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FRIDAY, 24 NOVEMBER, 1916. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. W. McCormack, Cairn~) 
took the chair at 10 o'clock a.m. 

PAPER. 

The following paper was laid on the 
table:-

Resignation of members of Central Sugar 
Cane Priccc, Board. 

QUESTIONS. 

FEES TO ATTORNEY-GENERAL IN "EASTERN " 
CASES. 

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby) asked the Assistant 
::Vlinister for Justice-

" 1. vVhat fees are proposed to be paid 
to the Attorney-General in respect of the 
'Eastern' cascs-(a) On brief; (b) 
refreshers; (c) other fees? 

" 2. Does the sum of £426 6s. 6d. 
already paid to the Attorney-General 
represent the whole of the fees payable 
to him in respect of these cases? 

" 3. Does the Assistant Minister's reply 
(21st iwtant)-'Any payment of fees will 
be subject to the approval of the Taxing 
Master of the Supreme Court ' mean that 
the only fees to be paid to the Attorney
G encral in respect of those cases will be 
the fees allowed in taxation against the 
plaintiff company; if not, how does the 
Assistant Minister propose to bring the 
subject-matter of the fixation of these fees 
before the Taxing Master?'' 

HoN. J. A. FIHELLY (Paddi;ogton) 
replied-

" 1. do not know. 
" 2. See answer to No. 1. 
'· 3. I onlY mean what I said. I have 

no proposal~ in regard to the matter." 

DAYLIGHT SAVING. 

Mr. PETRIE (Toombul) asked the 
Premier-

" 1. In view of the great assistance it 
would be, particularly to the industrial 
community during the present crisis, will 
he reconsider his decision not to introduce 
a Daylight Saving Bill this session? 

" 2. If so, will he, as a matter of 
urgency, at once bring forward such a 
measure, suspend the Standing Order', 
and pass it through all its stages in one 
sitting?" 

The PREMIER (Hon. T. J. Ryan, Barcoo) 
replied-

" 1. This way of putting the question 
misrepresents what I have said on the 
;ul1_ject. 

"2. I am at present considering the 
question." 

PAPERS RELATING TO MuNGY HoLDING LEASE. 

Mr. H. L. HARTLEY (Fitzroy) asked the 
Secretary for Public Lands-

" Will he lay upon the table of the 
House all papers in connection with and 
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relative to Mungy holding lease, at 
present held by Mr. C. J. Booker, mem
ber for Wide Bay?' 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. J. M. Hunter, ll:laranoa) replied-

" Papers, if tabled, will become pro
perty of the House; but I have the 
papers here and will be glad to let any 
member peruse them." 

RELEASE OF CowAN. 

, Mr. BOOKER (Wide Ba11) asked the Home 
becret:•ry-

.. 1. Is it true that the man Cowan, 
who was sentenced to two months' im
prisonment for assaulting Mr. John 
Adamson, M.L.A., on 11th October 
ultimo. has been releaced? 

'' 2. If eo, at whose request was the 
release made ? " 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. 
Huxham, Buranda) replied-

" 1. Yes. 
· · 2. At the request of Mrs. Cow an and 

Mr. Barber, and with the approval of 
Mr. Adamson.'' 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PREMIER : Mr. Speaker,-! desire to 
move a motion without notice with reference 
to the order of business. 

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the Chief Secretary be allowed 
to move a motion without notice with refer
once to the order of business? 

HONOJ:RABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
The PREMIER: I move-

" That on days when the HousP meets 
at 9.30 a.m., if Supply is standing as an 
Or~er of the Day for 4 p .. m., any business 
winch may be under discussion at 3.30 
p.m. shall be adjonrned at that hour· 
proyided that if !'.question is then being 
decided by diVISIOn or a motion of 
dosure has been moved, such busines, 
s~all not be interrupted until such divi
siOn has been taken, or the motion of 
closure, and any subBequent questions that 
may arise thereon, have been decided. 
Business so interrupted shall stand an 
Order . of the DaJ: for the next sitting 
day w1thout questiOn put. Questions to 
Ministers shall on such davs be asked at 
3.30 p.m." · 

The matter ·is P.urely f?rmal, and is only 
mr<;ncled to provide agamst the clashing of 
busmess between the morning sitting .and 
Supply, which comes on at 4 o'clock. The 
provision with regard to the question which 
is then being t(' -ted by division on the motion 
for the closure being moved is in accordance 
with the ordinary Standing Order with 
regard to Supply. 

Ho~. J. TOLMIE (Toowoomba): We on 
th1s s1dc of the House are not going to raise 
any objection to the motion being passed, 
as we all S0f the ncccssitv for getting en 
with the bminess of the Government. At 
first I ff'lt disposed to shy at that portion of 
the motion with regard to the closure, but 
ou reflection I see that it is the oPdinarv 
m<>thod of doing business on the other side of 
the House. (Laughter.) 

Question put and passed. 

SUPERFLUOUS CLOTHING. 
Mr. GUNN (Carnarvon) asked th0 Chief 

Secretary, without notice-
" I would like to know if we can take 

off our coats this morning, seeing that the 
weather is very hot?" (Laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS : You can 
g·o outside if you like and take it off. 

(Mr. GUNN then removed his coat.) 

S'GGAR WORKS ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

INITIATION . 
The TREASl'RER (Hon. E. G. Theodore, 
Chillagoe) in moving-

" That the House will, at its next sit
ting, resolve itself into a Committee of 
the \Vhole to consider of the desirableness 
of introducing a Bill to amend the Sugar 
Works Guarantee Acts Amendment Act of 
1908, the Sugar Works Act of 1911, and 
the Co-operative Sugar Works Act of 1914 
in certain particulars," 

said: The additional powers asked for in 
connection with the amendment of these 
three Acts is to enable corporations to pur
chase or acquire tramways in connection with 
the sugar business. At present the power to 
purchase tramways relates only to tramways 
within a sugar area. That is a weakness in 
the present Act. 

Mr. SW A YNE (Jfirani) : Seeing that we 
are bringing in amendments of the Sugar 
Works Guarantee Act of 1908 and the Sugar 
Works Act of 1911, I thought perhaps we 
would have "' further amendme·nt to take the 
control of certain mills out of the hands of 
the Government. \V e know that this Act 
has been of great advantage to Queensland, 
and fully justified the action of the party 
that passed it. When the 1911 Act was passed, 
I thought that the retention by the Govern
ment of the management of these mills was 
wrong. I pointed out at that time that very 
possibly an objection would be raised to it. 
and I said that the control of these mills by 
the Government would be found not to be a. 
good thing. Since then my oontention has 
been justified. I asked a quPstion a few days 
ago about the sum of £6,000 expended in con
nection with these mills, because I consider 
that that money was spent illegally. 'I'here 
"as no law requiring that £6,000 to be paid. 
I allude' to the illegal retrospective decision 
in connection with thf' Dickson award. That 
money was not paid by anyone else in con
nection with the industry except the Govern
ment, and if these mills were not under 
political control that £6,000 would have been 
saved. That money had to come out of the 
pockets of the taxpayers of Queensland, and 
probably the producers had to find it. I am 
sorry that that defect is still in an Act which 
has done such good work for Queensland. 
The one bright spot in the Financial State
ment of the -Treaeurer is the state·nent that 
the Babinda Mill, which was constructed 
under that Act, is dealing with 140,000 tons 
of cane. A Jot of that cane would not have 
been grow21 at all except for the existc.nce of 
this Act. I just mentioned this to • how the 
benefits that have been deriv•'d bv that .\et. 
rnd I think I am justified -in asking that, 
now that the Act is being amended, the pro
vision relating to political control of the 
mills should he eliminated. 

Quostion put and passed. 
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CITY OF BRISBANE UIPROVEJVIENT 
BILL. 

INITIATION. 

The H0:\1E SECRETARY (.Hon. J. 
Huxham, lJui'uada), in moving-

" That the House will, at its next 
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee 
of the Whole to consider of the desirable
ness of introducing a Bill to authorise the 
council of the citv of Brisbane to take 
property for the purpose of enlarging, 
extending, and widening streets, and 
otherwise improving the said city, and 
for other purposes; and for dealing with 
property so taken, and for other pur
poses,'' 

oaid: I am pleased to give the House the 
information asked for by the leader of the 
Opposition. The notice of motion itself ex
plains everything. We wish to give· the 
council of the city of Brisbane an oppor
tunity of acquiring property for enlarging 
the streets and improving the city. These 
things are necessary in a growing city, but 
up to the present we find that it costs an 
enm:mous price to resume land. One notable 
example was brought to my notice, where a 
<lertain party who valued his land at £500 
wanted £3,000 for it when the city of Bris
bane authorities wished to purchase it. This 
Bill will enable the council to .approach the 
Land Court with a view of getting the land 
rOOu!lled at a reasonable price. That covers 
the whole matter, and should be ample to 
satisfy the curiosity of the hon. gentleman. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE (Toowoomba): I do not 
know whether I should feel rebuffed by the 
declaration of the Home Secretary that he 
gave this explanation for the purpose of 
satisfying my curiosity. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Your morbid 
curiosity. 

HoN. J. TOLJVIIE: I was under the impres
sion that in the ordinary course the Bris
bane City Council could ta.ke possession of 
property now, if it felt so disposed, under 
the provisions of the Public Works Resump
tion Act. They have all the necessary power 
now, and I think it is only taking up the 
time of the House to introduce· a measure 
which is really not wanted. 

Question put and passed. 

VA·GRA:\fTS AND GAMI:\'G BILL. 
IKITIATION. 

The HOME SECRETARY, in moving-
" That the House will, at its next sit

ting. resolve itself into a. Committee of 
the ·whole to consider of the desirable
HPSs of introducing a Bill to make better 
provi ion for the prevention and punish
ment of offcuces by vagrants and dis
order!.. perf011··, for the suppreqsion of 
unlawfully gaming, and for other pur
poses,'' 

.aid: J-J.on. members wiil find th"t the Bill is 
;n·ett: cornprch0n~;ivc so f::tr os \~"grants and 
;;·{llnbling are concerned. 

Hon. J. TOL:.VIIE: Doe, the "disord>·rly 
p.:-or.lons" 1't'fe:r-rf'd to apply to members of 
Parlian1ent? 

The HO:\IE SECRETARY: Whether it 
ur not, I ctn only Eti,\' that the Opposi
fornt a \·ery good -s:tmpl'"' of that. 

Mr. :Yion'•,x: Will this deal "·ith "two
~tp''? 

Thl' HO:\lE SECRET.ARY: Ye. I know 
th ~ .. thl' hon. :nernher is v~rv interested in 
tlmt ancl spoke about it last session and the 
S' .ion befOre. 

Tile provisions of the present \TI3.grant3 
Acts are re-ew11..:ted in more up-to-date fonu 
' .. -ith certain amendments. Provisions 
.-td.apted from the English law and fron1 thn 
\lif:tDrian law dealing \vith the supprt:ssion 
of bruth<'ls are also included. The Bill also 
dc,_ds ·hith indtcent advl,rtisements, the ccn
,onn2· of cincnwtographic picture show!!!, 
:n·otc'c' ioa to wines of h·abitual drunkards, 
'"'d protcdio11 to husbands of habitual 
drunkard,, The provisions relating to g·am
ing c,Jn1pr.ise all the provisions of the present 
g!1nling law, .and of the Suppl'ession of 
Ga1nhling .. Act, and al0o include provisions 
taken from recent legislation of Victoria <J.nd 
::\ ew South \V ales. 

lion. J. G. APPEL: This is portion of the 
old Police Offences Bill? 

The HO:YIE SECRETARY: Yes. 
Mr. MURPHY: By interjection we learn 

that the Home Secretary proposes to intro
duce a measure at this late stage of the 
St."ss1on to give effect to certain provisions 
in the old Police Offences Bill. I sat with 
the Home Secretary on this side of the 
House. and for three years we fought the 
proposals of the late Government to intro
duce that measure And yet here at the 
break-up of the session, the Home Secretary 
comes down to give effect to the very pro
posals which his part;) fought for three years. 

Mr. BERTRAM: How do vou know what 
the propooals are? • 

Mr. MUR.PHY: The hon. member admits 
that thev are taken from the Police Offences 
Bill which the late Home Secretary intro
duced. 

:Ylr. BERrR.l.lli: \V ere nll the provisions of 
that Bill bad'! 

Mr. :WURPHY: There vms only one good 
pr wision that l can recollBct, and that was 
a provision to ontable a man to shoot a dog·. 
I renw1nber saying on one occasion, and 
being applauded by 1nembors opposite ~,heu 
the;. sat here, that that was the only good 
provision that I could Hee in the Police 
Offiences Bill. 

Hou. J. ToL:IHE: That is the law to-day. 
Mr. ~fCRPHY: It may be. I do not 

know whether it is wise to give the Govern. 
ment power to introduce legislation of this 
nature. The Home Secretary referred to 
'· t\\'o-up" being played in Queensland. The 
abolition of the interesting and fascinating 
pastime of " two-up'' is not going to do 
away with gambling. You can go into any 
of the clubs and many of the private houses 
of Brisbane and find the people playing 
bridge every night, and solo \thist .and poker. 
Whom docc ieglislation like this hit? It is 
only going to hit the working man. 

The Ho1\m SECRET.\RY: It is played in tl;e 
jJUblir: streets: the hon. member for Murilla 
i"lO\"S that. 

Mr. l'vl'LRPHY: It may be. The only 
time I have lwarJ of "two-up" being played 
in the Ptreets was on the occasion of the 
clocin;~ of the meatworks, when the 
n::.en to nla·~ "two-uu" at the Trades. 
I-Inll, and it ~,vaS brought-" under the notice 
of th~ Home Secretary. I intend to give 
!he Bill ,·cry close scrutiny, and if it con
tain, a lv·. of the provisions of the old Police 

Jl!T. Jfurplly.] 
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Offcnees Bill, I sinccrelv trust I shall be <~ble 
to get sorncbody, at ariy rate, to giYe n1e a 
hand to stop its pa' sage through this 
Chamber. 

HoN. ,J. G. APPEL (,1/btrt): I de,ire to 
congratulate the Home SecretarY on his con
vnsion. \Yith the hon. member for Burke 
I wc!l realise "hat strenuous opposition 
lhc Police Offences Bill met from hen. 
members novi sitting on the GoYcrnment 
benches. I thought it wa · a vnry desirable 
Bill, or I would not haYe introdur'•d it. I 
thiiJk it is very dP· irablc that this particular 
sec-tion of it ,hould be introduced, although 
it i~ late in the session, and mav oaus0 a lot 
of di,cuHion. I simply rose to 'congTatulate 
hon. mcinbcl's on baYing becon1e converted 
when sitting on the Treasury benches, to th~ 
necessity of introducing the Police Offences 
Bill, although they apparently propose to do 
it only in sections. I intend to support the 
motion. 

Mr. MORGAN (Jlurilla): In my opinion, 
it is ncYer too late. even at the fag end of 
the soooion, to introduce a Bill that is going 
to do good to the people of Queen .,]and. I 
am ono of those who, if it ;~,ere neccs::;arv, 
would rvon be very willing to come back 
aft<'r Christmas to discuss a Bill of this sort 
because I know it would do good in prevent: 
ing people being led into temptation and 
spending money that should go towards the 
support of their wives and families. As to 
'' hvo-up," on~ can sec it played within a 
'ouple of cham" of the hcadquarten of the 
Commissioner of Police e\ erv dav in the 
week, and the most unfortunate thing is that 
one ran often see young lad~ of no rnore 
than sixteen years of age playing "two-up" 
with grown individuals. That ;,, not as it 
should be, especially in the streets of Bris
bane. \Ve all know that in the other States 
th» •authorities are doing away to a great 
extent with the gambling, and undesirables 
and those men are finding, owing to the law 
not being so strict in Queensland, a happy 
hunting ground here, where thev mav carr:;, 
on their nefarious practices. Thcv are com
ing here from other parts of Austntlia because 
the Governments there haYe found it their 
duty to introduce legislation to prevent them 
making a Jiying. 

Mr. MURPHY: \Yhat gambling game can 
they play here that they cannot play else
where? 

Mr. M ORGAN: In the other States there 
are many ways of gambling thev cannot use 
here, and there are many things worse than 
gambling which they can earn on here. I 
ro_mpliment the I\Iinistcr on b1~inging in the 
Bill .. and I shall do my best to help him, 
prov1ded that tho clauses meet with mv 
approval. · 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: I, too, congratulate 
the Home .Secretary on introducing this Bill, 
more particularly after the information wo 
have had from the hon. member for ~Iurilla 
that owing to the laxity of the laws hero: 
large numbers of undc·,irables are coming 
from other States. vVhen WC have got to 
the 0xtent of d0aling with "two-up," I have 
every confid0nce that in the spirit of social 
refeTm ''re shall soon come to early closing 
for which a Bill has been on the naper fo{· 
'omc considerable time. I rose particularly 
to a•ccrtain from the Home Secretary if 
~ndc.r the \VOr~s "and. for other purpOses,; 
It will bc possible to mtroduce an amend
ment dealing with pilfering. Hon. mcmbC'rs 

[Mr. MuTphy. 

may rucollcct that in the Police Offence' .. Bill 
it \:as specifically dealt with. \Ye know from 
1nany sources that the praetico of pilfering 
is carried on to an (•nonnous extent, and the 
mctlc of a·-ccrlaining- the offenders and the 
provisions as to puni~hrnent are not in accord· 
ance \vith 1vhat thPy ought to be. Is an 
an1cndn1Cllt in re~ard to that induded in thr 
Bill? 

Tho Hmm SECRET.mY: Ko. 

Mr. GUJ'\N thought the llouoe could be 
dcalincr with leo·i:slation of far rnore inl
portur~o than the abolition of the people 
:who frequented the fig-tree in the vicinity of 

the wharf. The Bill would only 
[10.30 a.m.] result in driving those people 

from the fig-tree into a close 
room or into somebody's backyard, and the 
conditions prevailing in a close room or 
in somebody's backyard would not be con
ducive to health, and the people who con
ducted the lucrative avocation o£ •· tsvo-up" 
in a close room would probably "·ontract the 
diseaoe of miners' phthisis. It would be 
much better to allow that game of skill, as 
it had been calle-d. under a treo than in a 
close room. The 1-:~ill would give the volice 
a little more to do, but ther'e were far more 
important things to look after than " two
up." The gambling that took place on some 
of thB racecour,es was a far greater evil, 
as it lead to young men spending money that 
they could not afford to 'pend, and resulted 
in them embezzling their employer's money 
and finallY led to St. Helcna. 

:Ylr. POLLOCK (Ureyory): It was desir
able that the Government should introduce 
a Dill of that 60rt but the Government 
should take care that it was not only going 
to deal with "two-up "and hazards. It was 
not .advisable for the Goyernment to prevent 
a game of that sort which waB absolutely fair 
and aboveboard as comp<tred with the pas
time of bookmaking. If the GoYernment 
wished to abolish gambling it should abolish 
bookmaking, because if the game of " two
up " w.as abolished it would drive the 
followers of that game into the arms of the 
bookmaker, "here they would not get nearly 
as fair a deal. 

Hon. J. TOLl\llE: You will get John Wren 
up again't you if you are not careful. 

Mr. POLLOCK: He was not the only 
ono who was up against John ·wren. Some 
hen. members on thB other sid"> were not 
against John \Yren, because he understood 
the Breakfast Creek Racecourse was in the 
name of the Royal Bank, and he thought 
that the hon. member for Toowong was a 
director of that bank. The suppresBion of 
gambling was desirable if it was supprecsed 
everywhere, but if it was only to be done in a 
half-hearted manner the Govcmment might 
just as well leave it alone altogeth~r. 

:\fr. vVIKSTA?\LEY (QC~eenton): He C<mld 
quite understand the attitude of the hen. 
member for Burke in reference to the Bill 
if he thought it followed on the> lines of th" 
old Police Offences Bill. The hon. member 
admitted 'that there were some good features 
even in that Bill. 

~\fr. MuRPHY: I said there \YDS one. 

Mr. WINSTA:\'I:EY thought that the hon. 
member would find there were r~<ore than 
one, but there were also some very objection
able features in that Bill which led to ite 
boing \vithdra\rn on two occasion~. The hon. 
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J'1CnJhL'l~ would find, \vhen he sa1v the present 
Bill, that there were certain good features 
about it which would certainly do sompt.hing 
to·,, ards rnitigating vyhat IYUS achnitH·cl by 
all to hP a very great evil as far as the 
strc:ets of Bri5l:.flne \YC'ro con{'ernrd. The 
hon. 1nen1 bcr for Burke d~emcd to think 
tlL·t because it vvas irn}lOS'·iblc tu pre,~ent, 
)Wople playino· brido·e and O'a1nblino· in their 
o1vn homes that tlu_~y should not a~trqnpt to 
JHevent gambling at all. The people were 
at liberty to do what they pleased in their 
own homes, but the Goverr11ncnt \Yen~ re
sponsible for some of the (•viis thnt took 
place in public at the present timP ~nd \vhich 
could very well be abolished. There were 
quite a number of evils besides gambling 
that needed dealing with, and he had no 
hesitation in saying that they \Vould be 
dealt with at the right time and in the 
rig·ht place. It had been admitted that thev 
were getting near the end of the session, 
and therefore they could not do everything 
this se,sion; but it did not follow that thev 
should do nothing. 

Mr. MACARTKEY (Too neon[!\: He had 
not seen the contents of the Bill, but if it 
was going to deal with the public playing of 
i he ga1ne of " two-up," anyone vvho was 
interested in the welfare of the communitv 
would endorse the Hon. the Home Secretarvrs 
ad ion in introducing the Bill. No one cot!ld 
pass through the streets of Brisbane, either 
during the middle of the dav or on 
Sundays, without seeing " t\vo-n])" being 
played, not only at the' fig-tree, not 
only in Elizabeth street, but on the 
banks of the river and at various parts of 
the city and suburbs; and the most objec
tionable part of the whole business was the 
frrct thnt while grown-up men could do what 
th0v liked, the game of "two-up," was a 
danger to the community. He had seen 
young boys mixed up in the " bvo-up" 
St'hools to be seen in public places, and the 
Home Secretary was doing the proper thing 
for the public if he was going to put it in 
the power of the polire to deal with 
nuisances of that particular kind. He did 
not know what the other contents of the 
Bill were, but the hon. member for Greo-orv 
made som<- suggestion about him (111:. 
Macartney) being connected with the Ro:~al 
Bank and the Breakfast Creek Racecourse. 
He bel;, vcd that the Breakfast Creek Race
course property fell into the hands of the 
bank some years ago that sold it. and that 
was the only interest the bank had in it. 
He -,, '" IJot one of those who attended race
courses. He knew that the hon. member for 
Grogory was induced to make the ren1arks 
at the sug-gestion of the hon. member for 
Paddington. and he might sav thll.t he had 
11•_ \rer, eit.he1~ flS a member or 'as a. 1\tiinister, 
been in th0 habit of attending the race
courseR of the State, and had certainlY not 
bc;en in the habit of making use of Govern
ment motor-cars for that purpose or the 
purpodJ of his personal enjoyment. 

Mr. VOWLES: He understood the Bill 
wag to deal with disorderly persons. and as 
one who "as occasionally in Brisbane he 
could not help noticing· the amount of sYstem
atic h<·gging and cadg·ing that took ·place. 
Tt "as impossible to stand for haif an 
hour at ihe door of the hotel <J.t which he 
sta:-ed without being approached on three or 
four occasions by a certain class of able
bodied men who made a livino- bv the system 
of cadging. He was aleo cZnstantly being 

approached by a similar class of people 
"hi le coming to Parliament House. That 
sort of thing should not f'xist. The system 
of adrninist,ration was faulty if thev allowed 
that sort of thing to go on: and tfleir legis
lation wa,, equally faulty if that state of 
affair· indie:ttc!d bv hon. members, existed 
in regard to " t\vO-up " in the streets of 
Brisbane. I do not know what " two-up " 
is. I believe it is a game played with two 
coins and a piece of stick, but I have never 
taken pt~rt in the ga1ne. 

Yir. MoLACHLA:.;: Ha Ye you o\·cr seen it 
played? 

Mr. VOWLES: I have never taken an 
interest in it. Thts Bill is for the euppression 
of unlawfully gaming " and for other pur
poses." I would like to see some legislation 
introduced for dealing with unregistered 
racecourses, which harbour undesirable char
acters who have not free entrance on ordinary 
racecourses. The worde " and for other pur
poses " are ?,uffici cnt to enable us to deal 
with this matter. \Ve know that these places 
have been established and are becoming 
prosperous, and that they are simph- a resort 
for the worst classes of the community. 
\Vasters, prostitutes, and all sorts of people 
frequent thE>se unregistered racecourses, and 
we should have· special legislation to deal 
with them. If they have fallen into the 
hands of an individual and have become a 
monopoly, that is all the more reason why 
we should deal with them. 

Mr. POLLOCK: Why not deal with reputable 
racecourse's, too ? 

Mr. VOWLES: Reputable racecourses are 
situated where re;pectable people frequent 
them. 

GOVERNMENT ME}IBERS : Ah ! and dissent. 

Mr. VOWLES : We know that the horses 
which run on those unregistered racecourses 
are not entitled to run on the other course•, 
because their owners have done something 
disreput<tble. The owners are in the same 
position; they are nearly all outcasts, and so 
are a vast percentage of the people who sup
port them. Some mention has been made of 
the game of hazards. The game of hazards 
is one of the fairest games with dice, as long 
as it is played properly; but it is a deplor
able state of affairs to see, as you go up the 
river on Sundays, little knots of people all 
over tho place-" two-up" schools-from 
babies up. 

The HO>!E SECRETARY: Are you against the 
Bill? 

Mr, VOWLES: I am not against it; I am 
strongly in favour of it. 

The HOME SECRETAHY: I thought you were 
against it. 

Mr. VOWLR'S: Ko. We know this has 
been winked at. \V e have sufficient law to 
deal with this evil as long as the ad ministra
tion is there. You can make these men move 
on, and keep following them up and break up 
their schools. All you have to do is to take 
the names of some of the ringleaders, and 
you can very quickly get them out of the 
road. 

Mr. PETFRSON: The Commissioner says 
differently. 

Mr. YOWLES: \Vhen a "two-up " school 
geL settled down in my little town, the police 
:tre very quickly able to disturb those people; 
they have only got to make an appeal, and 

Mr. Vow~e-;.l 



2060 T' agrmds and Gwming Bill. [.-\.SSEMBLY.] Opticians Bill. 

that is the' last you sec of them for a month. 
If such an appeal were made here it would 
be the means of stopping them. 

M1:. "NIAY: They play a few yards awav 
from the Commissioner's office. · 

Mr. VOWLES: They play it on countr;; 
racecom;es, even when the police are present, 
because they know that one sergeant is more 
lax than another. It seems to me that it is 
rather late in the session to bring in legis
lation of such an important nature' as this. 
I£ we are going to amplify the order of leave, 
it would be a;dvisable to include racecourses. 

Mr. MAY (Flinders): We do not know the 
whole of the provisions contained in the Bill, 
and when I see the Opposition giving kudos 
to the Government, it makes me very doubt
ful whether the Bill is any good at all. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! and 
laughter. 

Mr. MAY : When I was in opposition I 
was against the Government. 'I'he short ex
planation given by the Home Secretary is 
not enough to account for the long speeches 
made by hon. members opposite, who must 
have got hold of some of the provisions of 
the BilL 

Hon. J. TOLMIE: The Bill originated on 
this side. 

:Mr. MAY: A suggestion has been made bv 
one hon. member on this side that, since 
'·two-up'' was decided by a judge to be 
'' game of skill, it is therefore questionable 
whether you can put a stop to it. Anyone 
walking down R1izabeth street can see 
it being played. If the hon. member for 
Dalby goe,; down about lunch time, he can see 
them spinning the pennies. (Laughter.) If 
you IfSe two bona fide coins there may be a 
certam amount of skill in it; but there is 
none in it if you ring in two double-heads. 
(Laughter.) How are we going to eradic:1te 
gambling, particularly in Australia? I have 
been in Australia something like thirty years, 
and I find the people are the greatest 
gambler" on earth, and I went about the 
world a bit before I came here, and they 
take y0u down at every opportunity. (Laugh
ter.) · I d0 not blame them for that. If I 
am foolish enough to go in fm this sort of 
thing I ought to be taken down, unle~s I am 
sharper than the other fellow. (Laughter.) 

Mr. STOPFORD: There is the Stock Ex
change, too. 

1\Ir. MAY: Whether in oonnecti0n with 
mining or other avenues of the Stock Ex
change, there is always a vast amount of 
swindling going on. I had a friend once' who 
was a lawyer. (Laughter.) I asked him why 
lawyers were always uneasy sleepers, and the 
answer was because they lie on ono side first 
and then on the other. (Renewed laughter.) 

