,. of 31st :March, 1922. which pro 
Yidcd-

" Iiis Excellcncv the Gcn.-eruor. \'.Tith 
the advic0 of the· Goycrnor in Council, 
cloth herebv not,i£v and declare that eycrv 
exi~,tin(r ITwrnbe~· of the L(•£ris1ativ& 
Counci'l shall during life retain i!nd con 
tinuc to be cntitlc·d to exl'l'cise the privi­
lege of free passes on the railways of 
the State of Queens] and and the use ot 
the Par1iarne11tary Library." 

:\1r. MAHER: \'\'hat serYiccs diJ tl ''Y I- lHlCi' 

in exchange for that privilege ·o 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I am com­
ing to that. They rendered a very ;·aluable' 
service t0 the people of this St<W'. They 
enjoved these priYileges up to 1929. In that 
vcar" the ::\1oore Government introc1ncrd a 
further amendment to the Constitution by 
which the rights of certain of those ex-mem­
bers were abolished. In fact. the whole of 
the rights of the Labour members of the 
LegislatiYo Council were ab0!ished. Section 
3, subsection 3, of " The Constitution Act 
Amendment Act of 1929. J'\o. 2." providecl 
that the free railwav passes of those men 
who wr're ex-Labour -mcr11bers 0£ t1JP Legi;:.;­
lative Council were cancelled and determined, 
and thP priYileges of the I'arliamentarv 
Library withdrawn . 

1VIr. BRAXD: I-Io,v long hac1 they ~"·rvcd in 
Parliament'? 

The ATTOR::"JEY-GE?\'ER.\L: At presout. 
I am explaining the Bill. I wili an ;•,\·er tho 
hon. memhor's question at the rig-ht tim'' 
and in the rig-ht \vav. Under this Bill it is 
proposed to ;cstore · thme rights and place 
those men in the same p:Jsition in whir·h 
they were prior to the passage of " Th0 
Constitution Act Amendment Act of 1929. 
No. 2.'' Ex-members of the Leg-islative 
Council wili c·njO)' i.he pri,-ilcge of a free 
pass on the Queensland railways and ace<' s 
to the Parliamentarv Librarv. :-.uch as ex­
t;tt•mbt-'rs of tbe Legislative ~As~C'Jnb!y and 
so1ne ex-members of the a1oli ~hed Lcg·i;;;latiYo 
Counc·il now have. 

There is no doubt that when th Moorc 
Government were returned to pm,·or they 
were jntoxicatPd 'vith .,ncress. Thev were 
mad drunk with power, and cared r10thing: 
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for the statutory or moral rig·hts of ex-Labour 
members of the Legislative Council. They 
ruthlosdy proceeded to destroy the rights 
0njoyc•d by those perwns, and did the job 
so cleverly that no supporter of their part;, 
was deprived of any privilege. 

0PPOSITIO:<I ME:IIBERS : Why? 

'l'he ATTORI:\EY-GENERAL: Because 
they were r:l'ories. 

Mr. :\lAx wELL: That is not true. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Everv man 
who lost his privilege under that co;tstitu­
tion Act ,'\mcndment Act of 1929, l'\o. 2, 
was a Labour supporter. It is interesting 
to point out that twenty+four rnen '\ere 
affected. Five of them have since died, 
three nmv enjoy passes because of their 
positions in other spheres of public activity, 
:md two have left the State; so that four­
teen men are affected bv tho measure that 
1 am introducing. Those ex-member, of the 
Legislative Council cnjovcd those benefits 
1mder what I consider to be a binding statu. 
torv contr[lct. That. contract was broken 
imnwrally and unju·tifi,;bly by the ~1oore 
Government. Hon. members oppo;ite talk 
glibly about the sanctity of contract 1 

Mr. ;\1AX'.YELL: Do you believe in it' 

The ,\ TTORNEY-GENERAL: Of cour·e, 
I do. Hon. members opposite talk glibly 
<about the sanctitv of contract, but the Act 
passed by the Moore Government was a. 
rcpudiaLion of a statutory contract-a piece 
of cla•s legislation of the wo"'t poss.ible 
kind. It \Vas the n1ost vindictiYe and 
Fplenctic rncasure ever pa,.,sed through an:y 
A·•scmblv in Australia. In it the 11onrc 
Cm-ernn1cnt paid no regard to the equity of 
the position or the rights of those men. 
The _\et 1vas a deliberate. proconcei n'd. pr<·­
dctcrminel1 insult to cyer.v LaGour clecfJor 
in Queensland. The p• Pp le of Queensland 
DYer and oyer again returned a majority of 
Labourites to Parliament with a mandate to 
destroy the T7ppor House. 

Mr. :\LI.HER: You took a referendum on 
that. 

The ATTOR::\EY-GE="ERAL: The lose 
hon. 1nen1bl'l'S opposite say about the 
referendum the better. Everybody knows 
tl>at tlw L«bour GovNnment tried to take a 
rpfercndUJu. and on fair conditions. What 
happened., The Tory Party, of which hon 
lntnnber~ oppo-:.ite are the lineal doscendants 1 

applied for and sc~nred an injunction from 
the Supreme Court of QueNtslancl against 
the taking of a rof(_•rendun1, and it was onb' 
on the eYening before the elate for taking 
the refpn•ndulll that we were enabled to get 
the High Court of Australia to ostablislo 
our rights and dissolve the injunction. It 
was only tlY the most hurried telegraphic 
z·ornmuuication that we were able to get the 
returning officers to hold the poll. Becausr 
of the uncertainty of the situation wo were 
unable to get among the people and to 
explain the way to vote and why to vote, 
and that is 1vhy the rdcrcndurn had the 
results hon. 1ne1nbcrs oppof;ite imagined it 
had. The fact must he recognised that sub 
scquent to the referendum and prior to the 
abolition of the Legislatin' Council the 
electon of this State, in the most emphatic 
\vay, gaYe nHtndates to tho Labour Partv 
to aboli'h it. That was in tlw forefron't 
o£ our party's platform in 1918 and in 
1920 \'hut \~:e \Vent to the countrY. \Ve got 
LIJOse u~a!~dat.es after the rcfert...nclunL 

Mr. BRAND: Did we not get a mandate 
to take these passes away? 

The ATTORXEY-GE"'ERAL: No, the 
Opposition did not. The question was ne.-er 
raised in an electoral speech by the Leader 
of the Opposition. Not in ono speech did 
ho say he was going to play this trick of 
abolishing gold passes. 

Mr. Momm: Did you go with me eYery­
where? The only place you went to was 
Charters To\vors~to n1ake a disturbance. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I do not 
need to be with the Leader of the Opposition 
to tell what he says to the electors. I know 
his tricks too well. One of the tricks he 
did not resort to on this occasion \Vas 
saying·: '· I \Yill be the strong man and 
abolish these passes." I want to tell hon. 
members opposite. particularlv the hon. 
member for Toowong 'who harps on this 
question so much, that this was gross 
repudiation of the worst f0rm. The present 
Bill "-ill restore those statutory rights of 
which these men were wrongly deprived and 
will remo.-e from the statute-book an 
injustice-a blot on the honour of the 
country. Not only that. It is also a recog­
nition of great service. Do hon. n1ernbors 
know that by abolishing· the Legislative 
Council we have already saved the tax­
payers about £100,000" We have saved oYer 
£100.000 in the various costs of rnaintaini1ig 
au L:pper House. These men who object 
to giving a few men the privilege of passeR 
on the Queensland railways for life did 
everything in their power to continue the 
old Upper House for ever, and to give 
passes to its members for all time. What 
an illogical position ! I'\ ot 11nly that. Mr. 
Hanson, but these men who object to a few 
Labour men getting passes for great service 
to their country. during their accidental 
three years in office deliberately set them­
sehes 'out to create an Upper House whose 
members would not only have free passes 
but salaries. Hon. members opposite wanted 
to create an irremovable Upper House, with 
a constitution that could not he altered for 
nine y<~ars after its establishment. 

Mr. ;yr.uwELL: Where did you get that 
from? 

The ATTOR:'-JEY-GENERAL: From the 
record of hon. 1nernbers' doings, because 
they were not loyal to one another. 
They soup;ht to enslave the electors of 
Queensland by introducing an Upper House 
that could not be abolished except by its 
0\YH consent. There were to be salaries for 
everybody in this now Upper House. which 
iYa3 to consist of thirtv-ono rncmbers, sixteen 
oi whom-including the President-would bo 
nomiHated bv the Government and the 
remaining f\ftocen-not elected by the people 
-elected b,,. economic interests. What a 
loYelv incubus they tried to foist on to the 
people of this State ! Fortunately, they 
were not gan1c to go on ",vith it. At tho 
Yery next opportunity the people gave us 
such a com·incing mandate that there were 
unrrlistakab1e signs that lt \Vaf' their intention 
that the Torv- Partv should never have 
another rhancC of pu1:"'uing such a nefarious 
roursc. 

There sf'erns to be somt~ n1i."apprehonsion 
in the Press concerning the Bill. I read 
an article in one of the leading newspapers 
yPstorday n1orning \Yhcrcin it was implied 
that it 1\'ould grant free passes OYer the 
Au5tra1ian railways, vvhercas it confers the 
same privileges as were conf<)rred by an 

Hon. J. Mullan.] 
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earlier Act-free passes over the railways of 
the State of Queensland. 

There is no need for me to labour the 
Bill. 

::\1r. MAXWELL: You have not told us 
anything. 

The ATTORNEY-GE:'-JERAL: If I were 
to speak all day I could not inform the hon. 
member very much. 

~1r. MOORE: You have said too much 
already. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Leader 
of the Opposition does not look a bit com­
fortable. 

:Yir. MoORE: I am. 
The ATTORNEY-GE:'-JERAL: I can well 

understand. 
::\-Ir. ~IooRE: You are the ono who should 

feel uncomfortable. 
The ATTOR:'\EY-GE='!ERAL: Ho is just 

as uncomfortable to-daY as when the pro­
posal to establish an L; p.pcr House to enslave 
democracv was turned down bv his masters. 
The people of 'Queensland should write in 
! et tors of gold the names of the Labour men 
who were responsible for abolishing the 
Upper House. The people are grateful to 
these men for their self-sacrifice and their 
loyalty. These men and tlleir efforts on 
behalf of the democracy of Queensland will 
ncYer be forgotten by our grateful people. 

Mr. MOORE (Aubir1ny) [10.53 a.m.]: I 
rPalise that no objections that I may make 
to the Bill will make any difference, but I 
intend to give some reasons for them. The 
Attorney-General indulged in wild flights of 
imagination when he purported to tell the 
Committee what happened in a certain 
caucus meeting. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Do you deny it? 

::VIr. J\IOORE: There is no secret about the 
sugg<''tion to establish a new Upper House. 
As Leader of the Opposition I am prepared 
to accept suggestions for the amendment of 
the Constitution of this State from anvbody 
who is competent to give them. There was 
nothing wrong in the suggestion to establish 
a new Upper House. A member of the 
?nivorsit~v put _for\vard certain suggestions 
1n that connectwn, but there was no secret 
a bout it. I can give the Minister a copv of 
those suggestions. ' 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Thank you very 
much. but I have a copy already. 

:Mr. MOO RE: Is it not interesting)? 
There was no suggestion that the people 
should be enslaved. It was suggested that 
]ndustry should be represented in that 
House, and as industry is the most 
important factor in the prosperity of the 
State, there is nothing extraordinary in the 
suggestion that it should have a voice in the 
l('gislation that will affect it. 
Th~ ATTORXEY-GENERAL: It was to be class­

conscious. 

Mr. MOO RE: That is untrue. I believe 
in a L<:>gislative Council and I have always 
believed in it. 

Mr. vVATERS: You were not game to carry 
it into effect. 

Mr. MOORE : That might be a very 
clever remark, but I believe in keeping my 
word. We gave a definite pledge that we 
would not legislate to reconstitute the Legis­
lative Council without first taking a referen­
dum. It is all very fine to cast aspersions 

[Hon. J. Mullan. 

on the Government of the day, but we 
stuck to our promise to the electors. No 
matter what nasty innuendoes hon. mem­
bers may fling across the Chamber, that is 
the plain truth of the matter. 

I took exception to the whole business 
when the Constitution Act Amendment Bill, 
which provided for the abolition of the Legis­
lative Council, was introduced in this Assem­
bly in 1929. At that time an amendment was 
moved to place the ex-members of the Legis­
lative Council that this Bill affects on 
exactly the same plane as other members 
of Parliament. I voted for that amendment, 
which was defeated. The clause itself was 
then put, and we as a party voted against 
it. vVe endeaYoured at that time to secure 
the adoption of an amendment to do exactly 
what wo did when wo came into power­
to place them on the same plane as regards 
privileges as any other member of Parlia­
ment. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You proposed an 
amendment that specially excluded all 
Labour members of the Legislative Council. 

Mr. MOO RE: It was not our fault that 
all the members affected by the amcndmc'm 
happened to be Labour supporters. 

Mr. DuNSTAN: It was not your fault, but 
it was your intention. 

Mr. MOORE: It had nothing to do with 
the appointments. No names were mentioned 
at all. Those members who were deliberately 
appointed to the Legislative Council to 
vote for its abolition had no right to be 
placed on a pedestal. In my opinion that 
wa.s wrong. Those members 'vero appointed 
to the Legislative Council for "·hat? To 
carry out their duty as part of the Consti­
tution of Queensland-that was, to a'sist in 
the legislation of this State. They took an 
oath that they would be loyal to the Consti­
tution. They afterwards voted to abolish 
the very institution to which they were 
appointed and which they took an oath to 
uphold. Judas Iscariot betrayed the trust 
placed in him for thirty pieces of si! ver. He 
offered to return the thirty pieces of silver, 
the price of his betrayal, but the church 
refused to take the monev. Jt was then used 
to buy a potter's field· in which to bury 
strangers. I am merely pointing out what ha.s 
happened to people 'who have betraYed th,, 
trust reposed in them. (Government inter­
ruption.) If these members did not betray 
their trust they were not loyal to their oath, 
which is infinitely worse, because it shows 
that they were definitely appointed to the 
Legislative Council at a price. If that was 
so, they went in to do a nefarious work. 
If they accepted an appointment to the 
Legislative Council to vote themselves some­
thing worth £100 a year for life, irrespective 
of what the Constitution set out. then r.'1at is 
infinitely worse than betraying a tm>t. H 
moans, then. that these n1en dclib!!rately 
placed themselves in a position to vote them­
selves privileges worth £10(] a year T"l' lifo 
as paymer.t for work done. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: If you left Par­
liament to-morrow you would be entitled to 
a free railway pass for life. 

Mr. MOORE: I have served the requisite 
time. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It is a que·tion of 
law. 

Mr. MOORE: I have served the r0quisite 
time to secure the pass. I have no objection 
to that. What I object to is the fact that 
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people who were appointed to the Legisla. 
tive Council to serve the people of Queens­
land and failed to do it should be placed in 
a pri.-iloged position not Pnjoyed by other 
IJI•'Utbers of Parliament. I can sec no rea'E011 
why 'hey should be placed on a pinn:1dc. 

\V e should not be proud of the Govern­
ment for restoring this privilege. There is 
no suggestion that anything wrong was done 
by the Mo01·o Government in abolishing it. 
It is significant that it was not put definitely 
in the Bill that abolished the Council. It 
was only provided that it could be given 
by Order in Council for such specified time 
as was set out by the Order in Council. 
The Government at that time were afraid 
of what public opinion would say if they 
boldly declared that they were going to give 
these privileges for life, and so they did 
not -do it in that way, but in the underhand 
way by Order in Council. We definite:y 
opposed the clause at that time, and moved 
an amendment to the effect that these people 
•hould be put on the same basis as other 
members of the Legislative Council and 
member, of the Legislative Assembly. 
Having failed to carry it, why should not 
we carry out our desire when we got the 
OJ?portuiiity to do so ? There was nothing 
dJshonourablo about our action. To mY 
mind it was the' only open and honest thing 
to do, and I can see no reason for altering 
my opinion. 

I can understand the pressure that is 
being placed on the Government and the 
use that they will probably mak~ of their 
~ction, but I can see no reason to justify 
It. Most of the members who will receive 
a pass, namely, Mr. Can·oll, l\1r. Colborne, 
Mr. J. F. Donovan, Mr. T. J. Donovan 
Mr. W. F. Finlavson, Mr. H. G. McPhail' 
Mr .. 1. S. Hanloa:Yl:r. G. H. Tbomnson. and 
Mr. R. J. Mulvey were appointed in 1920, 
and thus were members for only about 
twelve months. Why shou 1d they be paid by 
the people of Queensland for that? \Vhv 
should they get free passes on the railway·? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Some of vour 
Ministers have a pass over the whole of the 
Australian railways, and they were only 
Ministers for three years. 

Mr. MOORE: I did not introduce that 
Act of Parliament. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You did not 
abolish it either. 

The HOME SECRETARY: You delaved the 
1932 election for a longer period 'than is 
laid down in order that they would be 
eligible to obtain a pass. 

Mr. MOORE: That is the type of mind 
the hon. gentleman has ! 

The HOME SECRE'rARY: It is the truth. 
Mr. MOORE: I know the type of mind 

the hon. gentleman has, and I did not 
Pxpect anything else. I expected that sort 
of remark from him. That is the sort of 
thing he always thinks. It is a pity, but I 
c!'nnot help it. I know hon. members oppo­
site are very eore at having to justify some­
thing that is unfair and unjust to the people 
of this State. . They cannot justify it in 
then· own conscwnces from anv standpoint 
and it. is natural that they w'ould be sor~ 
about It. So they throw dirt. 