Mr. JYIOORE (Aubigny): I think this Bill 
will do some good if it is going to wipe out 
these J!logal games. I dare sa;· that mv 
opinions are, perhaps, prejudiced; because I 
remember many years ago, when I had just 
left school. I happe·ned to ba<;k five winners 
in Melbourne. I was in the " tote " shon 
during ihe day, but I was too busy to go bad< 
for my dividend, and when I went back 
I found the police had raided the shop. 
(Laughter.) Another thing I am pleased to 
see is the provision with regard to disorderlv 
persons-not that it affects me personally at 
all. (Laughter.) Some ladies are of a sus-

[Mr. Vowles. 

plcious character, and if all these disorderly 
persons of suspicious character are . to be 
wiped out, it would be a very good thmg for 
some of us when we go home at the end of 
the week. (Renewed laughter.) 

The HOME SECRETARY, in reply, said: 
\Vith refer'"nce to the qm·stion of the leader 
of the Opposition, I may say that the B1ll 
doco not ..tpply to matters that ca_n be dealt 
with under tlw o:x1stmg law. It 1s not P?S
sihl" fur anvonr to draft a measure whwh 
,, ill be ail-comprehensive. If that were pos
sible there would be no need for lawyers. 
r'ro~.'i"'ion ,\~as n1ude in the original Bill for 
dertlin~ with racecourses, but during the ses
sion f fonnd, after the speech of the hon. 
member for Carnarvon, that something should 
be done immediately in connection with r_ace
com ''"· but it will have to wa1t unt1l a 
comprf'lwnsive Gan1bling Bill can be intro-
duvd. 

Mr. :'YioRGAX: It is a dangerous thing to 
interfere with the existing racing. 

The H0:i\IE SECRETARY: I am simply 
re ferrin~ to the measure which I shall intro
duce ne-~t week, and I think the Bill will 
catisfy hon. members as far as it goes. 

Quostion put and passed. 

OPTICIANS BILL. 

INITIATION. 

The B0l\1E SECRETARY, in moving-
'· That the House will, at its next sit

tinrr. resolve itself into a Committee of 
the" Whole to consider of the desirable
ness of introducing a Bill to secure the 
better training of opticians, to regulate 
their practice, and for other purposes," 

aid: This i' a fmmal Bill in which it is 
propo5t rl to deal with opticians veq mu?h 
"" the same lines as we have already legis
lated with regard to pharmacists and den
tist.o. It is necessary to give people reason
able protection by providing that thos·e who 
ptnc·ti,e as opticians shall be qualified .. yYe 
know that some of those who are practlsmg 
do not pos,css the high qualifications of 
or;ticians in the old country, but, as it is n?t 
desired to pre cent them practising, they vnll 
b,, o·i,-en an opportunity of qualifying later. 
Ho~. member, will be ql!ite safe in passing 
the Bill very largely in the form in which it 
is introduced. 

Hox .. J. TOLMIE: This is an evidence of 
t.he excellent results that follow from adopt
ing the practice of asking questions in this 
House. I thought that this Bill was a mea
sure of quite different character, knowing, 
as I do, that the hon. member for Windsor 
he , on more than one occasion broken through 
part;.· trammels and spoken _as he shou]d not 
han• spoken. I thought th1s was a B1ll for 
a purpo>r~ cf regulating the hon. member, and 
probably in a double sensa, as the Home 
Secretary has just obtained leave to introduce 
n Bill dealing with disorderly persons, and I 
thought it might be intended to deal with 
the hon. member under that category and 
a] ,o under this Bill. Howeve1·, it is quite 
e,-ident that there is more in this Bill than 
in that which ",>s introduced yesterday by 
the Secretary f0r Agriculture for the purpose 
o£ regulating and keeping in good or,der a 
few veterinary surgeons. I do not know if 
the Home f\ecretarv is as well in touch with 
hi.J subject .as the 'secretary for Agriculture 
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was, and whether he will be able to give us 
the specific number of opticians with whom 
this Bill proposes to deal. 

HoN. J. G. APPEL: I take it that this 
Bill is practically the measure which I caueed 
tC\ be drafted when I occupi~d the position 
o_f Home Secretary. If that is so, it is prac
tiCally a formal measure. As the Home 
S?cretur0 has -'aid, it provides for the regis
tration of opticians, and ensure' that the 
public shall b-o treated bv men who are com
petent. I realise, as I· have no doubt the 
Home Secretary does, that in the country 
districts of Quccr:sland a certain amount of 
licenPe v.riJl be noces~ary where no living can 
?e made by a qualified optician. The Bill 
IS very nccesoary, because we all kuow that 
w,hc•re an unqqalified per~on seeks to suppl~ 
g1a.s~es to persons suffcnng from defective 
eyesight, it often happens that they do more 
damage than good. There is no doubt what
ever that many of the ailments affecting the 
head are causPd by dcfectiY.e glasses. I mn 
~mly sorry that the Bill should have been 
Idroduced at this late stagA of the ,ession: 
It should have been introduced earlier. How
evPr, it is only a formal measure, and I have 
n_0 dou?t that only a very small amount of 
tn!'e wdl be occupie-d in putting it through. 
I mtend to support the Bill. 

. Mr. MoPHAIL (lVindsor): I think that the 
Id_ea _of the Government in introducing this 
Bill IS a very wise one. The leader of the 
Opposition said-or, at least, I inferred from 
his remarks-that this Bill would only applv 
to a very few individuals. I inferred thO:t 
from the £act that he reierred to the Bill 
brought in yesterday, which, he savs, will 
only deal with about nine veterinarv sur-
geons. • 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That is 
not so, 

Mr. McPHAIL: That is what the leader 
of the Opposition said. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Oh, he 
would &ay anything. 

Mr. McPHAIL: I .a'? not saying it, and I 
do_ n?t want the ::Vlmister to thi:Jk that I 
said It. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No, no! 
Hon. J. TOLMIE: Before you go anv fur

ther,. I would _like to warn you that you are 
runnmg a nsk of getting vourself into 
trouble. • 

Mr. MoP HAIL: In wh<>t way" 
~on. J. ToLMI~: Don't you know that. 

bemg personally mterestw:! m this btt"ines~· 
you mav bri_c g _:yourself :mder the ope~·acio;; 
of the ConstitutiOn Act Amil•ldmont .Bill now 
before the House? 

Mr. McP):IAIL: I consider this Bill should 
have been mtroduce:d some years ago, and I 
can assure ~he leader .o~ the_ Opposition that 
the . professiOn of optician IS growing at a 
rapid rate, and that many of those who are 
now practising are not qualified. As the hon. 
mel!'~er for Albert said, many so-called 
optiCians ar~ not qualifi<;d to test people's 
eyes, and :J:et the:J: ar': settmg up as opticians, 
and there ;s nothmg m the law to prevent it. 
Under thiS Bill a person who practises 
optometry must have a certain standing and 
the p~blic will have an assuranQe that 'they 
are· bemg attended to by a man who is quali
fied to test eyes and not by a quack. On the 
se?ond reading of the Bill, I may have some-
thmg further to say. , 

* l\Ir. MACARTNEY: Tho Bill 1s one 
deserving- the attention of the House if it is 
going to~ protect the public against men who 
have not t~~ necessary qualifications to prac
tise as opticians, though It may be that a close 
corporatwn may be brought into existence, 
'uch as wo have heard so much about of late. 
However, the Bill will protect the public in 
the sam~ mar:ner as they are now protected in 
conne.;twn With tlw legal profession and the 
medical profession. I do not know any direc
tion in which the' public require to be pro
tected more than from the inexperienced or 
untrained man who pretends to a knowledge 
of the subject dealt with by this Bill. {Hear, 
hear!) I do not for a moment sugghst that 
th~ hon. member for ·Windsor, because of his 
association with this profession, should be 
debarred in any way from discussing the 
questwn. It is a decided ad vantage to have 
in this House any hon. member who has such 
special knowledge as will enable him to deal 
intelligently, and assist the House generally 
~n connection with any subject brought before 
It. 

Question put and passed. 

ELECTIONS ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 

INITIATION, 

The HOME SECRETARY, in moving-
" That the House will, at its next 

sitting, resolve itself into a CommitteE' 
of the Whole to consider of the desirable
rwe-; of introducing a Bill to amend the 
Elections Act of 1915, by making better 
provision for electors on active service 
during the present war exercising the 
right to vot·e," 

said: It has been found in practice that the 
provisions of the Act of 1915 ar-e not sufficiently 
comprehensive to give soldiers the opportunity 
of exercising the franchise, and we have made 

provision in this measure that 
[11 a.m.] soldiers may appoint proxies to 

vote for them before they leave 
the State. That is the main feature of the 
Bill, and there are the necessary machinery 
clauses for carrying out the purpose of the 
n1ea.sure. 

Hon. J. G. APPEL: It is simply an extension 
of the present provision. 

'I'hc HOME SECRETARY: Yes; it allows 
soldiers to appoint proxies. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: I do not quite know 
what to say in regard to this amendment. 
It seems fairly simple as it has been put 
before us, hut from what I can gather from 
the hon. gentleman's remarks, the measure 
might be better described as a "Corrupt 
Practices Bill." We shall need to scrutinise
it very carefully when it is introduced. A 
ma,n should have an opportunity of exercising 
his Yote himself, but this measure, I under
stand, takes away from the soldier the right 
to ha Ye any say in connection with an election 
that takes place in Queensland. He is simply 
to hand over his voting paper to some 
individual, who ma,y be a secretary of a 
union. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: If he
handed it over tD you, would it be all right? 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: No. it would not be all 
right; he ought not to hand it over to any
one, but should express his own opinion at 

Hon. J. Tolrnie.·l 



.2062 Elecli'ons Act [ASSEMBLY.] Amendment Bill. 

the ballot-box. This is a measure on which 
we should g<'t the fullest information from 
the Home Secretary, because it will put 
immee,.c power into the hands of one 
individual. \Ye have every right to treat our 
soldien as well as possible, and to give them 
the fullest opportunity to exercise the. fran
chise, but it would be a dangerous thmg to 
deprive thorn of their votes, and put t~ose 
votes in the hands of a person who mrght 
'"e them in a way the elector- did not dtc3irc. 
A soldier might leave his proxy in favour of 
the Sreaker, or the Home Secreta.ry, or the 
Secretary for Agriculture, but the action ?f 
those o·ent.i<'mcn might be such that wrthm 
six we~ks that soldier would not consider his 
chos< .J candidate worthy of support. 

HoK. J. G. APPEL: I cannot quite follow 
the l<.O clPr of the Opposition in his contention 
thu.t thi, measure invoh-cs the method of 
voting by proxy. After the most careful 
oomideration and consultation with the per
manent heads of the department, we came to 
the conclusion that the on!v method by which 
a votn could be made effec'tive was by giving 
the soldiers a proxy voto. I take it this 
mescsurc is introduced simply for the purpose 
Df tnaking the present provisions rr1ore effect~ 
ive than they arc, and that it is introduced 
on the advice of the permanent head of the 
d"partmcnt and the Chief Electoral Officer. 
Of course, no method outside the personal 
vote is effective, but we are met to-day by a 
condition of affairs which are of an excep
tiDnal character. :Men who are going to the 
front and fighting for their country and the 
Empire "ould be unable to exercise the fran
chise if it were not for the special provision 
which has been made to meet their case. The 
whole object Df dopMtir.g frDrn the system of 
voting bv ballot is to enable those men tD 
have som'e opportunity of having a say in the 
destinies of their State. I admit that it is 
quite possible that the men to whom prDxies 
arc gi n·n may fail to carry out the trust 
reposed in them. Still, if the Bill is for the 
purpose of making the present prDvision more 
effective, then. as the man who evolved the 
voting by proxy sections of the Act, I intend 
to "up port the measure. 

Mr. FORSYTH (Murrumba): The motion. 
sa vs distinctly that the measure is to be intro
duced for the purpose of " Making better pro
vision for oleetord on active service during 
the present war exercising the right to vote." 
\Vhat does that really mean"? I understand 
that at the present time men who have gone 
to the front have the right to vote by proxy. 

The Ho~m SECRETARY: They cannDt do it 
D0\'1. 

:ih. FORSYTH: I certainly understood 
tktt they had the right to vote by proxy now, 
and I should like to know what is the specific 
purpose of the measure which the hon. gentle· 
man proposPs to introduce. 

The Ho:.IE SECRETARY: We v;ant power to 
111ake regulations. 

Mr. FOHSYTH: If the only object of the 
U1f''"lsure j,, to give the Governrnent power to 
rnake rpgulations dealing vvith this subj-ect, 
then I do not propose to discuss it any 
fur~her at the:_: prC'scnt stag·e. 

:VIr. VO\YLES: Voting Ly proxy is objec
tionabh', bpcausc the person holding a proxy 
1nay possibly vote in a, \Yay 1rhich is not 
in the interest of the person who gives the 

[Hon. J. Tolm1:P, 

proxy. At the sa1ne titne e have to rnake 
soa1c Jll'O\·ision to enable soldiers to vote at 
an t?lectioli. ='Jow, it sem·1s to n1c that it is 
going to be a YBr'-· hard thing to uvanagc. 
because the soldiers arc so far away h·ou1 
their J,ea,_:quarters and they m·e frequently 
shiftinJ about. It \vill be a hard rnatter 
to get the Lallot-papers to them, and it will 
be- an inlj)Of'·:.ibilit"~.' to issue proxy vvtes in 
time. It is desiruble that the voter should 
know "ho the candidates arc. At tho pre;ent 
time we do not know what purties will be 
in cx;~rencc" at the next elcctiun. \Ve have 
1181,\ parties springing up all over Australia. 
and WP mav have a new party hero in 
Quecmland. ' At the present time we have 
the Furnlcrs' pt~,rty: the Labour party, and 
the Liberal party. How can a vDter de,cribe 
the p<J.rty he wishes to vote for? He will 
either have to vote for the socialist party 
or anti-socialist pnrty, and there may be 
divisions in the anti-,ocialist prtrh <J.t the 
next general election. Tho thing seems to be 
not practicable. )/o doubt it is the int.n. 
tion to g·ive the soldiers the benefit of their 
vote,. and I tcm proparod to support an 
amendment in that direction.. With regarJ 
to the alteration of the power by regulation 
to include it in the Act. that is a different 
matter altogether. At prccent the Governor 
in Council can give the power to do ail that 
is wanted by regulation. 

The HmiE SECRETARY: It is better to let 
tho Houso decide it. It is possible for 
regulations to :;e 1nade which arc not satis
factory. 

?.lr. v·OWLEB: I am pleased tu hear 
from a member of the Cabinet that it i' 
po,,ible to have reg·ulations made which are 
not batisLKtory. rf the reguLations are to 
be approved of by both Houses of Parlia
ment it is all right. \Ye have too much 
govenunent by regulation at the pre~ent 
time, anJ v;e give too rnueh 1JO,n3r to ~he 
Governor in Council. VVe should not g1ve 
this po\ver to -certain individuals at all. 
The only persons who shoul-d decide wh;tt 
ngulmion•, bhould be is,ucd are the whDle 
House or the representatives of both Houses 
of Parliament. 

The I-IO)lE SECRETARY: The regulations are 
taLled. 

:Mr. VO'vYLES: Yes, I know the regula· 
tions can be tabled and that exception can 
be taken to them. If both Houses are 
allowed to deal with the regulations it is 
all rig·ht. I do not suggest that the Govern· 
ment is attempting to bring about any posi
tion that is undesirable, but where it is a 
111attcr of the alteration of the fran\hise 
and the Gppointment of attorne0 , we should 
watch the matter closely. When this matter 
comes before the House, I trust that it will 
be found that the desire is to .dD all the 
"'Ood that c<tn be done to enable the soldiers 
~o record their votes. Still there arc several 
parties in Queensland, and there is a possi· 
bilitv of there being a split in the present 
Gov~rnmcnt party like there has been in the 
other States of _\ustralia. If that sort of 
thing happens, then } ou cannot .tell the 
soldiPr w vote for one party or the other. 
brcause he is not in a position to know what 
thr, partiC>s arc nor who the C'andidates are. 

Qu<''<tion put and passed. 
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i\1ARSVPIAL BOARDS ACT AMEND
MENT BILL. 
C0~1MITTEE. 

(Jir. ]J( tJ'flll~, Jiarct, u1 the chctir.) 

Clause 1 put and pu~sccl. 
On clause 2-" A .. mcndnunt of section 19"-
The SECRETARY FO:tt AGRICCLTuRE : 

With the view of allaying any apprehension 
that existed in the minds of hon. members 
with regard to the proposal to repeal sub
section ( 4) of section 19 of the priuci pal Act 
he would giYe them some further information 
about it. The hon. member for Murillu ''as 
much conccrnecl about the repeal of that 
subsection. He could tell hon. members, 
howcyer, that tho proposed legislation aro_,e 
from the fad that a deputation waited on 
him on the 9th August. 1915, und another 
on the 18th _\.ugust, 1916, asking him to 
bring about the legisl,ution that 'vas no\Y 
bf ing introduced. There \~as no harm in 
stating the personnel of each deputation. 

The dPpLlt<J.tion of the 9th August, 1915_. 
consisted of .11t -.;s~·"· Joncs, Edkins, Suter, 
Dwy0r, Thoq1c. Drury, llughes. Gildea, 
HerLc:rt. and Smith. This deputation 
unani"tuu,;ly agreed that the Act should 
apply to thu whole State, and thut there 
should be- no exetnption. rrhe deputation of 
18th _\_ug·nsr. 1916, consisted of Inembers 
from the l~nitcd Pastoralists >and Gr~ziers' 
Ae,oci"tion of Queensland and representative' 
of the l\Im·wpials Boards. The deputation 
consisted of :Nlessrs. Han, om, Seam1nell, 
\Vookock, l_(oskin, Offircr, Cross, 0' Bricn, 
J. B. Su!er, and Log-an. He therefore 
thought thP vi£>\YS of the men1bcrs of these 
deputatiom should weigh "-ith the Corn
nlittec. It \YDS pointed out 1T; non. 1nemhers 
op'JOsite that it would be a· great hardship 
if a rnr,n had a small paddock carrying 
high-class cattle, or if he had highly bred 
ewes lambiuo; in this paddock--it would be 
hard on hi~n if kangaroo trapper~ were 
allowed to go on to the property and disturb 
these high-daPs animals. lie referred hon. 
mBmbers to the sections in the principal Act. 
He drew their attentwn patticularly to sub
section ( 4), hi eh they proposed to repeal. 
and to sections 19B and 19c, which read as 
follows:-

" 19B. A s~alper shall not, without the 
consent of the owner or manager, enter 
upon or carry on his occupation upon any 
paddock exempted under this section 

" For the purposes of this section, every 
owner or manager of a holding, upon 
notice in writing to the hoard describing
the paddock or paddocks in question, and 
stating the particular use to which the 
same are being put, shall, while the same 
are being so use.d, be entitled to the 
exemption of such paddock or paddocb 
not exceeding in area one-sixth of the 
<mtire holding. 

"Any scalper who acts in contraven
tion of this section shall be liable to a 
penalty uot exceeding twenty pounds. 

"19c. A scalper shall not, without the 
consent of the owner or manager, camp 
within a distance of two hundred yards 
from any darn, tank, bore-stream, spring, 
or wa~erhole used on any holding for the 
watenng o£ 'tock. 

"Anv scalper who act€ in contravc:n
tion of this section shall be liable to a 
pcnalt:-- not exceeding twenty pounds." 

He thought that hon. members ought to be 
satisfied to agree to the clause, when they 
knew the provisions he had read. It was the 
unanimous desire of the deputations ~hat 
waited on him of representatives of vanous 
boards, including the Condamine Board, 
which he thought embraced the electorate of 
the hon. membEir for i'vlurilla, that the Act 
should be extended to the whole State. 

Mr. MORGAN thought the Minister _mis
understood the desire of the deputatwno. 
When they stated that they wanted the whole 
of the Act .applied to the whole of the 
State, they meant that they did not think 
that any board should be wholly exempted, or 
that the ,,-hole of a board's area should be 
exempted. They did not wish to prev~nt 
individual owners from getting excmptwn 
iu respect of property, leasehold or freehold, 
on which they were undertaking the destruc
tion of dingoes, foxes, and marsupials. The 
Condamine Board, with which he was 
familiarly acquainted, was opposed to exe':'p
tion being given to boards from pa;png 
bonuses. A number of boards had obtamed 
from the Government exemption from paying 
bonuses and that was what they contended 
should 'not be done. They did not ask the 
Minister to repeal subsection (4) of scct1_on 
19, which gave the board power. to g1ve 
exemption~ as to indivi-dual propert"''• when 
they were satisfied that the owners weru 
doing all in their power and were successful 
in keeping them down-

" (4) Provided that the owner_ or m_a!'a
ger of any holding may apply m wntmg 
to the hoar•d that his holding shall be 
exempt from the operation of this section, 
either absolutely or during a specified 
period, on the· gJ;:ounds stated in such 
application, whereunon the Board, after 
hearing all persons mterested who desue 
to be heard, and taking into consideration 
the ''pplication and any evidence adduced 
in support thereof, or in opposition 
thereto, may, by order-

(u1 Grant the appli< ation _witht;mt 
n1odification or with anv InochficatJon 
which appears to the ·board to be 
proper; or 

(b) Reject the application." 
Th0 SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: And they 

have granted exemptwn to 142 entire runs. 

Mr. ~I ORGAN: If thev were doing their 
duty and killing the dingoes and foxes--

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: They arc 
not ; they are granted exemption. 

Mr. MORGAN: They were granted 
exemption only to the extent that they were 
not compelled to allow outside· scalpcr> to 
come on to their properties. Subsection . (41 
did not grant an exemption from destroymg 
dingoes and marsupials. In the \Vest, owners 
engaged men for certain purposes, and per
haps after working six months some of them 
became tired and wanted to be their own 
bosses and so came to the owners and sai-d, 
" Well, boss, we want to go and do a little 
trapping or scalping," and the owners, not 
only suooidised them by paying £1 or £1 10s. 
for each fox or dingo, indepPndent of the ' 
boa!'d but .also subsidised them for kan
garoo~ or wallabies, or even emus. Those 
rnen had the sole right to destroy on thos_e 
properties. The section really m<eant that If 
owners had thei•· own men engaged, and 
they were doing good work, the board, after 

Mr. Morgan.] 
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thorough inquiries, might continue to grant 
ex0mptio11 so far as outside scalpers were 
concerned. Further, the section read-

" If the board grant the applic"~tion 
without modification or with such modi
fication, as aforesaid, notice of the order 
of the board shall, at the expense of the 
applicant, be published in some news
paper generally circulating within the 
district during two consecutive weeks next 
after the making of the order; and, at 
the expiration of such two weeks, it shall 
not be lawful during the period, if any, 
fixed by the order, for any scalper to 
destroy marsupials or dingoes upon the 
holding therein referred to, or to enter 
or be upon such holding for the purpose 
of such destruction. And any scalper 
who offends against this provision shall 
be liable to a penalty not excoeding 
t'" enty pounds : 

" Provided, however, that any order of 
the board may be reviewed by the board 
at any time if it appears that the circum
stances so require." 

Hon. members would see that the board had 
full power to withdraw the exemption at any 
time. '£hey knew that on some places there 
were men who were not desirable. They 
were' few and far between, perhaps, but they 
did exist, and if they had a spite against a 
station-owner, and the board granted them 
a permit, they might be a great nuisance, 
independent of whether his property was frec·
hold or not. 'I'he Minister could see that it 
was not desirable to delete that section of 
the Act, and he (Mr. M01·gan) intended to 
vote in favour of clause 2 being deleted, as 
the deputations that waited on the Minister 
did not ask for the abolition of section 4 
of the Act. 

Mr. VOWLES eaid there must be some 
misunderstanding in regard to the request 

of the deputations that \\ aited 
[11.30 a. m.] c n the Minister. He knew 

something about those deputa
tions, and he knew t!Jat vvhat the hon. Illeln

ber for Murilla had stat<:>d was correct. 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL'n.:RE: They 

want !he Act to apply to the whole of the 
State. One board exempted thirty-eight 
stations. 

Mr. VOWLES : The very fact that a Loard 
exempted thirty-eight stations showed that 
those thirty-eight stutions must have been 
doing their duty in regard to the destruction 
of marsupials. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Quite 
the revert~"· It is a case of you scratch my 
back and I'll scratch yours. 

Mr. VOWLES: The clause read-
" Provided that the owner or manager 

of ar.y holding may apply in writing to 
the board that his holding shall be 
exempt from the operation of this sec
tion, either absolutely or during a speci
fied period, on the ground stated in 
such ~epplication. Whereupon the board, 
after hearing all persons interested who 
desire to be heard and taking into con
sideration the application and any evi
dence adduced in support thereof or in 
opposition thereto, may order·•-

They could hear evidence by trappers who 

[il-fr. Morgan. 

,vanted t{) go on th0 country for the purposl~ 
of destroying ma!·s-upi.alR. The chnuo 1-vent 
on-

" (a) Grant the application ,.,ithout 
rnodifi~;a.tiou or with any n1odifir·11tion 
which appears to the board to be proper; 
or 

" (b) Reject the application." 

He had had Jn·aot;rcol e"[JCrience in connec
tion with the v. or king of the Act and he 
knew that the freeholders would very strongly 
resent the repeal of that principle. On 
many occasions n1en had cDn1e to him e.nd 
aske-d if it was a fact that the Act gave 
permission for the genera! pubiif' to go on 
to a freehold ostensibly for the purpose of 
trapping, but when they got there, to inter
fore with stock as they ~id do. Not only 
that, but there were undcsn·able people-men 
who were notorious cattle thieves-who, unde1· 
the pretence of trapping, went on to the 
runs simply for the purpos" of spying out 
the grounds to carry on their nef-arious work. 
When they were dealing with big runs it 
was a -different story to when -dealing with 
freehold property in settle-d districts where 
the areas were not too big. The most a 
man could get exemption for under the, sec
tion was one-sixth of his property. The 
value of the scalps in his district w·as practi
cally nil, and why did the men want to go 
on those properties? They were not there 
for the plll·pos<' of scalping. Any man who 
liked to pay 2s. 6d. for registration as a 
scalper could get permission to go on to 
those runs. The police knew who they were, 
but they wer<' po,Yerless to interfere with 
those men. If a man had to get a certifi
cate as a scalper there might be some pro
tection, a:r:d. it was absolutely necessary that 
the Oppoqtwn should stand out against that 
princi pie. It might be all right on lease
hold country, but as far ag freehold property 
was concrrned, the owner had to keep it 
free froni pests, and if he could proYc that 
he was doing his dutv as far as the eradica
tion of pests was concerned, he should be 
able to say whetht'r und(' it:tble persons 
chould be a.llowed to go amongst his stock 
or not. Th" men who went on to those pro
perties wore like timber-getters. There were 
ull classes of men amongst timber-getters 
and sealpers. Some of them would not do 
anything to injure stock, while others did 
not care twop<-nce what happened to the 
stock so long· as they got their way .. Some 
of those men shot in amongst the stock, 
ot~ers .trap and others" poison, rnd was it a 
fa1r .thm~ that they should legislat<' in su~b 
a direction that undesirable people could 
go on to a. freehold and set traps that were 
a mena<>o to the stock, ooison the cattle 
dogs, and shoot in places where valuable 
stock were? He was !'Oing to support the 
hon. member for :Murilla and vote against 
the clause. 

Mr. FORSYTH said he could understand 
tha'G the department might be in a quan
dary so far as cattle runs were concerned, 
because the lessees in many cases did not 
take the trouble to kill dingoes and foxes. 
and the runs were often a breeding ground 
for these P<:sts ; but any man who had sheep 
would do his best to try and kill the dingoes, 
One of his friends had lost no less than 5 000 
wethers in three months. It was to 'the 
interests of sheep owners to eradicate the 
dingoes withoub any delay. He had an in· 
terest in some country out West, and l~tst 
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year they killed a lot of dingoes. They put 
on no less than five men at their own expense, 
paying them £1 a head for every dingo they 
killed, and could anyone say that men who 
were doing that wanted anyone else to go 
on their runs? The sheep man could protect 
himself, and wanted his own men to do the 
work and not the ordinary trapper. But it 
was different with the cattle men, and there 
should be some action taken wherebv if the 
cattle men would not do the wo;k they 
should be made to do it. The Government in 
those cases should g-rant I icenses to men to 
go on the runs and kill the dingoes. The 
more men they could get to eradicate the 
pest the better it would be; but there was a 
certain cla;s of men-and theY had them in 
his distriet-whom they were ;_,.ery suspicious 
about, as they went on the runs on the pre
tence of killing the dingoes or foxes, but in 
reality to steal stock. He commended the 
Government for introducing in the Brands 
Act the power to take away a brand from a 
man and give him another brand; thereby 
protecting the honest man as against the 
dishonest man. There were some scalpers 
who were honest and wanted to kill the 
pests; but there were others who got a 
license really as an excuse for killing stock. 
If the Government wanted to stop exemp
tions they should not alter the section, be
cause anyone who wanted an exemption had 
to go before the board and give the reasons 
therefor, and the board, if after taking evi
d.,nce they found it was wise to grant exemp
tion, would do so. If the people who ought 
to keep the pest down were not doing it he 
was prepared to give power to the Govern
ment to grant licenses to the scalpers to go 
on . the r.uns. S.ome were doing their best, 
while neighbouring owners were neglecting 
it and simply allowing the dingoes to breed. 
Ii 25,000 dingoes were killed last vear ihev 
must have done a lot of damage before they 
were destroyed. He hoped the Minister 
would see his way clear to allow the section 
to remain as it was, and so protect men who 
conduc~cd their busin.ess in an honest way, 
as agamst men who simply wanted to go on 
th<" country as scalpers in order to steal 
cattle. 

Mr. LAND (Balonne): He was quite in 
accord with the hon. member who had just 
resumed his seat that the Government should 
te ke action for the protection of these men 
generally, as far as dingoes and foxes were 
concerned. The Government should reserve 
the right to enter upon Crown lands with 
the object of killing the dogs. 

Mr. GuNN: This is freehold as well as 
Crown land. 

Mr. LAND: He wanted them to go on 
freehold, and unless the Government reserved 
that right, this Bill was not going to do any 
good at all. He was just as much interested 
in this matter as hon. members opposite be
cause his electorate was just as mudh a 
pastoral district as theirs, and it was as much 
his duty to look after the country, whether 
1t >yas held by a squatter or grazing farmer, 
as It was of the hon. members opposite. He 
had spoken to the Minister for Agriculture, 
a~ well as previous Ministers, and pointed 
cut that it was the duty of the Government 
to r0serve the right to go on Crown land 
which was held by pastoral lessees. Those 
leases were held until such times as railwavs 
were run into the districts to make the I a;;d 
available for small holdings. One of the 
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most important points was this: although 
land was held by a pastoral lessee for some 
years, the resumptions were taken up by 
small holders when railways made it possible 
to run them with sheep, but on account of the 
increase in dingoes and foxes it was not 
possible for small holders to take up the land. 
The trouble arose from the fact that in the 
early days the land had been held in large 
areas by cattle men, who maintained that 
the dogs did not injure them as long as they 
ran cattle, as the rabbits which the dingoes 
killed compensated for the loss of stock. The 
SR-me thing applied in connection with foxes, 
which the;v said would not endanger the 
pastoral lessee while the rabbit was there, 
as the foxes kept down the rabbits, and the 
losses of cattle through the foxes were com
pensated for by the number of rabbits they 
kept down. He was one of the first members 
i11 that Chamber to refer to the fox pest. 
On Woolerina, in his district, five foxes were 
caught, and he pointed out that the foxes 
were becoming a pest because, when five 
wer.e caught on the one holding, there might 
easily be 5,000 in the district. When he 
referred to the foxes, some hon. membe1· 
interjected "flying foxes," showing how little 
he knew or cared about the matter. When 
boards were appointed the Government 
turned over th<1 whole responsibility to the 
boards, and that ended it. He contended 
that boards were absolutely usele&Y, and it 
was freely alleged that under the board 
system clogs and foxes had increased. If 
the Government would take his advice they 
would abolish the boards immediately, and 
have the dog and fox pest and everv other 
pe"t of that description dealt with directly 
by the Lands Department, who had the 
machiner:;· in the shap0 of the Crown lands 
rangers and other departmental officers readv 
to their hand to enable them to deal effec
tively ith the matter. There was a lot of 
talk about the undesirable man. He was 
just as much interested in the protection of 
the man on the land as anv hon. member 
opposite, and he was strongly of opinion 
that under the permit system no harm would 
come through undesirable men entering a 
hdding and either stealing stock or inter
ftring with it. It was desirable that there 
~hould be SO!flC authority with the right to 
Issue a permit to a man to go on to a hold
ing where there was reason to believe the 
lessecc was not doing his duty. He could 
speak from an experience of the Western 
country extending over more than forty 
years, and he said without fear of contradic
tion that, if a man were found doing what 
the• hon. member for Murrumba had refprred 
to, it would be a very easy matter to deal 
with him. -Hon. members opposite appeared 
to be trying to defeat the Minister's object. 
Ho could guarantee that the Minister and 
everybody behind him were desirous of deal
ing effe~tively with the dog and fox pests on 
Crown lands, and that they had not the 
slightest intention of encouraging anyone to 
interfere improperly with pastoral lessees 
OJ' selectors. He was confident that the Min
i3ter was honest and straightforward in the 
matter, and that he had introduced the Bill 
because of the forcible representations which 
had been made to him by deputation and 
otherwise. As a matter of fact, he held that 
the Government would have been justified 
in taking more drastic action than they were 
taking. In the first place, he would make 
the bonus £1 universally. 

Mr. FoRSYTH: We pay £1 now. 

[3fr. Land. 
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Mr. LAND: He had said before that it 
was not possible to get dogs killed for 5s. 
"' head. The rate should be £1 per head 
~without exemption. If a lessee was so lucky 
a' to have no dogs or foxes on his holding. 
he should be willing to pay the assessment 
t!.e same as before, to help to clear other 
p1•.rts of the country. He had been informed 
that ao much as £20 had bPen paid for a 
dog, and he had no doubt that a lessee might 
be willing to pay a fancy price for dogs 
which were known to exist but which evaded 
destruction. Hon. members opposite should 
be pleased to think that the Government were 
taking the action they were doing, and they 
should assist to pass the Bill instead of 
raising Aunt Sallie; and then knocking them 
down. His (Mr. Land's) sole object was 
to look after the interests both of pastoral 
lessees and of grazing selectors, because he 
recognised that the whole of the land was 
Crown land, and it was to the interests of 
the Government to look after Crown lands. 
'l'he Bill might not go as far as some hon. 
members would like, but it was in t~e 
interests of the people of Queensland th~t .It 
should be passed, and, if it was adminiS
tered properly, as he. believed it would be, 
it would be a good thmg for the State. He 
hoped the Bill would be allowed to go 
through without further delay. 

'\'Jr. S \Y AY:KE: He should vote against the 
claudc chi0fly because it 'vould allow men to 
go on frecholdc. There was sca.rcely a 
measu1·e mt.roducerl by the present _G:overn
m<'nt which did not make the positiOn of 
ow:1ers of frecholds worse than it was. The 
Minister had pointed out that another clause 
afforded cerht in protection to ownen. of pro
pertv. ir.asmuch ac, it restricted the operations 

" of thPse men to one-sixth of the 
[12 noon] whole area and imposed a limit 

with regard to camping places, 
but he (1Yh. Swayne) did not see why permits 
ohould be granted to men to go on freehold 
lands. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:' 
He thought the information he had alre.ady 
g·ivcn would have allayed the apprehensiOns 
of members opposite,, but no sooner did he 
allay, or partially sunceed in allaying, one 
pnrticular apprehension than another was 
sprung upon him. The hon. member for 
l\1urrumba had referred to the class of men 
who went out scalping or trapping. The pro
vision now before the Committee would repeal 
section 4 of the principal Act, but he wo:'ld 
call the attention of hon. members to section 
19 of the Act, which read as follows:-

"The clerk shall endorse on every per
mit issued by him the name or, names (or 
other sufficient description) of the holding 
or holdings on which for the time being 
the scalper desires to carry on his occupa
tion. 

" If the scalper desires to carry on his 
occupation on any other holding or hold
ings which are not exempted from the 
operation of the last preceding section, 
he shall make a written application to the 
clerk to th'ct effect, and shall lodge 
therewith his permit; and the clerk shall 
amend the endorsement upon the permit 
accordingly, And such amendments shall 
be so made upon application, from time 
to time, during the currency of the 
permit. 

"A permit shall only entitle the holder 
thereof to carry on his occupation on th9 

[..1[1'. Land. 

holding or holdings named or described 
for the time being in his permit. 

'· Any scalper who, without the consent 
of the o'vner or manager, enters upon. 
or carries on his oc(';upation upon any 
holding which is ;wt f<;>r the t~me bei!'g 
a holding to whwh his perm1t app~Ie, 
shall be liable t,~ a penalty not exceedmg 
t-wenty pounds. 

Did not that afford ample protection? And 
should it not allay the apprenhensions of 
memben of the Opposition? 

Mr. MOORE: He did not think that pro
v;sion met the difficulty. A scalper could.get 
a permit for four or five places, and might 
camp on a place where there were no 
marsupia],, dingoes, or foxes, and work from 
that place because there was good. wat<;n· and 
good feed there. He knew that m his own 
district men made it a practice to go on 
properties like that. If a .station-owner gave 
evidence that he was takmg adequate steps 
to keep down the marsupials or dingoes, he 
should be allowl'd tc get exemption. With 
regard to other pests, if a man was .c~eari":g 
his property of the pest, th~ authonties did 
not put men on those propertws to clear them, 
If a man was not doing his duty, by all 
means put men on his property t? clea;· away 
the pP;t, but if a. man was dealmg with t~e 
pest himself, why should they grant permits 
to other persons to go on h1s property for. the 
purpose of doing that work? If exempt~ons 
were granted, scalpers would have the nght 
to "'ive their version of the matter, and to 
ofl:'e~ evidence showing that the owner of a 
property waA not doing his. duty, but was 
allowing dingoes and foxes to mcrease, so t~at 
ample protection was afforded all partws. 
He would vote against the clause because it 
would inflict hardship on the holders of pro
perty. 

2\1r. G1TNN: He was against this clause. 
On the second reading he stated that he did 
not believe in the Marsupial Act at all. 
Neither did he believe in it now. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Neither 
do I. I would wipe it out absolutely, but 
the pcopl<> would not stand that. 

j),Jr G1;NN: The Waggamba Marsupial 
Bmud. of which he was a member, had sent 
a pc;titic.n to the Government asking that the 
Act should be repealed, and other marsupial 
boards had taken similar action, but the 
m a j orih of the hoards thought it well to 
continue the Act in operation. This clause 
would work di:IT('rently from what the Minis
ter thou"ht it would work. Men sometimes 
gc1t a pf7rmlt for hvo or t~rce sta.tions, and 
then ro,cide l in ono on which there were no 
ma•·eupi.tk He knew of a case of that kind 
in his own elcctcrate where a station-owner 
ringbarkecl and fenced with rabbit-proof 
netting- a pm·tir n of his run on the Mc~ntyre. 
In thJ..~ paddocl;. there were no marsupials or 
diniT0es, but Ladr in the ranges there were 
ple~tv c,£ kcn;garoos and dingoes. A scalper 
got a pe1·mit for the two runs, and he. went 
on to tlw r1m where there were no dmgoes 
and kil!r·d !he d:ng·oes on the other run. The 
owner of the uninffstcd station applied to the 
boar•{ for cxemptio11, and his application was 
granted. Supposing butterflies were brought 
in as n,a~rmpia 1,, and the Trades Hall, or 
>Om1 otiwr influential authority in Brisbane, 
""'' authorised to grant permits to persons 
to hunt butterflies, what would the towns

r·eop!c think'! 'I'hE COnseque~Ce would be that 
eYery boy would get a permit to hunt butter-
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flies, and would tear through the people's 
fron.t g..trd1~ns E..nd capsize everything, and 
there would be a great row. But when th~t 
kind of thlnr, took place in the country, .'t 
did not mat,er. Rats were a great pest m 
to11~n but pcrmit3 were not granted people to 
hcmt 'racs through your kitchen or your house 
without some proper authority and regula
tion. Hcu·dwlders got exemption if they 
<kalt wirh i he vermin themselves, as the 
Government v.ould not send a rat gang to 
th<.]il' prL rni~; Under thOS8 CirCUffiStaflCf?S. 
The Minister said that at the present time it 
was optional for the board to grant permits, 
and that there was an objection to that. He 
did not agree with that at all. Thf' tendency 
uf the pre'"ent day was to alter the franchise, 
and the electoral franchise would be' intro
duced for marsupial boards next, and there 
would he no protection at all. The scalpers 
"ould elect their own boards. 

Mr. PETERSON: ~What does it matter if you 
get rid of the marsupials. 

Mr. GL'NN: He would sooner put up with 
all the marsupials and other pests rather 
.than have so many Acts of Parliament with 
th(J inspe~tors going around the country. I-Ie 
did not favour having the Act applied to 
the whole State. The Minister said he was 
in favour of abolishing the Marsupial Act 
altogether. He quite agreed with him. If 
they made it universal, and to apply to the 
whole State, that would mean that they would 
have to pay for the marsupials in the Gulf 
of Carpentaria, where they were not doing 
any harm to anyone. A trader there would 
be able to send his scalps down to the South, 
and they would have to pay for dingoes that 
were of no value at all. Many years ago he 
was camped on the Warrego with another 
man who came from the ranges near Black
all. This man told him that he was going 
to the Darling Downs with dingo scalps. He 
(Mr. Gunn) did not give the show awvy, so 
he presumed the man got his money for his 
scalps. But that was the reason why he was 
against subsection (2). He had a grazing 
farm, and in one of his paddocks he had 
cleared out all of the kangaroos except seven, 
which he kept as pets. They ran about the 
paddocks as they pleased, but if a permit 
were given to a trapper, he could come in 
and kill those kangaroos. 

Mr. GRA YSON (Cwmingham) : The 
1V1inister said he was in favour of wiping 
out the .A.ct altogether, and the hon. 
gentleman would have plenty of sup
pNters on the Opposition si·de, and also 
amongst the settlers on the Darling Downs, 
if he wiped it out altogether. Under thP 
clause trappers could get a permit to go on 
any holding to kill marsupials. He knew 
that scalpers from New South vVales brought 
scalps from over the border into Queensland 
for sale to the Darling Downs :Marsupial 
Board. If the clause was agreed to it would 
be a great hardship to many freeholders 
in Queensland. It would mean that the 
scalper could camp on the best freehold whilfl' 
operating in other paddocks. He noticed the 
exemptions were to be abolished. There was 
an area with a radius of 5 miles in th" 
Allora district which had been exempted 
under the Marsupial Act for the la;~t fifteen 
years, and now it was proposed to wipe out 
that exemption. He had no objection to 
the exemption being wiped out, provided that 
town properties were also rated to destroy 

marsupials. He owned town property him
self, but he was quite prepared to pay a rate 
towards the eradication of marsupials. They 
should also make it include all other town 
properties, even a 16-perch allotment, rather 
than leave it to a handful of people in the 
country to bear the full brunt of the taxa· 
tion. It was just as much to the interests of 
the Brisban(J merchants and other people in 
Queensland to eradicate these pests as it was 
to those immediately concerned. 

At 12.20 p.m., 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 

moved-That the question be now put. 

Que"stion-T'hat the question be now put 
(Mr. Lennon's motion)-put; and the Com
mittee dividod :-

AYES, 30. 
:V:r. J.rmfield 

, Barber 
Cartf'r 

,, Collins 
Coyne 
lJunstan 
Fihdly 
Foley 
Gilday 
Hardacre 
Hart]Py, H. L. 
Hartley, W. 

, Hnxham 
Kirwan 
Land 

}fr. Lennon 
, Lloyd 

May 
, JYicLachlan 
, Mci·hail 
, O'ciullivan 
, l;cter :·On 

Pollock 
:: Hyan, D. 
, Ryan, H . . T. 
, Sn:iith 
, Stopford 
, Theodore 
, .. YVilson 

TelleriJ: :J.fr. Kirwan 
, Winstanley 

and Mr. i:ltopford. 

.:IOES, 17. 
}Ir. Appel 

, , Armstrong 
, Barries 
, Bridges 
,, Grayson 
, Gunn 
,, Hodgf' 
, ::liacartney 

Moo re 

:.1-lr. l\forgan 
, Murphy 

Pctrie 
, Roberts 
,, t:todart 
, t.wayne 
,, Tolmie 

YowlE's 

Tellers: Mr Roberts and Mr. Swayne. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

Question-That clause ~ stand part of the 
Bill-put; and the Committee divided:-

Mr. Armfield 
Barber 

, CHrtPr 
Oollins 

,, Dunstan 
, Fihrlly 
, FolC'y 
, Gilday 

Hardacre 
, Hartley, H. L. 
, Hartley, W. 
,, Ruxham 

Kinvan 
, I.ancl 

Lrnnon 

AYES, 29. 
llir. Lloyd 

lYiay 
, }lcLach!an 
, :McPhail 
, 0' Sullivan 

Peterson 
rollock 

, Hyan, D. 
, Hyan, H. ,J. 

Smith 
., Stopford 

Theodore 
, ""'ilson 
., Winstanley 

Tellers: }Ir. }lcPhail and Mr. Peterson. 

Mr. "\ppel 
_,.\rm&trong 
Barnes 

, Bridges 
, Grayson 

Gunn 
" Hodge 
, :il'Iacartnpy 
,, Moore 

NoEs, 17. 
Mr. Morgan 

, Murphy 
Petrie 
Roberts 
Stodart 

,, Rwayne 
'rolmie 
Vowles 

Tellers: Mr. Moore and Mr. Morgan. 

Resolved in the- affirmative. 

Hon. W. Lennon.] 
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULT"CRE: 
He had an amendment on subclause (2) which 
amended section 19A. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order ! The hon. 
member has overlooked the fact that clause 
2 has alrea·dv been carried on division, and 
r1is amendment is too late. 

The SECRET \RY FOR AGRIGCLTURE: 
Then I shall have to recommit the Bill. 

New clause to follov; clause 2-

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICGLTURE 
moved the insertion of the foliowing new 
clause to follow clause 2:-

" In section 21 of the principal Act, 
before the last paragraph thereof, the 
follov. ing provision is inserted:-

A statement of account, showing the 
revenue and expenditure of the board 
during each year, ending· on the 31st 
day of December, shall bfl published 
bv the board, not later than the 31st 
day of ?llan:h next ensuing, in some 
newspaper generally circulating in the 
district.'' 

HoN. J. TOLMIE said he could not get 
the hang of the new clause. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICL:LT(;RE: It is 
introduced .tt the request of a member of 
your own side. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Then it must be an 
excellent amendment and that would he an 
inducement for ],im to suppol't it. The 
position showed the difficulty in which hon. 
members on that side of the House were 

placed by the introduction of 
[12.30 p.rn.] amendment' that had not been 

drafted and circulated. The 
Government passe·d the second reading ol 
the Bill through under the closure at an 
early hour of the morning, and now a few 
hours later they were endeavouring to force 
it through the Committee in the same 
rnannPr without giving 111en1her;,. an oppor
tm ity of considering the Bill. It was on!:· 
b, .. a choroug·h discussion that it was pm,sible 
to see the weaknesses of a mcasnre. 

Amendment agreed to. 

On clause 3-" Amtnrlment of section 22"
The SECRETARY FOH AGRIC"CLT'GRE: 

The repealed clause road as follows:-
"Every hoard shall, tave as herein

after provided, in each year, make and 
levy an .a.sse8.'Unent not exceeding seven 
shillings and sixpence on twenty head of 
cattle and not exceeding seven shi!Ilngs 
and sixpence on every hundred sheep." 

That provided for a maximum assessment, 
and the new clause provided that-

" Every board shall in each year make 
and levy an assessment. The rate of 
such ·asse~sment shall be on every t¥:enty 
h0 .td of cattle and every hundr.ed sheep." 

The object was to do away v;ith the maxi
mum. 

Mr. MORGA2'J did not agree with the 
Minister that the hoard should be allowed 
to assess the stockowners to anv extent they 
desired. The present Act provided that the 
boJ~rds could not assess to a greater extent 
than 7s. 6d. for every twenty head of cattle 
or every 100 sheep. He did not think any 
hoard had a .. sessed the •.tockowners to that 
ext"nt; but he was prepared, owiug to the 
fact that the bonus was to be raised to 15s., 

[Hon. W. Lennon. 

to allow the maximum assessment to be in
creased to 10s. He therefore moved that 
after the, word " shalL" m line 18, the words 
H sa ye a.s herelnafter provided" be inserted. 
If that amendment was carried he intended 
to move, at the end of the clause, the inser
tion of the following words:-

" shall not excr. ed ten shillings on every 
twenty head of cattle and twenty shillings 
on every hundred sheep." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : There is 
ne chance of it being carried. 

Mr. MORGA='!: He intended to divide 
the Committee on it. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE said, if the Minister 
would accept the amendment, there would 
be no necessity for him to discuss the ques
tion and thus time would be saved. ThE! 
unlimited powers it was proposed to give 
the boards might act detrimentally to those 
people interested. In the district represented 
by the hon. member for Balonne the selec
t<Jrs were able to keep their holdings free 
from pests, and therefore the neceSBity did 
not arise for raising a very great revenue, 
the same as it did in the far \Ve·stern 
country. \Vhen they came close in the neces
sity did not exist. On the Darling Downs 
there did not seem to be the same necessity 
for protection from dingoes and foxes as 
there was in the vY estern districts. Then, 
coming below the range into the Moreton 
district, he would not say that foxes were a 
rara a vis, but they were certainly not very 
numerous, and still the taxation would go 
on. There wae a grPat number of dairymen 
d{>Wn here who had perhaps, up to 100 
head of cattle. If the tax was raised, as sug· 
gested by the hon. member for Balonne, it 
would be very heavy. He found that the 
hon. member for Balonne always spoke with 
a practical knowledge of the matters he 
brought forward, but what he wanted to 
point out was that, if the clause was not 
amended in the direction suggested by the 
hon. mr·mber for Murilla, the dairy farmers. 
might find themo'·lves burdened with undne 
taxation. He thought there ought to be a 
maximum amount, and the fair maximum 
would be 10s., .as provided hy the amend
ment. The amendment was reasonable and 
ought to be accepted by the Minister, who 
perhaps did not realise the full extent to 
which persons might be burdened by thE! 
Bill when he rather hastily said he would 
not accept the amendment. 

Mr. GUNN supported the amendment of 
the hon. member for Mur.illa. The Govern
ment limited the amount they wore going 
t0 give to £5,000, but when it came to taxing 
the stock-owner the amount was unlimited. 
If it was unlimited on one side, it ought to 
bE! unlimited on the other. When a dairy
man borrowed money from the bank, it was 
on the security of his deeds, and he knew 
the amount of the different taxes to be paid 
to his shire council; but under this Bill there 
was no maximum to the taxation which he 
might have to bear. In the Gulf country 
there might be only one or two runs in a 
marsupial district, and were those people 
to have unlimited taxation put upon them 
when the Government limited their own pro
r,ortion of liability to £5,000 for the whole 
of Queensland? 

HoN. J. G. APPEL formally protested 
against the Government removing the maxi
mum amount which might be imposed. His 
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only surprise was that the Minister had not 
made every elector in the State eligible in 
connection with these boards. 

Hon. J. TOLMIE: That will be the amend
ment next year. 

HoN. J. G. APPEL: He protested again,,t 
the increasing taxation which was being 
levied on the man on the land, and he spoke 
more particularly on behalf of the dairying 
industry. Every district in Queensland was 
included in this measure, even if the· Dest 
did not exist there. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
inserted (M"r. llforgan's amendment on clause 
3) be BO inserted-put; and the Committee 
divi•ded:-

Mr. Appe1 
,, Armstrong 
,, BarnPs 
,, Bridges 
,, Grayson 
, Gunn 
,, Hodgc 
, .::Uunutncy 

Tellers: :l\fr. 

AYES, 15. 
:..1 r. }foore 

, Ylorgan 
.. rctrie 
., Hoberts 
, Stodart 
,. "wayne 
.. Tolmie 

Grayson and :Mr. Swayne. 

NoEs, 28. 
:IIr .• ~rmfield :\fr. Lloyd 

, Barber ,. l\Iay 
Carter .. ::llcLachlan 
Oollins ,. :VIcPhail 
Dunstan ., 0':-:ullivan 
Fihelly Peterson 
FoiE Y Po!lock 
Gilday ,. Hyan, D. 
~~;n~~: H. L. R)an, H . • T. 

. W. , Smith 
H uxham , Stop ford 
Kirwan ,, Theodore 
Land Wi!oon 
Lcnnon ,. ''rinstanley 

Tellers: :\[r. W. Hartley and Mr. Smith. 

Resolved in the negative. 

Mr. MORGAN moved the omission in sub
cla':'~; (3) of th_e words "Paragraphs (c) 
~na, wrth a vww to inserting the word 
"Paragraph." Tho subclause proposed to 
repeal paragraphs (c) an~ {0) of the proviso 
to sectiOn 22 of the· prmcrpal Act. Para
graph (c) of which read-

" If the funds to the credit of a board 
remaining unexpended at the end of any 
year appear to be sufficiPnt for t.he PYP

cution of this Act fo_r another year, the 
Governor m Counml may excuse the 
board from making an assessment for 
such period as he thinks fit." 

H a board had sufficient money in hand at 
tbe end of a year _to carry on the following 
year wrthout makmg a further assessment, 
there was no reason why a fresh levy should 
lu\Ve to be made. Did the Minister intend 
when the funds of the boards accumulated' 
to co~fiscate the money and put it into th~ 
ccneol!dated revenue? It was laid down bv 
all constitutional authorities that taxatioi:t 
should not be imposed upon the people to 
any greater exten:t than was necessary to 
carry on the work of a country or of any 
public body. If boards were to be compelled 
,.o make an assessment everv Year whether 
the money was required or not, lt would have 
~ ~endency _to make 'hem extravagant in 
-cberr expenditure, and that was highly unde
sirable in the public interests. A further 
reason why paragraph {c) should not be re
pealed was that during the drought many 

stockowners had lost from 50 to 70 per cent. 
Pi their stock and it was not right that 
the boards should be compelled to make 
Ennecessary assessments under such circum~ 
stances. There was provision in the Bill for 
in;isting upon the boards raising sufficient 
mpney to meet their liabilities, and that was 
fr.ir. 'rhat was done by providing that they 
must impose a tax on stockowners of not less 
than 6d. for every twenty head of cattle or 
100 head of sheep. He hoped the Minister 
''ould accept the amendment and let the 
Bill leave that Chamber as perfect as pos
sible, because, if the hon. gentleman did not 
accept the amendment, it would only mean 
that the other Chamber would be called 
upon to put it in. 