I had nothing to do with the fixing of 
the conditions (Jil \vhich parliarnentary pa~"es 
are issued. Those conditions are common 
throughout Australia. As a matter of fact, 

1935-2 Y. 

personally, I do not agree with it. I do, 
not agree that a member of Parliament 
should get a pass after he leaves Parliament, 
but that has been the custom throughout 
Australia for very many years. It seems 
to me that if an individual who has been 
in Parliament for a certain number of 
years gets the benefit of a free pass he is 
at an advantage in competition with his 
neighbours for a position that necessitates 
travelling. 

I cannot see the reason for this Biil unless 
the men affected went in on a definite pledge 
to do something for which they were to be 
paid. Can anybody justify a member of 
Parliament's doing that? Can anybody 
justify his doing anything againd th CC'll­
stilution he was appoir;ted to support, in 
rC'tur:> for payment? lf he did net go in 
nnder those terms what right haYe the 
GoYC'rlllTIPnt to saY " \Ve arc c•·oino· lO pay 
you for what you ,h,avc done.'' ~"" c 

Mr. DUNSTA:-r: You were going to put 
sixteen members in the Upper House with 
salaries. 

Mr. MOORE: Who said there was any 
sa1ary? Hon. members are endeavouring to· 
draw red herrings across the track by putting 
up suggestions that there was going to be 
payment of the m em hers of the suggested 
Upper House, and all sorts of things. 

GovERNMEKT 1\'I:E}!BERS: You were not 
game! 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 

Mr. MOO RE: No; I was not game to 
break a pledge I had given to the electors. 

A GovERNMENT MEMBER: You broke· 
thousands of pledges. (Government inter­
jections.) 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 
Mr. MOORE : I did not. Each man 

definitely pledged himself. If hon. members 
like to put it that way-that we were not 
game to do it-they may have it that way. 
There is nothing wrong with that, and 
there is nothing to be ashamed of. I haYe 
been criticised for not doing it. but I 
am prepared to stand up to it ali, became 
the [-'ledge was given. But I am not pro­
pared to stand up for giving a bribe to 
people or payment to people to come in 
and do certain work that they were pledged 
not to do--or if that is not the case thov went 
into the Legislative Council on a 'wrong 
basis altogether. If these men went in 
definitely on tbe unclerdandin'i they were to 
be paid for something they- were to do, 
nothing could be woree. If thcv "·ent in to­
uphold the Constitution and carry out the 
work that a Legislative Council should do· 
and they betrayed the trust reposed in tlwm, 
that i!' alntost as bad. In either c.'~"'C t!·r_''l 
were paid to do it. 

The H011E SECRETARY: Your party was 
the only party that had any connection with 
a conviction for bribery. 

M1·. MOORE: This party was ne,-er con­
cerned with that. It was aclmittcd in this 
House bv members of the Government that 
the party had nothing whatenr to do w'th 
it. The fact that the hon. g0ntlem:m savs 
that it was the only party that was con­
nected with a conviction shows that othot 
parties have done it, and if the hon. gent:e­
man likes to be placed in that position I 
do not mind. (Government interjection.) 

The CHAIRMA'-"i: Order ! 

Mr. Moore.] 
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Mr. ~.IOORE : Very unpleasant sug"'es­
tions can be made in all sorts of ways.

0 

I 
do not re'1eat the rumours I hear from 
day to da~--- All sorts of rumours and sug­
·gestions arc made, and if we were to take 
notice of them we should get nowhere. 

Mr. \YATERS: As a matter of fact your 
Cabinet held a special meeting to extend 
its term. You bribed--

Mr. MOORE: You know absolutely 
nothing about it. 

Mr. i\1AXWELL: I rise to a point of order. 
The hon. member for Kelvin Grove 
accused ns as a Government of Lribcry. 
I ask that he withdraw. 

Mr. v,-',TERS : Ridiculous ! 

The CH.UR::\1AX: Order ! The hon. 
.-ncmber i, not entitled to accuse another 
lwn. Dll'lllbr-r of being bribed. I rnn~t a~k 
him to withdraw. 

Mr. \YATERS: I did not accuse the hon. 
member of being bribed. 

Mr. 'VIAXWELL : You accused the .!\Ioore 
Government. I ask that it be witbdrawn. 

The CHAIRMA:'\i": Order ! I ask the hon. 
member to withdraw. It is out of order for 
an hon. member to make an allegation of 
bribery against another hon. member. 

JV1r. IYATERS : I never accused the hon. 
member of being bribed. 

The CHAIRMA~: Order ! The hon. 
member denies the suggestion. 

Mr. l\'IcLEAl': I rise to a point of order. 
The Leader of the Opposition whilst speak­
ing has stated that this Bill was being 
brought in as a bribe for services rendered 
by tho.se members who were appointed to 
the Legislative Council. I consider that that 
is offensiw. and I ask him to withdraw. 

The CHAIRMAX: Order ! The term was 
not applied to hon. members of this House, 
and if it was applied to el'-members of the 
Legislative Council I cannot find anything 
objectionable in that. 

Mr. MOORE: I said that if they came in 
-expecting a bribe for doing that, it was 
wrong, and if they came in without that 
then they betrayed the trust that was reposed 
in them, and it was equally wrong. 

Mr. Bn.\SSI:-:GTO:-:: They were all Labour 
men. 

Mr. ~!OORE: A good dral ;;as made 
of the fact at the time that these men 
had been Labour men, but what has that 
to do ''ith it? Absolutely nothing. Irre­
spectiYe of what party they supported, 
w!:ethcr Labour, ~ ational or Conservative, 
they went into the Upper House to uphold 
tho Con.stitution of Queensland. 

Mr. PoWER : They were good Labour men. 
J'VIr. 2\IOORE: I do not care what thev 

were. \Yhethcr they were good or bad 
Labour men. it does not make the slightest 
difference. Thev went in there for a specific 
purpos<e. The Legislative Council was not 
a party T-lou:;;n, It. \Ya-.; a charnbor of 
1'0Y!c\Y. (I ~cn_1 rnlncnt laughter.) 

'VIr. PowER : A chamber of horrors. 
Mr. :\lOOHE: It was a chamber of review 

30 that the f!IPctors would not be the suf­
ferers from legis!at:on rushed throug-h the 
Lower House. It gave the people outside an 
opportunit~· of seeing what was being done. 

Mr. 'iYATERS : It was a class-conscious 
House. 

[Jfr. }foote. 

Mr. 2VIOORE: All sorts of objections have 
been raised to the Upper House, but it was 
necessary. It must not be forgotten that 
the State is paying about £300.000 a year 
extra in interest because tho Upper House 
was abolished at that time. The people of 
Queensland have been suffering ever since. 

The whole fact of the matter is that the 
Legislaive Council was a Yerv useful cham­
ber. It was a house of rovio'V< .. so much so 
that whe11 the first Bill to abolish it was 
brought down the Go;-ernment proposed 
a rnethod of re-Yiow. 

'The ATTORl'EY-GEXERAL: V\hv was it that 
your GoYornmcnt and your~ predecessors 
always appointed strong Tory supporters to 
that House? 

lVIr. MOORE: Those men were appointed 
on arcm.:tnt of their experience, kilow1edge, 
ar.~_d civic service, and becanse of similar 
consid0ration~. 

The HmrE SECRETARY: There is a differ­
once between this and that House. That 
\Yas a one-party HousP. 

2V1r. MOO RE: The hon. gentleman may 
say that, but what happened? A review 
of e1·cnts will show that the Labour Govern­
ment appointed good Labour men to that 
!louse, ~o1nc of \vhonl \vhen it ca:mo to a 
question of its abolition discovered that the 
I-Iouse was serving a v0ry useful purpose 
and voted against its abolition. YVe know 
that Labour men who were appointed to the 
House refused to vote for its abolition 
becau~e the~v rccogni:'lcd that it was serving 
a very useful purpose. Those men did not 
go into that House as Labour men. Their 
political views may have been Labour, but 
they ll'cnuinely accepted the rosponsibilitv 
placed upon them, and offered very useful 
criticism of Bills. Nobody could accuse 
the late Mr. Sumner of not speaking his 
mind: he was. one of the Labour men, and 
he di-d exceptionally good work. 

This measure is introduced for the pur­
pose of paying those men who betrayed the 
trust reposed in them by voting for the 
abolition of the Legislative Council. No 
cxcm,os need be m ado for having taken 
awa:v thes<~ privileges because at the time 
the Bill to abolish the Council was brought 
in we objected to the principle and sub­
mitted amendments to delete it, which were 
of cm!l·se defeated. I object strongly to the 
principle being reintroduced for no reason 
whate;-er. 

:VIr. LARCO:JIBE (Rockharnpton) [11.13 
a. m.]: The Leader of the Opposition sug­
gc,ts that hon. members on this side of the 
Chamber arc being forced bv the Cabinet to 
"'PJlOrt this measure. 

:\l[r. :\l[ooR!C: :\ ot by the Cabinet, but 
outside influcnrt. 

:\1r. LARC0:\1BE : That is entirely out of 
a.ccord with truth. 

:11r. BRAXD : How do you account for the 
four years interYening :3ince its abolition? 

Mr. LAIWOl\IBE: I will discuss that po,int 
later. No measure was more readily and 
spontaneously supported by hon. members 
on this side of the Committee than was 
this one. The Act passed by the Moore 
Government was discriminatory and one 
of the most vicious pieces of legislation ever 
passed through the Queensland Parliament. 
It \Ya:-~ vindictive and persecuting and it 
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denied ex-members of the Legislative Coun­
cil the rights to which they were entitled. 
It was vietimication to deny those rights 
to men who were entitled to enjoy them in 
common with other ex-members of Parlia­
ment. 

The hon. member for Isis asks how we 
account for the lap'e of time between the 
action taJ<cn by the Moore Government and 
this proposal to restore the privileges that 
were then abolishP<L There ar-~ two points 
of roplv to that question. Oue is that the 
rolatiYe urg0ncy of legisJation n1ust bf' con­
siden'd. All Bills caJ:not bP passed at 
once. and the GoYPTnlnent introduced flr~t 
the legislation that was most urgent at the 
time. Another argument is that justice 
knows no li1nitations of ti1ne. 

It i~ not a question of chronology; it i~; (t, 

que •tion of justice or injustice. That ioJ the 
point im·olved. It is a matter of priuciplr 
It i u~rle:;:s and lneflec6vc to ::.·ni·J) the poiw 
of the Lapse of ti1ne. The question y, e ha Ye 
to di~I·uss is whether tho IY!l'asurc is iust z_r 
unjust. not whether the Gon>rnment haYC 
\Yaitcd i.hrco or four years. 

Mr. Bn.n:n: You said we P''rsccntcd the 
men. 

:Mr. LAHC'OMBE : Yes. 

Mr. BRAXD: For four vears you have 
ccntinued to peroecute them: 

1\lr. LAHCOMBE : It is a question of 
relattve in1port[Jnce of legislation. There 
are many other persecutions for which the 
lYioore Government were responsible that wo 
have remedied in the meantime and it would 
take a long while to remove all' the other per­
secution. ,·ictiJni:"ation. and inju,ticc tLat can 
be laid at their door. The Gr:i,-ernment mtbt 
be allowed to order their legislation accord­
ing to it::- in1portanco and thf ir O\Vn (on­
Yenience. The fact that a considerable time 
has elapsed before the introduction of this 
mea:mre is not an effective reply to the 
ments of the proposed Bill. Tho sole quos­
ban rs whether it is just or unjust. 

Mr. M.UIEH: The caucus of the last Par­
liament turned that proposal down. 

Mr. LAHCO::\IBE: The hon. member is 
saying something that is entirely incorrect. 
How can he know anything about what 
caucus drd m the matter? How does the 
hon. member presume to speak for caucm? 
He was not a member of it. 

:\Ir. MAHER: The Attornev-Gcneral was 
able to speak of our caucus th,is morning. 

Y!r. LARCOMBE: It is useless for the 
hon. memcbr for \Vest lYioreton to make 
fishing interjections o~ that kind. The party 
\\as never more unanimous than it is on the 
rPstoration of ~his undoubted right. Hon. 
members opposite talk about class conscious­
ness and of Karl Marx. They have out­
Marxed Marx. Their viciousness in dis­
criminative measures exceeds anything I 
h:ne ever r0ad of. The measure that took 
away this right was so unjust that I am 
pleased it is to be altered in such a way 
as to remove what is undoubtedlv a blot on 
the legislation of thi,~ State. • 

The Leader of the Opposition talks about 
prhsm·e from wil hont. Just imaginP the 
Leader of the Opposition, a man associated 
with monopolistic interests. talking about 
pressuro from without! \Vhen he "·as Pre­
mier of this Stat" the hon. gentleman dis-

cussed legislation with thC' lobb~, i 'b here 
a1 Parliament House, yet he talks now about 
outside pressure ~ \Ye know the lllOIH-3y powf'r 
made the demand that Labour should not be 
recognised in the legislation that \HLS pa -;c-d 
through Padia!ncnt, and thn.t Labour n1en1-
bcrs should be cxdudecl. The pre"urc came 
from outside and not altog·et her from Par­
liamentarian . l\t1a.nv rne1nhcr~ of the present 
Opposition revolted vat the n~putliatory lPgi~­
lation passed b,· their own GoYerumeut. The 
povvcr fro1n \Yitbout \vas thP nwucy poiYCr, 
tlw power of vested intPrc·ts tha1 ' i,,],erl to 
stifle the criticicm of Labour ex-ntenJbci'S 
of the Legi~lat1Ye Council and pn>lli..: .. :­
for Yoting· for the abL•lition of t iH: 

Tho question of f''Cpc·nsf' l1as he0n rai::'cd 
b,, hon. members opposite. 

2\Jr. }fAHEH: ;yiinisterial CX[WllS( ,, 0 

Mr. LAH.C011BE: The oxpen• of thi, 
proposed mca::3ure: Jet us Lli:- ~u...:::.: one point 
at a time-the hon. mcmbC'l' for \\'est ::\1orc­
ton will dcstrov the architcct'lrc of my 
spee~h. The talk of expc11se is too farcical 
for words. because t.h0 an1ount involved 
would be vcrv small. ·cnfortunatdv. some 
('£ the 1nernlH~rs of the LC'gislatiY<' ·connril 
who "·ould benefit from this uwa,urc have 
pas cd into the Great Beyond. Others have 
gmw to other State-s, while others have 
Fe-deral ot· State Parliamentary pa''ses. The 
co't will be small because the number of 
members concerned will be small. 

Mr. MAHER: The principle is wrong. 

Mr. LARCOMBE: There lie- the differ­
ence in viewpoint. I say the principle is 
absolutely sound. But just imagine the objec­
tion nf pxpense coming from members of a 
partv that was responsible for a deficit of 
£3.600,0001 The:v committed such appalling 
blunders that the State lost £3.600,000 in 
the three vears of their administration and 
now they c objf'Ct to the expenditure of a 
few hundred pounds for a yery just pur­
pose. They appointed useleS< royal com­
missions-in~luding one to inquire into the 
railwav svstem-coE=tlng thou~ands uf pounds; 
and r;ow· they object to an act of justice­
that will cost on!-,· a few hunch·~d pounds at 
the most. · 

Mr. :iYIAHER: Are you refening- to Mun­
gana? 

Mr. LARC'OMBE: I ha Ye heard something 
about secret romn1issinn~ in the d:tir:ving 
industry. but I am not ~roing to di,'ClES them 
now. 'rhe leg-islation ·1 hat '""' placed on 
the statute-book bv the :\Jom·. GoYC!'ll­

ment to deprive ex~La hour members of the 
Legislative Council of their pri,-ileges w1s 
very ingeniow;;ly devised in that it pro\·idc<l 
that onlv those ex-members who had scr·;-erl 
so many years in that Chamber would be, 
entitled to retain their privileges. That 
was onlv .a nominal excuse for the n1eaf:ure, 
under ,~·hioh only ono ex-Labour memlwr­
the Hon. Mr. Hinchcliffe-was entitled to· 
retain his privileges, and a.s he \Yas resid­
ing in another Statf' at the time the legis1a­
tion meant that no ex-Labour lTleinbPr was 
eligible to daim those privilegPs. 

rrhe Labour members who 'V('l'(' appointPd 
to the LegislatiYe Council carried out their 
duties constitutionallv ju,st as w<'ll as anv 
anti-Labour man. Thev had had long ancl 
honourable associations· with the jndu~trial 
and political life of the State. They arc 
men .at ~~vhorn hon. members ovposite cannot 

Mr. Lal'combc.] 
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point the finger of scorn, men mentally, 
intellectually, morally, and in every way, 
qualil1ed to be members of the Legis­
lative Council and to discharge their duties 
there in accordance with their concept'on of 
them. As Parliamentarians they discharged 
their rlutics as faithfully and well as any 
other member of that body. But because 
they did their duty faiLhfully and well in 
the interests of tho State they were 
deprived of their rights. They helped 
materially to govern this State efficiently, 
economically and with expedition, and after 
a lapse of thirteen years since the abolition 
of that Legislative Upper Chamber, Queens­
land is the admiration of the other States 
and ccm•c•mi" s throughout the world. 

Hon. members may have read in the 
"Telegraph " last week of the remarks of 
a student from the Oxford University, who 
eulogised Queensland as being the most up­
to-date State of Australia constitutionally. 
He admired the simplicity of the system 
and the n1anner jn which government is 
conducted with oxpedit:on and economy. 
The very m~mbers who helped to achieve 
those Ycry proud results were penalise-d 
hecauso of their assistance in abolishing the 
Legi:slatiYc Council ! 