Mr. POLLOOK: Have you arranged that 
~~~? -

Mr. MORGAN: The producers of Queens
land could thank God that there was another 
Chamber. 

OPPOSITION l'>iE:VlBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. MORGAN: Otherwise the load of 
trtxation wo,!ld be so great that they would 
r:ot be able to stand it. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Many of the boards had become practically 
moribund, and two of them were even worse 
than moribund. The Government wanted 'to 
galvanise them into action, and, by corn· 
pelling them to make a levy as low .as 6d. 
every year, they would have to keep the 
whole machinery in motion. 

Mr. 1\IORGAX : Pay a secretary. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
The Government were not paying any sub· 
sidy for the secretary, and that was a great 
improvement. 

Mr. MoRGAN: No, you are getting out of 
taxa6on. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : 
The Cloncurry Board had not made a levy 
since 1905, and the St. George· Board had 
cnly levied 3s. in the past ten years. 

Mr. MORGAN: Was it necessary to do any 
more? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
IL must have been necessary. Those were 
very good reasons why they should insist 
upon some levy being made, so that the 
hoo.ulR Rhnnlrl nric be allowed to become or 
to remain moribund. He had no idea of 
accepting the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN: If the facts were as stated 
by the hon. gentleman, the boards referred 
to must have been exempted from making 
further levies by Ministers. Probably those 
beards had sufficient money in hand to pay 
for the destruction of dog-s and foxes. If 

they had not been doing their 
[2 p.m.] duty in destroying those pests, 

then it was the fault of the Min
der and of the department. If the Minister 
v-;mted to deal with boards which neglected 
their dutv, it was a very simple matter to 
de so by refusing further exemptions, but 
certainly that wa' no reason why other 
boards -.t·hich did their ·duty should be 
penalised, as they would be if paragraph (c) 
were repealed. The Minister had not given 
any explanation for the omission of the para· 
graph other than the fact that two boards 
were not doing their duty. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Thosn 
are the worst examples. 

Mr. Morgan.] 
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c1ir. M ORGAN: If those boards were not 
doing their duty that was the fault of the 
Minister of the department. U ndcr this 
measure it would be compulsory for every 
board to pay 15s. for each scalp received, 
and there was no need for subclause (c). 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTt:RE : Some 
boards pay £1 now. 

Mr. lVlORGAN: But th0v would not con
tinw· to pay £1 under this measure; they 
would come into line with the rest of the 
board and pay only 15s. 'The deputation 
which waited on the Minister asked him to 
compel all boards to pay the same price, and 
that would be the result from the passing of 
this BilL l-Ie hoped the Minister would 
accept his amendment, because bv doing so 
he \Yould save tim.e. ~ 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted (Mr. Morgan's amendment) stand 
part of the clause-put; and the Committee 
dividf'd :-

Mr. Collins 
, Cooper 
~' Dunstan 
. , Fihel!y 
, Hardacre 
. , Kirwan 
,. Land 

Lennon 
, Lloyd 
, May 

A YES, 19. 
Mr. McPhail 

o·~ullivan 
,. Peterson 

Pol!ock 
Ryan, D . 
Ryan. H. J. 
Ryan, T. J. 
Smith 

,, '\Vinstanley 

Tellers: Mr. O'Sullivan and Mr. Peterson. 

Mr. Booker 
, Bridges 
,, Grayson 
,, Gunn 
, Hodge 

~OES, 10. 
Mr. Morgan 
, Petrie 
, Robcrts 
, Swayne 
, Tolmie 

Tellers: 

Resolved 
Mr. Grayson and Mr. Morgan. 

in the affirmative. 

Mr. GRA YSON move-d-That the words 
" and (d) " on line 4, page 2, be omitted. 

The CHAIRMAN : I may point out to the 
hon. member that the Committee have just 
decided that the word " and " shall stand 
part of the clause, and he will not be in 
order in moving the omission of that word. 

Mr. GRAYSON: He proposed to omit only 
the letter "(d)." Paragraph (d) of section 
22 of the principal Act read as follows:-

"The Governor in Council may, by 
Ord-er in Council, declare that stock ordi
narily depastured within any portion of 
a district distant not more than 5 miles 
from a town shall be exempt from assess
ment, and thereupon such stock shall be 
exempt accordingly." 

His reason for moving the amendment was 
that there were certain clean districts in the 
Darling Downs which had been exempted for 
. fifteen years, but now they would be brought 
under the provisions of the Act. There was 
one district in Allora which had been 
exempted for fifteen years and there was 
not a native dog, dingo, ~r wallaby there. 
The amendment was fair and reasonable. 
There was a dragnet clause in everv Bill to 
include the poor farmer. It was a case of 
tax the poor farmer every time. In the 
interests of the settlers in the clean districts 
he hoped the Minister would accept the 
amendment. 

fMr. Mcrgan. 

The CHAIRMAX: I wish to point out 
that if (d) is omitted it will make the para
graph nonsensical. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE could not understand 
the ruling of the Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN: If you look at the 
clause you will see it at once. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: The intention of the 
'hon. member for Cunningham wa,s a very 
laudable one indeed. For a number of years 
there has been no necessitv to levy taxation 
on settlers and there was· no necessity now. 
They were told that "Evil communications 
corrupt good rr;anncrs," ~nd t~at was evi
dently 'lvident m connectiOn With the tax_a
tion proposals of the Government. The Mm
ister for Agricul turc had come to the con
clusion that it was necessary to tax every
thing. He (Mr. Tolmie) had objected. to 
taxation before, and he would always obJect 
to it when it was unnecessary. He saw no 
re"son for taxing the \vhole of Queensland 
for the benefit of certain districts. They 
gave to certain persons the right to tax 
the producing community, but there ought 
to be a restriction of those powers. The 
Opposition tried to fix a maximum beY_O";d 
which taxation should not go, but the Mmis
ter would not agree to it and they failed . 
Subcla.use (d) of section 22 of the original 
Act read-

" The Governor in Council may, by 
Order in Council, declare that stock 
ordinarily depastured within any portion 
of a -district distant not more than five 
miles from a town shall be exempt from 
as"essment, and thereupon such stock shall 
be exempt accordingly." 

Why should the stockowner,s in the Wide Bay 
district, Moreton district, and other districts 
be called upon to pay an asse,sment of 20s. 
for every twenty head of cattle? That was 
only known to the Minister himself. The 
Secretary for Public Lands would find that 
the clause was not popular with the dairymen 
ill his district, as it was likely to affect more 
dairymen than pastoralists. All the small 
stockowners in the Lockyer, Darling Downs, 
Beaudesert and other places would be ta.xed 
perhaps UJ' to 20s. The Opposition tried 
to limit the taxation to 10s., but it was not 
agreed to. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIOULTC'RE: No. Let 
the bo<trds tax themselves. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE : In some c"ses the 
bo<trds did not levy any taxation because 
they had sufficient funds, but they would ~e 
compelled to lev0 it every year under this 
Bill. Ile suggested that all the dairymen 
living within a radius of 5 miles of a town 
should be exempt. 'l'hat would exempt all 
the small graziero and dairymen within 5 
miles of such places as Forest Hill. Gatton, 
Granthctm, Laidlev. Rosewood, 1\1arburg, 
and other places. < It was only right that 
persons in settled districts should be pro
tected, and they should exempt them . 
It was only reasonable that they should. 
There were no dogs in those districts below 
the range he had mentioned or within five 
mile,:, of Tootvoon1ba, or Jondaryan, or 
Pi ttsworth. There -,vas no possibility of 
their getting a hoid there so as to be in
jurious. Perhaps now and then a fox might 
come through the district, but he was quickly 
caught. The hon. member for Cunningham 
was deserving of the ful!est credit for ell
deavouring to rclieYe a very considerabk 
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number of small owners of stock. It was not 
going to hurt t"-e big man in the other dis
tricts. He had never e.·ked, he vas sure, 
that the small mo.n should be taxed. But 
the Hon. the Minister was determined to 
put these burdens on the producer. 

Mr. BoOKER: It is the policy of the party. 

Ho:<~. J. TOLMIE: It was. He thought 
it was foreign to the desire of the hon. 
member himself to create such hardships, 
but he had come into contact with an Ad
ministration who thought there was no bottom 
to the public purse, and all they had to do 
was to writP out cheques. which had to be 
honoured by the producing public. The 
producing public could not go on for ever ; 
they had suffered already. 

The SECRETARY FOR .\GRICl.:LTCRE: There is 
no need for heat. 

Mr. McPHAIL: Stonewalling ! 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: He was as cool, calm, 
and collected as a green frog in a thunder
storm-(Laughter)-but if the hon. member 
had not lost control of himself he would 
never have produced a Bill like the measure 
they were discussing. The best thing he 
'ould do was to return to the realms of 
sanity and accept the amendment. 

HoN. W. D. ARMSTRO-:\'G (Lockyer) : 
The Bill 11 as another instance of legislation 
indiscriminately introduced without study by 
the Minister as to exactly what the applica
tion of the old laws had been. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRlCL:LTcRE : I 
studied all that. 

HoN. W. D. ARMSTRO::--;-G: His 'Cnder 
Secretary and all the officers in his Depart
ment would admit that the West Moreton 
Marsupial Board had been one of the best 
conducted in Queensland. They had taxed 
themselves when there were practically no 
marsupials in a district, so as to have a 
fund which would enable them to destroy 
them if they did appear. Other boards, so 
soon as they had reduced marsupials to a 
certain extent, were content to withdraw the 
assessment. As a matter of fact, scalps from 
the surrounding districts had been sent into 
the Lockyer district, and paid for out of 
the money raised there. They did not mind 
that, because they knew perfectly well that 
if the surrounding districts were clean the 
marsupials would not come into their dis
trict. If, as they possibly would in the near 
future, the Government provided for the 
election of boards on the ordinary electoral 
franchis0, they would have men coming in 
and spending the money that had been 
ndsed, and giving far greater bonuses than 
were necessary. In western Queensland there 
were f''''P' where it might be well to raise 
the assc:;.oment, but why not discriminate? 
Snrely the Minister, with all the men at his 
disposal-inspectors, Cro,·m land rangers, 
and others-might be able to come down 
with a measure which would discriminate 
between districts where it was necessary to 
exterminate marsupials and dingoes, and 
where it was not. But he brought in 
a measure applying generally, and then 
wondered why men like the hon. member 
for Cunningham and himself objected to the 
measure. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : 
astonished at your objecting to it. 
amazed. 

I am 
I am 

HoN. \V. D. ARj1lSTROKG: All he could 
say was that he was arnazed at the ignorance 
of the Secretary for Agriculture, because 
if he travelled from Grantham to Ipswich 
aml up the Brisbane Rivet· to Esk, and in 
through Marburg and Lowood, and down 
to Fapc;ifcrn and Boonah, he would hardly 
rliscover a mrtrsupial. At the present time 
he himself had forty or fifty tame old kan
garoos on his own property of 10,000 acres, 
"hich he preserved to show people wh".t 
they were, and yet they were going to allo·.v 
the hon. member for Mundingburra and 
his satclites to destroy them. 

The SECRE1'ARY FOR AGRICULTURE : He is 
Hot a scalper or a trapper, or a trimmer. 

Hox. W. D. ARMSTRONG: After the 
next election the Secretary for Agriculture 
rmd the hon. membe" would both be trappers. 
'I'he hon. member did not know what he 
was talking about if he said that the people 
wanted the marsupial laws applied to his 
district. As a matter of fact, there was a 
sh·omc feeling that the whole of them should 
be removed, because marsupials did not 
exist there. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You have 
already admitted that you have some of 
your own. 

HoN. W. D. ARMSTRONG: A little pet 
mob he had bred himself. You could walk 
up and pat them. Did the hon. member 
call them marsupials that ought to be 
destroyed? In those districts close settle
ment had destroyed marsupials, because the 
value of the skins had been sufficient to 
ir.duce young men on farms to go out in 
their spare time to make a few shillings by 
killing them. And yet it was to be com
pulsory to strike an assessment, whatever 
funds they might have in hand. It was a 
hair-brained proposition to apply i't to such 
a district. The Government were placing 
undue burdens on the people in settled 
districts. In those districts the marsupials 

had been destroyed by the settlers, 
[2.30 p.m.] which showed that a general ap-

plication of the law applied to 
di striets such as that was wrong in principle, 
and he hoped the amendment would be 
carried. 

The SECREThRY FOR AGRICULTURE 
rose for the purpose of explaining the reason 
why he was amazed and astounded nt the 
rE!,marks that had fallen .from the hon. 
member for Lockyer. He would ask the 
Committee to be good enough to remC'mber 
that the basic principle of the amending 
Bill was that there should be no exemptions. 
After the very great heat exhibited by the 
leader of the Opposition and the equal heated
ness of the hon. member for Lockyer, he 
wanted to remind 'that hon. gentleman that 
ncme of the towns in his district had ever 
asked for exemption, and had never objected 
tc pay the assessment, and the fact remair:ed 
the only town that had asked for exemptiOn 
>mder subsection (rl) of the Act was the town 
of Allora and that, of course, was due to the 
Pllgernesd of the hon. member for Cunning
ham. Ro what was the use of all the talk? 
He declined to accept the amendment. 

Mr. GRAYSON said he had never listened 
to such a lame explanation from any 
l'vlinister. The hon. gentleman did not know 

Mr. Grayson..J 
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the conditions on the Darling Downs. How 
mr,ny times had the hon. gentleman visited 
the Darling Downs? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: About 
six times. 

Mr. GRAYSCJN: Along the railway line. 
Certainly the hon. gentleman accepted an 
invitation to open the show at Clifton, when 
the hon. gentleman was provided "ith a 
motor-car and driven out for about six miles. 
That was the only portion of the Darling 
Downs that the hon. gentleman had visited 
during the time he had been Minister. 

The SECRETARY E'OR AGRICULTURE : Not 
correct. 

Mr. GRA YSON: The hon. gentleman in 
his drive through the Clifton district did not 
see any marsupials. The Bill was in keeping 
with all the actions of the Government since 
they had attained office. Every Bill they had 
introduced had contained a clause to tax the 
farming community, and the amendment 
would obviate penalising a very deserving 
class of people in the State. The districts to 
which he had referred had been exempt 
for the last fifteen years, but there was a 
dragnet clause in the Bill to include those 
districts within the operations of the Act. He 
regretted very much that the Minister could 
not see his way clear to leave the Act as it 
stood, and thus exempt the clean districts. 
Those districts had been made elean on 
account of the farmers eradicating the pests 
included in the Bill, and he failed to under
stand why thos(• men should now be com
pelled to pay taxes to the marsupial board. 
1f the Government continued imposing extra 
t~xa:tion on the small farmers of Queensland, 
soon the farmers would be paying taxes every 
month in the year. If there was any member 
o1 the House who should have sympathy for 
that class of people, it was the Minister for 
Agriculture, and he hoped the Minister would 
devote a iittle more of his time to travelling 
through the farming districts. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUf~TURE : You 
waste so much of my time here that I am 
unable to do so. 

Mr. GRA YSON: The Minister would re
cGive a good reception wherever he went, 
e.nd he would become better versed in the 
conditions of the people he was legislating 
for. 

Mr. BOOKER said he would like to know 
from the Minister what \Vas the definition 
of ''town.'' 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I am 
not conc:erned about towns. I do not want 
to define them. 

Mr. BOOKER: If the amendment were 
agreed to, the question was sure to arise 
time after time as to what constituted a 
"town," and it would be interesting if the 
Minister could cite the centres of settle. 
ment throughout the State which would be 
termed "towns." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICliLTURE : The 
principal Act 1s silent on the point. 

Mr. GUNN: Like the hon. member for 
Wide Bay, he thought it was very difficult to 
define a " town." Some of the little towns 
of Queensland were under municipalities and 
some of the big towns were under shire 
councils, so that if a " town " was a place 
under a municipality, some of the big towne 
in Queensland under shire councils would be 
exempt, while little towns under municipal 

[Mr. Grayson. 

councils would come under the provisions 
of the Bill. His difficulty was how to define 
e "town." It might be a place where there 
"as one or two pubs., or perhaps a place 
where there was a State pub. 

Quoetion-That the letter proposed to be 
omitted (Jir. Grayson's amendme-nt in clause 
2; stand part of the clause-put; and the 
Committee divided:-

}lr. Barber 
Cart~·r 
Uollins 
Dunstan 

, Fihelly 
FoleY 
Hardacre 
Hartley, H. L. 
Hartley, W. 
Kinvan 

An;s, 24. 
mr. Lloyd 
, May 

l\fcLachlan 
}IcPhail 
0' .-·:ullivan 
PPtPrson 
Pollock 

, Ryan, D. 
, Ryan, H . • T. 
, llyan, r:r. J. 

Hmith Land 
Lennon 
Tellers: 

, Winstanley 
j\fr. Carter and Mr. Pollock. 

NoEs, 12. 
J.Ir. ~\rmstrong Mr. Macartney 

Burnes , 1\forgan 
, Rooker Petrie 
, Bridges Hoberts 
. , Grayson Rwa vne 
,, Hodge ,, Tolnlie 

Tellers: :i\'Ir. Bridges and Mr. Grayson. 

R8solved in the affirmative. 
Clause 3 put and passed. 
On clause 4-" Amendment of section '24; 

second assessment"-

Mr. :MORGAN intended to vote against 
the question that clans? 4 stand part o.f ~he 
Bill. Tho clause prov1ded for the omlsswn 
of the following words in section 24 of the 
principal Act:-

" T'hat the amount of such second 
asse'ssment shall not, together with the 
amount of such first a•sessment, exceed 
seven shillings and sixpence on e'·ery 
twenty head of cattle or one hundred 
sheep." 

The SECRE'rARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You have 
just asked for the maximum rate to be 10s., 
and here you are going to oppose 7s. 6d. 

Mr. MORG~~N; He had asked for a 
limitation, but if that paragraph in the sec
tion was done awav with there would be no 
limit to ta'Cation "which the people would 
have to pay. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: They fix 
the rate of taxation themselves. What are 
you bothering about? 

Mr. MORGAN: Under the Local Authori
ties Act a maximum amount of taxation was 
provided. They believed in the maximum 
amount as sometimes the people might be 
represe~ted on the local authorities by men 
who had not the interest of the ratepayers at 
heart. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clause 5 put and passed. 
On clause 6-" Amendment of section :39; 

amount of cnrlowment"-
Mr. M:ORGAN: This was one of the most 

important clauses in the Bill, and it pro
vided that, notwithstanding the fact that 
the Government were going to allow the 
boards to levy whatever taxation they liked 
on the stockowners, they themselves were 
only going to bear a responsibility of £5,000. 
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'The ::Vlinister himself had told them that 
with a bonus of 5s., 25,000 dingoes were killed 
last .) ear, and also that during that time the 
amount of subsidy equalled about £5,000. If 
with a bonus of 5s. per head on dingoes the 
Government paid £5,00C, and they were rais
ing the bonus on dingoes and foxes to 15s., 
they should pay instead of £5,000 a sum of 
£15,000, provided the number killed were 
equal to last year; but they knew that the 
number would be increa·ed and that perhaps 
50,000 would be killed. Yet the Government 
were only going to subsidise to the amount 
of £5,000. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: And a 
very generous subsjdy. 

Mr. MORGAK: A verv mean and paltry 
subsidy. • 

The SECRETARY F'lR AGRICULTURE: It IS 
either that or nothing. 

Mr. MORGAN: They would get more than 
that; the (,ther House would prevent the 
Minister. The Act said that the Government 
must subsidise to the extent of one-fourth, 
which was less than the subsidy paid in the 
other States. They were asking people to 
come and settle in Queensland, but the man 
on the land was penalised here to a greater 
extent than in any other part of Australia. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : What 
attracted you here? 

Mr. M ORGAN: The fact that there was 
a Liberal Government in power, and that 
tb<y could get freehold. At the present time 
the Labour party were not attracting any
bGdy here. The Government should certainly 
leave the Act as it stood with the subsidy of 
one-fourth, namely-

" When the amount actually levied and 
raised by assessment and actually ex
pended in respect of any y~ar is not lee~ 
than sixpence on every tv. enty head of 
cattle or one hnndred sheep, such endow
ment shall be equal to one-fourth of such 
amount.'' 

A board which had not levied to the extent 
of 6d. on every twenty head of cattle· or 
100 ;;heep did not get an endowment, but 
boards which had made an asse"sment greater 
than that were endowed to the extent o£ one
fourth. 'I'hc Government said that the rest 
of Queensland, including the large towns, 
should have an interest in the destruction of 
the pest as well as the lessee. The le:1seholds 
were still Government property, and the 
lessees were killing the· dingoes and foxes on 
the propertie;; so that some day when resump
tion took place small men would be able to 
raise sheep there; but the· Government were 
only going to subsidise to the extent of 
£5,000, while they were going to raise the 
taxation from 5s. to 15s. 

Mr. BOOKER: 'rhe Minister had lost 
sight of the fact that the principal bre<Yding 
grounds for ·dingor·< were the unoccupied 
Crown landB in south-west Queensland. Tak
ing that fact into consider.ation, it was " up" 
to the Minister to contribute more than 
£5,000 by way of endowment, especially as 
tho increased pric8 to be paid for scalps 
would encourage men to go out shooting and 
trapping as they had never done before. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: vVil! not 
that benefit the )MRtoralists? 

Mr. BOOKRR: It would benefit a certain 
class of men that the Minister had bee·n 
associated with lately. It would provide a 

most profitable occupation for a lot of young 
eligibles who had shirked their duty to the 
Empire during tbe last two .and a-h:tlf year8. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Did you 
\Olunteer for the Boc·r war? 

Mr. BOOKER: Those were the men who 
were going to benefit most from. this. Bi~l. 
He did not know one stockowner m Ius dis
trict which was au extensive one, who did 
not poison every winter. He did not question 
the, statement that the destruction of dogs 
was going to benefit the stockowners; but, 
in view of the value of the pastoral industry 
to the whole State and the fact that it was 
Yery largely r<:<ponsi!;>le for the ger:eral pros
perity of the people, It was only fair that the 
taxpayers should find more than £5,000. The 
hon. member for Murilla had put the case 
'ery well, and he intended to support the 
hon. member. 

Mr. LAND: He did not know why hon. 
ll!embers opposite should always refer to 
something that had no connection with the 
question under .discussion. He very strongly 
resented the remarks of the hon. member so 
far as they applied to the district that he 
represented. The hon. member stated that 
tl•e people who were going to benefit chiefly 
from the passing of the Bill were eligibles 
who had not, played their part during the 
iast two and a-half years. There was no 
part of Australia or of the world that had 
played its part better in that respect than 
south-we<>t Queensland. The hon. member 
also said that, as the pastoral industry was 
of such great value to Queensland, a larger 
amount of monev should be found by the 
rest of the State: That was just what the 
Minister was doing by the Bill. He was 
extending the area of contribution as widely 
as possible. The hon. member for Wide B':y 
said that every stockowner on the coast did 
all in his power every winter to destroy 
dogs and foxes. The Minister had introduced 
the Bill on the representations of pastoralists, 
large and small, who contended that the 
boards had not done their duty. They had 
raised yery little money by way of assess
JY,ent during the last few years, and because 
of the way in which they had neglected then· 
duty the dogs and foxes had increased as 
they had. 'I'he sole objf'Ct of the measure 
was to try to minimise the evil, and he was 
rather surprised at the way in which hon. 
members opposite wore delaying the passage 
(•f the Bill. The Bill did not satisfy every
one. Although h<Y was a supporter of the 
Government, he would have liked to see the 
hoards wiped out of existence ; he would 
also have like:d to see £1 a head paid on 
dogs and foxes, and the whole admmistra· 
tron of the Act placed in the hand· of the 
Lands Department. 

Mr. GUNN: Seeing the Minister proposed 
that the power of taxation of stockowners 
should bo unlimited, there was no justifica
tion why the State endowment should not 
also be without limit, so long as it did not 
e.<ceed one-fourth of the assessments on stock
owners. It must not be forgotten that fully 
oiHi-fourth of the lands of Queensland wore 
unoccupied. \Vhy did not the Government 
occupy those lands? 

:\1r. DooKER : It does not suit them. 

:\Jr. GC\'}'\: It did not suit tlwm. Why 
chou!d !lOt those unoccupied lands contribute 
~:oruething towards the- destruction of these 
])C'rJ<- " L1:::t~' ~d of paying the marsupial tax, 

Mr. Gunn.] 
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the GovcrnLlcnt, \Yho were the o\vners of all 
those vnoreu~Jild land:;'" propcscd that they 
should only nay £5,000. They hed epent 
nearly £700.000 in pureha,::;ing c:1Hlc stations. 

ThPy 1ver0 not pBying any shire 
[3 p. 111.] rat ·s or incotne tax. and DO\V 

they were getting nut of the 
n1ar upial tux. The very J, , t the Gove,n
ment could do was to increase the amoue1t 
of C!Hlowment or leave it unlimited. 

Question-That c!au''e 6 shmd part of the 
Bili-put: and the Cmamittcc diYidNI :-

Mr. Armfield 
, Barber 
, Ca.rtL:r 
.. Collins 
,, Coync 

Dunstan 
, FihdlJ" 

~'oley 
Hardacre 

., Hartley, H. L. 

., Hartley, W. 
Kirwan 
Land 

" Lennon 

AYES, 27. 
Mr. Lloyd 

, May 
, McLa.chlan 

McPhail 
0' ,..;ullivan 

,, Peterson 
, Pollock 
, Hyan, D. 
,. Hsan. H .• r. 
, Ryan, T. J. 
, Smith 
, Htopford 
, Winstanley 

TelleTs: Mr. Pollock and Mr. H. J. Hyan. 

Mr. Barnes 
, Booker 

Bridges 
Grayson 
Gunn 
Hedge 
Macartney 
Tellers: Mr. 

NoEs, 13. 
Mr. Moore 

, Morgan 
, Petrie 

Hoberts 
, Swayne 
, Tolmie 

Barnes and Mr. Petrie. 

Resoh·ed in the affirmative. 

On clause 7-" A.mendmrnt oj section 
Sl"-

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICGLTURE 
said it was pointed out on the second read
ing that some amendment was required in 
this cl a use, and in order to make the matter 
elear he moYed the omission of the clause 
with the view of inserting the following:-

" 7. The third paragraph of section 31 
of the principal Act is repealed, and the 
foliowing paragraph is ino,crtcd in lieu 
thereof:-

" Tho mte for the scalp of a dingo 
(including a fox), irrespectiYe of age, 
shall not be less than fifteen shillings; 
but the rate fixed for the scab of a fox 
need not be the same as the· rute fixed 
for the scalp of any other dingo. 

" The fourth paragraph of the said 
section is repealed.'' 

* Mr. MORGA:'-J: He drew attention to this 
matter when spettking on the second reading, 
and th0 Minister then said there was some 
doubt about the clause, and that he would 
move an amendment to remove th:>t doubt. 
The amendment now proposed would 1'emove 
that doubt, and would mak"c it clear that 
for the scalp of a fox a sum of 15s. should 
be paid. ThE' amendment did not make it 
as clcttr as he would like, but. generally 
'Pe<lking. it met the objection he raised on 
the secol1{] reading. 

Amendment agreed to. 

On clan;,e 8-" Arnendm(nt of S'-Ction 
S3"-

,. Mr. ~10R.GA:--J: He thought the Minister 
had an amendment on this clause. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICl"LTFRE: ;\;o; I 
lw ve no rr1ore '6.Inendments. 

[Mr. Gunn. 

Mr. MORGAC'J: This claus0 dealt with· 
0xemptions to boards. At prt'sent if a board. 
had struck a rute of 2s. 6d. on every twenty 
h-ead of cattle or 100 sheep, they might get 
exemption fro en p lyments for sc_alps for a 
ncriocl of three months. The J\lhmstcr now 
·propoccd not to allow such exemptions 
unies' the board had struck a rate of 5s. 
If the clause were carried, no board would 
be able to get exemption for two or three 
months. The·c· wonld have to stnke a rate, 
and it "oulcl 'pro ha bly be an exorbitant rate 
of 5s. for twenty head of cattk. He felt 
inclined to Yote against the clause. 

:VIr. GUKN: Th<o sum of £5,000 has been 
placed on the Estimates for the dPstruction 
of dingoes and foxes, but so much money 
would be paid mvay that there -;\ould be 
practically no subsidy at alL _'I'he Govern
ment •.:·ere buying cattle statwns, and he 
pr< sumed they would be exempt from the 
marsupial tax: but the unfortunate land
owner in the district where the Government 
stations were situated would have to pay the 
•Yholc of the tax. He thought 2s. 6d. wa.s 
quite enough. 

Clause 8 put and passed. 
Clauses 9 and 10 put and pa~sed. 
The House i'Csumed. The CHAIRMAN re

ported the Bill with amendment.;. 

RECOMMITTAL. 

The Bill was recnmrnitted for th" purpose 
of including an amendment in clause 2. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
moved the insertion of the v,ords "subsec
tion (4) of section 19 of the principe.l Act is 
repealed." 

Mr. MORGAN: There was no nE'Cessity to 
move the amendment, because it had already 
been agreed to by the Committee. 

Th SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : It is a 
fttlse alarm. 