This fiendish attack upon working class 
ropresenta ti Yes reminds me of the Tory 
attacks in the dark industrial days upon the 
workers in the West, when black lists were 
issued and Labour men were persecuted in 
every way. It is pleasing to me to know 
that the present Administration have the 
courag0 to pass a Bill restoring a measure 
of justice to a deserving body of men. 

We ha,-e been told that we have been in 
office for four years, and failed to take this 
step, but the question of time is not an 
importaut consideration. The question of 
expense also is small. The real question is 
whether the measure is right or wrong, 
whether it is just or unjust. Let hon. 
members opposite face that question. ="m-er 
mind side-tracking it by the extraneous 
issuPs rai,ecl bv the Leader of the Opposi­
tion. He referred to Judas Iscariot, but 
there was no Judas Iscariot amongst the 
Labour men who were appointed to the 
Legislative Council. 'fhey carried out their 
work well, and with credit to the State. I 
hope that the measure will be carried by a 
big majuritv. and that the blot placed on 
the statute-book bv the Moore G0vcrnment 
will be speedily removed. 

:\11-. ::\L\XWELL (Toawong) [11.25 a.m.]: 
During the course of this debate the Attorney­
General stressed the point of the sanctity 
of contract. The hon. member who has 
just resumed his scat took up a somewhat 
different attitude. His argument was that 
the Leader of the Opposition never attempted 
to argue that the gentlemen affected by this 
legislation were not fitted to be momborr 
of the Legislative Council. I would remind 
him that there are ways and ways of doing 
things. \Yhat the Leader of the Opposition 
said and what I sav is that the Government. 
of the day adopted~ n Ycry wrong rnctl1od of 
doing what they did. They put men sworn 
to uphold the Constitution in a position 
where they deliberately wrecked it. It was 
because they did so that they were rewarded 
with certain parliamentary privileges. 

It is no use the Attorney-General saying 
that candidates for parliamentary honours 

[Jlr. Larcombe. 

under the auspices of the Moore Government 
-did not say on the hustings that they would 
deprive these men of those privileges. \Ve 
did declare on the hustings that when the 
opportunity presented itself we would abolish 
them. We did not attempt to sbield our­
selves in the matter. What we did was 
perfectly legitimate and in accord with our 
honest and truthful statements. 

It is funny to hear the Attorney-General 
talking about the sanctity of contract. I 
call to mind a very estimable gentleman, 
now gone to his well-earned rest~ I refer to 
the late Mr. Justice Real~who stood at the 
bar of this House pleading with the Labour 
Government of the dav to honour the con­
tracts that had been entered into betwe•'n 
the Government of the day and the judges 
of the Supreme Court. That was an instance 
where a contract was not honoured. These 
are the people who talk about sanctity of 
contracts! When it suits them they will 
observe a contract. The judges of the 
Supreme Court who were retired at that 
time by Act of Parliament were supposed 
to hold that position for life, or so long as 
they were mentally capable of discharging 
their duties. No one can say that these men 
were not mentally competent to carry out 
the duties they undertook under their COE· 

tracts. That did not matter with hon. mem­
bers opposite. It does iJ10t matter this 
morning so far as the Attorney-General is 
concerned. He only believes in the sanctity 
when it suits himself and his party. It was 
wrong for the Moore Government to abolish 
the special privileges accorded to these men, 
but it was not wrong for the Labour Govern­
ment to dishonour contracts entered into 
by their predecessors with estimable judges 
of our law courts. 

The ATTORXEY-GENEPAL: In 1929 your party 
entered into a contract with the olectors of 
Queensland to find them 10,000 jobs and 
£2,000,000. 

Mr. MAXWELL: I am not dealing with 
the electors of Queensland in 1929, but I 
remember that the Smith regime promised 
the electors in 1932 to bring sunshine and 
happiness into their homes. Did they do so? 

GovERNMENT MEMBERS: Yes. 

Mr. MAXWELL: They brought that sun­
shine and happiness into their homes by 
paying them twenty-seven " bob " a week ! 
(Government interjections.) 

I only wish that some hon. members oppo­
site would try to live on 27s. a week. Let 
me draw attention to some statements made 
by the Labour Party and their mouthpiece, 
the "Daily Standard." The Attorney­
General is misleading the people when he 
says that the only people who were penalised 
by the Cc,nstitution Act Armmdment Bill 
of 1929. ::\o. 2. were good Labour men. 
He did not go far enough. He did not tell 
this Committee that there were conditions 
in that Act, and that those conditions were 
similar to the conditions that apply to mem­
bers of the LE>gislative Assembly~that is, a 
member of the Legislative Assembly who 
has served in three Parliaments, or seven 
years in all, is entitled to a free pass over 
the railways. 

I a n1 not going into the n1e.rits or de1neri ts 
0f the case; but let me remind the hon 
gentleman and some of his colleagues of a 
statement that was made by the Leader uf 
the Opposition when he was Premier in 
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1929. At page 2081 of " Hansard " for 1928 
the foliowing record appears:-

" CoNSTITUTION AcT A'VIENDMENT BILL oF 
1929, No. 2. 

" INITIA'riON IN COsiMITTEE. 

" (Jfr. Roberts, East .1'oowoomba, in tho 
chrur. 

"The PREMIER (Hon. A. E. J'.l0ore, 
Aubigny): I bog to move-

' That it is desirable that a Bill be 
introduced to further amend the Con 
stitution of Queensland bv amendin·' 
' The Constitution Act Amendment Ac~ 
of 1922 ' in certain particulars.' 

This is quite a short Bill of four clauses. 
The Const_itution Act Amendment Act cf 
1922 provrded that the members of the 
Legislative Council as at 23rd March. 
1922, were to receive the privilege of 
hf~ . passes on !-he railways and such 
~nnleges of. thrs House as were pub­
lished from time to t1me in the ' Gazette.' 

. " JHr. Stopfor-d: That has been cnjoved 
s1~ce. the Constitution has been a d'on­
sti tutwn. (Government -dissent.) 

" The PREsil.ER: :Many of the gentle­
men were nommated to the Upper House. 

n_ot for the. purpose o£ carrying out ftmc­
trons spemfied by the Constitution of 
Queensland, but for the definite and 
avowed purpose of abolishing that Cham­
ber; and they did that in spite of the 
fact that a ref0rondum had bc.m taken 
which had decided ag-ainst the abolition 
of the Upper House bv over 66 000 votes 
(Opposition interruption.)'' · 

~his is the portion that I -desire to em pha­
srse-

" The purpose of the Bill is to amend 
the Constitution so as to place member, 
of the Legislative Council as .at that 
date in exactly the same position as 
members of the Legislative Asscmblv­
that. is. that these privi!Pg0s will 'bo 
rcs~ncred to those members of the Legic 
latrv<; Conncr! who had occupied thai, 
position for seven years prior to 23rd 
March, 1922." 

Mr. McLEAN: Road further on what the 
present Secretary for Public L-ands said. 

Mr. 2\1AXWELL: He said it was camou­
flage. That is the statement bv the then 
Premier. Ho stated that !.he rrwmbcrs of 
the Lcgislati':'e Council were to be placed on 
the same bas1s as members of the Legislati ,.e 
Assembly. • 

In reference to this matter I wish to quot8 
from a lcacling m·ticlc that appeare-d in the 
"Daily Standard " of 22nd instant or:titlcd 
" l1ighting an Injustice." The al'ticlr~ 
reads-

" There are features ac.o,ociated with 
the legislation to rc<tore to ex-members 
of the Legislative Council the rail passes 
taken from them bv the 1\Ioore Go,·eru­
mont which the <electonte should under­
stand. Those ex-members to whom jus­
tice is about to be donp were ,riYPU 

their original commissions for ab Iifo 
tenure, and those connnis:::::ions carried 
with them certain rights." 

Tho same paper was silont on the nHtttc~~ 
of the smashing of the contract that had 
been enterecl into with judges of the Suprern" 
Court! 

The article g('es on to say-
" One of those rights was the railway 

facilities enjoyed by a member of the 
Legislative Assembly, who is given a 
pass over the whole of the Australian 
railways." 

A member of the Assembly is not given a 
pass over the whole of the Australian rail­
ways. After a member has served a period 
of seven ytlars he is entitled to a pass over 
the Queensland railways. 

The article further staks-
" It should be remembered that th•e 

1\'Ioore Government, in its legislation, 
withdrew their rights only from those 
former members of the Legislative Coun­
cil who were appointed by Labour 
GoYernments and who had voted for the 
abolition of the Council.'' 

Certain conditions are laid down when these 
passes are given. 

As the Leader of the Opposition has pointed 
out, the Labour Government put wreckers 
into the Legislative Council to wreck it after 
the people had .declared by a majority of 
66 000 at a referendum that the Legislative 
C~uncil was not to be interfered with. With 
the Leader of the Opposition, I say that 
the abolition of the Legislative Council has 
been most detrimental, financially and in 
other ways, to Queensland, and I wish it 
were possible to have it reinstated to-morrow. 
If my vote would do it hon. members can 
rest assured that it would do it. They know 
where I stand. (Government interjections.) 

I uphold the remarks made by the Leader 
of the Opposition this morning that mt;n 
were put into that Chamber for a certam 
specific purpose-to eliminate it. They were 
to smash the Constitution that we have 
sworn to uphold. Yet the Government desire 
that they shall be given back their gold rail­
way passes and that they shall be recom­
pensed for what they did-these wreckers. 

During the speech of the hon. member for 
Rockhampton the hon. member for Isis asked, 
" How do you account for the fact that 
in four years you have not reinstated them?:' 
If a thing is right, it is right; if it rs 
wrong, it is wrong. The Government have 
been nearly four years in office before restor­
ing these privileges to these men. Why? 
The excuse given by the hon. member for 
Rockhampton is ridiculous and childish. He 
answered, " Because we had matters of 
greater importance that required attention." 
That might go down with unintelligent men, 
but not with members of the Opposition and 
the public. Unhesitatingly I say that the 
attitude of the Government this morning is 
on a par with other things that have been 
done. At the tail end of the session they 
bring forward this proposal, and the 
Attorney-General waxes enthusiastic about 
the injustice that is being done to these 
gentlemen-these wonderful and brainy men. 
I do not say thev have not got brains. I 
know some of the"se men are very estimable 
gentlemen, but I object to any man's being 
made a tool of. These men were made tools 
of. They were told, " It is part of our 
policy to abolish the Upper House. You 
go in and do it." Of course the question 
was asked, " "\Vhat are we going to get out 
of it?" 

The ATTORKEY-GEKERAL: You know that 
is unfair. 

1\'Ir. NIAXWELL: It is not unfair. Meta­
phorically speaking, it was done. No doubt 

M.r. Maxwell.] 
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they \Yere told, " You will get a pa;s over 
the railways for life and other concessions." 

vV e were told this morning bv the 
Attorney-General of a scheme that had been 
put forward by the Moore Government. 

The ATTORNEY-GEXET:AL · Do you deny it? 

Mr. MAXWELL: The Leader of the Oppo­
sition has admitted it. So far as the party 
1s concerned they never considered or dis­
cussed it. I know several men \vho have 
never read it. As a matter of fact I havP 
never read it. ' . . 

The ATTORNEY-GEXERAL: A crisis was nearly 
reached. 

::}h. :!VIAX\YELL: Don't be sillv! The 
hon. gentleman is a man of the world, and 
has sense. I do not want him to get into 
an idiotic position. After all, in our poli­
t~cal hfe we should play the game, irrespec­
tive of our pobtJcal colour, but the game 
is not being p:ayed this morning. So far 
as the return of the gold passes is concerned 
we know it. is all over bar the cheering, 
and the Go,·crnment will soon be able to 
sac· to the recipients, "Look F~hat \Ye did 
for you. \Yo gave you back your passes, 
boys. \Ye, at any rate, have kept our 
word to you. You did good \York because 
you elirninatcd the Legislatlvc Council. 
::'\t:'\'('1' 1nind if vou did sonlethin,~ \\·lth \vhich 
the people did 'not ;..grec. ·· , 

The hon. the Attorney~General has pointed 
out that the abolition of the Legislative 
Council is one of the first p;anks of the 
Labour platform. So was the referendum ! 
I ask hon. n1Cn1bcr;:; on the Govennnent side 
" Did they take a referendum on the ques: 
tion of the abolition of the Legislative Coun~ 
cil: ,. They did. and what \Ya> the re.,ult' 
A majority of 66,000 ag,,inst it. The cause 
of tl1P gr< at \YUl' wa~ the H-, ring up of 
a scrap of paper. Hon. members opposite 
tore up a scrap of paper. (Gonornment 
laughter.) They thought it was worth 
nothing. It is all ven well for them to 
cheer to~day, but bdore ·the end of the third 
session of this Parliament thev will be like 
the litt:e. boy go_ing: through 'the cemetery 
at rmdmght-wl11stlmg to keep up their 
pluck. I agree with the sentiments expressed 
by the hon. the Leader of the Opposition, 
and I behove that the onlv means of obtain~ 
ing the. s~lvation of otir country Js by 
re~estabhshmg tlw L"ppcr liouse. 

I should like to give a little advice to the 
Attorr!ey~General. I advi'e him not to pay 
attentwn to the tattle" \VC hear outside about 
wh·•-t has talu:d place> in cancu-;, bccau.so, as 
t 1H· Irit-hrann oncp sa-id. '· th~._ rt' i~ not a 
wm·d of truth in half the lie> that arc told.'' 
It" is int.ProP-iiHg io no-Le t,hat t]lC' ~fini··ter was 
extraordinarily enthusiastic about this mea­
sura this morning. 

Mr. BRASSINGTON: Any sensible person 
would be. 

Mr. MAX\VELL: Hon. members with our 
long experience of the ::}finister's demeanour 
in this Chamber know that he does not 
exhibit such enthusiasm when introducing 
other Rills. I believe that his sentiments 
about this Bill are similar to those that 
have been expressed by the Leader of the 
Opposition and myself this morning. He 
said he believed in the sanctity of contracts, 
but I have shown this morning that that is 
mere twaddle and hon. members on the 
Government side who support this Bill do 
so for dishonest reasons. 

[Jir. JJ1axwell. 

Mr. McLEAN (Bundaberg) [11.43 a.m.]: 
The hon. member for Toowong lashed him­
self into a fury, like a whale in shallow 
water. He declared that the purpose of 
this Bill is to compensate wreckers of the 
Legislative Council, and asserted that P":sses 
\vere given to ex~members of the Legisla­
tive Council in recognition of the services 
they had rendered in abolishing that House, 
and that they wore only for the term of their 
appointment. The question of the term was 
thP basis of the argument he set out to 
put forward, but in his usual vindictive, 
splenetic way, he stated that the persons 
to whom these privileges are to be accorded 
were wreckers, and not worthy of compen­
sation. 

Mr. BHAND: Are you not politically vin­
dictive? 

Mr. McLEAN: I am, and I am glad to 
know that the Labour Party to~day have 
backbone enough to give spoils to the vic­
tors. I also give credit to the Moore Govern­
ment for having backbone enough to bestow 
favours upon their supporters. I have no 
hesitation, as a Labour representative, in 
supporting those who support me and my 
IDOY0lll€llt. 

'\Yhcn p,pcakjLg on the 
Amt•ndnH·nt Bill of 1929. 2. 
sent Secretary for Public Lands. as 
on pag<' 2082 of tJw " H amard · 
year, said:-

pn'­
reporteci 
frr that 

,, Section 3 of '"~ Bill to Amend tb 
Constitution of Queensland bv Abolish­
ing the Legislative Council.'' provided 
this among other things:-

" '. . . . that the cxistjng 1nernbers 
of the Legislative Council shall, dur­
ing life or for such period of time as 
is fixed in such notification, retain 
and continue to be entitled to exer­
cise the privilege of a free paes upon 
the railways of the State and the use 
of the Pariimnentary Library, and 
such other existing privilege~ .... ' " 

Since that Bill was passed it is our obliga­
tion to pass this Bill. The privilege was 
taken awav bv the Moore Government in a 
vindictive 'spi;·it. One hon. member desig~ 
nated it as so paltry, so miserable and 
mean that it resembled the action of an 
abl<•~bodied man stealing 6d. from a child 
who was going to the butcher's shop to 
purchase meat. That is a very apt descrip~ 
tion of what was clone, and I contend that 
this Assembly is doing the right thing in 
restoring the right. 

\Ye ban• heard a great deal to the effect 
that this pri1·ilego was a bribe to the mem~ 
b~rs concerned to abolish the Legislative 
Council. Allow me to remind hon. members 
of the fact that the prevailing opinion in 
this democratic country-even amongst sup­
porters of the Opposition-is that the cost 
of legislation is too high. One of the most 
efficient acts to reduce that cost was the 
abolition of the Legislative Council by the 
Labour Party. It was an expression of 
commonsense and democracy. Supporters of 
the Country-Nationalist Party >vcre allowed 
to retain their passes. The hon. member 
for Toowong endeavoured to defend that 
discrimination by saying that the Labour men 
did not have as long a membership as the 
former. That excuse is so absurd, so mean 
and contemptible to any man who will 
analyse it, as to indicate that only vicious 
discrimination could have brought it about. 
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I am pleased to know that the Labour 
movement has enough courage to restore 
the just rights of those men. 

Some of the ex-members who will receive 
these passes cannot be regarded as genuine 
supporters of Labour. Since their retirement 
from the Legislative Council, some of them 
hav~ not proven themselves to be loyally 
behmd Labour-a fact that is evidence 
enough that the privilege is not being 
restored because the recipients are La hour 
men. The sole intention is to restore to 
those men the justice that was denied to 
them by the vicious Government then in 
power. 

?!Ir. :WAHER (West Jforcto.n) [11.49 a.m.]: 
The hon. member for Rockhampton claimed 
that the question involved in this proposal 
was that of ju,tice or injustice. I am 
going to argue that the questic>n at i"uo is 
whether the members nominated to the 
Legislative Council gave service in exchange 
for the privileges accorded to them by the 
Government of the day. If hon. members 
opposite can show to the satisfaction of this 
Committee that the ex-members of the 
Legislative Council gave services worthy of 
such privileges, I will concede that they are 
entitled to them. 

No one can properly draw a dist;ncrion 
between the services of what are known as 
I\ ationalist or Liberal members and the 
services of Labour members of the Legisla­
tive Council. The Nationalists or Liberal 
members had been members of that body 
for many years before it was abolished, and 
thej' had qualified for their passes in accord­
ance with the same rule that applies to 
members o£ the Legislative Assembly, that 
they must have served for seven years or 
three Parliaments. I have nothing against 
the individual ex-Labour members, but they 
were appomted for the express purpose of 
-ending the life of the Legislative Council, 
and consequently had onlv a short neriod of 
service. They had not qualified for these 
privileges in accordance with the rule that 
applies to every hon. member of this 
Assembly; therefore, they wore recmvmg 
something to which they were not entitled. 
That is the basis of my opposition to the 
Bill. 

To indicate the services that thev ren­
dered, I propose to quote from a "speech 
deliverPd in this Assembly on the Consti­
tution Act Amendment Biil of 1929, No. 2, 
by Mr. Swayne, ex-member for Mirani. 
which ie to be found at page 2097 of 
" Hamard " for that year. He said :-

"I find that in 1919 Mr. A. Skirving 
was appointed to the Legislative Coun­
cil, and during his term in the Council 
he spoke five times. He stands out on 
his own in that respect. Then we had 
Mr. W. P. Colborne, who spoke twice; 
Mr. J. F. Donovan, who spoke once; 
Mr. IY. J. Dunstan and ;}fr. W. F. Fin­
la,·son. who did not speak at all." 

l\1r. c\ .. J. Jones interjected. "l\h. Fin­
lavson did speak.'' 1\Ir. Swa:yne further 
sa;d-

" Then we had l\Ir. J. S. Hanlon, who 
spoke twice, one occasion being in reply 
to congratulations on his appointmPnt; 
Mr. E. J. Hanson, who did not speak 
once.'' 

(Laughter.) I will say this in favour of our 
Chairman of Committees, that he has per-

formed his duties with credit and with 
great capacity while he has been a member 
of this Chamber. 

" l\Ir. T. L. J ones, who spoke several 
times; ::Yir. G. Lawson, who spoke once; 
and Mr. J. S. Collings, who spoke six 
times. Of the members who were 
appointed in 1920 by the late Govern­
ment. Mr. H. G. McPhail spoke on six 
occasions; Mr. H. J. Mulvey did not 
speak at all, neither did Mr. J. G. 
Smith or Mr. G. H. Thompson, while 
Mr. Kilpatrick spoke twice. By 1922 
they became extinct. It will, therefore, 
be seen that a large number of the 
men whom this Bill will affect and who 
were granted life passes over our rail­
ways, ,'\~ere absolute dun1n1ios." 

I claim that these men did not give value 
to the people of Queensland for the privi­
lege of life passes over the Queensland rail­
ways, and I do not think that any reason­
able membe1· of this Assembly could, in his 
own heart, say othcr\visc. 

The Attornev-General declared that four­
teen cx-n1en1bCr.s of the Legislative C'ouncil 
\H're irl\'olvPd in this Bill. Arc all these 
fourteen men to be prc'sented with a life 
pass o\·er the Queensland railways at a cost 
of £50 a year each. If so the taxpayers 
of Quecnsl<r.nd will have to find £700 a year 
for the purpose. 

:\Ir. IYATERS: That is not a fact. It will 
not cost £50 a vcar for e<r.ch pass. Don't 
be ridiculous. .. 

Mr. :\L'\HER: This is the figure used by 
the Leader of the Opposition. as Premier 
of the day. when introducing the Constitu­
tion Act Amendment Bill of 1929, No. 2. 

l\Ir. vY.\TERS: Do you accept him as an 
authority'? 

Mr. l\fAHER: I have no evidence that 
the hon. member is an anthoritv. It is satn 
to s:ty that the Commissioner for Railway' 
will dtarge the vrtlue of each life gold pas' 
agnin~t the Chief Secretary's Department. 

:VIr. Gonmc·y MORGAJ\ : I think it is £75 
for t'ach pass. 

rdr. POWITR: \\'hal will it cost Queens­
land? 

c'Ir. i\IA HER: Tl>c Tr<'amror will levy on 
the taxpa,-crs for that sum. 

The ATTORKEY-GEXEIUL: Is it not only 1t 

tramfer of the vote? 
:\Ir. ::VfAHER: It i,, a direct levy on the 

people of the State. 
The ATTORKE1-GEKERAL: It is only a cross 

entry. 
Mr. ~.IAHER: It 1' not. ThP Com­

mis,ioner fnr Railw-an debits the Chief 
Secretary\ Department and the f'hiof Secr·e­
tar:v in turn provid0s tllat an1ount on his 
Estimates. 

The .\TTORKEY-GEXEH\L: You nmst not 
forget that there is a credit jn the l~aihvay 
Dcpartn1cnt of an t1..fJ_ual arnount. 

}fr. :\L\IIER: T!w :\Iinistor is astrav; 
there is no credit ill 1hf' Railway Dnpa'l:t­
rneut. The value of the pass is a direct 
in1post on the Estirnatcs and the taxation 
receivts of the State. If each ex-member 
nf the LegislaLive Council involved in this 
Bill has an expect.ation of life of twont:. 
years, thi.s Bill will cost the taxpayers 
£14.000. That is a g-enerous reward for a. 
brief service to tlw people-and, as the 
cx-men~bur fur 11irani indicutcd, many of 

Mr.Maher.] 
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these rnernbcr.s only spoke onre or tvYice, 
others five or six times~ and son1e not at a]l. 
They merely adorned the seats of the 
Legislative Council and gan' no service 
whatsoever to the 1wople of Qne0nsland. 
Yet this Government are prepared to make 
tl1ese fourteeu men a prese11t of £50 a year 
for life in the shape of a gold pass o'r the 
Queensland railways! 

The ATTORliEY-GEliERAL: \YNe vou in 
favour of the continuance of the" Upper 
I-Iouso? 

:Wr. MAHER : I most certainlv was. The 
worst dav's work the Labour Partv did for 
Queensland-and a great deal o( what it 
has done has boon detrimental to this State 
-was the abolition of the second Chamber. 
It had the f'ff0et of not only causing cap1t.-d 
to leave the State but also of preventing 
capital from coming into it and thus l'l'L'>H­

ing a great amount of unemployment. It has 
caused Queensland to retrogress. Every­
one kno,vs the positjon our sccondfl r~- indus­
tricc arc in. They have gone beck since 
Hat time. But that is bcsid0 the point. 
The point is whether it is right or wrong 
to restorp thf'se ex-members of the Log·is­
htive Council those pae3es that were taken 
from them-quite rig·htly-by the Moore 
Government under the Act of 1929. There 

. is a, vcr.v strong fe0ling ont8ido Parliainent 
in OPlJosition to the ~ranting of gold passes 
even to ex-me1nbers of the LPgis]<Jtive 
A'·scml.Jly after the:-: ho.-e g;,-en the Stat,o 
seven ...-,Tears' service. In manv instances 
Stt{'h m'cn have given a lifeti1n~ of scn·ic~ 
to the people, but I venture to say if this 
GoYen~mcnt ~ubinittPd a question to the 
•'lectors as to whether the ynivilcge of a 
free vold nass shoulcl be extended to ex­
members of the Legislative Assembly after 
they have completed seven years' service 
the proposal would be turned down by 95 
per cent. of the people. h it not tempting 
the fates to flout the people's will in this 
respect by introducing a measure of this 
nature to conf0r privileges on people who 
have not eerned them? Ex-members of the 
Legislative Assembly, who have worked in 
the interests of the people for a period 
extending up to twenty-five years-in some 
cas0s more-and who on the vYholc have 
done their best for their countrv have some 
claim to a life pass. but there" is no justi­
fication for the granting of p<tsses to those 
individuals indicated bv this mPasure. \Ve 
arc going to ask the people. \\-ho arc opposed 
to the princinle of lfnld passes altogether, 
to approve of the granting nf privileges to 
men who have done nothing whatever in the 
interests of the people to (':trn those 
privileges. 

A GovERN:.VIEliT ME:VIBER: That is a libel. 

Mr. MA HER: It is not e libel; it is the 
truth. Men who wore appointed to the 
Legis lativc Council for a year or so with a 
definite mandate to abolish the Chamber 
and who have not served the people of 
Queensland by useful contribution to the 
debates in that Chamber are to be given a 
nrivilegc, "\YhP,rOaR many men \Vho serYed 
for six and a-half vea,-s in this Assemblv 
are not entitled to it. There arc me~ 
in our communitv who have Clone unselfish 
and sP!f-s~crificing \York for the people, 
and whose achicyernents wen~ inln1Pasure­
ably superior to anything that any mem­
ber of this Assembly might do during 
ten years or more, yet their services ar{~ 
not recognised by the granting of a gold 

f Mr. M aher. 

pass. \Vhat of the returned soldier, the, 
rnan who went ov-erseas and risked his. 
life in battle in order to preserve our 
liberties-which many members of this 
Assembly hold so light? There is no gold 
pass for him. Surely if anybody is 
entitled to a gold pass it is those men, 
many of them battle-scarred and broken 
in health. If there is largesse aveilable, 
why give it to members of the Council 
\vho had a few months' service? Surely, 
the returned soldier, who has risked his­
life so that this country might live, is 
more entitled to it ! I would cheerfully 
subscribe to that principle on the ground 
that he has done something-something 
outstanding for the good of his race. 
But-nothing for him ! ·when he comes 
along to the Labour Party he does not 
m-on get tho hearing he is en tit led to. 

The ATTOR:"iEY-GENERAL: ·when yon were 
framing your vindictive amendment of the 
Constitution to abolish these passes why 
did you give two ex-:i\i[inistcrs who served 
for three years gold passes oYer the whole 
of the Australian railways? 

Mr. MAHER: \Ye did not give them to 
them. 

The ATTORNEY-GENER\L: You could hav-e· 
excluded them . 

:Mr. MAHER: \Ve did r•ot gi,-c these two 
passes to the two ex-Ministers. It was 
political fortune that these two men came 
into Parliament without experience and 
served as ·Cebinct 11inisters for three vears 
and so became entitled to that privilege. 
TheY were iust lncln-. At any rate thev 
had given three yeius of their time a"s 
Cabinet Mimsters and had usefully sencd 
the people of this Stato in their respective· 
pmitions. This measure cannot be justified. 

It is extraordinary that although the 
present Government haye been in power for 
four :vears this n1easurc has onlv no\Y been 
introduced. It a ppean to me· that the1·c 
was some discord among t-he Gon,rnment 
Party of the last Parliament over this pro· 
posal. It is certain that the interest; 
im·oh·ed would bring pressure to bear on th,,­
Govemment during the last parliamentary 
term to have these nasses restored. and the 
fact that it was n0t ·done lends forcP to the 
Yiew that the members of the Labour Partv 
in the previous Parliament were not favom:­
able to it. and perhaps it has been carried 
on this occasion by a very narrow rnajority. 

I am definitely opposed to the principle 
involved in this Bill. It is an outrage on 
justice that these men can get these spcci«l 
pri \~ilegf' whilst many other de~erYing citi­
zens of Queensland arc denied them. It is 
flouting public opinion, which is definitely 
hostile to the gold-pass principle altogether, 
and when it favours only a few it is abso­
lutely unjust. 

Mr. WATERS ([{ elvin Grove) [12.7 p.m.]: 
I am in favour of the Bill. It is onlv a 
measure of justice to restore to these pcor,le 
certain privileges that were filched fronc 
them by men of very narrow .-ision. The 
action of the JYioore Government was one 
of the most mean and contemptible actions 
of which any Government c·ould be accused. 
It could orilv come from men of stunted 
mentality arid from a party that put a 
political confidence trick over the people le 
the election in 1929, when it said that i; 
would provide £2,000.000 for 10.000 jobs fol· 
the citizens of this State. In order to cover 
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•up their misdemeanours they threw a smoke­
screen over their track. They resorted t') 

many devices. They brought about the 
JYiungana inquiry. They passed an Act to 
make Labour men feel that they were get 
ting something to which they were not 
entitled. Strangely enough, they did not 
overlook their political friends when thi' 
measure was being passed. Everv National 
ist supporter in the Legislative Council had 
his gold pass secured to him. That «lone 
justifie .. the assumption of the Labour Party 
that the action of the Moore Govemment 
was purely one of political vindictivene" 
and a calculated blow at the Labour mem· 
ben of the Legislative Council. Hon. mem­
bers opposite cannot deny that the JYloore 
Govornmellt extended the life of their 
l\Tinistrv by one month in order to qualify 
the mcrnbe.rs of t.he Cahillet. for e life pass 
over the Au·"tralian railway.o. A special 
meeting of the Cabinet was held, and m 
order to secure the advantage of gold life 
passes the State elect ions were postponed for 
that period. 

It is rather hypocriticel for hon. mernbPrs 
opposite to cndcavonr to besmirch the char­
acter of Labour men and suggest that wt~ 
have been forced into thi, course of action. 
Porsonallv, I should h1 ''" liked to see th1s 
Bill passed in tho iirot session_ of the last. 
Parliament. The rEstcratwn ot these pnvt· 
leges can be t}phelcl as an act of natural 
justice, and if they are being rc"torcd lat<l, 
it is a ca~e of " Better late than never. 
The gentlemen who will receive the privi­
lege are entitled to thcrn. 

When the Parliament of New South Wales 
'had before it the abolitioll of the old Legis­
lative Council in that State, it made pro­
vision for the granting of certain passes for 
a period of years. It did no~ take a way 
those privileges covertly overmght, as the 
JYloore Gm·ernment did. 

The hon. member for West Morcton songht 
to justify the actions of the Moore GoYern· 
ment hv stating that Tory members of the 
Legislative Council obtained passes because 
they had served the State for seven years. 
There is no analogy between the Counctl 
and the Assembly. The Legislative Co~.tncil 
was a House to which a mall was appomted 
for life and a member of it had a ddinite 
contract that he would be a Legislative 
Councillor till he die-d. 

The hon. member quoted all extract from 
the speech of the ex-member for Mirani, 
in which the latter detailed the numbers 
Df the speeches _delivered by Lahou~ mem­
bers of the Legislative Conned durmg the 
vcars 1919 to 1922. I invite hon. members 
to read the volumes of " Hansard " for 
1917. In that year, of a total of forty 
members of the Legislati\·e Council, only 
about two of whom were Labour men­
twentv members of tho Oppositioll party did 
not s.peak at all, and if the records. of 
"Hansarcl" are studied from that tune 
until the abolition of the Council it will 
b~ seen that Tory members seldom spoke. 
Most of them had to be wheeled to Parha· 
ment in chairs. They har-dly ev:er attended 
the House. Frequently, they did not have 
enough in attendance to form a qnorum. It 
was not until Labour men were m the 
majority in the Legislative. Council _that 
that Home was able to do 1ts work m a 
sati-sfactory n1aner. 

Tl;w hon. member for \Vest M01·eton also 
cguggestcd that we should have a referendum 

on this matter. On a conservative estimate, 
I should sa v that a referendum would mean 
an expenditure of something like £20,000. 
The hon. member for Auhigny estimates the 
value of these passes to be £50 a year. I 
have not obtained a value of more than 
£20 from my pass during the four y_ears in 
which I have heell a member of Parliament. 
It can be said with safetv that £20 would 
be the maximum ohtaincd. annually from a 
pass by the average member of Parliament. 
no matter what district he represents­
greater value ca11not be had because n1em­
bers have not the financial resources to 
cnahle them to travel-and as only fourteen 
persons are affected by this Bill, the sug­
gf·stion for a referendum is ridiculous. Esti· 
mating- the passes to he worth £20 a year. 
the ag·gregate annual expenditure involved 
vmuld be £280, so that it would be seventy 
years before tho expenditure Oll these passes 
would equal the £20.000 that would be 
involved in a referendum. 

Two members of the C11binet of the Moore 
'Government were Messrs. Macgroarty and 
Atherton. They served three years in this 
Parliament, and during that time did not 
distinguish themselves in any way. Hon. 
members talk about men who are forced 
into Parliament to do a certain job. A 
political whirlwind swept in l\1e,sr·"· Ather· 
ton and lVlacgroarty, and in consequellce 
those gentlemen are now enLtled to a pass 
over Australian railways for the rest of 
their lives. Yet hon. members opposite have 
tho effrontery to talk c;f granting privilege"· 
to Labour men ! If they hold firmly to the 
principle that passes and concessions should 
not be granted, the Moore Government as a 
matter of honour should have gone to the 
people on the 11th May, 1932. when t.hey 
were clue to do so. They extended their 
term of office deliberately and definitely to 
get the benefit of thooe pasees, and I chal­
lenge holl. member·, opposite to deny the 
truth of that statement. There could have 
been no other reason for their action than 
to get the Australian pass. 