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re
ported the Bi_II without further ,amendment. 

The third rea-cling of the Bill was made 
an Order of the Day for Tuesday next. 

LUCINDA POINT TO HALIFAX ROAD 
BILL. 

CoNSIDERATIOK OF CouNuiL's A~IEKD}!ENT. 

(ilir. B1 rtr<~ m, 5Iaree, in tlu cha-ir.) 

The TREASURER: The Council had in
serted an amen-dment in clause 2 with which 
he did not think the Committee should agre<>. 
They probabl; inserted it :'·ithout knowing 
the facts relating to the B1ll or the neces
sitY for the BilL The desire vas to apply 
the money standing to the credit of the 
Dungene" Harbour Dues Trust account to 
the purpose of making the road mentio_ned 
in the Bill. The funds wore not reqmred 
for improvements at th~ harbour .. It was a 
r;atural harbour, and d1d not require dredg
ing,- and none had eYer bee:' don(]. The, o!lly 
expenditure was in connectiOn with shlfbr:g 
buoys when the channels moved. C:rtam 
other work was done many vears ago m the 
building of a jetty, but now the jetty was 
fully kept up and repaire,d by the company 
using it, as a result _of whar~age and berthagc 
ciucs. The funds m questiOn stood to the 
credit of the harbour as a result of the Go
vcrmncnt endowment paid in 1903-4, and they 
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represented wholly Government endm' ment. 
Net ono pennv-piece was subscribed bY anv 
prjyato I;C:rsolls. There \VCre harbour~ due"s 
in tlw early ninetic •. but the whele of them 
were devoted te building the jetty. In the 
yC'ar nwntio.:.tc d, £3,700 or tlH.•rea bouts wa"' 
,-:~Jnt· cl by ''ay of endovirincnt~ but only £32 

l"·t; :l brrn n~~~d l::1 y,T{n·k on th~· harbour. Thf' 
people of the district had urgent] v requested 
the Government to make use e( the funds 
for the benefit of the district, which they 
thought ought to have the advantao-e of the 
money which had accumulated. Th: harbour 
would benefit by the building of the road, 
ao well as the people in the district, because 
it would bring trade to the harbour. He 
felt ··ure that when the facts were known 
the Council would not insist on their amend
rr1E'nt. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Ho had been looking 
a' the discussion that occurred in another 
place, and he saw that it was sugge'·,tc-d bv 
one hon. member that the passing ef tho 
amendment would serve to give time for an 
investigation. If the Bill were passed it 
meant that the monev must be used for th<> 
spe~'ific purpose mentioned in the Bill. He 
suggestro that it might b0 worth while con
sidering the acceptar!Ce of the amendment. 

The TREASURER : It is quite clear that the 
local authority weuld net ask for a loan. It 
would be too costly for them, but if they 
could get the money and apply it with their 
own funds they could build the read. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: It might be argued 
that it was beyond the capabilities of the 
local authority, but that was no justification 
for an act that might do injustice to others. 
He was at a disadvantage in not !mewing 
the facts, but he knew that it had come be
fore Yarious Treasurers for son1e years past. 

The TREASURER : They took a similar course 
in regard to the application of funds at 
Thursday Island, which were used with re
gard to waterworks. I think it was about 
£15,000. 

::\1r. MACARTNEY: He was the more 
interested in it, seeing that one of the late 
Treasure1·s, Mr. Hawthorn, raised th<e point. 
He was supported in his view by the £act 
that the preamble to the Bill recitro that 
no part of the fund was " imme-diately " re
quired for constructional improvements in 
tbe said harbour-

" Whereas pursuant to the Harbeur 
Dues Act of 1892 all mone0 s receiyed 
uncle r the authoritv of the said Act in 
respect of the h,;_rbour of Dungeness 
have from time to time beer1 placed to 
the credit of a trust account, called 
' The Dungeness Harbm~r Dues Trust 
Account,' and after payment of all sums 
incurred for the management and im
provement of the said harbour there is 
now standing to the credit of the s.tid 
account the sum of three thouoand five 
hundred and fifty-six pounds or there
abouts, and no part of the same is im
mediate!'. required for constructional 
improvements in the said harbour." 

The TREASURER: The Engineer fer Har
bours and Riv2rs informs me that there is 
not likely te be any use for the funds for 
the actual harbour. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The Treasurer said, 
"Not lilmly to be," which supported the 
recitaL 

Question put and passoo. 

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re
ported that the Committee had disagreed to 
th1' Council's amendment. The report was 
rtdoptcd. end the Bill ordered to be returned 
to the Lcgielative Council with the fellow
ing illE:':S.:lge:-

":Mr. Pre,iding Chairman,-
" The Legislative Assembly having had 

under consideration the Legislative 
Oouncil's amendment in the Lucinda 
Point to Halifax Road Bill, beg now to 
intimate that they-

" Disagree to the amendment-
" Because there is no necessitv to retain 

thP"e u1onevs. for constructional improve
ments in t"ho harbour. The harbour is 
a natural one, ~nd does not require dredg
ing. On the ether hand, the proposro 
road from Lucinda Point to Halifax is 
urgently needed and will benefit the 
district and harbour. The jetty at 
Lucinda Point is kept in repair from 
wharfage and berthage dues collected 
by the company which controls the jetty 
e,t present. Further, the whole of the 
funds lying to the credit of this account 
represent Government endewment paid 
in 1903-04, which since that time have 
uot been drawn upon further than to the 
extent of £32. 

" W. McCOR:liACK, 
''Speaker. 

'·Legislative Assembly Chamber, 
"Brisbane, 24th November, 1916." 

At 3.30 p:m., 
The SPEAKER said: Under the Sessional 

Order carried this morning, I now call upon 
1 he Clerk to read the Order of the Day for 
"Supply." 

SUPPLY. 

RESUMPTION OF CoMMITTEE-SECOND 
ALLOTTED DAY. 

(.IIr. Bertram, Maree, in the chair.) 

CHIEF SECRETARY'S DEPARTMENT. 
A eDIT OFFICE. 

'l'he PREMIER : Before moving the next 
item, he wished to state that he did not 
intend to tako any business after half-past 
10 o'clock. 

Hon. J. TOLiVIIE: You mean you will 
c,c~ journ before 10 o'clock. 

The PREMIER : Yes, if the Opposition 
were willing Lo take it as an alletted day. 

Hon. J. TOLMIE: If we are to understand 
that you will not take any business after 
Supply, we will agree to take it as an 
allotted day. 

The PREMIER moved-That £9,292 be 
granted for "Audit Office." There was a 
decrease in connection with the vote of £600 
as no provision was made for a Deputy 
Auditor-General and Chief Inspector, that 
officer having been appointed Auditor
General, and the Accountant and Senior
Inspector had been made Chief Inspector 
and Accountant at £430 a year. There were 
s<Ovcral small increases to members of the 
sta.ff who were receiving less than £200 a 
ve~tr and there was an increas<' in travelling 
~xpe~ses of £50, and an increase in railway 
fares of £50, making a total increase in the 
, otc of £148. 

Mr. FORSYTH: He would like t-o know 
the definition ot the term " Chief Inspecter." 

Mr. Forsyth.] 
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Last yoar the Deputy Auditor-General and 
Chief Inspector recci ved a salary of £600 
a year, \\hi le this year provision was made 
for a Chief Inspector and Accountant at 
£430 a :·car. He considered that the officer 
who acted as Deputy Auditor-General and 
Chief Inspector was certainly entitled to 
more than £430 a vear. The members of 
the inspecting staff got up to £400 a year, 
and they could not expect to get a thoroughly 
competent man as Deputy Auditor-General 
for £430 a year, and they wanted competent 
men in the Auditor-General's Office. H-e was 
inclined to thirJc they had a competent man 
a1; the present time at the head of the 
Auditor-General's Office. and a man who was 
prepared to talk piainly to the Government 
when they did things that they should not 
do. He was delighted to think that the 
Auditor-General had sufficient backbone to 
say exactly what he meant. There was not 
the slightest doubt that in his report he 
had given the Government the most direct 
scathing with regard to their finances that 
had ever been given by any Auditor-General 
m Queensland. The Auditor-General ex
plained that in connection with the railways 
the true deficit was not £599,000, as stated by 
the Treasurer, but £610,000. A sum of some
thing like £132,000 was not charged to last 
year, although the abstracts were in the 
hands of the Government and in some cases 
the acquitted vouchers were also in their 
handP. That was a state of affairs that 
should not exist. If any business company 
deliberate];. misled the shareholders bv 
deliberately heping out of their balance
sheet certain items which should be charged 
against the year's operations, they could be 
criminally prosecuted for giving a false 
balance. The shareholders of a company 
were entitled to get an honest balance-sheet, 
and surely to goodness the people should get 
<tn honest balance-sheet from the Government. 
As a matter of fact, the balance-sheet is,med 
by the Treasurer was not an honourable one. 
He could quit~ understand that in connec
tion with the operations of the State there 
were accounts that could not be got in. 
Sometimes payments were made three months 
afterwarde, and in 1910 the late Auditor
General made certain suggestions on the 
matter. \Vhy did not the Government carry 
out those suggestions? Had they brought in 
Ml amendment of the Audit Act ? Thev had 
not done so. The Auditor-General in his 
report told the House that while every single 
item that was known to be a liability in a 
prrrticular year should honestly be charged 
to that year, there should be an approxima
tion pnt dow11 on the Estimates for the 
following year for any outstanding amounts 
with regard to which the Government had 
no particular3. 

They found from the Auditor-General 
that there was about £327,000 which 
really bekngcd to last year, and £170,000 of 
that wa> money which the Government 
knew of, and ,,-hich had already been paid 
by the var10ns officers of the Government 
iu the l'\ orth and othcr parts, but the 
\ on-chl'rS in regard to \\·hi eh had not arrived, 
a1tlioug-h the Government ·had the abstractS 
of ' xlJeHditnrc. Such a stato of affairs 
shoul ~ HUt l:w ano-..yed bv anv GoYerntnent. 
{lnd h~.._• -..\·ould condmnn ~ 1.. L'lheral Govern~ 
ment just a, strongly for doing it. If the 
GoYemment contir,ued to do this kind of 
Lu"incH, how v ould the:-· Lu able to get a 
Jlropcr balance-sheet 9 If theY lwld back 
£327,000 che:, could hold : ;_~k £500,000. He 

Forsyth. 

"' oLtld stro:Jglv adYise the Premier to be 
n·aided b the' Auditor-General with regard 
to i1nance. The Auditor-General knew a 
great de1l rnoro about f1nancc than :any 
munber of the G<JYernmcnt, becaw;e he had 
been in the busirwss for the lo.ot thirty or· 
forty ye,ns, and if the hon. gentleman asked 
the ,'\.uclitor-General how accounts should be 
keut he would find that thev should be kept 
a' 'he (Mr. Forsyt!t) had indicated, and that 
everv Jiabiiity to the end of June should be 
charg·ed to that year, although the vouchers 
lmd not arrived at the Treasury. The Hon. 
r he Treasurer had the abstracts on the 29th 
June, the duv before the year ended, and 
vet he deliberately pa,,ed the amounts on to 
'thE' next Year. I£ that practice \V a-; going 
to :,e continue cl, it would not matter if the 
Govcrmnent had a deficit of £1,000,000, a, 
thev would be <tble to pass it on to next 
vea'r, This was a very ba·d system. He had 
;pokcn to half a dozen of the ablest financial 
men in Brisbane, and they utterly condemned 
the practice of dealing: with the finances in 
this particular way. The Government had 
no rio-ht to practise this svstom, which was 
not giving the people a" proper balance
sheet tt the end of June. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Did those 
fin-anciers you sp,,ak about condemn any 
other Government? 

.:\Ir. FORSYTH; He was speakir:g about 
the times since 191G. It ".1s the practice 
plTYious to that to charge every item 
against the particular year. 

The PRE:YIIER: ·what have you got to say 
about the system obtaining before 1910? 

~lr. FORSYTH: He said that if it was 
done bv anv Government, whether before or 
since l910, • the practice was bacd, ,and he 
would conrlomn his own party for doing it. 

The PREilliER: Did you condemn the Philp 
Government for their system before 1910? 

Mr. FORSYTH : He did not care what 
Go,·ermnent it \vas. It would have been 
better if, instead of coming in with a faked 
baiance of £34,000, the Government had 
~aid: ,. \Ve have no credit this year; we are 
actuallv in debit to the extent of £100,000," 
so lon~·· as it \Vas an honest staternent of 
affai, "-~ Let the Premier ask the Auditor
General. or any of the big financial men in 
Brisl.a,ne

1 
who knew how to n1ake a balance

sheet. and he would got proper advice. He 
hoped the hon. gentleman would alter hrs 
bad ways 

The l:'REo1JER; What have you got to say 
about the svstem of monthly balances? They 
do not get "in the abstracts then. 

:Hr. FORSYTII : Ho did not recognise a 
monthlY balance; he wanted a balance-sheet 
the saille as any co1npany got .at the end of 
tho veur. 

Tl;e PREli!IER: You contend that the July 
balance should be a different S) stem from 
every other balance? 

~lr. FORSYTH: Evorc' loan liability the 
Govem,nent had should be brought in. 
"What >votlld the hon. gentleman think of a 
public company deliberately keeping back 
£400,000 or £500,000 hich they knew had 
to go into the balance-sheet for that vcar '? 
Tl1c:, would be prosecuted for such action as 
that. 

The PRDIIER: I suppose you had enough 
fmancial knmvledgo before 1910. Did you 
'-Ycr nL._ke a :,pccch like you .arc n1aking now 
befo:-e 1910? 
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Mr. FORSYTH: He had alwa·:s stated 
in the House that anv liabiiitv ":hich was 
known of at the end of the :ve"ar should be 
charged to that particular ve;u. It did not 
matter whether he did it. or not. What 
they wanted "as honest finance. 

Th<: :t;~RMIER: <?,an you show where you 
said m Hansard that a balance-she~'t waq 
dishonest or " faked "? 

Mr. FORSYTH: He could not tell what 
he had said in " Hansard," it was such a 
long time ago. Apart from the fad of 
whether it was a Liberal or Labour GoYern
;nent, if this system operated prior to 1910 
It was a wrong system. 

Tho PREMIER: You said it was dishonest. 

Mr. FORSYTH: He .'aid it was a wrono· 
~ystem. Prior to 1910 a good s:vstem "~~ 
m operatwn, but that good systen1 had been 
altered by. the hon. gentleman. If the hon. 
member mtended to carry on the same 
system, there would be another " f<,ked " 
balance-sheet next year. 

The bell indicated that the first portion 
uf the hon. member's time had expired. 

Mr.. FORSYTH: He was discussing the 
questiOn . from a. national and not from a 
J•art,v pomt of VIew. No matter what partv 
"~s m PO,Hlr, they should have honest finance. 
VI hether . there was a loss or a gain at the 
end of the year, the people should know 
exactly how they stood. 'l'hey were getting 
tco much of. the other sort of thing through
out Australia at tho present time. In the 
\\'estern Austr air a balance-sheet. it was shown 
t!<at £92,000 had b~en received for cattle buL 
the Government f';'Iled to debit the other' side 
of the a.cc~mnt. WIth one single i tern. They 
were driftmg mto the Sftme state of affairs 
!Iere. He . was not making these remarks 
m any carpmg spurt, but because he believed 
t\1at v:ha t he was adYocating was the onlY 
rrght course to pursue. If a Liberal Govern
;nent had been in power and he was support
;ng them ):le would have said exactly what 
ne ·was :~a) 1ng now. · 

~e would like to know how it was that, 
whrlst the De];luty Auditor-General and Chief 
Inspector re cm ved . £600 last year, there wa" 
no. such officer thrs year, but there was a 
Clnef Insp~ctor and Accountant, who was 
only . recervmg :£!430. He believed in tho 
pnnci pie of paymg good officers well If 
that were not done, men would go some,;,here 
dse where the;, would get more. 

Mr:. MURPHY: Y~u very seldom hear of 
pubhc servants leavmg their jobs. 

. Mr. FORSYTH: Considering the relative 
Irnp.ortance of the work, there was no com
po rrso~ between the salary of £430 paid to 
lhe Ch1ef Inspector a!'d Accountant, and the 
~alary of ,£400 J?ald to ordinary audit 
mspectors. rhe Chref Inspector and Account
"nt wou_ld have to :>ndertako the duties of 
the .Aud,Itor-General 111 the event of the latter 
ho.vmg eo be absent from duty. 

. Mr. LAND: The <;hances are that this man 
aoes a lot of the big fellow's work. 

Mr. FORSYTH : There must always be a 
head, and It was recogmsed that the Auditor
General was a particularly able man. 

Mr. LAND: I do not say he is not. 

Mr. FORSY'l'H: At the same time the 
second in command was entitled to more than 
£430 a year in view of the very important 
duties he had to discharge. 

The bell indicated that the second portion 
of the non. member's time had expired. 

Mr. FORSY'l'H : He would like to hear 
from the Premier the reason why the posi
tion of Deputy Auditor-General had been 
'' bolished, and if the hon. gentleman thought 
£430 was sufficient remuneration for the 
Chief Inspector and Accountant. 

Mr. POLLOCK (Gregory): He was not 
very much concerned about the gentleman 
,,, ho was getting £430 a year, or the gentle
man who was getting £600 a year. The 
persons he was mainly concerned about were 
the clerks who were getting £110, £80, and 
£52 respectiYcly. The hon. member for 
Murrumba had said nothing about those indi
viduals. The men or women who were 
receiving those salaries were entitled to 
mm·eases, if any increases were to be given. 

Mr. FORSYTH: They are all getting 
irrcreases. 

Mr. POLLOCK : They were entitled to 
fmther increases before the £430 man got 
(,ne. He was getting nearly £9 a week, or 
,']most half as much again as a member of 
Parliament. 

Mr. MuRPHY: And with no "exes" to· 
pay. 

Mr. POLLOCK: And, as the hon. member 
said, with no " exes" to pay. A member 
of Parliament had to pay travelling expenses, 
with the exception of railway fares, and yet 
the hon. member for Mm·rumba said that the 
man with £430 and a permanent job-he 
might say a life job--was not well treated. 

Mr. BOOKER: Look at the difference in 
qr;alifieations. 

Mr. POLLOCK : There was no difference 
m qualifications, so far as Labour members 
were concerned. He would admit that the 
hon. member for Wide Bay might not have 
the same qualifications, but he thought that 
the le&(islation which the present Government 
had introduced showed the qualifications of 
members on that side. If any increases 
were to be given, thev should go to the 
persons who had £52, or £80, or £110 a year. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The criticism of the 
hon. member for Murrumba was deserving 
of a reply from the Premier. Ho need 
hardly say that he thoroughly endorsed the 
remarks of the hon. member. They had a 
:very excellent Auditor-General, and the rules 
laid down in regard to the preparation of 
the State's annual balance-sheet were wise 
and safe, a.nd rules that would be expected 
in connection with anv commercial company . 
The .\udit Act provided for only one balance
sheet in the year-a balance-sheet for the 
twelve months ending on 30th June-and the 
people expected something in the nature of 
a true statement of the affairs of the country 
at that date All the liabilities should be 
taken into account. Certainly those that were 
as well known to have been actually paid as 
the salaries of members of Parliament, for 
instance. should be included in the balance
>heet withvut any question. He thought they 

were indebted to the Auditor
[4 p.m.] General for calling attention to 

it, and he hoped that the Trea
surer would not in future take it upon him
self to decide whether there should be a. 
deftcit or a surplus, but that he would give 

J.1f r. J.1f acartney.] 
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the country a true statement of the financial 
position of the State. If payments were 
withheld one year and included another year, 
they would be left in doubt as to the exact 
financial position, and the Treasurer might 
found upon a supposed deficit a claim to 
impose e"b·a taxation on the peopk, as he 
had done this venr. The Treasurer should 
not be in a position to impose extra taxation 
unless the circumstances of the case actually 
require it. He remembered the hon. mem
ber for Murrumba criticising the Liberal 
Government, as ho had done, in connection 
with th~ Financial Statement, and thought 
that such criticism was necessary in the in
terests of the purity of political life in 
Queensland. In congratulating the Govern
ment upon the appointment of the present 
Auditor-General, he would like to say that 
the Hou•·o and Queensland as a whole had 
in the death of the late Auditor-General 
lost a very old and capable public servant
.a man who had retained the confidence and 
esteem of the people right to the end, and 
who had done his duty to the country. They 
ought to be very slow to impose conditions 
upon the Auditor-General which might pre
vent the full and free exercise of his ability 
in the discharge of his duties. Mr. Connah 
did his duty to the country well. The present 
Auditor-General in his report paid a tribute 
to his prPdcccssor, the late Mr. Connah, and 
he thought that members generally would 
very heartily endorse that tribute, and join 
in expresoing regret that they had lost a 
man not only of ability to serve the country, 
but also of wide and extensive sympathies, 
such as Mr. Connah possessed. The Auditor
General in his report had made particular 
reference to his own staff, and said-

" I regret that my recommendation as 
regards these officers-who received no 
increase-did not obtain the consideration 
that was granted to officers of other 
departments, both before a.nd after the 
date of my recommendation, more espe
ciallv as the moneY had been voted on 
last )·car's Estimate's and was available." 

Apparently there was money on last year's 
Estimates fo~· the purpose of granting in
creaEes; but 1t was not so much the fact that 
the monPy was not used that he complained 
of, as that other officers had received con
sideration that was not extended to the 
officers of the Audit Department. It was 
generally recognised that the officers of the 
Audit Department had a tremendous amount 
of add1tional work last year, due to· 
the fact that they had to audit the 
various patriotic funds. That lent additional 
force to the remarks made by the Auditor
General with reference to his staff. He 
pointed out that Mr. Austin, as Chief Inspec
tor, had not received an increase, and stated 
that :\fr. Austin had special capabilities, 
had performed special work, and had given 
advice to the Government in connection with 
State undertakings. He (Mr. Macartney) 
was not there to advocate increases in the 
salaric" of the higher paid officers. He 
thought that any member of the Chamber 
·would be \Vanting in sympathy with the Go
vernment and in his duty to the country if 
he were to urge upon the Government the 
making of unnecessary increases in the 
salaries of Sta.te servants, more particularly 
thosn scryants who might not need an in
crl'"sc. He did not know what the position 
of the Chief Inspector was, or whether an 
increase would be a consideration to him. 
but it was well known that we had in Queens-

[ 11{ r. J.f acartney. 

land to-day a particularly lean time, and 
that before very long we should have a leaner 
time. The poorer people in the community 
would feel the pinch before many months 
were over, as the result of the war and of 
the interferc:nce with private enterprise which 
the Federal Government had had to make 
in the defence of the Empire, and of the 
interference with private enterpri,e which 
the State Government also felt bound to 
indulge in. The result of all these things 
would be a bad time, and it was the duty 
of me m hers on both sides of the House not 
to urgp upon the Govcrnn1ent to incur ex~ 
penditure which they were not bound to 
incur. (Hear, hear!) They should do noth
ing beyond asking for fair consideration for 
mr·n, whatever their position in the public 
service might be-whether they were receiv
in<;· £52 ., yrcu or were more highly paid 
officer,~. 

Mr. Gu:'\'\J thought that Queensland was 
vc~r~,T fo1·tunatc in its Auditors-G-f'IH~ral. Th~ 
late Auditor-General was a very eminent 
man, and theY Were all Very sorry to lose 
him. The State was to be congratulated 
upon the appointment of the present occu
pant of the office. One thing that both the 
late Auditor-General and the present Auditor
General had not been afraid to do was to 
speak thPir minds PS far as the finances of 
the State were concerned. With ref,.rence 
to the remarks made bv the Auditor-General 
as to the way the acco;,nts of the Sbte had 
been kept. he did not put himself forward 
as a financier, but he knew that he had to 
fill in income tax forms every year so that 
thP Income Tax Commissioner might know 
<et what amount to assess him. When he 
made up his income tax form, if he followed 
the same practice as the Government, and 
nade up the nme kind of ba,lance-sheet, 
he would be ·had up beforo the courts for 
making a false balance-slJPet, and probably 
would be put in gaol. 

At 4.10 p.m., 
Mr. FOLEY (.liund£ngburra) relieved the 

Chairman in the chair. 
Mr. Ci"CX:c\ asked the Chief Secretary if 

he could gin· any information of the amount 
of monev received in connection with the 
embargo 'placed on stock crossing the border 9 

He h~d looked through the accountR. and 
the various statements put before tbe HouRe, 
but hE' could not find any reference to it. 
Prop~r accounts of that transaction should 
hav~ been kept, as suggested by the Auditor
Genecal. \Yith reference to the mcreased 
payment to the members of the audit staff, 
that wao all very well, but they should look 
to the lower pe.id servants first. There were 
a lot of lower paid servants who were net 
getting sufficien~ salary. 'I'hey should look 
aft.pr the inten.;ts of the State, and they 
would be doing that if they increased the 
salaries of their officers. The State lost Mr. 
Hobler Mr. Darbvshire. and Mr. Bell. 
former' chief engin'"eer. · These . gentlemep 
went to the Commonwealth serviCe, and If 
thev were not careful they would lose ot~er 
men unless they paid them better salarws. 

2\Ir. Mt:RPHY: I will take the job on. 

:\Ir. GU~~: Perhaps the hon. gentleman 
would not do it o.s well as the Auditor
GenNal. He saw a clerk down for £52 
e venr 'When the late Denham Government 
;,·er·'" in powN they were hauled over the 
coah for giving small salaries, but the pre· 
sent occupants of the Treasury benches were 
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ro.;pon·ciblo for giving a clerk £52 a year. 
The Auditor-General in his report referred to 
his st.di--

" I regret that my recommendation 
as regards these officers-who received no 
increase-did not obtain the considera
tion that was granted to officers of other 
departments, both before and after the 
date of my reco:.1mendation, more especi
ally as tno monev had been voted on 
Jns't, Vbtr'3 Estim'"'ate:5, and wa"' avail
able.'; 

" Furt"oe1·, I had hoped that some of 
tl,e junior inspectors who had been 
doin!l" re •ponsiblc work for some ) ears 
and re<'r'iYing small salaries would have 
received dne recognition on thirs yeat'f:' 
Estin..._afl·,,.'' 

·so it was not the fault of the Auditor· 
General, but the fault of the Government. 

Mr. FORSYTH: When the hon. member 
for Gregor~ was speaking he said that 
he was not concerned about the higher paid 
men, but was only concerned about those 
receiving the smaller salaries. If the hon. 
gentleman kne>~ what he was talking about 
he would not have displayed such ignorance. 
He noticed a clerk down for £52. That 
was tho salary cf a boy who came into 
the department from school. The pmctice 
was to give a boy £52 for the first year, 
then an increase of £30, and so on. Did 
the hon. member Lr Grcgory want to start 
a boy on a s:>lary of £180 or £200? 

Mr. PoLLOCK: He should start on a living 
wage. 

Mr. FORSYTH: Was not £52 a year 
a living wage for a boy? Did the hon. 
gentleman consider that a boy fourteen or 
fifteen years of age should get £150 a year? 

Mr. PoLLOCK : He cannot keep himself 
in clothes and food on £52 a year. 

Mr. FORSYTH: He would probtbly live 
with his father and mother. 

Mr. POLLOCK: Wh".t I said was that if 
any increases were to be given they should 
be giyen to the lower paid officials. 

Mr. FORSYTH pointed out that no one 
was more sympathetic than he was to the 
1ow<'r paid public servants. A good many 
of the public servants were getting too 
small a salary at the present time, par
ticularly those in the Education Depart
ment. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: I 
would remind the hon. gentleman that he 
has spoken three times, and under the 
Standing Orders his time is exhausted. 

Mr. MORGAN drew attention to the 
fact that there was no reference made to 
thP money received in connection with the 
embargo · on stock crossing the border. 
There was a deposit of 10s. made and an 
amount of money was refunded. The 
matter should be placed before members 
in the audit-g'eneral, but there was no 
reference to it in the report. What had 
become of the money? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It is held 
in trust. 

Mr. MORGA::'If: The Committee would like 
to get som~ particulars of the transaction. 
It was a matter of very great importance, 
and one he thought the public had a right 
t<> know something about. It was also the 

duty of the Government to place those mat
tr·rs before the auditor so that he would be 
vJ:,Ie to express ~n opinion as to where the 
woney was at the present time. 

Mr. BARNES (Warwick): The cnticism 
of the hon. member for Murrumb.a W£tS un
assailable and unanswerable. That the 
Lalance-sheet pre~ented by the Government 
was an incorrect ono had been shted by 
the Auditor-General. 

The PREMIER : Where is that statement? 
Mr. FORSYTH: I will tell you-on page 34. 
Mr. BARNES: Ho stated it in several 

places. On page 2 he said-
" As a result of the course adopted by 

the Treasury Department, the year under 
review (1915-16) has not borne the full 
year's expenditure as compared with the 
immediate preceding years. 

" Had the practice of previous years 
been followed and the items above re
ferred to charged, the consolidated 
revenue fund at the 30th June last would 
have disclosed a deficit of approximately 
£100,000." 

The PREMIER: That does not say the 
balance-sheet is incorrect. 

Mr. BARNES: Of course, if they were not 
prepared to accept the ordinary meaning of 
language of their own day--

The PRE~IIER: You should use the lan
guage he used, and not put your own con
s'.ruction on it. 

Mr. BARNES: Nobody could place any 
other construction on it. By not including 
the full charges against 1915-16 the Gov·ern