The hon. member for \Y est JYioreton 
advanced the suggestioll that if we arc dis­
tributing- largesse, we should give it to 
returlled soldiers alld sailors and others who 
contributed to the defence of ouc country 
during the war. That is a very interesting 
contention, coming as it does from members 
of a Government that cut down pensions and 
allowances of the widows of returned sol­
diers-women whose husbands went to the 
war and subsequently die.d through causes 
that would not entitle them to a war pen­
sion. Such peo)'le have the effrontery to 
criticise our action in restoring these passes, 
which is EO n1uch humbug, cant, and 
hypocrisy. 

Mr. MOORE: You have nothing to think 
with. ·what are you talking about? 

Mr. WATERS: Mr. Hanson, the hon. 
member for Aubiglly has never distinguished 
himseif at any time as a man of thought 
or action. He is a man with a putty mind, 
and other people have made up his mind for 
him when the need arose. Any public 
eervant of standing who had any dealings 
with the hon. gentleman can tell you that he 
was the most hopeless person who ever 
graced the high office of Premier of 
this State-one of the most deplorable types 
that Queensland has ever known, pmsibly 
worse than Joe Lyons, who has the audacity 

1!1.r. Waters. 1 



1450 Constitution Act [ASSEMBLY.] Amendment Bill. 

this morning to take up the cry of political 
morality and shudder with horror at this 
daotardly action. If the hon. member for 
Aubigny examined his political conscience 
carefully he would find that otlP of t.he worst 
o£ the exhibitions of self-interest that 
characterised his rcgirne was the extenf'ion 
of the life o£ Parliament by a month in 
order to gain for himself and his colleagues 
a pass on the Austra1ian railway:<.. That 
action alone destrO\'; any argument that 
the Opposition could aclntnce this morning. 

Mr. MooRE: They did not grant me that. 
I was entitled to it before. 

Mr. WATERS: His colleagues were not 
entitled to it in any ca,c. \Yhetlwr he 
wished to postpone the election or not, his 
colleagues decided that he was in fayour 
of it,· and with hi. co-operation extended 
the life of Parliament so that thev could 
gain an advantage oyer the people· of this 
State. 

Mr. BRAND: That is not a true statement 
of fact. 

Mr. MoORE: It is a de• liberate lie, and 
you know it is a lie. 

Mr. WATERS: It is a fact that cannot 
be controverted. The Opposition, when in 
power, extended the life of Parliament by 
a month in order to he! p t hcm~elves to the 
Treasury, and those two members of the 
party that were not entitled to passes on any 
consideration-Messrs. Athcrton and :'Y1ac­
groarty-succceded in obtaining them. with 
other members of the :'\Iinistrv who would 
be entitled to passes over the State railways 
after seven vears' ~crvicc as members of 
Parliament. · 

Mr. MoORE: I was entitled to it, as Leader 
of the Opposition. 

Mr. WATERS: You were not. 
Mr. MooRE : I was. 
The HoME SECRETARY: Not a Common­

wealth pass. 
Mr. MooR£: 0£ course I was. 

Mr. WATERS : There were nine mem­
bers of the Moore Ministory who pillaged 
and plundered the Treasury of this State 
in order to gain a political advantage for 
themselves, and they did it by extending the 
life of Parliament. The,- adopted a course 
of action that no one can denv had for its 
object the gaining for them of a pos!tion 
of self-interest, and they benefited consrder­
ably. On the admission of th? Leader of 
the Opposition nine members of the Moore 
Cabinet helped themselves to £100 a year 
at the expense of the people of Queensland. 
What a lot of " Simon Pures" ! Probably 
they will get up in this Chamber and con­
tinue to assert that their action in depriving 
ex-Labour n1cn1lwrs of railwav passes \vas 
in keeping with political morality. The 
people of Queensland should know where 
they stand. Thev should be informed of the 
action thev took and their record should 
be exposed at eYery possible opportunity. 
The people of Queensland should know 
just what they are. If I were to call them 
what thev are I should be called upon to 
withdraw: Ycsterdav I referred to them as 
a lot of humbugs. "but that expression is 
ri•garded as unparliamentary, and I am not 
allowed to use it. There is no doubt that 
they are guilty of the greatest amount of 
cant it is possible for a man to have, and 

[ Jlr. Waters. 

tho people of Queemland should be madn 
aware of it. Hon. members opposite should 
be exposed on every possible occasion as the 
" Simon Pures.'' 

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN (Dalby) [12.22 
p.m.]: The suggestion by the hon. member 
for Kelvin Grove that the Moore Govern­
ment extended the life of Parliament so. 
that sou1o of their Cabinet Ministers would 
be entitled to life passes over the Australian 
raihntYs is absolutelv untrue.· There was 
no neC'essity to do th~t to give the members 
of the Moore Cabinet these passes. In the 
first place eeven members of the Cabinet were 
entitled to life pa,ses over the Queensland 
raihvay bt~causc nf thPir length of ~ervicc. 
\Ve were returned to power on 11th May, 
1929. The Constitution provides that the 
life of Parliament may be prolonged for 
two months beyond three years. If we had 
gone to the country on 11th 1\1ay, 1932, 
exactly three years would have dapscd 
since our return to power, and that would 
haye entitled members of the Mooro Cabinet 
to tho passes. 

The HOl\lE SECRETARY: No. 
Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: Thero was 

no need to extend the life of that Parlia­
ment. \Vo could have gone to the country 
on 21st May, 1932. \Ye did not cease to be 
Ministers of the Crown until about a fort­
night after the elections in that year, so 
that there was no need to extend the life 
of Parliament for a month so that some 
of the Ministers could qualify for life passes, 
as was suggested by the hon. member for 
KelYin Grove. A Cabinet Minister would 
have been entitled to a life pass after three· 
year". Every member of the 1\foore Cabinet, 
with the exception of two, was entitled to 
lifc passes oYer the Qu('ensiand rail way;:;, so 
that there was really no need to extend the 
life of Parliament. The matter of extend­
ing the life of Parliament for this purpose 
was never discusesd at any Cabinet meet­
ing that I attended. The que,,tion of fixing 
the polling date was left entirely with the 
Premier. I had nothing to do with it, as 
a Cabinet Minister. In fact, I did not know 
the exact date until it was announced by 
the Premier. 

The hon. member for Rockhampton said 
he was pleased to find the Government pos­
sessed of f·nough courage to introduce thi& 
measure. That is tantamount to an admis­
sion that the Government that held office 
in the preceding three years had not. 
Evidently the matter had been brought up 
in caucus. There is no doubt that caucus 
endeavoured to bring pressure to bear on 
the previous Government, and that the 
majority of the party decided not to intro­
duce a Bill of this description. That shows 
that the last Government did not consider 
that these ex-members of the Legislative· 
Council wer-e entitled to a free pass. The 
scene has changed. There has been an elec­
tion and a considerable number of new 
members have come in. It is evident that 
they arc of sufficient strength to cause this 
Bill to be introduced. 

I oppose this measure because I do not 
think the ex-members of the Legislative 
Council who were deprived of the;r passes 
were entitled to them. They had sen·ed only 
a few months in the Legislati,·e Council. 
They were sufficiently paid by reason of the 
fact that they had the free use of the Queens­
land railways for a period of seven '!"'Oars 
before being deprived of the privilege. 
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·Considering that these men had served a few 
months only in the Legislative Council they 
were well treated. 

I will always support the rule that a man 
who has sen·ed this State in Parliament for 
seven years or three Parliaments, as laid 
down in onr Constitution, is entitled to a 
free pass for life over the Queenshmd rail­
ways. I will always vote in favour of that 
privilege, irrespective of what people say. 
If a man has given that service to the 
people he is entitled to it. I have no objec­
tion to giving ex-members of the Legisla­
tive Council who were not paid for their 
services, the right to a free pass, provided 
they sen-e the required time, but those 
who were appointed by the Labour Govern­
ment for the sole object of voting for its 
abolition only served a few months. and 
were not entitled to a pass for such ser­
vices. 

Some hon. members have contended that 
the value of the pass is only a book-keeping 
-entry, and therefore does not matter, 
because the people do not pay for it. The 
suggestion is ridiculous. When the Moore 
'Government came into office I, as Secretary 
for Railways, reviewed all the free passes 
that had been issued b,- twevious Govern­
ments. I was surprised to learn of the 
number of people who had been granted 
life passes on our railways. I did not think 
it rig·ht that the Queensland railways should 
be called upon to carry those people round 
Queensland free of cost. I took the sub­
ject up with Cabinet. and at my suggestion 
Cabinet a.greed that a certain value should 
be placed on those passe;, and that a certain 
sum should be paid from consolidated 
revenue to the Raih,-u~- Department for 
tbo~C' priyilc·~·e~. Speaking frorn meruory. thP 
amount was somewhere in the '"'cinitv of 
£12.000. In support of my statement I 
would refer hon. members to the Estimates 
for 1935-36. which have just been passed. The 
Estimates fOl' the LegislatiYe Assembly con­
tain the following item:-

"Railway passes to members and ox­
members of Parliament and their rela­
tives, £9,432." 

The amount last year for the samB pur­
pose was £9.350. That is proof positive that 
the amount involved in these passes is bud­
geted for and passecl bv the Legislative 
Assembly. It is paid from consolidated 
reYenue to I he Railway Department. It is all 
very well for hon. members to say that this 
itorr1 is only a book entry or a cross entry. 
The Rail,,-ay Department is not indebted to 
the Chief Secretary's Department or a,ny 
other department. At one time all Under 
Socrdaries had gold passes. The railways 
carried them free until I made that altera­
tion. 

As a re•n1t of that alteration th·' Rail­
'va~~ De11artn1ent rece1Yes a c0rtain payrncnt 
in rP~P('C'' of e,~cr:v~ free pass held bY a. 
m0mb,·r of Parliament or Govcrnnwnt official. 
Unless the nractice has been altered since 
the present Government assumed control, the 
Railway Department gets a certain amount 
for all passes that arc used, except those of 
its own employees. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: How will that 
affect the revenue as a whole? 

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: The point is 
that the moncv is coming out of consoli­
,clated reveHue. · The Railway Department is 

not losing one shil:ing in revenue as a 
result of the gold passes, and will not lose 
in respect of anv nasses to be issued if the 
systern instir.ut<>cf ,;-hen I was ~linister still 
operates. Different nl.lues are placed on 
passes held by different people. A pass held 
by an Under Secretarv is valued bv the 
Railway Department at '£50, and a pass held 
by a memb<cr of Parliament at £75 a year. 
The respectrve departments pay the Rail­
way Department for the passes held by their 
official·. For instance, the Home Secre­
tary's Department mav par £1 000 a vear 
in respect of passes. • • ' · 

Mr. POWER: That improves the revenue 
of the Railway Department. 

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: Yes, and it 
is entitled to it. 

The hon. member for . Bundaberg cold­
b!oodedly admrtted he beheved m the prin­
mple of sporls to the victors. I think that 
is ~ frightful admission to make. If that 
pohcy were carried out universally it would 
mean that if there wa,s a change of Govern­
ment and we discovered that certain Under 
Secretaries and other officials had Labour 
leanings we would adopt the American prin­
ciple of sacking them. 

Mr. KANE: You adopted it. 
At 12.35 p.m., 
Mr. Knm (Jiaree). one of thE> p,-,ncl of 

TmnpQL·ary Chairn1Pn, rel:t:·Yed the Clwi1· 
man in the ch<Jir. 

Mr. GODFREY MORGA::\: We did not. 
The only man I know of that was 'ictimised 
was my private secretary, J\h. Low. He was 
in a hrghly classified position, and when the 
Lab?u: Go~ernment got into power they 
vrctrmrsed hrm by putting him in an unclassi­
fied position because he had been my private 
secretary. 

The TEJ\IPORARY CHAIRMA=" : Order ! 
I ask the hon. member to confine his remarks 
to the resolution under discussion. 

. Mr. GODFREY MORGA:N: I was reply­
mg to the statement made by the hon. mem­
ber for Bundaberg. 

The TEiviPORARY CHAUUvlA:'ol: The 
hon. mern,ber is not entitled to rep:y. He 
must conhne hnnself to the resolution. 

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: On principle, 
these )?asses should not be granted. I a,m 
solely mfluenced by the small amount of the 
servrce th,ese men gave to the people of the 

·State.. There has always been an under­
standmg that members must serve a certain 
period. and all the :\Ioore Government 
drcl was to place the LegislatiYe Council 
rnerubcrs. on . a si n1ilar basis to rnernbers of 
the Leg1slatrn· Assembly. If these men 
are entitled to the restoration of these privi. 
leges. rt can be JUstly sard that men who 
l~~e their seats in Parllarnent because the 
electorate~ they n~prcscnt haYe been \Vipcd 
out arP also entitled to them. ln the 
exigencies of go\·crnrnent the boundaries, of 
electorates arc aitercd and some are abo:­
i -heel. The men who have represented those 
electorates may ha1·e held their seats fo,· 
frou1 three to six years. They have 8BrYcd 
their country for that period but under th>J 
Constitution the.v are not ~ntitled to anv 
priYileges. On the abolition of t'-te Lc~isla­
tin:: C'JUncil, llll'l1 who had sat in that cllanl­
bcr for onl~·. a fc,v rnontbs were given privi­
lege; to whrch they were not entitled. OF 

Mr. Morgan.] 
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course, if a definite promise was made 1;0 
them that they would get passes if they 
supported the abolition of the Legislati 1"8 

Council, the promise had to be honoured" 
But even if a promise is made by a Govern" 
mont, that is no reason why a subsequent 
Government should be bound by it. If the 
measure before the Chamber were designed 
to secure privileges to persons who had given 
long service to the State as members of 
Parliament, I would not object to it. A 
man wbn has given fifteen or twenty years 
of his life to the State in Parliament is 
entitled to certain privileges He should not 
hJ thrown out of Parliament without some­
thing in return for his long service. I should 
have been better off financially had I uever 
come into this House, and had I my life to 
live over again I would not enter politics 
or public life. A man who eschews politic3 
and devotes his energies to his business i<, 
in the end, much better off financially. The 
men who will receive these beneilh are men 
whom I admire and respect; but it is not a 
matter of personal feelings; it is one of 
principle. Dicl the proposed recipients scrY<! 
the State long enough to entitle them to 
these concessions? I sav thcv did nol. Had 
they served for seven years" they would be 
entitled to some consideration. but not after 
a very short period of public service. 

Mr. POWER (Baro01w) [12"39 p"m.]: This 
Bill cX<n be correct! v called " A Bill <;o 
repeal the Mc>ore Repudiation Act of 1928 
with regard to appointees to the Legislati;-? 
Council of Queensland." After having 
victimised every person in the public service 
who was known as a Labour supporter, the 
Moore Government sought fresh fields and 
pastures new and introduced legislation 
taking away the rights of men appointed 
t0 the Legislative Council by a Labour 
Government. It is well known that those 
men were appointed for life. and as a result 
of the decision of the Labour Government tc 
abo-lish that House prm-ision was made to 
give them life passes on the railways. with 
certain other concessions that were enjo:c·ed 
by every other ex-member of the Legislative 
CounciL 

The h0n. member for Toowong rose in a 
frenzy this morning. threw his arms about, 
and castigated the Government for desiring 
to restore the privileges that were wronglv 
taken away. We know that the policy of 
the Moore Government was to victimis0 
Labour supporters at every possible oppor­
tunity, and I am confident tha·c if they ever 
again adorn the Treasury bench of the State 
that policy will be continued. 

The hon. member for vVest Moreton said 
that certain members of the Legislative 
Council did not speak in that Chamber. 
Not only did many members appointed by 
anti-Labour Governments not speak; they 
also did not attend meeting; of the CounciL 
\Ve know that manv were too old and infirm 
to attend to the bu"siness of the Government 
of the dav. Visitors to the Legislative 
Council coiild sec those men creeping into 
corners because of their old age. JYlany of 
the appo-intees of anti-Labour Governments 
to the LegislatiYe Council were political 
rejects, who were appointed for the purpose 
of looking after yestecl interests-and vested 
interests alone. 

I offer no apology for supporting this 
measure. It should have been introduced 
long ago but the hon. member for Rock­
hamptc>n 'has explained the reason for the 

[Mr. M organ. 

del a v. The men affected by this Bill have­
rend"ered sen-ices to Queensland that the, 
people of the State will never forget, and, 
instead of receiving passes on the Queens­
Innd railways only, they should receive them 
over the whole of the railways of tho Com­
monwealth. 

The Legislative Council existed for thcJ 
purpose of blocking the desires of tll'' 
people. The c·lectecl ropresentati Yes of th'' 
people passed legislation, which was lat.er 
submitted to tho Legislative Council. nnd 
those men who were rejected by the electors 
said that such onactment.s could not be ]JUI 
into effect. The actions of the men who 
abolished the Legislative Council \\ill go· 
down in the acnals of Queensland hiswro, 
and if I had my way I would give the1n 
passes over the whole railway system of 
Australia. 

The hon. member for \Vest J\Ioreton said 
that he would give passes to the returned 
soldiers, who rendered great sen-ice to their 
country c>n the other side of the world. I 
appreciate the services rendered by t.ho~t~ 
soldiers but the hon. member for \Vest 
JY1oreto;, is not sincere" The Government oi 
which he was a m em her refused to grant 
intermittent relief work to returned soldiers" 
when that scheme was first introduced. 1f 
the latter were receiving pensions for t.hP" 
services they rendered en the battlefields nf 
France and other part•, of the world. 

The same hon" member also stated tho~ 
the retention of the Upper House would 
ha ye been of benefit to Queensland. because 
its abolition has adYersely affected the P.nan­
cial position of Lhe State" It m1ght be d 
interest to the hon. member to know that 
bank deposits in Brisbane alone incrpased in 
1935 bv £30 000 COO. One has only to read 
the balance-'she~ts of tho various firms m 
Queensland to see that. the State to-day Js 
in a prosperous conditH?n· . I say w~thout 
hesitation t.hat if the Leg1slatrve Counml had 
not bee!! abolished Queensland would be m 
a state of chaos. 

I do not intend to go further in the ma~ter, 
as I rose onlv to sav that I am entn·ely 
in accord witl1 the B;ll, and I believe that 
the people who rendered service to Queens­
land by abolishing the Upper Chamber 
should have returned to them what was 
taken away by a vicious Government. 

Mr. BRAND (Isis) [12.46 p.m.]: This 
measure takes us back to 1921, when the 
Le"islativo Assembly passed a measure that 
had for its object the abolition of the 
Lc"islative CounciL vVo remember that on 
th.:'t occasion in this House thirty-six mem­
bers sat behind the Government of the day, 
and thirty-five in opposition, with an inde­
pendent Speaker. At the 192~ elections t"he 
Government were returned With a muJOnty 
of votes of the people of Queensland. Just 
prior to that they had appealed to the 
country to abolish the Upper House by 
means of the constitutional method of a 
referendum and the people threw out the 
proposal by a majority of 66:000" votes. 
That in itself was sufficient to md1catc to 
the Government of the day that the 
abolition of the Legislatiye CounCJl was 
not desired. It indir ated that the people 
of Queensland still believed in British tradi­
tion and that they were prepared to recog­
nise the British Parliament as theu model 
of Government. vVhen the Government 
abolished the Legislative Council, they had 
a minority of the electors of Queensland 
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bchintl them, yet quite a number of men 
wen' appointed to the Council by that 
Government for the purpose of abolishing it. 

It had been a recognised custom that 
every member of Parliament, whether of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council, was entitled to certain privileges 
after serving in three Parliaments or for 
seven years in all. Those privileges include 
" rail way pass and the right to the L!Se 
of the Parliamentary Library. I submit 
that the period of seven years was specified 
to include members of the Legislative 
Council. As has been pointed out, they were 
appointed for life. If a Legislative Coun­
cillor resigned before he had served seven 
vears in thjs ParliarneLt he was not 
entitled to those privileges. The argument. 
advanced by members on this side of the 
Committee is that we should not declare 
that the service of a Legislative Councillor 
is superior to that of a member of r.he 
Legislative Assembly. If any Chamber is 
the deliberative one, it is the Legislative 
Assembly, and if there is any need to recog­
nise the superiority of one over the oth ,r, 
the Assembly should have the preference. 
The arguments of hon. members on the 
Government side this morning would indi­
cate that service in the Legislative Council 
was superior and entitled members of the 
Council to privileges greater than those of 
members of the Legislative Asstmbly. ThG 
Leader of the Opposition has .'tatcd quite 
definitely that his 1929 legislation was 
brought in for the purpose of putting both 
on the same basis. 

Mr. JESSON: With the intention of getting 
his own back. 

Mr. BRAND : Not of getting his own 
back, but of recognising that service in 
either of the Houses of Parliament was of 
equal value~ and that in consequence the 
privileges given for service in . each ~hould 
be equal. No names are mentwned m the 
Act. It definitely states that these privi­
leges were not to be enjoyed by any mem­
ber of the Queensland Parliament until he 
had served the recognisor! period of seven 
years. There was nothing wrong or mean 
in that. 

It has been stated by hon. members 
opposite !.hat the members concerned 
agreed to vote for the abolition of the 
Upper House without reward, that they 
did it to uphold the principles of the 
Labour Party. If hon. members opposite 
can show that a demand was made by these 
men for the privileges before they were 
appointed to the Upper House, then they 
have some claim in this respect. The hon. 
member for Kelvin Grove said that they 
were appointed for life, which is true, but 
they did not remain there for the specified 
per'iod of seven years or longer so as to 
qualify for the privileges. The hon. mem· 
her hns submitted the only argument from 
the other side in favour of the Bill. We 
must remember that the men concerned 
voted themselves out of office and thereby 
deprived themselves of the privileges. There 
was a rumour current in the parliamentary 
lobbie' at the time that they had made a 
demand for the privileges before they 
would agree to abolish the l ,egislative 
Council. The Minister is not prepared to 
say that that is correct and therefore there 
is no argument in favour of their conten­
tion that the privileges should be restored 
to them. 

The justice of the 1929 Act is proved by 
the inaction of the present Government, 
who failed for four years to return the 
privileges. They contend that the 1929 Act 
amounted to victimisation and persecution, 
but why have they remained inactive for· 
four years? The hon. member for Rock­
hampton explained that it was because more 
urgent business had to be dealt with, thereby 
implying that the Bill is not an urgent one 
and should not occupy the time of this 
Uhamber until all other matters have been 
disposed of. His argument is unsound. We 
have not been overworked during the past 
four years and there has been ample time~ 
to bring forward this legislation. I con­
tend that unless it can be shown that the 
men concerned made a demand for these 
privileges before they would take certain 
action to carry out Government policy, 
we should not place them in a different 
categorv from members of the Legislative 
Assemblv who have to serve for seven 
years o;: 'longer before they are entitled to 
railway passes. That is the paramount 
issue. Hon. members opposite should recog­
nise that in abolishing the Upper House 
they have recognised the Legislative 
Assembly as the all-important body and con­
sequently we should not pass legislation that 
implies that the ex-mernl:Jers of the Legisla­
tive Council are entitled to prior con­
sideration. 

It is just as well to say this morning that the 
real reason behind this legislation is to pro­
vide free railway passes, and not so much the 
privileges of the library and refreshment-room, 
to help Labour organisers and supporters 
throughout the State. It would be unnatural 
if this side of the Committee did not oppose 
the proposal. We say definitely that no 
pe1·son should have the right to propagate 
the political principles of his party among 
the people of the State with the aid of 
Government money. If they wish to do 
so then they must use their own money. A 
free railway pass over the Queensland rail­
ways costs money, and if these men are 
granted free railway passes they will be 
relieved of certain expenditure that they, 
themselves, now meet, and pass it on to the 
Treasury. That is the real reason for the 
granting of this privilege, and not-as hon. 
members opposite will tell their supporters 
outside-because they say it is the right 
and just thing to do. 

We say that the action of these men in 
1921 was wrong, that they abrogated the 
privileges of the people of Queensland. The 
Government of the day did not have the 
confidence of the majority of the electors, 
although they had a majority of representa­
tives in this Parliament. Nevertheless they 
appointed these men to the Legislative Coun­
cil \Vho, after bYo years' service. voted 
themselves out of Parliament. Therefore, 
they arc not entitled to the privilege which 
is enjoyed by Parliamentarians under the 
w~ll~known rule. 

Hon. members opposite have spoken a 
grcot deal of what they term the viciomness 
of the legislation passed in 1929. Almo't 
every hon. member opposite said that it 
was the result of a vicious C;tmpaign launched 
by the Premier, the present Lender of the 
Opposition. I make bold to say that thew 
was no vicioucness in the Premier of 1929-32. 
No one can charge Arthur Moore with any 
viciousness. Rather are hon. members oppo­
site likely to charge him with not doing those 
things for his supporters that the Labour 

lllr. Bra,;d.] 
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Government do for theirs. The fact of the 
matter is. and it was recognised at the time 
ihis legislation was passed through tho Legis­
lative Assembly and the L<~gislative Council, 
that it was unjustified. The Leader of the 
Opposition and members of his party, who at 
the time numbered thirty-five out of seventy­
two members in this Chamber, solemnly voted 
against the giving of this privilege to mem­
bers of the Legisla.tive Council who had not 
served a full period of seven years. Having 
opposed the proposal then, we claim that wo 
arc con-5iste-nt in 0pposing it now. 

At 2 p.m., 
The CHATR.'H:i' resumed the chair. 

:Mr. DEACO:'-i (Cnnninglvon): The Govern­
ment h<t ,-c accused the Opposition of 
repudiation. There was no reason why we 
should have kept a promise made by the 
Labour Goverrnnent to give free passp.., to 
these members of the Upper House. The 
reason why thoy got the passes is quite 
plain. These gentlemen were put into the 
Upper House with instructions to abolish it, 
and when they got there they refused to 
vote for its abolition unlc>s they got a 
promise of a gold pass for each member. 
They held the Government up; they had 
to be paid their price. (Government inter­
ruption.) The Labour Government were 
forced to 11ay these men a p!·ice in the form 
of free passes because they would not keep 
their promise unless they got them. There 
was no !'Cason why the next Government, 
who did not believe in the abolition of the 
Upper House, should keep that bargain. 
Because these people were able to extract a 
promise of free passes from the Labour 
Government is no reason why the :i'.foore 
Government should honour it. How can 
anyone justify the extraction of a promise 
from any Government? 

Mr. \VATERS: You believe in repudiation. 

Mr. DEACON: That was not repudia­
tion. These people exacted a promise of a 
certain privilege before they would vote for 
the abolition of the Upper House. 

Mr. BEDFORD: That is false. 

Mr. DEACON: It has been admitted. 
Mr. BEDFORD: That is false; I was one 

.of them. 
Mr. DEACO:'-i: I am sorry to have drawn 

the fire of the hon. member for \Varrego. 
If the hon. member took advantage of the 
position I am not blaming him for it; but 
why should the next Government, who were 
totally opposed to the abolition of the 
Upper House, be expected to honour that 
pledge? \Ye wiped out the passes to these 
gentlemen. and we take credit for doing so, 
and when we get into power next t:me we 
will do the same thing again. 

Mr. PowER: You are a super-optimist. 

~Ir. DEACOX: How do vou know? In 
1929 the Government were ~ure of Yictory. 
Young members should guard against the 
belief that anv Government are secure for 
life. · 

Manv people in the Government service 
lost privileges during the period of depres­
s:on but this privilege was not taken away 
on ~ccotmt of the depression; it was taken 
away because it was never justified. Many 
other Government servants that have served 
the State faithfully have lost privileges, and 
they haYe not been returned. The officers 

[Mr. Brand. 

of this House had the privilege of a railway 
pass when they were on holidays once a 
year, and during the depression that privi­
lege was taken avvay as a measure. of 
economy, but not as a permanent thmg. 
There would be some justification for the 
restoration of such a conce,sion to employees 
of the service who havo always enjoyed it. 
Undor this Bill certain persons are to receive 
free railway passes for life for services that 
were never worth anything. They were 
appointed to the Upper House for one 
reason and one reason only-to vote for its 
extinction. That service is not worth the 
price that is being paid for it. 

Mr. PowER: It was the best service ever 
rc'ndercd to the people of Queensland. 

Mr. DEACON : I do not think much of 
any man who entered the Upper House on 
that condition (GoYernrnent interjections\, 
and held up the Government of the day. 

Mr. WATERS: Now we know why you took 
the passes away. 

Mr. DEACON: Why should we not? 
(Government interjections.) The people of 
Queonshmd would not be very much con­
corned if the hon. member for Kelvin Gr0ve 
were not hero. 

Mr. WATERS: Possibly they would not care 
if you were not here. 

Mr. DEACON : But, at the same tinw, 
what has that got to do with it. What 
has the hon. member's opinion of me or my 
opinion of him got to do with it? This is 
a public matter. Why should the people 
of Queensland be asked to pay the price of 
keeping a promise that was forced out of 
the Government of the day, simply because 
they were in such a position that they must 
give it in order to have the Upper House 
extinguished? And they were pledged t· > 
do that. This is a matter upon which those 
outside of this Chamber will ;wld only one 
opinion, and that is the opinion of the Oppo­
sition. 

If the members of the present Government 
wish to keep a promise given by their pre­
decessors they should do it with their own 
and not with public money. Up to the 
present the speeches from members on t.hc 
Government benches have contained nothing 
but abuse of the Opposition. Hon. members 
on that si.do have not advanced one argu­
ment justifying the paying of this money. 

Mr. WATERS interjected. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 
Mr. DEACON: All they did was to abuse 

the Opposition and to hurl insults at us for 
our work during our administration. That 
is entirely beside this question, and their 
arguments should be confined to the measure 
before the Committee. 

Mr. vVATERS: It would not suit your pur­
pose, and that is why they don't mattcr. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 

i'.Ir. DEACON: It does not matter, anLl 
would not matter one iota. If the hon. mem­
ber for Kelvin Grove could only see himself 
as we see hin1--

Mr. WATERS: Why did you extend the life 
of your Parliament? 

Tho CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. 
member for Kelvin GroYe should obsPn-c 
my call to order. If he does not I shall 
have to deal with him. 
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::Ylr. DEACON : Hon. members opposite 
accused the lVIoore Government of prolong­
ing the life of Parliament so that two mem­
bers of the Ministry might get life passes. 
and used it as justification for what they are 
doing. If they take the trouble to make 
investigations they will see it was not pos­
sible to hold the elections at a certain time. 
A meeting of the Loan Council was called 
for ApriL (Government laughter.) The 
Premier and the Treasurer had to be there. 
(Government interjection.) Hon. members 
do not like being reminded of this fact. 
TheY have 1nade ~o 1nanv excuse,~ fer 
tlu::i~· }Iinisters, who haYc ·run away to 
London and other places during recess and 
delayed the meeting of Par:iament. Never­
theless. those arc the facts-we could not 
hold the election. Of course, members of 
the then Opposition wanted us to do so 
when we were not prepared. They wanted 
to shorten the time at our disposal for the 
preparation of the case we were to put 
before the people. 

Not one member on the Government side, 
from the Attorney-General down, has 
advanced any argument to justify this mea­
sure. Their speeches w·cre nothing- but 
abuse of the actions of the Moore Govern­
ment. They justif:.· this Bill to give life 
passes to their friends by abusing the 
Moore Government ! 

The Ho~IE SECRETARY: You have your life 
pass in your pocket now, have you not? 

Mr. DEACON: I have. I have earned it 
because I have been a member of the Legis­
lative Assembly for fifteen years. 

Mr. PowER: 'That is fifteen years too long. 

Mr. DEACON: Have a " go " at putting 
me out. Have a "go" at it up on the 
Downs. 

Mr. POWER : You are too old. 

Mr. DEACON: The hon. member would 
be too old when he had finished the attempt. 
Hon. members who now possess passes 
received them under a long-established rule, 
and it would have been fair play to apply 
the same rule to members of the Upper 
House. If members of the Legislative Coun­
cil had served a certain time in that House 
their passes would be justified, but the mem­
bers concerned in this Bill were appointed 
for one purpose. The taxpayers of the 
State will be justified in saying they are 
being robbed of the money that is being 
used to pay for these railway passes. Hon. 
members on the Government side will hear 
a good deal about this action at the next 
election, and they will certainly find it very 
difficult to justify it. 

Mr. PLUNKETT (Albert) [2.13 p.m.]: 
It is the principle rather than the money 
that concerns the Opposition. As I under­
stand the circumstances surrounding the 
abolition of the Legislative Council, the idea 
was that it was of no benefit to the people, 
and that the Assemblv should take full 
responsibility, as directly representing the 
people. 'The Council was looked upon as a 
nuisance, the abolition of which would also 
save the country a good deal of money. In 
addition. it was stated-and with a reason­
able amount of truth-that the Assembly wao. 
quite capable of doing- all that \Yas nccL':':isar_: 
in the wac· of lci(idation for the people of 
Qm'c'nslancl. This important Legislative 
Assembly, then. agreed that a gold pass 
should only be granted to a member of 

Parliament who had been a member for seven 
years or three Parliaments. 

The hon. the Minister referred to this 
pass as a privilege. If, in his opinion, the 
Council '' E're of no use to Quccn~land, why 
talk about privileges'? The ::\Iinistcr also 
said that the Bill was to restore certain 
rights. vYhat rig·hts? Can men who are of 
no use or benefit to Queensland have an:v 
privilege or rights? 

The A1'TORNEY-GEKERAL: The men who 
abolished the House were of great senice. 

Mr. PLUKKETT: The Minist'er, when 
introducing the Bill, gave as the Mooro 
Government's reason for doing away with 
the passes that this was the more important 
House of the two. Whv should members 
of the old House, therefore, not be subject 
to the same conditions as the members of 
this House? 'That is the principle involved. 

The Minister said that the Moore Govern­
ment were mad drunk with power when they 
wiped out these privileges and rights. I 
claim there were no rights and no privi­
leges at all and that if there were, the 
members the~selves wiped them out. \Yhcn 
I realise that the restoration of these 
so-c~lled privileges has been allomcd to. wait 
for four years. I ask immediately Is Jt 
because this GoYernn1ent are rnad drunk 
with the majority they got. How is it thcct 
in their prcYiou~ three years of ofhce no 
attempt was made to restor~ them·:. Aftr e 
listcnj ng to the speechefl th1s rnonnng we 
can easilv sec where the rcquc-~t and pre:::~un' 
came frOm. 

It seems to me that class legislation of 
thcs kind is hampering the developrneut of 
the country. It is said that the Act of 1929 
was a hlot on the statute-book. I venture 
to sav that the blot-if it is a blot to 
dcpri,~e these people of these concessions­
has been put there by themseh·es, for they 
wiped themselves out. 

It is said that those people were appointed 
for life. and that the Moore Government 
broke a contract. Can we not logically 
argue that if people are given a life tenure 
in a legislative body, and deliberately wipe 
it out of existence, their rights and privi· 
leges should pass away with it. 

Mr. 'iVATERS: ::'{o. 