ment had saddled the present year with an 
enormous sum, and the present financial year 
was consequently at a very great disad
vantage. 

'J.'h~ SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : There 
'i'·as no suggesti•m that they did anything 
else. 

Mr. BARNES: The Auditor-General also 
said-

" It \\ill be seen that the amount 
charged as expenditure for July, 1916, 
exceeded that for the previous July by 
£157,268 5s. lld., and the total of the 
three months, July to Septemb2r, 1916, 
wa, £154,545 17s. greater than the cor
responding period of the previous year. 

"This is attributable principally to 
withholding the payments pr13viously 
referred to, and will, of course, adversely 
affect the current year's figures." 

It was quite evident that the ordinary cours<> 
of business procedure had not been followed, 
nor the course that had been adopted for 
many years by the Government's predeces
sors. The Government had ignored one 
month's expenditure. If they had put that 
expenditure into the year they would have 
presented a deficit, inste&d of a surplus oi 
£34,000. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Your 
Government professed to pay a month's 
expenditure they did not pay. There was no 
suggestion that twelve months had been paid. 

Mr. BARNES: What were they going to 
do next year? If they wanted to bring about 
the same result, if they wanted to fake their 
figures next year on the same lines, they 
would throw May expenditure out and so 
OIL He was surprised more than wo~·ds could 

Mr. Banus.] 
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V<press that any commercial man should 
attempt to justify the course which the 
Government followed. They had been ad
versely criticised outside. 

Mr. H. J. RYAN: By whom? 

Mr. BARNILS : Scarcely a paper in the 
land did not criticise such an action. The 
S0dney "Bulletin," which was acknowledg_ed 
to possess in its office the very finc~t. ~nan01al 
critic in the States of Australia, cnticiscd the 
Government. 

Hon. J. A. FIHELLY: What about the 
·' Daily Mail"? 

Mr. B'ARNES : He believed they had a 
capable man, and they were criticising the 
Government, too. The "Bulletin," whose 
word counted with everyone, said-

" On the authority of the Auditor
General, the Ryan Government fak_ed th_e 
accounts for the past year. The · mvan
able practice' for many years past has 
been to charge against the revenue the 
outgoings for June (the last month in 
the financial year) even when ' the 
acquitted vouchers had not reached the 
Treasury or the departments at 30th 
J uno.' For instance, vouchers for 
£102,292 spent by the railways were sent 
to the Treasurv on 29th June ; ' but the 
abstracts were· subsequently returned by 
the 'I'reasury, with a request that they 
be struck out of June and included in 
the July expenditure.' The same thing 
happened in other departments. The 
Auditor-General comments on this-

' As a result of the course adopted 
by th<e Treasury Department the year 
under review (1915-16) has not borne the 
full year's expenditure as . compared 
with the immediate precedmg years. 
Had the practice of previous years been 
followed and the items above referred 
to charged, the consolidated revenue· 
fund at 30th June last would have dis
closed a deficit of approximately 
£100,000.' 

The immediate result of this fake has 
been to throw so much 1915-16 expendi
ture into 1916-17 that the July expendi
ture this year exceede·d that of July, 1915, 
bv no le~3 than £157,268. If the auditor 
of a private business charged the direc
tors with issuing a false balance-sheet 
something would happen. If it could be 
proved that they did it for their personal 
advantage what would happen would 
probably have a judge and a gaol in it. 
But what is plain dishonesty in the 
director of a public company is ap
parently something else in a party poli
tician. \Vhy it should be so, heaven only 
knows. Ryan's only defence is to protest 
that his Government has not been extra
vagant. This, of course, is merely a red 
herring drawn across the trail. The ques
tion is not whether Ryan and his ~<finis
tors are extra.vagant, but whether they 
are honest." 

The PREMIER: You can see the Yalufl of 
that article, because I never made that 
explanation. 

Mr. BAR::'-JES said it was lamentable and 
humiliating that th0 country should be 
criticised abroad in that nature. The "Bul
letin " fm·ther stated-

"' Waiting.'-In case the wildest C'<tt 
of the jungle has not come under the 

[Jir. Barnes. 

' Bulletin's' notice, please let me say 
that vou can buy a descri,Jtion of it 
from 

0 

the Go,·c•rn'ment Prin'ter for 5s. 
This dc-;cription ans,vers to the nan1e of 
the Auditor-General's report on the 
Queen'•land State Government finances 
to June 1916. No one has been 
arrested ~-et, so comment will not be sub 
judice." 

0 

The country was waiting, just as the :' Bul
Jetin " was 1vaiting, for so1ne explu:1at1on of 
the position. The Auditor-General had been 
faithful to his hi"h positiOn m d1sclosmg 

the tru~ position of the finances 
[4.30 p.m.] of the State. That the balance-

sheet ,vas an Incorrect ono, he 
was sure the Premier would not attempt to 
,deny. Cettain expenditure. was throw~ out 
for the sole reason of commg down With a 
surplus of some £34,000. There could be no 
justification for such a course. . All the 
charges for the year should be put mto. that 
year. Just as the GoYernment were Inter
ested in taking advant.age of all_ the reven•1e 
that they could possibly run m, so must 
they put in all the expendtture. Tne 
Auditm-G eneral's report dtsclo~ed the 
anxiety of the Treasurer to gather m ,all the 
revenue he possibly could ~~ order to 
improve his position. Accordmg to the 
Auditor-General, m the adJustment of 
interest with the Savings Bank, a sum. of 
£8,000 was saved so that _it was seen,_ whtlst 
there -was no anxiety ·whatever to rnclude 
the whole expenditure of the year, there was 
an intense anxiety to gather 111 rev~nue 
from any source wh·.,tever. . The Audttor
General to some extent JUsti!ted that, but 
the balance-sheet was an incorrect one, a~d, 
as a consequence, this year was saddled With 
a burden that it was l0ss able to bear ~han 
was the previous year, and. the Committee 
oug·ht to have from the Prenncr all assuran~e 
that this vear the goocl example set by h1s 
predecesso'i·s would be followed. 

The PRE,MIER: On every occa; ion, since 
the publication of the Auditor General's 
rl·f)Ort that- hon. rne1nbers opposite had had 
an opportunity, they had atta~ked the Go
vernment upon the system whiCh had

1 
been 

adopted w1th regard to makmg the ba,ance
sheet at the end of June. The hon. member 
for Murrumba had described the system as 
dishonest, as a. faked balance-sheet, and 
other epithets had been used whtch were, 
perhaps, even stronger than that. On the 
F.inancial Statunent the hon. member used 
similar epithets. He had been followc;d up 
bv a number of other hon. members s1ttmg 
on the Opposition side of the House. They 
had reitetated those statemento smce thm~, 
and. now on the Auditor-General's Estt
nuttes, th~,\~ were rnaking another effor~ to 
induce the people of Queensland to believe 
that there was something· dishonest m the 
rncparation of the !act balance-sheet at the 
<md of June. The hon. mf'mber for :Mur
rumba in his speeches, usually said that 
two a~d two made four, with the air of a 
1nan who had n1ade son1o great discoYcry. 
The svstem that the hon. member was now 
condeinning was in operation prior to 1910. 

:Mr. FoRSYTH: That is no reason v.-hy you 
should corttinue it. 

The PREMIER : He was merely stating 
the fact because if hon. members were not 
interest~d in knowing it he was sure the 
people of Queensland were, and the people 
of Queensland were the people who he· 
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waiJtecl to u:oder··tand what the true position 
\HiS, and also what were the motives that 
h;. d actuated the criticism of hon. members 
opposiil•. T.he Govcrnrnent that were sup
ported by the leader of H1c Opposition, by 
the hon. 1nembcr for l\1urrumba, by tho hon. 
ulCmLer fo1~ ToovYong, ,tnd by other hon. 
members who had spoken, had adopted the 
'}stem prior to 1910 that they "ere now con
demning. If it was dishonest, if it was the 
faking of the bal ance-shcet, and if it was 
so many other dreadful things that were 
described by hon. members opposite, then it 
was a system that they had supported prior 
to 1910. In 1910, a departure was made 
from the practice which had hitherto 
existed, for a particular reoson. As hon. 
members were aware, any surplus at the end 
of a financial year had to be transferred to 
the public debt reduction fund to reduce the 
public debt, and it was taken from th<> 
revenue altogether. In 1910, the then Go
vernment, finding that they were likely to 
have a considernble surplus at the end of the 
year, changed the SJ3tem which was hitherto 
in voguP, and they anticipated July pay
ments. Instead of taking the vouchers 
actually in the office at the end of June thev 
got in abstracts from all parts of the 'state 
for statements that would ordinarily appear 
m July paY'nents. They also got in similar 
'l_bstmcts from the Agent-General's Office in 
London, and they consequently reduced the 
surplus that would otherwise h<tve occurred 
and consequently not such a larg·e sum wa~ 
credited to the public debt reduction fund 
with the result that the expenditure account 
for the following vear was benefited to the 
extent of the anticipatDd payments for Jdy. 
That was how the alteration was made in 
1910. 

Mr. FoRSYTH : It was three years before 
that, if you "ant to know. 

The PREMIER: He '"rs only going bv 
the Auclitor-General's reporl. The Audi"t 
Act allowed for one of two systems to be 
adopted. It allowed the systPm which the 
prrsent G'?vernmcnt. had adopted or the 
system whJCh was m vogue prior to the 
Government coming .:into offi-ce. The Audit 
Act allowed that, so that there could be 
nothing illegal and nothin~ dishonest in the 
system. The Audit Act ailowcd one of two 
alto_r1_1utive method.'. The Treasurer might 
antrCipate and pa's through the Trea;,urv 
books such sums as had been pai·d away 
during June in all parts of the State ,,nd 
thereby strengthen what might b~ an 
ensuing .weak .Ye~u~ ;, or, by ignoring those 
outstandmg habJ!rhero, be compelled to 
transfe1 a large surplus from thee consoli
<hted revenue to the public debt redurtior;t 
fund as provided in section 2 of the Audit 
Act AIYll'ndment .\et of 1905. 

Those.., were the two systems that were open 
to the 1_,-overnment, and they could adopt the 
one or the other; at the end of June they 
could c1ther make these anticipations that 
would ordinarily appear in the July balance
sheet, or they could adopt the system which 
the present Go.-ernmenb had ado.pted. 'What 
was the recommendation of the late Auditor
General when he found that previous Govern
ments adopted either the one svstem or the 
other as it suited them? If they were going 
to have a big surplus, they adopted the 
system which was adopted by the Denham 
Government; if there was a possibilitv of a 
deficit or a small surplus, they would" adopt 
the system which hon. members opposite were 

1916-6 M 

condemning. He wished to pass from those 
g<>neral obsenations on the two systems 
which the Audit Act allowed the option of, 
to the remarks of the Auditor-General upon 
which the criticism had been built by 
hen. members opposite, both on the Financial 
Statement and this afternoon. On page 2, 
the Anditor-Gonoral said-

" For a number of years-immediately 
preceding the year under review-it has 
been the invariable practice to charge, at 
the end of J uno, departmental disburse
ments for which the acquitted vouchers 
had not reached the Treasury or the 
departments at the 30th June, and, to 
that end, abstracts were put through the 
Treasury anticipatory of the receipt of 
acquitted vouchers from country districts 
and also on account of payments made 
by the Agent-General. In the aggregate, 
this amoweted to a very considerable sum 
each year. 

" During the past year, however, this 
practice was not followed as will be seen 
hereunder." 

'I'h,,n towards the end of the page. he said-
" Had the practice of prevwus years 

been folic wed, and the items above 
refen-ed to charged, the consolidated 
revenue fund at the 30th June last 
would have disclosed a deficit of approxi
mately £100,000." 

The governing words of that criticism were, 
" Had the practice of previous years been 
followed." They did not follow the practicn 
of previous yE•ars. 

Mr. BARNES: Why? 
The PREMIER: Because theY did not 

think it was a good practice, and because 
when they heid their seats on the opposite 
b1•nches, they invariably criticised what the 
late Government were doing, and said that 
the practice was wrong, and that they should 
revert to the pi-ad ice which had been hitherto 
in vogue. They made that contention over 
there, nnd when hon. members were trans
ferred from that side to the front Treasury 
bench, by the will of the people, they were 
expected to carry out what the~ contended 
for when they held seats over there. That 
was what the people expected. Let him now 
refer to the criticism bv the late Auditor
General of the action of the late Government 
with respect to their system of making up 
their balance-sheet at the end of the year. 
This was his recommendation. On page 2 
of the Auditor-General's report for 1911, he 
~aid~ 

" I have suggested to the Government 
an amendment of the Audit Act so as to 
require the Treasury books to bP finally 
closed on the 30th June of each year, 
leaving any outstanding expenditure to 
b<' charged to thE' appropriations for such 
outstandings on the next year's Esti
mates'~-

Mr. FORSYTII: Have you done that.? 

'l'he PREMIER : Yes. 
Mr. FORSYTH : Where? 
'l'he PREMIER: That is what you are 

cfJmplaining of. 
Mr. FoRSYTH: You have not put it into 

rhe Estimates al all. 
The PREMIER: He did not wish to break 

his quotation, which was being taken down 
bv " Hansard." The Auditor-General said

, " but so far I have not seen any sign 

Hon. T. J. Ryan.] 
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of the suggestion being adopted. It 
would certainly simplify the Treasury 
bookkeepi!tg, and also would assist hon. 
members in arriving at what had actu
ally been charged to each year's appro
priation, at pr6Bent a very difficult matter 
for anvon;, not conversant with the 
existing system." 

That was the recommendation of the late 
Auditor-Genera! on the accounts at the end 
of 30th .June, 1911. Bear in mind that that 
was the criticism of the then existing 
system. 'rhe Auditor-General was not criticis
i;lg the >ystem that this Government adopted, 
but the then existing system, and his rcc.om
mendation wr.s the system adopted by the 
present Government. 

Mr. FORSYTH: It was not your system. 

The PREMIER: Note the important words 
in this recommendation, a recommende..tion 
made to the Government which was in power 
in 1911. The Auditor-General said-

" en far I have not seen any sign of the 
su;:~;cstion being adopted." 

The late Government wP.rc in power up to 
May, 1915. Did they alter the Audit Act 
during those years? The recommendation 
was to alter the Audit Act, and this Govern
ment •.•,as condemned because they had not 
corried out that recommendation. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Have you to altm· the 
practice? 

'l'he PREM [ER: It did not matter what 
hon. members sitting opposite said, the fact 
remained plain for everyone to understand. 
'l'he criticism was made in 1911. but the 
Auditor-General then remarked that he saw 
no sign of his mggestion being adopted, and 
ti1P Government to which he made a recom
n•Pndation rcmnined in power four yearM 
afterwards and did nothing. It did not 
require a very great understanding of finance 
to understand that he was complaining of 
the system adopted by the late Governm0nt. 
and asking for some other system. \V hat 
»·as that other system? It was the svstem 
that this Government had adopted, b1tt the 
Auditor-Genera! wanted to go further, and 
rccommr!nded that the Audit Act should be 
'o amended that no other system could be 
adopted. He wanted to take away the 
OJJtion that rPsted with the Government of 
;•dopting either the Denham-Tolmie-Forsyth
Macartney system-(laughter)--or the other. 
H1s recommendation was that the Audit Act 
should be so amended that you could only 
follow one syst.em, and that was the system 
of this Government. 

Hon. J. TOLMIE: That is a wrong system. 

The PREMIER : A wrong system if they 
liked to call it so. The Government had 
established the practice which appeared on 
the balance-sheet this year, and the Treasurer 
had assured hon. members that they intended 
to adhere to the practice. He wondered what 
hon. members opposite really thought of the 
intelligence d the people of Queensland 
when they had the effrontery to get up and 
·,;ay that what the Government were doing 
was dishonest-was figure-faking. It was 
what they commended in previous Govern
ments and askeci this Government to carry 
out; a recommendation of the Auditor
G<·neral in 1911 which for six years they 
consistently refmed to do, and which if the 
people of Queensland had left them in power, 

~Hon. T. J. Ryan. 

they would still refuse to do. But now, 
because the Labour Government was in office 
tl:oy thought it would do to say any old 
thing, to say "These people do not under· 
stand fmance." They knew the tone of the 
hon. member for Murrumba when he 
straightened himself up and said, " I say it 
is so;" because he said it was so. That was 
the nature ot the arguments of the hon. 
member. He bad taken so long in explain
in~< that matter in order that it might have 
'ID oppottunity of appearing in "Hansard," 
so as to dispd the misrepresentations that 
had been made and reiterated. 

Mr. FORSYTH: Yes, they will be reiterated 
again. 

'l'he PREMIEE : Of course, he understood 
that. They would hear it when they were 
before the people at the next election. Hon. 
rr:embers opposite were bound to continue 
this sort of thing, but he was only con9erned 
with giYing the people an opportumty of 
seeing how hollow their protest11tions were 
\\ ith regard to the matter. 

Passing from that matter to other ques
tions that wore raise·d, the hon. member for 
Murilla and the hon. member for Carnarvon 
had "aid something with regard to the 
amount of money receiv0d by way of de
r·osit in respect of stock that ha·d crossed the 
border and as a guarantee that they would 
be 1 <urncd. Figures had been placed be
fore hon. men1bcrs '~""ith regaPd to the amount 
of rnoncv received in respect of such stock, 
and also of the amount that had been re
funded ; but those amounts cnmc in from day 
to da v and thev varie·d, and it was impos
rible f~r him to give the amount that had 
been receind right up to date. 

Mr. Ge"": Give the amount at any given 
date. 

The PREMIER: If any hon. member liked 
to a.sk for the amount received up to any 
given date a reasonable distance off, there 
would be no objection to giving the informa
tion. 

Reference had been made to the salarieo 
o[ certain officers in the department. All he 
Lad to saY was that these were very lean 
tinws. Hci'n. members all knew why the 
{)ffice of Deputy Auditor-General was Cl'e~ted 
during the term of office of the late Auditor
Genlra1, and it "'ras not thought neccssa;ry, 
iu all the circumstance.:!, to make an appolnt
lllOlJt with that title at the present time. 
If things had been better financially,. no 
doubt consideration would have been g1ven 
to the officers of the department, because 
tlccv were a staff of competent men. He 
co1\!d assure hon. members that the claims 
of the whole of the officers in the Audit 
Department and in all other branches of the 
public service would receive sympathetic 
consideration from the Government. Minis
ters could not do more than was possible, 
Lut tlwy would promise t{) give fair con
s,dention to them all. Reference had also 
been made to some of the iower salaries. 
IIe understood sorne of the officers in receipt 
ot those salaries were practically boys who 
had jnst left scho{)l, and one at least of them 
1Ltd ·not passed the entrance examination, 
though some of them had. When the latest 
"ppointee had passed the examination he 
w{)u]d receive an increase at the end of each 
six months in accordance with the system 
which was well established in the public 
service. 
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I-Iox. .}. TOLCVIIE : P<Whaps, in view of 
the sta to of the flnancf :1, the Premier was 
rlght in saying that this \Vas no time foe 
rajr~n~:; the 2al.>.ries of public servants, but 
for the state of tho fina.nces the GDvernn1ent 
1. ere rosnon,,ible. ~4.t the same time, he ha·d 
a long- li~st, 'vhich had been referred to fron1 
time to time, of appointments to the public 
"0r,·j,·e within the last twehe months, and the 
salari~ , ~u11ounting to a very considerable 
·um. In one department the GoYernment 
had appointed a man at £1,000 a year, an 
assi:.tant e.t £500 a voar. and another assis
tant at £480 a year. " He was quite prepared 
to admit the department was an important 
one, but it eel'tainly was not 1nore important 
than tht department of the Auditor-General. 
jJe ,Jid not know that the hon. gentleman 
""<!~ altogether on safe gT(;und. In passing 
h·~ might ea·" that in the list there was one 
~:::ntlc1nan appointed to a position at a salary 
'f £600, which was much more than the 
CLief Iusnector and Accountant in the Audit 
Office ,·;Is rc·ceiving. Thr- gentleman he 
referred to had been appointed to manage 
the raih·av refreshment-rooms, and he 
belim·ed he had created quite a furore to-day 
dinongst thC' breweries by tsking for tenders 
from only uno breT\iVf'ry. Probably hon. 1nen1-
herc oppo>ite would hear more about it. 

:I.Ir. :Yl ORPIIY: They would not grant a 
rnonopoly to any brewery. 

Ho:-: . . J. TOLMIE: He did not say they 
''oulcl. Coming now to the Auditor-General's 
rnport for this year, in common with other 
hon. memh<,'l'S who had spoken, he" desired 
to complimen' the Auditor-General on the 
Yery excelled report he had submitted. He 
was certainly an able man, and had be-en 
trainr-d by' a very able mnn. Hon. n1embers 
had expre''"d their sense of the great loss 
Queensland had sustained in the passing away 
of the Auditor-General's predecessor. He 
did not know the present Auditor-General, 
but he had heard a gr<>at deal about him, 
a nrl eyerything he had hoard was to his 
<"redit. Certainly his report was so clear, 
so lucid, and exhibited the accounts of the 
Rtate in such an impartjal and clear manner, 
that hon. members could not but appreciate 
the work he had done. He had shown bv his 
report that he was well qualified for the 
.position. He was sorry to say the report 
was ono which did not give the Government 
any reason to feel proud of their financial 
ndrnini, tration. Thev had listened to the 
Prc micr, who told them that he spoke at 
- or11e length ,,_~jth a Yicw to--

The PRE~IIER: To clear away misrepre· 
, ~ntation:::. 

Ho:-:. J. TOLMIE: With a Yiew to haYing 
hi--; l'f'mnrks C'ircuL.ttP.d in "Hansard," so 
that they n1~ght to .<)n1e extent justify the 
Hetions of the Government. But the more 
tht ru.m. g0nHPman spnke on the subject the 
more he precipitated himself into the mud. 
The hon. member for vVarwick had read from 
the Svdm•v "Bulletin " a criticism of the 
finan<'ing- Of tho CoY,ernmC'nt. 

A Go\'ERX'fEXT MniBER: ·written by Peter 
Aircy. 

:\1r. :\It:RPHY: Your si-c],. always quote the 
~. Bullcbn" when it suit3 you. 

Hox .. ). TOLMIE : The financial column 
Dt the "'Bulletin" "·as recognised as one 
of the soundest financial columns published 
;,, any paper in Australia. The "Bulletin" 

<'Xpr.'"'"d surprise that the _Assistant Mini;;. 
tor fm_· .Justice had not Issued warrants 
against the other rncrnbers of the Ministry. 
l'rob, blv the hon. gentleman felt that fellow 
f••clino- 'that make' us wondrous kind. At 
dl1Y ;ate, tho "Bulletin" ga"\e the most 
>C .:ere critici'm of the actions of the Go
vcnmwnt that had buen passed upon any 
Govnnmcnt in Australia, or, he belieY<>d. 
upon U1} Goyernment ~mtside of Australia: 
Thr~r0 vtas a clear admiSSion on the part ot 
the Premier that the accounts as presented 
b,- the Trca ·-mer on 30th June last did not 
cc>rre&pond with the actual financial position 
of thc State on that date. 

The Pn.E~IIER : No. 

Hox. J.·TOL::\1IE: When the hon. member 
fo1 Munumba was speaking, the hon. gentle
IYlan, by interjection, eudeavoured to draw 
the hon. member off the track. He wanted 
to know something with regard to what the 
Audit0r-General said about the July accounts 
or about the March accounts. Now, the 
Auditor-General said nothing about the July 
accounts or about the March accounts. 

The PRE:'IIER : And I said nothii,g about 
the :Ylarch accounts. 

HoK. J. TOLJHIE: The monthly state
ments of account were published by the 
Treasurer of his own volition; there was no 
authoritr for him to publish such monthly 
statements; but if he did not publish them 
the public would yery soon suspect that there 
was something wrong. The Auditor-General 
ha·d nothing whateyer to do with those 
rnonthlv statements. or with the manner in 
v·hich they were published by the Treasurer. 
He simply <ioalt with. the financ<;s of the 
State during the financial year whwh endod 
on 30th June, and he expect?d that the 
accounts would be presentod In a proper 
manner on 30th .June, He would just con
has! the statement of the Auditor-General 
ir; presenting the surplus in his rep?rt for 
this vear with the stat0ment made 111 pre
smtit}g- the surplus in the Auditor-General's 
rcpor( for last year. On page 2 of the re
port for last year, he found these words-

" leaving a surplus on the year's trans
actions of £3,259 Os. 2d." 

Adopting the language of the Premier, 
he wanted the hon. gentleman to " notu 
those important words." Now, let them 
note the important declaration made by 
the Auditor-General this y<-.tr, namely-

,, leaving a surplus as per Treasurer's 
statement (page 154) of £34,791 17s. 
4d." 

The Auditor-General would not accept the 
responsibility of saying that that was the 
true financial position of Queensland, but 

he immediately proceeded to 
[5 p.m.] point ont that if the statemen' 

had shown the full year's trans
actions up to the 30th J uno there would 
have hPen a deficit approaching £100,000 
The Premier had stated that the Govern
ment had followed the pmctice which they 
had a!wavs advocated. He said that the 
nractice ~donted bv the previous Govern
i:nent was w'rong. ·He (Mr. Tolmie) co!lld 
not understand that there was anyth1_ng 
wron." in stating what the trne financ!al 
position of the country was. The Premier 
"tid that when the Government were on the 
Opposition sirle of the House they had 

lion. J. Tolmir.j 
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"]ways advocated the practice which they 
had since adopted. He (Mr. Tolmi~) was 
going to show that they had done nothing 
of the kind, and that they had only adopted 
the practice when it suited their con
venience and purpose to do so. He believed 
that the deficit which should have been shown 
this year was about £118,000, but the Govern
ment had so manipulated the accounts as 
to show that there, was a balance of onlv 
£34,791 on the credit side. The Premie]: 
fnrthrr stated that the previous Govern
ment-l'c>terring, no doubt, to the Denham 
Government-had changed the practice. 
Such \;:as not t11e case, because that change 
was effected by the Kidston Government, 
and from their time up to the present 
whenever a financial statement was pre
sented to the House it showed the true 
financial position of the country. When
ever it was possible to get in accounts in 
June, that was done, so that the financial 
position of the country should be known, 
and there was no recessitv for the Auditor
General to show that the statement issued 
by the Ministry did not include the ac
counts for the month of June, but left 
the payment of those accounts over until 
the following month. The Auditor-General 
pointed out that signed vouchers had been 
received during the month, but were not 
paid in the month of June. The resul;; 
was that the balance-sheet issued by the 
Government showed that the financial posi
tion was better than it really was. The 
practice of paying accounts in the month 
of June had been in existence for six years, 
and during that time the accounts of the 
Treasurer showed what was the actual posi
tion at the end of the financial vear. Hll 
would now quote what the Auditor-General 
said last year when the present Govern
ment presented their first balance-sheet. 
After the presentation of that balance-sheet 
it was discovered that the surplus of m·din
ary taxation over expenditure amounted to 
nearly £250.000, but the accounts were so 
maninnlakd as to bring the surplus down 
to £3 000. The Government did not on 
that occasion follow the practice they had 
adopted this year-the practice which the 
Premier said thE' Labour party had ad,-o
cated when on the Opposition side of the 
HousC'. If the:,· had followed that prac
tice. the probability was that instead of 
shovcing- a surplus of £250,000, they would 
have had to show a surplus of nearly 
£500.000. 

The bell indicated that portion of the 
hon. member's time had expired. 

HoN. J. TOL1\IIE: He had ten minutes 
vet, and ho would take his full time. if 
Jlccessary. The Auditor-General, on page 2 
of his report for last year, said-

" I have to again report that the 
practice obtai•1ing at the Trea,ury dur
ing late _;-Pars of charging as June 
PXYJ<mditure departmental disburse
ments for which the acquitted vouchers 
had not rertched the Treasury at the 
30th June, has been followed for the 
:_.,.Par under revie,v--" 

That year was " year in which the present 
OovPrnment held office only during the 
month of J unc. · 

The PRE)!IER : You were in office for 
dcven months of that year; mind that. 

[Hon . .1. Tolmu. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: The people would 
mind that, and that was exactly what he 
want<.,d. The late Government were in office 
for elcYcn months and twenty-nine days that 
:year. 

The PRDIIER : \V e were issuing your 
balance-sheet. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: No; the Government 
were not issuing the baiance-sheet of the 
late Government, but a balance-sheet of 
accounts which they had manipulated to 
suit their own purpose, and the wonder 
was, as thK\ " Bulletin " said, :that thle 
Assistant Minister for ,Justice had not 
issued warrants against his colleagues. The 
PremiPr had confessed that in issuing the 
brtlance-sheet of the late Government they 
had issued it in such a way as to make it 
appear in the worst possible light to the 
people of Queensland. 

The PRE)IIER: Oh, no; that is an entire· 
m is a pprehcnsion. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE : The Auditor-General 
\vent on to sav-

" As I, have previously stated, this 
action cannot be taken exception to, 
for had that course not been followed 
the result would have been that the 
vear 1914-1915 would not have borne 