Mr. PLUC\KETT: Of course. If they 
wipe themselves out-themselves breaking 
the contract they entered into-there is no 
obligation on the rest of the community to 
continue a privilege that should die with 
that House. Hon. members talk about a 
blot. I say there is a blot on any man 
who is prepared to use that pass whm1 he 
is not qualified in the customary manner 
to possess it. I am not complaining about 
the cost that will be involved, nor do I 
care who the individual members are, but 
I do object to the restoration of these privi­
legPs aftee four yertrs of inaction on the part 
of the Government at a cost of increasing 
tho expenditure of the country. 

2\<[r. RUSSELL (Hamilton) [2.20 p.rn.;: 
'This is a rnatter of such great public ir1t£-:'re:-:t 
that \Ye should express our YiC\\-~ on tlH~ 
qnc~tion \Yithout bcroming excitt'd. (l.~ thP 
1\:Iiuistcr did when he \vorkcrl hims,:E np 
into a frenzv and cxhaustc·cl his YOcabulary 
b~- dl'~( ril,i{Jg tl1e action of the ~J:o' l'L' 

Go-rf'l'llfncnt as splenetic. Yindlctl \ n, Tll"H t1, 

tllisc-rablc, and so on. I-Ia-3 this grieYanco 
srucuklcred in his breast <:tll t h(~Se years·: 

111r. Russcll.] 
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What did he do in the last Parliament from 
1932 to 1935 when he and his collfagucs had 
an •ample opportunity of paying off this 
g-rudge ·r No reference was rnade to 1 he 
matter in the policy epccches of the Premier 
in 1932 or 1935. It is apparent that through­
out the last Parliament Cabinet was satisfied 
to let sleeping dogs lie. It was not keeu 
about reviving this ancient grudge, but all 
of a sudden its members have awakened ;cl' 
new life. HaYe they been stirred up by th•' 
hothead.s of the party and so have trotted 
out this griovance to-day? Hon. m em hers 
opposite have rnade rnany extravagaut state­
ments concerning the Moore G-ovcrnlnent. 
I was surprised to hear the Home Secretary 
-give utterance to such an absolutelv ,tupicl 
statement that the 1932 eleetions were nost­
poned so that ~1inist<,rs in the Moore Cabincl. 
could claim their gold p"s,es. lt is Lhe first 
that I ha1·e heard of it, and I say ·it is abS0-
lutely untrue. Let us analy-"' the situation. 
I was not in Parliament when this trouble 
arose, and therefore I can clairn to give an 
unbiased ouinion on the whole situation. 

~1r. PowER: You are 110t capable of doing 
that. 

Mr. RUSSELL: We Ehall see. 
Mr. PowEH: You are po:::ically biased. 
Mr. RC SS ELL: The hon. member is one 

-of the most warped men in the Chamber. 
He is cockeyed in his political outlook. l 
like to analyse both sides o£ every question. 
I do not deny that there 1s some truth i" 
.sorne ()f the assertions Inado by hon. rnmn­
Lers oppo.-ite. f.\omc pitrts of their policy 
.arc quite good, whilst others are quite bad. 
Hon. n1en1bcrs opposite say that nothing 
good can emanate from 1 his side of th·~ 
Chamber, and we have to listen to all th·J 
epithets levelled at us by hon. memben 
opposite-that we are Tories and blood­
sucker . ..;-but we post-css the sarnc hurnauc 
principles as hon. members opposite. \\'o 
are not going to be stampeded bv all this 
balderdash. Lot us analyse the situation. 

It has been said that ''e penalised a nunt­
her of Labour men "\vhcn Wt.J took a way 
th0se priYilegcs. They were Labour men, 
simply be~ause up to 1915-seven vears 
before the abolition-no Labour Governlnent 
had occupied the Treasury benches, anc' 
natmally the party in power, in making 
appointments to the Unper House, appointed 
men who they thought would be favourable 
t., their policy. Every appointment to thb 
G pper House after 1915 was that of u 
·strong Labour man. I remember very well 
that under the Kidston regime some mem­
bers who were appointed tl> the Upper 
House had no pronounced Labour vio,vs 'lt 
.all. Can anybody say that the Hon. T. C. 
Beirne ''as a dyed-in-the-wool Tory" The 
Hon. Frauk McDonnell was a man \"Yith 
very liberal Yiews. But since 1915 every 
appointee was either a union secretary or a 
strong supporter of the party in office. 

In 1917 the Labour Partv made thirteen 
appointments to the Uppe1· House. They 
consisted of mch well-known advocates as 
the hon. member for Wan·ego, JY1r. W. R. 
Crampton, 2\-lr. vV. H. Demaine, Mr. Lewis 
McDonald, ::\Ir. G. Page-Hanify, Mr. W. J. 
Ri01·-dan. and Mr. R. Sumner. I am not 
saying anything against these men person· 
ally. I know some of them, and some of 
them are Yery good friends of mine. I can 
be friends with a Yery strenous political 
opponent so long as he is decent, but I have 
no time for the man who abuses his privi-

[Mr. Russell. 

leges in this Chamber or elsewhere. I know 
most of these men and have a strong regard 
for them. I can a !ways hold sincere respect 
for a man even if he is an opponent in 
politics, because I regard him from what 
he is as a man. In 1919 the Labour Govern­
ment made a further batch of appointments 
to the Legislative Council, including Mr. 
R. J. Carroll, Senator J. S. Collings, tl-t8 
late Mr. W. J. Dunstan, Mr. J. S Hanlon 
(the editor of the '' \Vorker "), and Mr. 
T. L. Jones. I have the greatest regard 
for my friend Mr. Jones. He is one of the 
whitest men in the Labour movement-a 
man who was never appreciated by the 
Labour Party, because he happens to_ be a 
capitalist. He is ono of the most smcere 
men in the movement that I know of. There 
are manv others I could name. I am not 
saying ~nytbing against those. gentlemen 
who were appointed at that tJme, but I 
do want to refute the statement that we 
have discriminated between Labour and non­
Labour men in our legislation of 1929. I 
haye already pointed out that the appoint­
ments to the Upper House prior to 1915 
were made by Governments opposed to 
Labour. We must bear in mind that the 
Labour Party is of quite recent growth. 
Prior to its advent we had two other par­
ties fighting for supremacy-the Liberals and 
the Conservatives. The contests between the 
Mcilwraithians and the Griffithites are well 
known. .Naturally, when these parties came 
to fill vacancies as thev occurred in the 
"C pp er House their ch~ice fell on tht;ir 
respective support0rs. That was the prm­
ciple followed by Labour after its advent 
to power in 1915. 

It was certainly amusing to listen to all 
the excuses made by hon. members oppos1te 
for this restoration of certain privileg·<' 
that had been d8nied these gentlemen since 
1929 Manv of the references of the Minis­
ter ~vere not to the point at all. He talked 
about repudiation. If we pursued that line 
of argument over any peri_od of time the 
Labour Party would come m for a rather 
bad time. I need onlv remmd hon. mem­
bers opposite of the famous repudiation Act 
in regard to the pastoralists introduced by 
the then Premier, Mr. Theodore, and the 
disgraceful repudiation of the agreement 
with the Brisbane Tramways Company· 
Limited, wben the Government deliberat~lv 
set out to -destroy the value of the enterpnse 
by refusing any permission. to increase fares, 
although later on, when the business ?f the 
companv was taken over by the Bnsbane 
Tramw~y Trust, that body was allowed to 
charge any fares it liked. Then we have 
the repudiation of electwn pledges. Both 
parties made pledges on the hustmgs, many 
of which thev could not carry out. The 
Premier mad~ many promises in his pohcy 
speech in Mackay in 1932. 

The HmrE SECRE''rARY: And they were all 
honoured. 

Mr. RUSSELL: Of cot.rse they were not. 
A party may honestly think it can carry 
out a certain programme and may set out 
with the best intentions, but it may be pre­
n·r:ted from carrying out those intentions 1Yv 

matt~rs bcvond its control. That IS no 
analogy to- the present matter under dis­
cussion at all. 

I think the Leader of the Opposition has 
very clearly outlined the. motives t~at 
actuated our party in denymg those pnvt­
leges to cert<~in men appointed to the Upper 
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House. The Labour Party was bent on 
abolishing the Upper House. That was part 
of its platform, and its members are entitled 
to their opinion. Being defeated at the 
referendum, they fell upon the expedient of 
otacking the House. That is an expedient 
of very doubtful morality. There should be 
a certain ratio in the numbers of members 
in "" Upper House and a Lower House. 
During two years the Labour Government 
stacked the Upper House to the extent of 
nearly thirty new members, with the 
declared object of abolishing it. There is 
no doubt that in the latest appointments a 
promise was extracted from the appointees 
that they would vote themselves out in 
exchange for certain privileges. 

Mr. BEDFORD: That is untrue. 

Mr RUSSELL: That is all vnry well. 
The hon. membe1· W<lS not in the last batch; 
he was in the 1917 batch. 

Mr. BEDFORD: It is untrue. 
Mr. WATERS: It is a lie. 

Mr. RUSSELL: I ask that the hon. mem· 
ber for Kelvin Grove be made to withdraw 
that expression. I am entitled to my 
opinion and I object to the disorderly con· 
duct of the hon. member for Kelvin Grove. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! I ask the hon. 
member for Kelvin Grove to withdraw the 
word "lie." 

Mr. WATERS: I am not concerned about 
the hon. member for Hamilton, but in 
deference--

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! I ask the 
hon. member to withdraw without reserva­
.tion. 

Mr. WATERS: I withdraw. 
Mr. RUSSELL: If the hon. member can­

JlOt make a speech let him ·shut up. 
Mr. VYATERS: I rise to a point of order. 

If you an1 goin!i. to preside over this 
.Chamber in an ·impartial manner, Mr. 
·Chairman, I ask you to curb hon. members 
opposite who may use unparliamentary 
language. 

The ClL\IR::YIA::S: Order! The holl. 
member is reflecting on the Chair. 

Mr. WATERS: I am drawing your atten­
tion to the hon. member for Hamilton, 
which I think I am justified in doing under 
the circumstances. 

Mr. RCSSELL: After the 1917 batch 
\Yero appointed the Government were doubt­
ful as to whether they would have a 
majority in the Upper House; and there 
is no doubt some of their appointees were 
not keen on its abolition. I know from con­
vers<ltion I had with some of those mem­
bers thev were not enamoured of the altera­
tion; and in order to make sure another 
batch were appointed in 1919, with the result 
that when it came to a vote the Govern­
ment had an overwhelming majority for the 
abolition of that House. If a pact was made 
with these men and they agreed to vote 
themselves out in return for privileges, it 
was an immoral pact and should not be 
honoured. 

Mr. BEDFORD: It was not made. 
Mr. RUSSELL: That is the view we 

take. 
Mr. BEDFORD: It was not made. 
Mr. RUSSELL: It is for the Minister to 

·disprove it. If that pact existed i.t should 
filot be honoured. 

As several hon. members pointed out. why 
should the members of the Upper House 
be entitled to grooter privileges than mem­
bers of the Lower House? None of '" 
can e'<pect to get a railway pass unless we 
ha Ye had seven years' continuous service. 
vv-as any proposal made after the 1932 
election that those members who lost their 
seats owing to the redistribution scheme 
should be compensated with railway passes'' 
l3 not their case on all-fours with the case 
of the members of the Upper House? If 
it was good enough to give disgruntled 
members of the Upper House passes for life 
because the House was abolished, is it not 
fair that those meml:Jers who were pushed 
out in 1932 owing to the redistribution 
scheme should have the same pass? 

The whole matter has been in abeyance' 
for four vears. The last Labour Govern­
ment evitlently were satisfied that the right. 
action was taken bv the Moore Government. 
How then can we" >~ccount for the sudden 
desire to return thEse privileges? Is it not 
fair to assume that some influence has been 
pushing the Ministry'' The Attorney­
General this morning tried to bolster up a 
bad case by attacking the Moorc G ovcrn­
ment for their alleged breaches in regard 
to policy matters. 

Boiled down, the whole situation is this : 
That if that contract was made it should not 
be kept. Why should the State be put w 
such an enormous expenditure year after 
year? One hon. member stated that it 
would cost the country nothing, that the 
Chief Secretary's Department would pass 
£700 a year to the Railway Department, and 
that department would benefit by that 
amount of revenue. The revenue of the 
Railway Department is to benefit at the 
expense of another Government department 
-the Chief Secretary's office! They have 
for<sotten that if these gentlemen did not 
have these gold passes and were called upon 
to travel over the railway system they would 
have to pay out hard cash for their railway 
fares. As it is, the Chief Secretary's Depart­
ment must find the money, and it must be 
paid over to the Railway Department; and 
that money must be raised by way of taxa­
tion on the people. 

I am sorry that the Government have 
brought along this measure. It is not 
demanded by the people, nor has it appeared 
in any of the policy speeches of Labour 
Premiers or been discussed at Labour con­
ventions. If it were put to the vote the 
people would declare solidly against it. 

Mr. BEDFORD (TVarrego) [2.36 p.m.]: 
This Bill is intended to wipe out one of 
many meannesses that characterised the 
Moore Government. During the time they 
were in power, for the purpose of getting at 
a political opponent and to make absolutely 
certam that he should have no chance with 
the law, they altered the Jury Act, the Crown 
Remedies Act, and the Official Inquiries 
Evidence Act. In that same mf·an spirit 
they wiped out the passes of these Legis­
lative Councillors, who deserved well of 
their country for ridding the State of the 
Legislative Council excrescence. Reallv the 
irntating factor of the whole positior1' Wfl' 

that the present Senator J oseph Collings 
talked too loudly in the billiard room when 
giving his honest opinion of the Moore 
Government in the presence of a member of 
that Government. It was decided by these 

Nr. BPdhrrn 
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great, fine, rnean, statesmen that it was neces­
sary to shut up J oe Ceilings, at least to 
stop him from criticising them in their 
pl'e'ence. But I do not think there is any 
power on earth other than death that will 
make that gentleman shut up. However, it 
was impossible for these people to do it, 
and the next best thing that they could do 
was to ensure that he did not come between 
the wind and their nobility. That was the 
real occasioning cnu~e of the Act of 1929. 

Mr. MooTIE: :i'\ever heard of it. 

Mr. BEDFORD: Never heard of him? 
Mr. MooR£: Xo; who is he? 

Mr. BEDFORD: Never heard of Senator 
Collings? 

Mr. MooRE: ;\lever heard of his having 
made these remarks in the House. 

Mr. BEDFORD : He re embles the hon. 
gentleman inasmuch as he has a white 
thatch, but that is whel'e the resemblance 
ends, because J oe Collings is alive with 
intelligence. Had the Moore Government 
any sense of humour at all it would have 
la:ughed. it,·elf out of office before the public 
kicked It out-(Government laughtcr)-,md 
that before erecting as monuments to its 
mcap!'city a la~ge quantity of broken 
promises. and makmg a mean attempt to get 
at "" political opponent by altering Jaws that 
had boon m existence for fifty or sixty years 
prev10usly. Their lowest action was this 
mean thing of wiping out the reco"nition of 
the services of men who had saved this State 
a trc.mendous amount of money. The fact 
remams that the Legislative Council has 
been out of existence for fourteen years and 
has not been nnsscd In legi~Jatic'n. The 
'"hole system of a Legislative Cour,cil should 
nl?n-"'r fwye existed in tl1e sarne pJaec as 
t~dult su:ffrag:. It ,,·as a sch<'me ba't?d 
on the old Crown Colony idea when 
there was no Legislative Assembly 'and the 
Legislative Council consisted of ~early all 
nommees. That was an imitation of the 
system of the House of Lords which has 
proved itseH so immeasurably' wrong for 
so long that it is quite possible that after 
lhis election the Briti:oh people will see 
that it gets its quietus. ln the House :Jf 
Lords, which was the pattern on which the 
first Legislative Council in Australia follow­
ing responsible gorernment was built-that 
of New South \Vales-there was a number of 
brilliant men, slightly past their prime, 
ruaybc, Jncllo·wcd by experience, but weakened 
bv age, and a large nu,rnber of her,~ditarv 
inoon1pctcnts, and for th0 rest it. was a~1 
"'ylum and a harbour for those who had 
fallen l;:v the wayside b.v popular election 
Rnd hao to be put somewhere. 

Mr. MAHER: Good men, nevertheless. 

:\1r. BEDFOHD: It is quite possible that 
that, little p'nk prattler. Malcolm Mac­
Donald, will rro there. The hon, member 
would say so, having the inferiority com­
plex of t.he colomal as compared with the 
ordmary mtelhgenco of the Australian. It 
was really V\'illiam Charles Wentworth-who 
fought transportation, but ceased to do so 
when he became a large landowner-who 
strongly supported the idea of the Lf'gisla­
ti,·e Council as the Second Chamber in New 
South 'Wales, because he intended that it 
should carry a colonial peerage, but appar­
ently dyed in the wool Dukes, Earls and 
Viscounts on the other side, or the political 
<1cciclonts "-ho had been rejected at elec-

[2111·. Bedford. 

tions, and then given handles. clecidc'd that 
the Duke of v\'ooloomooloo, or the Baron of 
Pyrmont would bring their particularly 
stupid titles into disrepute, so a compromise 
was made by which appointments were to 
be for life, with the result that Australia's 
legislation has been hampered ever since 
1854-and it is still hampered in some of 
the other States-by a legislatiYe excrescence, 
wh'ch we, happily, removed. 