the full year's expenditure as com
pared with the previous year. 

"To that end abstracts have been 
put through anticipatory of the receipt 
of acquitted vouchers from the conntry 
districts to the extent of £106,709 6s., 
and also on account of certain pay
ments by the Agent-General to the 
amount of £9,333 6s. Sd." 

The Government sitting on the Treasury 
benches paid the 1Cecounts last year in antici
pation of receiving the vouchers by the 30th 
J uno, and vet the:v did not adopt that prac
tice this year. They adopted it last year 
because thev had a big surplus to work upon, 
but thov fa'iled to adopt it this year because 
they were faced with a. deficit of approxi
matclv £100.000, according to the report of 
the A'uditor-General. How did the Gm·ern
mcnt deal with the surplus last year belong
ing to the late Government? This was what 
the Auditor-General said last year-

" Included also in the expenditure 
charged as at 30th June la.'t were the 
following items:-

" Cost of wooden school 
buildings for three months, 
1st July, 1914, to 30th Septem
ber, 1914, charged to loan-

£ s. d. 

now to be charged to revenue 4.515 17 1 
") .. mount to adjust unre

couped expenditure on various 
estates under the public estate 
improvement fund ... ... 42,000 0 0 

" Part depreciation, under
writing, and other charges on 
debentures and inscribed stock 
issued February. 1915, under 
Loan Act of 1913 ... 85,000 0 0 

£131.515 17 1" 
The TREASURER: Were they not proper 

charges? 

HoN. J. 'I'OLMIE: That was the way in 
which the hon. gentleman opposite endeav
oured to depreciate the position of the late 
Government on 30th June, 1915. Instea.d of 
dealing- with matters in the same way this 
year, they asked all the departments to hold" 
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back their June accounts in order that they 
might have a surplus. The Treasurer ma,de 
that request himself to the various heads of 
the departments, because it appeared in the 
Auditor-General's report. 

The TRHSURER: Oh, go on. You are only 
rornanc1ng. 

The bell indicated that portion of the hon. 
member's time had expired. 

HoN. J. TOL::\IIIE: I have another five 
minuh·,. If the Treasurer would only look 
through the Auditor-General's report and see 
what he mid about the Railway Department, 
Police Department, Justice Department, 
Home Department, Agricultural Department, 
and Agent-General, London, he would see 
that accounts that should have been paid in 
June "·ere lwld over until Julv. It was shown 
bv the Auditor-General that the vouchers 
,,;ere sent in. 

The TREASURER : The vouchers did not 
1·each the 'Treasury. 

Hox. J. TOLMIE: This was done in order 
that hon. gentlemen opposite might show a 
surplus, and the " Bulletin" wondered why 
warrants had not been issued against the 
Treasurer. On pa.ge 34 of the Auditor
General's report the Auditor-General showed 
that the sum of £102,292 was not charged in 
the expenditure. It was also shown by the 
Auditor-General that the expenditure in the 
Railway Department was £343,382 greater 
Vhan the previous year. The decrease in the 
earnings for the same period was £86,653. 
To mark the sense of displeasure of the 
Opposition at the manner in which the Go
vernment had manipulated the accounts for 
the year 1916 he moved a reduction in the 
Auditor-General's vote of £1. 

Th0 PRE)liER: That is to be taken out of 
the office boy's salary. (Laughter.) 

Hox. J .. TOLMIE moved-That £9,291 be 
grant-ed for the Auditor-General's Office, in
stead of £9,292. 

The PREMIER: Will you specify the item you 
wish it to come off? 

HoK. J. TOLMIE: He was just marking 
his sense of disp!Pasure at the action of the 
Government. (Government laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : That IS 

the best joke of the debate. 
ThP PRni!ER: lt ''ill giye Murrurnba a 

chance to P.pcak again. 

Mr. FORSYTH : Ho had been in the 
House £01: sixteen voars, ~tnd he never heard 

. ., man with intelligence as the Premier had 
got n1ake such an incorrect staton1cnt in con~ 
noction with the financ0s of the country that 
the Premier ha-d done. That was nun1ber 
one statement. The Premier tried to make 
out that he could simplv whittle the 
accounts in anv wav he liked~. Tho Preinier 
saicl that if he \va~tecl to hG could pay the 
liabilitir ... at the cJ,d of June. and if he did 
not want to he need not do it. 

The PRE~IIER: Th<lt is what I say you did. 
)lr. FORSYTH: The P"·emicr thought 

that he could deal w;th the finances in ,;nv 
wa,· that he liked. According to honest 
banking, they could not do that at all. 
VYhon :VIr. Connah was Auditor-General he 
had the following in his report:-

"I have suggested to the Government 
an amendment of the Audit Act so as tD 
require the Treasury books to be finHlly 
closed on the 30th June of each year." 

The PREMIER: That is what we have done. 

:VIr. FORSYTH : The Premier did not 
follow that policy at all. According to the 
Audit Act. when the Tre~surer' got the 
abRtracts, he was supposed to pay them. 

rho TREAS11RER: 2'\o; the . \ udit Act does 
not say that at all. 

Mr. FORSYTH : The Audit Act did eay 
it. This was what the Audit Act said-

,, Everv public aceount in whose favour 
11 credit· shall have b0en cstublished in 
terms of the last prcce<ling section shall 
forthwith after the payment of such 
accounts as aforC''-n,id, or at such other 
times as he mav be instructed to do so, 
trans1nit to th8 Treasurer accounhl or 
absh'acts duly vouching for the several 
sums paid from such credit. 

" And the Treasurer upon the receipt 
of such accounts or abstracts shall in the 
manner prescribed by the said preceding 
section withdraw from the public ac0ount 
such ;,un1s as n1ay be necessary to cover 
the services so paid, <ind shall lodge the 
same in the bank or banks aforesaid to 
the cr0dit of the several public ac,-,oun
tunts who shall have made the pay
ments." 

Did the Treasurer do that? 
The TREASt:RER: Do what? 

Mr. FORSYTH : The hon. gentleman did 
not understand plain English. 

The TREASURER: Read the preceding sec
tion. 

Mr. FORSYTH : The Audit Act told the 
Treasurer what he had to do, but he did 
not do it. 

The TREASuRER' If ·what you say is true, 
then the Auditor-General would not have 
passed thE! accounts. 

Mr. FOHSYTH : The Audit Aet said that 
when the abstracts wore presented they :r:r:ust 
bo paid. 

The 'l'nEASt:RER: You don't understand 
what vou are reading. If the meaning of 
that i: what :;ou say it is. the Auditor
General could not have passed the accounts. 

Mr. FORSYTH: They saw from the 
Auditor-General's report that £130,000 was 
kept back that should have been paid. The 
abstracts werE! in the hands of the Treasure;, 
ar,d what he was asked to do under the Audit 
Act was. when he got the abstracts. rcplemsh 
the caBh credits of those accounts . 

The PREMIER : Why did the Auditor
General pass the accounts at all if what you 
say is correct. That is the answer to that. 

Mr. FORSYTH: The Auditor-General dis
tinctly told the Government that they had 
done wrong. 

The TREASURER: He did not. Do not twist 
it. He particularly refrained from doing 
that. 

Mr. FORSYTH : Such a system was 
simply a rotten se tem. When the TreaBurer 
got the abstracts on the 29th June for the 
£130 000 he should have charged those 
a~;o~nts to the year's accounts. Did Mr. 
('onnah, or anybody .:;lPe. suggest that 
abstracts in black and wh1te, a.fter they were 
before the Troawrer, should be charged to 
th,, following year? Would the hon. member 
point to any Auditor-General's acco..,unt or 
report which actually said that the Guvern· 

Mr. Fo1 ~y~h.] 
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ment of the <lay had the power, when 
n bstraets were in their hands, to day, 
" Charge them to next year" ? 

Th9 SECRE'rARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : ThEiy 
cot,ld ask for as few or as many as they 
p!eased. 

GoVERNMENT MEMBERS: HEiar, hear ! 

:\ir. FORSYTH: The hon. member was 
making a statement that was absolutely un
true, and he would like to make use of a 
stronger expression. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: It is 
acknowledged to be true. It has been stated 
in this House time and again. 

Mr. FORSYTH : I say the statement is 
absolutely false, and I give you the lie 
straight to your face. 

GovERNMENT cries of "Or<ler! Order!" and 
uproar. "\Vithdraw! Withdraw!" 

The PREMIER rose to a point of order. 
Was the hon. member in ordEir in telling the 
Minister for Lands that it was a lie? 

Mr. FoRSY'rH: I did not say he was a liar, 
I said it was a lie. (Renewed uproar.) 

The PREMIER : He said, " I giYe him the lie 
direct." It war) at any rate, very unusual. 

Mr. FORSY'I'H: I say this--

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: I 
understood the hon. member to make use of 
that remark. 

Mr. FoRSYTH: \!Yhat I will say is that it 
is untrue. I said that what he stated was a 
lie. 

GoVERNMENT MEMBERS : Order ! Order ! 
Chair! Chair! Withdraw! With<lraw! 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. member made use of these words, " I 
give you the lie dire·ct." 

Mr. FORSYTH: Yes, I did. 
HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Chair! 

V1'ithdraw! Withdraw! 
Chair! 

Mr. FORSYTH: If it was unparlia
mentary, I withdra,w, but it is true all the 
same. (Government laughter and renewed 
cries of " Withdraw!") 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. member, while· withdrawing the state
ment, repeated it by saying " It is true all 
the same." That is not a withdrawal. He 
ll'Ust withdraw tho statement. 

Mr. FORSYTH: I said the statement 1s un
true. 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Withdra\Y ! With
draw! and uproar. 

Mr. FORSYTH: It is not right. I do 
not require to bEi told to withdraw by any of 
you gentlemen. (Continued uproar.) 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: I aek 
th0 hon. member for Murrumba to withdraw 
the statement "I give you the lie direct." 

Mr. FORSYTH: I have already withdrawn 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : No, no ! 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: But you 

qualified it by saying that it was true all the 
same. 

Mr. FORSYTH: I do not want to be taught 
by you. I say that it is incorreQt. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : 1 want tD 
tgach you. 

[Mr. Forsyth. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order t 
Do I understand the hon. member to with
draw? 

Mr. FORSYTH: I say that the state
ment was incorre-ct. I withdrew before. 
There had Eever been any ev:dence to sho'v 
that what he <aid was wrong. 

The Minister repeatedly stated that it was 
only since 1910 that the question as raised, 
but oth"r members would produc0 evidence 
that the practice was in existence for years 
before that, and appeared in the Auditor
General's report. That would be shown to the 
hon. member in black and white. He did not 
'are who the man was, or what side he might 
be on-nobody could produce any evidence to 
show that anv Auditor-General had suggested 
that any :wcounts actually known to be in
the abstracts in the office-should be passed 
over into the next vear. 

The SECRETARY "FOR PuBLIC LANDS : Y on 
arc twisting it now. 

·Mr. FORSYTH : I urn doing nothing of 
the sort. 

Mr. MACART::\~Y (to the Secretary for Public 
Lands): What have you got to do with it? 

The SECRETARY 10R PUBLIC LAI\DS: I have 
as much as you haYe. 

Mr. :iUACARTNEY : Cuttleftsh. 
The PREMIER : If you will allow me to 

interject, what we say is that rhe late ~o
vcrnmcnt used to prevt-nt abstracts comu,;_z 
in. I, Government "Hear, hears:") 

::Vir. FORSYTH: ~c. The hon. member's 
usual thing was to try to quibble. The lete 
Government tried to get in the kno·wn 
liabilities and the present Government had 
£132,000 ' of known liabilities. They ali 
knew it was impossible to get at all the 
liabilities, because anybody who read the 
Auditor-General's report would see that up 
to September there was no lc&J than 
£357,000 of expendnure which really be
lon(\ed to 1915, hut a!! thoso "hich had been 
paid by officers of the departments, and the 
abstracts of w hi eh were 111 then· hands, 
should be included. Any Treasurer who 
would pass them over to the next yNtr was 
doino· an absolutelY dJshontst and faked 
thing':'. ' 

The PHE~!IER: You think that because you 
s<1y it ; it proves it. 

Mr. FORSYTH: It was not honest 
finance. It was not finance at all. It was 
only blin<ling the people. That was what 
Mr. Connah me<Lnt when he made that 
staterr,ent. If the hon. member wanted to 
find out why it was not, he could go and 
make inquiries from his head officers. If 
the Government did the same thmg next 
year, the balance-sheet would be absolutely 
useless, Lecausc ho":; "\vou!d the:J~ . know 
whether it was correct or not 9 D1d the 
hon. member think it would be an honest 
thing to charge amounts of liabilitie0, the 
vouchers of which had not <J.rnved, but the 
abstracts for which w~re in his hands, to the 
next year'! 

The TREASURER: It would be an incorrect 
thing until the Youchcrs are in 

Mr. FORSYTH : All he had to say was 
that from that out, .. God help the finances 
of Queensland." bee a us<, no man would know 
what the finances wer('. 

Mr. CoLLiliS: l\o Government would evLr 
tntst you to be Treasurer_. 
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M:r. FORSYTH : Perh :ps he could have 
1x·cn Treasurer 1nan,v years before no·;<.:·. fie 
WL"· offcrcJ the position 1nor,; thrr.n once or 
twice. but he "·ould not take it. He did 
~1ot suppo·;>J he ever "\Yould lw Treasurer of 
Queensland, and ho \Vas not anxious to be 
Tre;}stucr. I-Ie intondPd to give his voi __ ~ 
for what was honest finance. and when 
finanr0 \vas not honest he vvould criticise it 
to tlw beot of his abiiitv. The Lahmce-sheet 
wa not honest, and "as nnfair, and did not 
~how the pc'Dplo how the counlt-y reall} 
stood. 

Tlw THEASDRER: There has been too 
mul'h talk lately <tbout a dishonest balance
she~~t on tl10 part of the Govc,rnn1ont, and 
too much talk was coming fl'Om the hon. 
member, who should o. the last to talk about 
an honest balanc-e-sheet, and the last to 
criticise anvbody. The hon. member was 
connected with too many commercial firms, 
and he approached the matter from the view 
of the ordinary comonercial fin:mce, which 
wac too much concerned with the practice 
of cooking- and faking to enable him to o-ive 
a reasonable critidsrrt of the GoYernn1ebnt's 
financial situation. The Opposition realised 
that there was so little that could be said 
against the Government's finances that they 

had caught this boge,- of alleged 
[5.30 p.m.l faking of accounts,· when they 

knew that the Government were 
only carrying out what they had advocated 
wlwn in Opposition-a sv>tem which was fav
ou_red by thE' Auditor-General, and what was 
said should be done by the Auditor-General 
year after yea.r. The Auditor-General had 
stated in plain English that the Treasurv 
accounts should be closed finally on the 30th 
June, and that was what the Government 
had done. If thG accounts were closed 
finally on the 30th June it was no use getting 
abstra.cts, because it was impossible to get 
the acquitted vouchers into the Treasury 
until after the 30th June, and therefore they 
could not be included in that year's accounts. 
If the books were finally closed on the 30th 
June what was the use of ascertaining what 
the payments were prior to that date, pay
ments for which no Y<mchers could reach the 
Treasury until after the end of June ? What 
the qovernment h';'d . done was to adopt a 
practice and a prmCip]e that required the 
Treasurer to finally close the books on the 
30th June. All the acquitted vouchers which 
reached the Treasurer before that date must 
be shown in the accounts, and also all the 
revenue that came in to the Treasury before 
that date must be shown, but all the accounts 
that came in a.fter that date must be shown 
in the succeeding year. The hon. member 
for Murrumba advocated a most questionable 
practice; a dishonest practice which was 
carri(ed on for five years-that was to hustle 
in accounts of which mere abstracts were in 
the hands of the Treasurer, and pa's them 
through thP books for the year, not knowing 
whet!wr they were accurate or not, as the 
acqmtted vouchers were not received and 
not get particulars of the revenue rec~ived. 
They c_ooked the accounts . by showing the 
exp~nditure and n_ot showmg the revenue 
recmved by the vanous Government agencies 
in the St&te. If it was honest for the Go
vernment to wire all over the country to find 
out what had ~.ctually been paid by the 
Government departments in the various parts 
of the State, it would also be honest to 
find out what had been received as revenue 
in the various parts of the State. The Liberal 
Government did not do that ; they only 

resorted to wiring all over the State for 
account,, that had been paid when they knew 
they had a large surplus which they were 
likely to lose control of, and thus they 
attempted to whittle down tha.t .mrplus. 
The present Government had set a. practice 
which he hoped would be adhered to for all 
time in Queensland-that was to finally close 
the books on th<' 30th June, and put in all 
the accounts that had reached the Treasury 
up to that date, and acknowledge all the 
revenue that had been received up to that 
date, so that there would be an honest 
balance-shoot, and not a. juggling of fi_gures 
such as had been carried out by the Liberal 
Government. The hon. member wa.nted to 
keep the books open, how long after the 
30th June? Certainly there was only one 
honest practice, and that w a.s to finally close 
the books on the 30th June and to present a 
statement of accounts as was shown in the 
Treasury books on the 30th June, and not 
just pretend to show the transactions up to 
the 30th June. The hon. member condoned 
the practice of the late Government issuing 
monthlv returns showing the actual expendi
ture up to the last day of the month, and 
which did not include abstracts from the 
yarious departments, but the actual expendi
ture only. The Liberal Government had 
been doing that for eleven month-', a.nd in 
the last month of the year they swelled the 
expenditure account. They charged up 
accounts for which they had not the acquitted 
vouchers, although they had the abstracts. 
\Vhy did not they show an account of the 
abstracts each month? Thev issued eleven 
fa.ked Treasury returns and one good return; 
was that it? 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: No, no! 

The TREASURER: How did hon. mem
bers explain it? Every return issued pur
porting to show the expenditure and revenue 
should show the true expenditure and re
venue., but the hon. member's Government 
issued eleven Treasurv returns each yea.r 
showing the actual expenditure up to the 
end of each month and the actual receipts 
as shown in the Treasury books, but at the 
end of the twelve months they issued some
thing different; they issued Treasury returns 
sliowing the actual expenditure together 
with certain estimated expenditure, because 
until the acquitted vouchers came in a.ll 
they had to go on was the telegrams, which 
might be true or might not be true. 

As Mr. Forsyth had been keeping up a 
running fire of interjections, which rendered 
the Treasurer's remarks partially inaudible 
in the gallery, 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN said: 
Order '· Order '· I would ask hon. members to 
cease this continual snarling and a.llow the 
Trea~urer to make his speech. 

The TREASCRER thought that he had 
effectively refuted the charges members of 
the Opposition had made. Hon. members 
opposite wore trying to make out that 
thNe had been some practice followed 
which could not be condoned. They could 
not ,show "that the Auditor-General had 
criticised the position. He had called _at
tention to the change of practice, which 
w;ts quite right, because it was sonwthing 
different to what the previous GoverJJment 
had carried out, but the Auditor-General 
had definitely refrained from criticising th0 
Government for the change. If what the 
hon. member said-that there had been '1 

false balance-sheet-was true, would it not 

Hon. E. G. Theodore.] 
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have been the duty of the Auditor-General 
to refuse to pass the accounts? The hon. 
member could, not answer Lhat que,tion. 
The Audrtor-(xeneral was independent of 
the Govcrnnwnt, and was responsible only 
to Parliament, and would he not refuse to 
put his sit:nature to accounts if they were 
not correct ? 

Hon. J. TOL:.VIIE: He shows the true posi· 
tion according to the Treasury books. 

The TREASL'RER: That was what th0 
Government were responsible for. It was 
the Treasury books that they had to go by, 
and not tel~grams from country agents; 
by the acqurtted vouchers rl'ceived at the 
Treasur.'. :'\lathing else would be honest 
and nothing else would be a practice that 
could be condoned. 

Mr. S\VAY:\'E rose to support the amend· 
mont. The speech of the Premier "as " 
soi:t of special pleading-he was almost 
gomg_ to say it was misrepresentation. '.rhe 
Premier when he was reading the extract 
of the Auditor-General's report of 1911 
rea~ only paragraph 7, wherein the sug· 
gestwn :vas made that an amendment of 
the 4ud1t Act should be made to require 
tho 1 reasury books to be finally closed on 
tile 30th June f':tch yE'ar. The hon. gentle
man read that paragraph and tried to 
make out that it was a recommendation 
from the 1'-uditor-General, but it was merely 
a suggeshon, and the Auditor-General sug
gested one .or two alternatives. and pointed 
out that erther of those alternatives was 
JUSt a matter of policy. T'he Auditor
General in his report stated-

" As the various Audit Acts are 
sil<:nt on the question, it is, m my 
opmwn, a matter of financial policy 
for the Government to determint> 
whether the Hon. the Treasurer should 
at the close of a prosperous year~ 

(fl) ~'tntiripate and pass through the 
Treasury books such sums as have been 
~rtually paid away during June in all 
parts of the State, and thereby 
strengthen, what may be an ensuing 
weak year s revenue; or 

(b) By ignoring these outstanding 
liabilities, be compelled to transfer a 
larger surpl_u~ from concurrent revenue 
to the public debt reduction fund." 

He suggested either of those two alterna· 
ttves, and then he made the suggestion to 
amend the Act. But previous to that he 
referred to . th~. practice of paying up in 
Jm;e the h_abrhtws for that year, which 
actron he said was ;trictly correct. A11 the 
aftern.oon the> had been hearing both the 
Promrcr _and the Treasurer speaking of 
thrs as rf tt was wrong. The Auditor· 
General said:-

" a!'d charged to the Juna expenditur 0 , 

whrch Js stnctly correct." 

The PmmrEH : Taking· a strict reading of 
the Act, that is correct 

Mr. S\VAYJ'\E: Then, again, hero wa3 
another mJsstatement. They were told that 
19~0 was the first time that ever such a 
tlung had been done, and the Auditor· 
General went on to say-

" and ha Ye alway·~ 1Jt<en taken before.') 

[Hon. E. G. Theodore. 

Confirming that, he had here the Auditor· 
General's report for 1910, on page 2 of 
which he said-

,, I ma~· state that the practice of 
antiripating June cash credit expendi
ture has been adopted at the close of 
s~veral preceding years, and no excep
twn has been taken to it either by my 
predec·<:ssors or myself." 

It had been the practice for years before 
1910, although hon. gentlemen opposite had 
been endeavouring during the afternoon to 
mak•-' it appear it was an innovation in 1910, 
and a wrong one at that. \Vhat credence 
could the public attach to the statements 
of hon. rnembors opposite as regarded the 
Juggllllg that had taken place, because it 
was Jugglmg. Lo-,t year they charged up 
the whole twelve months' expenditure to 
the twelve months' revenue and presented a 
true balanc0 ·sheet, because they thought it 
would make their predoce<·sors appear in a 
\\ orso light. This ye-ar, in order to show 
a surplus whore there was really a deficit 
thev onh charged eleven months' expendi· 
ture agamst twelve monthe' revenue. Hon. 
members would realise that in order that 
the Trea,lxrer might gauge his position and 
for the public to gauge it for the t~velve 
months, he must at the same time show 
his expenditure to the twelve months. On 
pa15e 3 of his report for this year the 
A udit0r-Goneral said-

" It will be seen that the amount 
charged as expenditure for July, 1916, 
Pxceeded that for the previous July by 
£157.268 5s. lld." 

And then he went on to speak of the follow· 
mg three months. The point was, that 
through th0 <Mrying on of this expenditure 
whrch should have been provided for in 
the previous twelve months, it put them 
\HOB[' the next July to the amount of 
£127,000. Then the Auditor-General went 
on to say-

" This is attributable principally to 
withholding the payments previously re· 
f0rred to, nnd \vill, of course, adYcrsely 
affof't the current year's figures." 

Yrhon they saw statemenh like that from 
·~urh a cource, \\·horn did they refer to? 

The PRJmn:n: You. 

Mr. SWAYC\'E: No. The Auditor-General 
vvas referring to the Pren1ier's last vca.r's 
f;nances: he spoke of the current vear's 
fig·m·,. ~. \\'as it honest to adversely -affect 
the current year'' figures-to mislead the 
rublic in thctt manner to the ·extent of 
£120,000' The people of Queensland wore 
r,o dcmbt pleescd when thov saw that the Go
v~~rnment had a surplus o{ £34,000, but they 
md not realise that the whole of the past 
year's cxpPn"'>~s had not bePn charged against 
that surplus, and that if thev had been 
ch·.urred tlwre would hav.e been" a deficit of 
£100,000. Did they call that honest financing? 
Further, what justified him in his charge was 
that~ th,· GO\:ernrnent did exactly the rever,e 
]ft the_ pre,:Jous .\ear. The first year they 
wore m office they charged the whole of 
the tw('] ve rnonth~' cxpcucliturc up because 
ic ;;:uitcd thcn1; and then, next vcar. berauso 
it suilccl them, the7 only charged up cloven 
HIOHths' PxponJitur<'. That justified him 
111 ;c,aying that the Pren1ier's speech had been 
BTO:-- _ly rni;31Ct;ding-. rrhe Auditor-General, 
111 his report of 1911, pointed out that the 
act~on of the GoycrnnF)nt in charging up the 
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"'--._-hole of the general expenditure in the 
year's balanr0 -sheBt was strictlv correct and 
previously, in his report of "1910, pdinted 
out that rt hac! bccll done on several occa
P.ions; and yet the Pren1ier, in speaking this 
afternoon, saic! that it had not. 

::\Ir. H. L. HARTLEY: He did not wish 
tu spc:d< at any great length on this question 
and attPmpt to tear a passion to tatters, as 
had bc,,ndmw by members of the Opposition, 
Eor to Indulge in any criticism on high 
finance•, becc,use he die! not suppose he "as 
much hotter qualified than those who had 
sl'oken on the opposite side. It appeared to 
ln_m thac hon. members opposite disagreed 
"rth the syblem of the Government, and did 
L )t llppcar to be able to fasten upon the 
Auditor-General anv statement that he dis
ag-reed with the system. The real complaint 
of the Opposition with the Government was 
that the:, sho,'·cc·d a .surplus of £34,000, when 
they would nave Irked to see a deficit of 
£100,000. He did not think this Government 
was afraid of showing a deficit of £100 000 · 
Lut what they did want to do was to 'hav~ 
the books closed at the proper time. He did 
not think that, if there "ae a deficit of 
£100,000 this year carried over to next vear 
it would disturb the Queensland public" on~ 
wta, more particularly seeing that last year 
the Government handled the finances so 
jt,·diciously that they were able to give 
noes to the lower paid public serv ~nts and 
iLcrease wages to the extent of over £400,000. 
He· did not think anybody was going to 
worrv about a £100,000 deficit being carried 
<'\"er; possibl:- that was not in accordance 
ll"itb the rathE•r slim wav of financing for 
which past Go,·ernmcnts" had been noted_ 
P1·obably hon. member·, opposite would have 
shown a surplus which thBv mio-ht have been 
able to reconcile with their st~tements but 
no doubt th~y .would have qhown it as' they 
!~ad shown It m many years past-(Opposi
twn hught~r)-by cutting down the public 
· .. en·ants and the railway servants as they 
elK! before the last <"lection. But even had 
the Auditor-General at all quibbled about 
the m~tl:oct of the Government, it was only 
Ius oprmon on the method of keeping Go
IT_rnment accounts, and although a member 
rwg-ht not be an expert, he could still form 
"" opinion as to the best method of keeping 
ac·counts. He, for one, did not endorse all 
that the Auditor-General said for the reason 
that in another part of his' report he put 
fnrward a recommendation with which he 
(:Yir. Hartley) entirely disagreed and that 
was in hi; criticism of the Accountant's 
Branch of th,, Railway Department so far 
ae It affected the ·decentralisation scheme. 
The Auditor-General's report was adverse 
tr> the decentralisation system, and he recom
mended a return to the old method -evi
dently bei'lg- wedded to old methods a~d old 
systems, the same as hon. member;, opposite. 
He hoped the Tr(•asm·er and the Secretary 
for Railways "-ould not attach too much 
w-"ight to the criticism of the Auditor-Gen
eral in connection with the decentralisation 
~c~cn1? uf keeping accou~ts. On page 39, 
rc:errmg to the Townsnlle accounts the 
Auditor-General said- ' 

" "Under the circumstances, and bearing 
in mind the inexperience of the staff, the 
accountant a pp ears to me to have done 
well to keep the finances in order, Until 
gui to recently thin)SS have certainly been 
m a tangle, but IG should be borne in 
mind that during the first three months 

the accountant had to practically, as it 
Wf'!"C, carry the whole office on his 
shoulders, and it is fortunate that 
matters have turned out satisfactorily. 
The 11ork of the office appears to be now 
v. dl in hand, and, should an efficient 
shtff be available, further trouble should 
not be oxverienced." 

If an efficient staff was going to remove the 
evil, why should the Auditor-General 
recommend a return to an obsolete system'! 
The suggestion had given rise to very severe 
c<,mmont from business people of the CentrP 
and the Korth. In referring to Rockhamp
ton, he said-

" In respect of the Rockhampton 
accounts, which are very much smaller 
than Towr;sville, the inspector's report on 
that office to 9th May last was, I am 
plE·>sed to say, of a generally satisfactory 
nature, but as regards the Stores Branch 
at Rockhampton, I regret to state that 
the i'osition "as most unsatisfactory-the 
office work there was found to be con
siderably in arrears, and a test of the: 
stock was, therefore, impracticable." 

That was not a condemnation of the systeru, 
but of an officer who evidently did not know 
how to conduct his own branch, and he 
trusted that on that matter the suggestion of 
the Auditor-General to return to the old 
sysem -,ovould not be carried out, because in 
a previous paragraph he condemned his own 
recommcHdation in what he said with respect 