Fer tlw people who hrlrwd '" that 
rctnoYal. this Bill is, on tire c•n hand, a 
rpcognit.ion of their good sPrvice:"J. aud, on 
tlw other hand. a repudiation of tlw mean­
ne" that wipc,d out that reCOC'llitio:L \Yoo 
!Jayc onlv to·look at the LcgiRk_-.-iYL' Cc•uncjl,:; 
of the ot:Jwr States to see> its eft\ In New 
South \Yale thev have mad•• almo-t 
]Inpo3siblc of ahofition by 111~king· it clecti\·0 
on the n1c~t restricted suffra!..:.'L' that can be 
had. ' 

~Tr. }l.\HE:i: As a rc·~ult of a r L'rf'lJdulll 
of the people. 

:,Jr. BEDFORD: H is one cf the mo.st 
rcstri{·tcd suffrnges that can be. In Vict.ori~. 
:-iouth _hietralia, and \Yes tern _-\ ustrah'1 JL 
i.~ also elected on a very re,tricted suffrage. 
In \-ictoria its existence has had the effect 
of making the factory lav·s of th>tt State 
so far behind those of Quec'noland that 
the cottage manufacturer is still permitted 
l\'ith whatcyer S\YCating is consc_)nant w1th 
tltat svstern. Also consonant \\ith that 1 ~ 
the f,;:ct that the cheaper production in 
Victoria, made possible by sweating or half 
sweating of the cottage tll[U~ufacLurer, 
advorseh: affects the manufactmer Ill Queens­
land, 'l'he Legislative Council that we had 
here was a House representative of half 
maimed and warped minds, and mcn far 
past their time. Some were eighty-six, some 
\'vere carried jn, some never came to the 
House and generally everything went well, 
becaus'e if the Tory lost in the Assembly he 
>~ould win in the ·Legislative Council. 

The statement that was mado by the ban_ 
member for Hamilton this afternoon that 
thPre was some compact by which the vote 
for the abolition of the Upper House was 
secured on th8 promise of passes for life 
is absolutl'lv untrue. There was never any 
compact. Every man who went into that 
House signed the pledge of the Labour 
Party, which pledg<'d him to the abolition 
of the Legislative Council without fear and 
without reward. It is only mean minds 
that could imagine that somebody was going 
io do something against his own convictions 
and against his conscience for the purl?ose 
of getting a railway pass that he might 
never use. EYery man knew bPfore h<J went 
in that he was pledged to the abohtwn of 
the Council without fear of penalty or 
hope of reward. Apparently hon. members 
opposite cannot believe that any man can 
have an honest belief in anything, or any 
honest intention of keeping a pledge. They 
apparentlv do not know that although this 
party has had rats in it at tirnPs, t~~ 
majoritv of its men have stood b~- thell' 
pledges' for the whole of their !i,·cs; thev 
have been born Labour men. and died 
Labour men. 

The Opposition have attempted to gloss 
owr the fact that they did this mean thing 
-this was their nature as a GoYcrrllnent­
b.l7 eoJlt0JHJing it was dono to saYc 1nonc~'· 
Y'et. in order to giYe gold pa~:-3cs oYer nll the 
Australian railways for life to meiJ who 
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had bec'Il tri~d in one Parliament and found 
wanting. so that the people fired them at the 
first opportunity, they went to the expense 
of extending the life of a Parliament for 
a month. They wanted to extend it for five 
years. A section of the present Opposition 
insisted that that should be the price of 
their consent to reconstituting the Upper 
House. :\'lanv of them realised that the 
reconstitmion "of the Upper House after it 
had been out of exister:ce from 1921 to 1929 
would be so utterly unpopular that they 
could not face the cle,?tors, and their price 
was that thcv should have a ftve-year Par-
liament. " 

Mr. PLrxKETT: That is all supposition. 

Mr. BEDFORD: I have been told by 
three or four members of your party. (Inter­
mption.) 

The CHAIRMAN: Order ! 

Mr. BEDFORD : Two of them are not 
now members of this House. 

Mr. XnniO: They have been pulling your 
leg. 

Mr. BEDFORD: They have not. I will 
give youi: leader their names in confidence 
if he wishes. Everybody here knows that 
I do not lightly make statements that I 
cannot stand up to. The abolition of the 
Legislative Council was simply the remov­
ing from the body politic of a legislative 
body that had had no business here except as 
a long-distance, long-winded delayer of legis 
la tion. During the last fourteen years there 
have not be0 n any such errors of legishtion 
as could not be altered by this Parliament 
without any reference to a Legislative Coun­
cil that does not now exist and never should 
have exi3ted. Th0 abolition of the Council 

as one of the most progressive legislative 
steps in Australia, the closing of a local 
House of Lords-an institution that has 
he-on dew to go for the last fifty years alHl 
will go nry shortly. 

This Bill is merely a recognition of Uw 
meanness of the Government that cancelled 
these privileges and a recognition of the 
sterling sen-ice of those members of the 
Legislative Council who abolished it and 
gan~ Quec·nslancl governnlE-"nt by a t-lnglc 
<'hamber. 

Mr. BROIYK (Logan) [2.50 p.m.j: Tlv 
members who took pr,rt in the abolition of 
the upper House are entitled to theoe ;Jrivi­
leges for having conferred a great benefit, 
upon the people, oven if they had only been 
there for five minutes. I recollect the occa­
sion when the late David Bowman defeated 
the late John 1\IcM aster in the Fortitude 
V alley electorate. The people of Fortitud~ 
Valley had decided that certain legislation 
should be passed in their interests, and so 
they returned David Bowman with a thumy;­
ing majorit:c What did the Tory Parl.y do? 
No sooner had they met in Parliament thon 
they appointed .John JY1c::V1aster as a member 
of the Legislative Council to nndo there 
anything that might be done by David Bow­
man in the Legislative Assembly. 

Th1r. RussELL: The Labour Government 
did the same thing with Alf J ones. 

Mr. BROW::'\ : He resigned his seat to go 
there. The action of the Thioore Government 
in depriving the ex-members of the L~gisla­
tive Conncil of their privileges was mean, 
~ovY, and conten1ptible. The~e ll10nlbers wero 

appointed to the Upper House with the on< 
object of abolishing it. and not wiLh tlw 
object of sccuri11g raihvay p<Bses. 

Hon. members e>pposite asked why we had 
not rc.;,torl1 d these pn vllcgcs ere thi:::;. bu: 
my reply is that it has taken u' three years 
to clean up their mess, and that we ha •" 
not finished vet. \Ve are doing it bit by bi"· 
Tirnc and ti1ne again the people of Queer..:;­
land returned the Labour Government 10 

power with a mandate to ~tbolish the Up}JF!r 
House, and that is why the Labour Govem­
ment appointed a '·~uflicient nurnbcr of nJ.en1 
bers wlw were nledged to abolish that Cham 
ber. That important work was aecomplishc'i 
nnd the people are indebted to them for 
their excellent ,ervice. Prior to 1915 all tlw 
appointee, to t,he Upper House were defeated 
Tory politicians. If they were defeated by 
Labour candidates thev were imnwdiutel,v 
appointed to the U ppcr House to nullifv 
there the actions of the successful La,bc•lll' 
cmdidatcs in the Legislative Assembly. 

It is not necessary to have a revising 
Chamber. It is not even necessary to have 
a Senate, which I should like to see abol­
ished. During the fourteen years Queens­
land has had the unicameral system of 
Government legislation has been passed in 
a proper manner. With the exception of 
that enacted from 1929 to 1932, it has all 
been to the benefit of the people. If a 
second Chamber can be justified at all, it 
can only be justified if its representatives 
arc elected on a uni vcrsal franchise, not on 
a restricted franchise as in other States. 
The Governments of other States will not be 
able to abolish the Legislative Councih 
because of the restricted nature of their 
franchises. Queensland was fortunate 
enough to return a Labour Government then 
that gave effect to its platform, and the 
actio'l. of the GoYernrncnt in introducing 
this legislation to restore free railway passes 
to those men who helped in that good work 
is ono that meets with my approvaL The,­
are justly entttlecl to the privilege, which 
should Hevet· have been taken from them. 

::VIr. :\IiYIMO (Oxley) [2.57 p.m.]: I protest 
against the introduction of this Bill. The 
passes involved should never have been 
granted to the men concerned. They were 
appointed to the Upper House for the 
express j>urpose of voting :or its abolition. 
vYe all remember how some Labour men 
were nh~rly killed in tho rush to secure 
those appointments. I question very much 
whether any Government are really honest 
in granting free railway passes unlE,,s thoRP 
passes are used on the business of the State. 
and these men got them without rendering 
any service to the country. I hone;tly 
believe that the object behind this move is 
to enable these passes to be used for political 
org-anisation purposes. There is no douht 
that they will be used extensively for those 
purposes. J'\o one will assert that our rail­
ways do not need all the revenue they can 
possibly get, yet one seldom enters a railway 
c~:rriage without finding somo person in 
possession of a free pass. 

Mr. vV. J. COPLEY: No wonder Parliament 
gets into disrepute when you make state­
ments of that character. 

}1r. "'.HERS: You know that is not true, 

Mr. "'IM:VIO : There is no gainsaying the 
truth of 1ny statctncnt, and jt is not du~ 

Mr.1Yimmo.] 
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utterance of truthful statements that brings 
Parliament into disrepute. 

Mr. W. J. C'OPLEY: Parliament gets into 
disrepute when you make foolish statements 
like that which are not true. 

Mr. NIMMO: I am making a statement 
that is in accord with fact. To-day we find 
an amount of approximately £10,000 appear­
ing on the Estimates to cover the cost of 
free railway passes issued to members of 
Parliament. ex-members and their relatives. 
That is altogether wrong. 

The hon. member for Logan made the 
statement that if he had the power he 
would abolish the Senate. Such statements 
only emphasise the necessitv of reinstating 
the Upper House in Queensland as soon as 
possible. Every hon. member recognises 
that we are in a very much better position 
cconomicallv in Australia to-dav because of 
the stand ~f t/;e Senate some three or four 
years ago. The Sena tc was succec,sfu] in 
preventing the fiduciary note issue proposed 
by the then Labour Government. If that 
note issue had been issued it would have 
done irreparable damage to the credit of 
Australia, and prejudiced our subsequent 
loan issues. 

In my opinion the Upper House is a 
safeguard against hasty legislation; and 
for that reason the abolition of the Upper 
House in this State was a gr~at Ciisservice 
to the people. 

I wis}l to register 1ny prote~t again~t the 
restomtion of these passes to men "·ho had 
no right to them in the first place: and to 
say that I do not think free passes should 
be granted except to those traYelling on the 
business of the State. 

::\1r. H. WILLIAMS (Windsor) [3.1 p.m.]: 
I support the introduction of this measure, 
which makes provision for the restoration 
of passes to ex-Labour members of the 
Upper House who wete deprived of th,_•m 
by the political spleen of the Moore Govern­
ment. 

The hon. member for Oxlev stated that 
many Laoour supporters were· nearly killed 
in the rush for appointment ro the Upper 
House. Probably the hon. membar has had 
considerable experience of these rushes as a 
result of attempts he may have made to get 
himself appointed to the Upper House when 
a Tory Government was in power. The hon. 
member neglected to state that his Govern­
ment remained in office one month longer 
than the usual period in order that two or 
three, Ministers would become entitled to 
free passes even if they were defeated at the 
election. Hon. members opposite had an 
opportunity of altering the Constitution so 
that a 1\finister would have to serve seven 
\'ears before he would become entitled to a 
iife pass but did not do so. However, they 
were weighed in the balance and found 
wanting, and the people turned them out. 

The hon. member for Oxley has .sug­
gested that the passes will be used for 
political organisation purposes. Apparently 
the organisation of our friends opposite 
must have broken down, judging by the 
remnant of the party that is left. 

The hon. member for Toowong talked 
about the sanctitv of contracts. Hon. mem­
bers opposite should be the last people to 
talk about such a thing. The party opposite 
made promises and deliberatelv broke them 
when they got into power. These are the 
gentlemen who stood on the public platform 

[Mr. Nirnrno. 

and said, "We will find £2,000,000 for 
10,000 jobs." Instead they rendered 10,000 
jobless. Yet these gentlemen have the 
temerity to criticise the Government for 
restoring something to ex-Legislative Coun­
cillors of which they were wrongly deprived. 
The men who voted for the abolition of tho 
Gpper House deserve to have their names 
placed on an honour board; they did a 
great work for Queensland. 

I compliment the Attorney-General upon 
bringing down this measure. 

Question-" That the resolution (]fr. 
Jia/lan's rnMion) be agreed to ''-put; and 
the Committee divided:-

AYESJ 27. 
Mr. Brassington Mr. Jesson 

Brown Larco1nbe 
Bulcock M cLean 
Cl ark Muiian 
Copley, W. J. Pea:.;;e 
Dash Power 
Donneiiy T:oy!or 
Dunstan \Vaters 
Foley Wellington 
Funneii Williams, H. 
Gair 
Gledson Teller·s: 
Hanlon Bedford 
Hi slop Ha yes 
Hynes 

NOES) 13. 
lVIr. Beii Mr. Plunkett 

Brand Russell 
Clayton \\'allrer 
Deacon 
Maher Teller.s: 
Maxwell Kieklin 
Moo re Nimmo 
M organ 

PAIRS. 

1\Ir. Bruce 
Coiiins, H. H. 

NOES. 
Mr. Edwards 

Muiier 

Resolved in the afHrmatiYe. 

The House resumed. 
The CHAIRMAN reported that tlw Cnmmittcc­

had come to a resolution. 

Resolution agreed to. 

FIRST READING. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Mullan, Carpentaria) : I move-

" That the Bill be now read a first 
t.in1e. '' 

Question put; and the House divided:-

AYES) 29. 
Mr. Bedford Mr. Hynes 

Brassington Jesson 
Brown Larcombe 
Bulcock M cLean 
Cl ark Mullan 
Dash Pease 
Donnelly Power 
Dunstan Taylor 
Foley Waters 
Funnell Weiiington 
Gair Williams, H. 
Gledson 
HRnlon Tellers: 
Hanson Copley, P K. 
Hayes Copley, W. J. 
Hislop 

NOES, 13. 
Mr. Brand Mr. Plunkett 

Clayton Russell 
Deacon Walker 
1\iaher 
Maxwel! Tellers: 
Moore Bell 
Morgan Nicklin 
Nimmo 
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PAIRS. 
AYES. NOES. 

M:r. Bruce Mr. Edwards 
Collins, H. H. Muller 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

SECOND READING. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Mullan, Carpentaria) : I move-

" That the Bill be now read a second 
time.'' 

Question put; and the House divided :­

AYES, 28. 
Mr. Bedford Mr. Hayes 

Hislop 
Hynes 
Jesson 
Larcombe 
Mull an 
Pease 

Brassington 
Brown 
Bulcock 
Clark 
Copley, P. K. 
Copley, W. J. 
Dash 
Donnel!y 
Dunstan 
Foley 
Funnel! 
Gledson 
Hanlon 
Hanson 

Power 
Waters 
Wellington 
Williams, H. 

TeZlm·s: 
Gair 
M cLean 

NOES, 13. 

Mr. Bell 
Brand 
Deacon 
Maher 
Maxwell 
Moo re 
M organ 
Nicklin 

Mr. Nimmo 
Russell 
Walker 

Tellers: 
Clayton 
Plunkett 

PAIRS. 
AYES. 

Mr. Bruce 
Collins, H. H. 

NOES. 

Mr. Edwards 
Muller 

Resolved m the affirmative. 

CoM"IITTEE. 

(lld'r. Hanson, Buranrla, in the chair.) 

Clause 1-" Short title "-agreed to. 
Clamo 2~" Restomtion of certain flrit·i­

lrors of former munl;ers of the Legis1aticc 
Coutwil ''-

Question-" That clause 2, as read, stand 
part of the Bill "-put; and the Committee 
divided:-

AYES, 27. 
Mr. Bedford Mr. Hynes 

Brassington Larcombe 
Brown M cLean 
Bulcock Mullan 
Cl ark Pease 
Copley, P. K. Power 
Dash Taylor 
Dunstan Waters 
Foley Wellington 
Funnel! Williams, H. 
Gair 
Gledson TeZleTs: 
Hanlon Donnelly 
Ha yes Jesson 
Hi slop 

NOES 1 13. 

Mr. Bell Mr. Plunkett 
Clayton Russell 
Deacon Walker 
Maxwell 
Moo re TelleTs: 
Morgan Brand 
Nicklin Maher 
Nimmo 

PAIRS. 
AYES. NOES. 

Mr. Bruee Mr. Edwards 
Collins, H. H. Muller 

Rewh·cd in the aflirmativc. 

Clause 3--" RezHal of the Con.,titution .1ct 
Amendment Act of 19??9, No. 2 "-agreed to. 

The House resumed. 

The CHAIRMAN reported the Bill without 
amendment. 

THIRD READIKG. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J" 
Mullan, Carpentaria) : I move-

" That the Bill be now read a third 
time.'' 

Question put; and the House divided:­

AYES, 28. 

Mr. Bedford :>1r. Hislop 
l-Iynes 
Jesson 
Larcombc 

Brow'n 
Bulcock 
Clark 
Copley, P. K 
Dash 
Donnelly 
Dunstan 
Foley 
Funnel! 
Gair 
Gledson 
Hanlon 
Hanson 
Haycs 

M cLean 
Mull an 
Pease 
Power 
'Waters 
Wellington 
Williams, H:. 

Tellers: 
Brassingt0li 
Taylor 

NOES, 13. 

:Mr. Bell 
Brand 
Clayton 
Maher 
Maxwell. 
Moo re 
M organ 
Nicklin 

AYEfl. 

Mr. Bruce 
Collins, H. H. 

Mr. Plunkett 
Russell 
Walker 

PAIRS. 

Tellers: 
Deacon 
Nimmo 

NOER. 

Mr. Edwards 
Muller 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

The House adjourned at 3.35 pom. 