to the Ipswich workshops. On page 33 he 
said-

" The inspector who examined these 
accounts in November, 1915, found the 
office work very much in arrear. Stock 
l~dgers had not been balanced since the 
previous l\1arch, and the adjustment of 
discrepancies arising from the stocktaking 
at that date i>ad not been completed. I 
minuted the report as follows:--

' It 1s regrettable that the heretofore 
highly satisfactory state of the Stores 
Branch at Ipswich should now have 
been allowed to get into the position as 
disclosed in this report. An effort 
should be made as soon as possible to 
bring the books up to date, when the 
inspector can make a further examina
tion.' 
"On the· 4th May, 1916, the inspector 

again visited the Stores Branch at 
Ipswich, but found no improvement, and 
reported as follows :-

'I find that the stock ledgers have 
only been balanced to October. 1915, the 
work being thus still five months in 
arrear. 'l'hc storekeeper informs me 
that he confidently anticipates havin<r 
the work up to date by the 30th June 
proximo, and my intention was to 
make ;L test of a number of lines of 
stock, but on account of the backward 
state of the work, this could not be 
done.' 

"On 27th September, 1916, with the in
spector, I personally visited the Stores 
Branch, IpB'' ich, and, as a result, I was 
pleased to be able to advise the Commis
sioner that the accounts portion of the 
office 'Vork v1as now in a satisfactory 
position. I also drew the attention of the 
Commissioner to the fact that a very con
siderable quantity of valuable material 

ilir. H. L. Hartley.j 
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was not under cover, and coneequently 
exposed to the weather, with the result 
that much of it shows signs of marked 
deterioration.'' 

The Ipswich workshops were under the 
cc,ntrol of the Southern Division and of the 
Accountant's Branch of the Southern Divi
sion, and the state of affairs there was much 
more unsatisfactory than in Rockhampton
which was acknowledged to be satisfactory
er than m Townsville, which it was admitted 
would show satisfactory resulte if an efficient 
staff were dvailable. Now the Auditor
General recommended a return to the old 
method; but he trusted the Premier and the 
Secretary for Railways would not accept 
that suggestion, because among business 
people the dec<·ntralisation scheme had given 
a very fair measure of satisfaction. It had 
not given all the satisfaction that was 
expected, because certain powers had not 
been made sufficiently definite or wide for 
the! Deputy Commissioner to handle the 
business. He did not think any business man 
would justify a return to the old system 
so far as the Central district was concerned, 
because no business man expected a new 
system to work altogether satisfactorily in its 
;;,itial stages and when it was being carried 
c.ut practically by a new staff, many of them 
nqvices in the system. A worse state of 
affairs <>xisted at Ipswich than at Rockhamp
ton or Townsville, and it was within the 
memory of most people that only a few weeks 
there was a big police court case, where 
it was proved an employee had been taking 
big quantities of railway material, and that 
big quantities of railway material were being 
very loosely and extravagantly handled, and 
that opportunities were given for it to be 
taken away. 

* Mr. MACART;'\EY: They had had quite 
an interesting time that afternoon on a 
matter ~hat seemed to be capable of being 
settled by a few words. This year the Govern
ment had adopted a different system to that 
which had been in existence since 1910, and 
the Auuitor-General had called special 
attention to the alteration. But there was 
one thing th:tt the Auditor-General had not 
seid in his report, and that was, that the 
statement of accounts was a true statement 
d the country's affairs for the year ending 
on 30th ,June last, and also that it was in 
accordance with the provisions of the Audit 
Act. It would be very simple for the Premier 
to ask the Auditor-General to furnish a 
supplementar~- statement~ which might be sub
mitted ro thA House, with a view to putting 
an end to all this exciting squabble. If the 
Auditor-General would saY that the state
ment of accounts submitted· by the Treasurer 
was a true statement of the country's affairs 
for the "·ear 1915-16, and truly in accordance 
with the provi"ions of the Audit Act, nothing 
more need be said, and hon. members on the 
other side would be rehabilitated in the eyes 
of the country. If that were so, the Auditor
General might also proceed to say that his 
report had been misunderstood.--

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Misre
presented. 

:11r. MACARTNEY: He mig-ht also say 
rhat he had been only calling attention to 
the difference between the 3yctem adopted 
this vear and last vear. I( he had been 
Inisrc'i_Jrrscntcd, he ·wa~ sure that no one on 
the Oppo>ition cide wisheu to mi .. represent 
the Government. Th" Premier could obtein 

!,"Mr. H. L. Hartley. 

a statement from the Auditor-General in 
twenty-four hours. The question was, could 
the Governn1cmt get such a certificate frorrt 
the Auditor-General? 

The 'l'HEAScRER : \V e 
Auditor-General's report. 
guiltJ, of gross dereliction 
saying so in his repo:·t. 

have it m the 
He would be 

of duty for not 

1\lr. MACARTI\EY: If the lwn. gen1le
man said the Auditor-General would bo 
guilty of gross dereliction of duty, let the 
hon. g-entleman ask him to do it now. He 
(Mr. Macartney) did not want to stand there 
and criticise tl1c Government if he was 
labour.ing under Ltny Jnisapprehension. 

The TREASURER: You know that you are 
n1erely flogging a dead horse. 

Mr. MACART.::-.!EY: Let the Auditor
General put it right. He was afraid it was 
a very live horse. He suggested a very 
simple way of wipin,{ out all this scandal 
.and al1 these n1isropresentations. 

At 7 p.m., 
The CHAIRMA-' resumed the chair. 
11r. JYL\CART:\i.EY: Pebonally, he for 

one was prepared to withdmw anything he 
had said, and apologise to 1 he hon. gentle
man if the Auditor-General made that state
ment. If the Auditor-General did make 
that st,atement, then he must say that they had 
entirely mi.srearl the Auditor-GenEral's report, 
whioh he honestly believed was a criticism 
intended for the information of Parliament 
in connection with the jug-gling of figures 
for 1915-1916, contrary to the previous. 
practice. A charge was made with reference 
to the purchase of certain cattle, which the 
Pr.mier took for himself, <md the hon. 
gentleman got a statement from the 
Auditor-G<mcral such as he sugge>ted with 
respect to that transaction. 

The PRE11JER: I did not apologise. 

Mr . .MACARTNEY: The reason why an 
apology was not forthcoming ''·as that the 
ropmt did not touch upon the point of the 
charge. He never said that an over-price 
":1; paid for the cattle, and he was not con
scious that any hon. member of that side of 
the House had made such a charge. The 
Au<litor-GcneraJ's statement only showed 
that the deal was a good <lea! for the Go
vernment. and that there was no need for 
an apology. But as the hon. gentleman 
sought rcfuo-e in a report from the .\uchtor
General on ° that occasion, he seriously sug
gested the same course to deal with this 
matter. 

Tiw Pm,MIER: lt is very difficult for me 
to know ,,,·hat the <harg-es really are. 

Mr. ::YlACART~EY: Smely the hon. 
gentleman did not want him to enter into 
'' personal explanatiOn. 

The PHE:Mli:R : I ah\ U.)" wish anything to 
be brought out immediately if there is any 
suo-gestion in the nature of a charge against 
an}·one on this side of the House. 

;\Ir. MACAR'l'?\EY: He never said any
thino- in the House thut he was not prepared 
to s~bstantiate. He never charged the hon. 
gentleman with buYing tho·• cattle at an 
oyer-price, or 'Yit.h n1ak1ng a loss o~ the 
cattle. If hon. members on the oth0r s1dc. of 
the House were prepared to charge the 
Ooposition, and the persons behind the Oppo
sition ,in the country. '"'ith misrepresentatiOn 
with regard to the Auditor-General's com
ments, he challenged the Premier to g-et a 
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certificate from the Auditor-GeneraL stating 
that the Financial Statement pnt forv. ard 
bv the Trcasnrc•r far the vear 1915-1916 was 
a,' true ~tatement accordillg to the fa.ds of 
expenditure and rccPipts for the iin·111cial 
yeur. and that it \vas stricti··; in accord '-Yith 
th•e provisions of tho Audit Act; and further 
that the Atditor-General did not intend bv 
anv n1eans to reflect upon tlv~ '··tat,_rnolt 
1vh"0~ he S'--lggebfCd that if the proper deoits 
had ~.ocn made for the month of J uno thoro 
,.,.,mid have been a deficit of m er £100.000. 
That wa-; a fan offer to n1ake. The 
Premier, in 1naking an explanation vvith 
rc~~:ard to this n1atter, dai1ned for hi1nself 
to ·bo a highly 'JUa lifiod legal <mthorit: . He 
(Mr. Macartnoy) was not going to dispute 
that. Thr~ hon. gcni.!C<~1an read smne ex
tracts from the reports of the late Auditor
General to tho effect that the Government 
had strictly followed the correct practice. 
but he left out just enough not to close the 
gate. H.e (Mr. Maoa;·tney) proposed to point 
out what was the position. In the year 
1910. ?i1r. Kidston, as ,Treasmer. introduced 
into hi' ac0ountli certain debits which it was 
objcctPd ,;hould not have been included in 
thr' dc',rits for the month of June, thus rcduc
inr,- the amount of thG surplus. That \Yas 
th·~ ch~1rge n1acle ag·air1st :!\Ir. I\:idston in 
that year. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTvRE: A cha1·gc 
that you made againsr him? 

:11r. MACARTNEY: No; it was a charge 
th" hon. gentleman n,ade against him. In 
his report for 1911-1912 the Auditor-General 
said-

" As the variom Audit Acts are silent 
on the que~;tion, i1 is. in n1v opinion, a 
matter of financial policy for' the Gavern
mont to determine> whether the Honour
able the Treasurer should, at the clase 
of a prosperous vear-

(a) Anticipate and pass through iho 
Treasury books such sums as have 
been actually paid awav during June 
in all parts of the State, and therebv 
strengthen what may be an ensuing 
weak year's revenue; or, 

(b) By ignoring these outstanding 
liabilities, be compelled to transfer 
"' larger surplus from consolidated 
revenue to public debt. reduction 
fund-as provided for in sedion 2 of 
the Audit Act Amendment Act of 
1895." 

He said that he did not think the Govern
went would be likely to do the latter in a 
lean year. Later an, he made a recommenda
tion, and in that rccommendatian he said-

" As stated in my last report, however, 
under the existing law the practice is 
purely at the option of the Goyernmem. 
and the probabilitY is that it would nat 
be 1·esorted to in a lean year. I wauld 
again bring under the consideration of 
Parliament the urgent desirabilitv for 
an amendment of the Audit Act "sa as 
to require the Treasury books to be 
finally closed on 30th June each year, 
leaving any outstanding expenditure to 
be charged to the apprapriation for such 
outstandings on the next year's Esti
mates." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Exactlv 
wl1at has been done. ' 

::Vlr. Jl.ifACARTNEY: He did not know 
what had been done. The practice had been 
cnanged witf.out any alteratian in the Audit 

_\d.. The financia 1 position in 1910 was put 
on a properlv sound and honest basi· The 
accounts were closed on the 30th June in a 
proper way. The debits for the June month 
"ere included in the month of June. From 
that date, as the Secretary for Public Instruc
ti<,n himself said in 1910, it was correct. The 
hrn. gentlen1a.n said he was not p;·cpared to 
sa:,' that lt v,Tas incorrect. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IKSTRUCTION : 
I said that it was an evasion of the Audit 
Act. 

l\lr. MACARTNEY: The hon. gentleman 
snid that he was not prepared to say that it 
\.\ras incorrect. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC I:s-·STRUCTIO::-;r : 
I would not say that it was illegal, but it 
'"a~:-· an evasion. 

The bell indicated that portion of the hon. 
member's time had expired. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: It was a perfectly 
fair and square practice, and an honest prac
tice for the people of the State, and it had 
Leen strictlv follawed in succeeding years. 
It was foll;wed by hon. gentlemen opposite 
last year with a. little variation. Another 
practice altogether had been adopted this 
year, in order ta lead the people of Queens
hmd to believe that a surplus was obtamed 
'lnder the same svstem of keeping account& 
:;,s was advpted 'last year. The :\uditor
General came dawn perfectly frankly and 
stated in clause after clause what the Govern
m<mt did. As he (Mr. Macartney) said on 
the Financia,l Statement, the' abstracts were 
sent in and they ha.cJ the acquitted voU<·hers 
in their possession. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC IKSTRUCTION ~ 
For less than £1,000. 

Mr, MACARTNEY: It did nat matter 
what the amount represented, or whether 
they misrepresented the amount for £1,000 
or mare. _\.s a matter of fact, there was a. 
liability there because the accounts that were 
included in the abstracts had actual!~ been 
uaid out of the cash credit acPount of the· 
public account. There' was a liability there. 
'£here was !10 getting away from that. He was 
not going to argue that point any further. 
If the Premier could shaw that the 
Auditor-General's recommendation to make 
the alteration had been given effect to, 
then he could understand it. There was 
another matter. The hon. member for 
Carnarvon mentianed the moneyB col
lected by the Goyernmen~ in connectio:' with 
the embargo placed agamst stock gomg to 
the other States. Th~y faund an lacking 
thrangh the Auditor-General's report a par
ticular reference was made to the trust 
account, and stated that there was no
credit shown for those maneys collected from 
the people of Queensland, and illegally col
lected, without any warrant of law, . b~t 
nevertheless collected by the present admmis
tJ·ation. 

'I'ho PRE~HER: Other things that you said 
were illegal have been proved to be legaL 

Mr. MACARTNEY: If the Government 
of the country could impose a tax on a class 
of people o' this State and collect la~ge 
sums of money from the people and not gn·e 
credit for them in the public account,, he· 
'."as inclined to think that there must be an 
c ACtraordinan power vested in the Govern
ment that the House knew nothing abaut. 

'I'he PRE1ITER: vV (' arc not collecting any 
tax. 

Mr. Macartney.1 
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~lr. ::VIACART~EY: The Government 
charged 6d. per head on sheep and from 7s. 
6d. to 10s. per head on a number of cattle, 
and they had received the money, but no 
scatement of it appeo.red in any part of the 
tmst accoLmt. It was a most dangerous 
thing that a Government should be allowed 
to put any money to the credit of trust 
ac"ount that was not submitted to the 
scrutiny of Parliament. 

Mr. M oRGAN: It is over £1,000. 

Mr. 11ACARTNEY: He did not know 
what the amount was. The hon. member for 
Carnarvon had tried to get some information 
a bout the matter, but the· Government had 
always studiously evaded it. The hon. gentle
man was alwavs told that the information 
would be givenv jn due GOUrse, or SOinething 
eLe of that kind. 

The PRK\IIER: You want the information 
for the purpose of taking legal proceedings 
to try and break down the Act. I know 
that a lot uf questions were asked last year 
for that purpose. 

::\1r. MACARTNEY: That is pret.tv thin. 
The Premier: No, it is not. 

Mr. ::VIACARTNEY: If tho hon. gentle
man could substantiate that, he would be 
entitled to a leather medal. All they wanted 
to know wa, if a certain sum had ·been col
lected, and what account it had been credited 
>O. They were not asking whose monev it 
was or anvth ing about it, but they wa;}ted 
to know where the money was placed and to 
v•hat account. When money was collected 
'from the people of the State it was a fair 
thiug to let Parliament know something 
Phout it. The Government were not f'ntitled 
to tax the !Jeople of the State without saying 
what the money amounted to and to what 
eccr:ount it was credited. 

T'iw PREMIER: That money will be re
tu.rned to the peonle when they return their 
cattle. - ' 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. gentleman 
know that when those fat cattle went over the 
border it was not intended that they should 
return. 

The SECRE'fARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: No fat 
cattle crossed the· border. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: It did not matter 
"hether they were fat cattle or not. \Vhen 
cattle ,: ent over the border they went over 
for sale, e1nd were not expected to come back. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Some of 
them did <>ome back. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: They 
,;·cnt over for agistment. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. gentleman 
held money m his possession in respect of a 
number of cattle which could never come 
back to Queensland. 

Mr. MoRGAN: Th<w never will come back. 
ThA bell indicated that a further portion 

of the hon. member'" time had expired. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. gentleman 
talked about a trust account. The trouble 
,,-hieh arose in 1910 was because J\Ir. Kidston 
est" bli:;hod a trust account over which he had 
no \\~arrant in law. The practice in connec
tion with the Commonwealth Government was 
ful];c dih nssed then, and it was shown on 
going into the whole thing that it was not 
wioc that there should be an amount of money 
Bide-tmeked that could not be traced in time 

f3! r. M acartney. 

to rome. It v·as a case somewhat analagous 
t·~ that which occurred now. Money was 
pia~"cd to a trust account which did not come 
unde1· the review of Parliament. That 
c ur:ht not to be allowed by any Government, 
wh~·ther it w::~o Liberal or Labour. That 
monev was collected by the State from fue 
ownc!·, of sheep and cattle crossing the border 
and plaePd to a, trust account. 

The PRE}f!ER : Thoy signed an undertaking 
to bring them back. They are liable to an 
action if they do not bring thorn back. 

?vir. i\IACARTNEY: He would like to see 
th hon. gentleman bring . a fe':' of tl;ose 
actions. It would be exceedmgly mterestmg. 

The PRE:IIIER: You would put up the poor 
widow to defend the case with the Pastoralists 
Acsociation behind her. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: He had nothing to do 
with tha.t. He suggested that it would be a 
fair thing to suppfy information to Parlia
ment showing where the money held by the 
Govermm:nt was credited. He did not want 
to suggest anything improper, but the money 
should not be held as a secret trust account. 

*The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. J. M. Hunter, j£aranoa): The hon, 
gentleman who had just resumed his seat 
made special reference to the embargo on 
cattle crossing the border. The amount of 
monev returned to persons who had taken 
, attle.into New South \Vales from Que0nsland 
and returned again to Queensland was 
£1,593 up to date. 'fhat showed that. solll:e 
of the cattle did come back. He hold m hts 
hand the Auditor-General's report from 21st 
Julv, 1915, to 25th July, 1916. It _was 
ma;'kcd "satisfactorv " by the Auditor
General. It showed the money rec.8ived and 
held in susnense was £9,938 Ss. The amount 
refunded t;p to that date was £438 1s. 9d. 
The charge that the hon. member for Too
wonu had made wa,s similar to other charges 
mad~ in respect of the Treasurer's Statement. 

Mr. JlilACARTNEY: No charge. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 

The hon. member tri<:'d to make out that the 
department was receiving money and ta~ing 
no account of it. There was the Auditor
General's statement to the Chief Secretary's 
Office up to the 25th July. 

::\Ir. 1<1ACARTNEY: Not in our hands. 
The SECRETARY FOR PFBLIC LANDS: 

Bec,wse the hon. member did not kno:'~ 
evervthino- that had happened he eatd 1t 
wa~s ·all \~ronu. Thev charged the Govern
ment with ;verythi;}g they imagined. it 
was possible for a Government .t'? be gu~lty 
of. In their efforts to make politiCal cap1t::>l 
out of the changes that had been made. H> 

reuard to public accounts, the changes wh1ch 
th~y had advocated ~or the last six or seven 
vears. thev were cuttmg no 1ce. .\s a matter 
of fact, if they went back to the Auditor
General's reports they found that the very 
thing which the Auditor-Gene!al had urged 
to be done for years was be1ng done now. 
and the hon. member for Murrumba know 
it perfectly well. 

:\Ir. FORRYTH: No. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 

The hon. member got the loader of the 
Opposition to move a slight amendment. to 
Pnable him to make a second speedh, wh1ch, 
if he had any delicacy at a,ll, he did not 
think hn would have attempted to make, at 
an' rate, in the way he did. He saw the 
offfc •r of the Auditor-General in the ga,llery, 
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and placed him in a mDst en;barras,'i:'g posi
tion. If he wanted to get mformatron, the 
least he could ha vo done was to go to the 
otlic0 or the Minister, because he was sure 
no Minister would refuse any infDrmation 
concerning public matters to any member. 
Yet he placed the officer in a most embarrass
ing position, becau'•P. what_ wa~ the _natural 
assumption after seemg hrm mtervre:w the 
officer in the gallery, and return to h1s seat 
and begin to make charges against the head 
of the department? Surely that the officer 
!J,,d primed him for the attack. 

l\!lr. PETER~ON: Have you ever seen him 
do anything else? 

The SECRE'rARY FOR PUBLIC LA::'-IDS: 
He knew the hon. member had enDugh brass 
to Jo anything, but that exceeded anything 
I~ had e\·er seen. After all, what did the 
hen. rncrnhf'r ~uccccd jn doing? He proved 
,,bso!utely nothing, because he knew that 
tla Au-ditor-General had stated over and 
r.v.·r again that the svstem of the late Go
' ernment made it optional for the Trea
mrcr cf the day to get just as many accounts 
ir, to balance his ac•"ount and leave just as 
1nanY out as plea~ed hin1. If it was pos
,ible to manufactur-e any system capable of 
]Jeing C'liTupt--of cooking accounts-did not 
a ,vstem like that lend itself to oooking 
vccounts, and great deal more? 

i\1r. FORSYTH : Yol! are cooking- the 
Lt.:'COUnt~. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Order! 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
It wa' quite drmr from the statement of the 
Auditor-General that he belim·ed the time 
had arriYcd for a change to be made. The 
c!.antte had been made. and hon. members 
did nrt like it. In 1910. the Auditor-General 
said-

" As the 'arious Audit Acts arc sllcm 
on the qurstion, it is, in my opinion, a 
matter of fina,ncial polic:T for the Go
vernment to determine whether the· Hon. 
the Tro"'urcr should, at the close of a 
prosperous y~cu-

(a) Anticipate and pass through the 
Treasury books such surns as have 
l1een al;·eady paid away during June 
in all parts of the State, and thereby 
strengthen what may be an ensuing 
·; eak :rear's revenue; or 

(I>) By ignoring those outstanding 
liabilities, be compelled to transfer 
n larger surplus from the consolidated 
1'8Y0!1Ue to the public debt reduction 
funcl, res provided for in section 2 of the 
Audit Act Amendment Act of 1905." 

\V hat did the Auditor-General m<•an b:y that 'I 
There was only ono meaning-plainly, that 
the svstem fDllowed by the lato Government 
left it open for the Treasurer to manipulatn 
his aecounts to suit the n<'cessities cf the 
Treasury. The s,·st.em adopted at the pre
cent time m"de thct no longer pos3ible. The 
rrovi, ion sa, id now that all accounts must bP. 
paid for and accounts balanced on the 30th 
.June. They know that the late Treasurer 
had Yery large surpluses at times-at other 
times they were small-but he always re
duced those surpluses by sending telegrams 
out to the '\'arious parts of the State and 
charging up the amount' so as to reduce the 
credit balance. That was not honest finance. 

The PREMIER : He never collected informa
tion from the receipts. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
He cHwcr bothered about receipts. He simply 
,.,timatcd, which was quite different from 
h:P ing receipts. 

l\h. FoRSYTH: An abstract is an c'timate, 
you kno\v. 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The hen. member knew Yery 'vel! that the 
~-,stem that was in existence was used to 
O:rJvantagc hv the hon. member and hi, party. 
Ho hoped th<'Y would neYer resort _to it, and 
lw sincerelv trusted that the Ch1ef Secre
te.rv would ··ee that the Audit Act was ,• ltered 
bv ·that time next year, or before that time 
nCxt year. 

:Mr. FoRS'CTII: \Vhy don't you alter it? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Some things did happen in a night, but it 
,.·ould be ndmitted that the present GoYcrn
nwnt had brought in and passed more J,egis
b tion than any prcYious Government for 
the last ton vcars. The hon. member was 
''''vcr satisfied: If he had patience, he would 
get the Audit Act Amendme_nt Bill probabl_Y 
in its proper time. Even without the Audrt 
Act they had acted up to what they had 
rtdvocatcd for "care. and he thought they 
ha.d returned t'o a svstem of finance that 
would reflect credit oii the Government and 
be a benefit to the State. 

* 'l\Ir. GU::'-IN: The amendment gav<' him an 
opportunity of cDrrecting the misapprehen
sion under which the Premier appeared to 
be. He said that the question in regard to 
the amount received under stock embargo 
A(-ts had been answered several times. On 
rhc 28th August he first asked a question with 
rcfrrenre to the amount, and he was told 
the < :lHJ was sub judice. What that had to 
do with the amount he did not know. 

The PREMIER : \Vho told you tD ask the 
quc,;;.tion Y 

Mr. GUN::'-~: ::'-iobodv; he asked it hims0IL 

The PREMIER: Who put you up to it? The 
widow was appearing for the Pastoralists' 
Association. 

Mr. GUNN: She had nothing whate,·cr to 
r)., with it. Ho did not think it mattered if 
,•m·bodv did put him up or not. but he 
could ,;ssure the Committee that nobody put 
him up to ask it. I-Ie wanted the figures for 
hif.\ O\\'n information. 

The PRE)JIER: You are a member of that 
association? 

Mr. I}UNN: Of course, he was a member 
cf that association just the same as the 
l'femier was a member of a union organisa
tion. On the 3rd. November he asked the 
rremier the following questions:-

" 1. The number of sheep and cattle 
that have been allowed to leave the 
State under the Sugar Acquisition Bill 
or ,,ther embargo Acts since 1st January, 
1916-(a) Number to New South Wales; 
(b) to South Australia; (c) to Northern 
Territory? 

" 2. Amount of money collected by 
the Government under embargo Act•? 

" 3. AtLount refunded on stock that 
has been returned to Queensland?" 

And he was told that he had better make 
e,pplication for a return. He had made 
application for a return, but was no further 

Mr. Gunn.] 
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ahead, and now that the hon. member for 
Toowong said something that 

[7.30 p.m.] s€nmed to have brought the 
matter to a head, they wern told 

that an amount of £9,938 had been paid, and 
tbere had been refunded a sum of £438, 
le.aving a balance of £9,500. They were told 
when the Estimates were brought down that 
there was a surplus of some £32,000. Part 
of that Pm·plus was received on account of 
stock croosing the border. 

The PREMIER: No, no. 'l'hat was held m 
a suspense account. 

Mr. GU:\'N said he wanted to know where 
it was. They did not know whether it was 
1n f':'nspense acdount or 'vhether it was in 
smnobod~ 's pocket. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! I would point 
·out to the hen. member that there is an 
amendment before the Committee to reduce 
the vote by £1, and I must ask him to 
<:onfine his 1·ernarks to the amendment. When 
the amendment has been disposed of, the 
hon. member will have an opportunity of 
speaking to the main question. 

Mr. GUNN: He had explained that he 
was supporting the amendment, because that 
amount of money was not shown in the 
]<;;.timates in o.ny shape or form. It was not 
accounted for. and he wanted to know the 
reason why. · He had asked the questions 
'Cll two or three occasions, and each time a 
reply had not Leen forthcoming, and naturally 
the public were beginning to suspect that 
there was something behind the whole matter. 
Now the Minister for Lands got the parti· 
culars from th<l Auditor-General or somebody 
else and gave the information to hon. 
members. Would it not have been far more 
straightforward to have given the informa
tion long ago ? It was no use the Premier 
trying to sidetrack the issue by saying that 
lte (Mr. Gnnn) was backing up a widow and 
was a member of the Pastoralists' Associa
tion. He was there to represent his 
<:onstituents, and he wanted to know how the 
finances were being managed, and where the 
money was going to, and so long as he was 
there, if he thought it his duty to ask a 
question, he >vould ask the question, and 
It would be much better for members in 
charge of ~he different departments to 
answer the questions and not attempt to 
sidetrack them. 

The :PREMIER : I will answer them if I 
think fit. 

:vir. }.IcRPHY: Parliament can ma1te ;rou 
answer them. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order ! 

Mr. MOORE asked whether any people 
had ta.ken cattle over the border without 
signing a guarantee that they would bring 
them back. tecause he understood that two 
f,'Pntlernen had declined to sign the guarantee. 
'fhey said th• y would not sign the guarantee 
to bring the cattle back when they had no 
intention of bnnging them back. 

The SECRETAHY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Did they 
take them over·; 

Mr. :vrOORE understood that theY did take 
them over. " 

The SECRETAR.Y FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Did you 
send any over? 

Mr. MOORE said he did not send anv 
over without ]Jaying. What he wanted to 

[Mr. Uunn. 

know was whether anybody took cattle 
over after paying, but without signing the 
guarantee to bring them back. 

The SECRE1'Aln FOR PUBLIC LANDS: The only 
cattle that ,,·ere sent out without paying 
were stud ea ttle. 

Mr. i\fOORE : He did not say without 
paying. If people paid to take cattle over 
the border and did not sign any guarantee 
to bring them back, then the money had no 
right to be put into a suspense account, 
because it w".s in the form of a tax and 
should have llcen placed to revenue account. 
If the Minister would answer that qur•tion, 
he would be perfectly satisfied, but until 
that quec.tion was answered, he would not 
fee! at all s \tisfied about the vote. 

Hors-. J. TULMIE asked permission to 
withdraw hi,; amendment 

Amendment \vithdrawn accordingly. 

'~r. l\.IORGAN: The figure's that the 
Minister for I'ublic Lands had 1>t last made 
public show< d that £9,938 had been paid 
as deposit on stock crossing the border 
'epre,cnting a total of 79,876 head of cattle; 
and £438 had been refunded, which repre
~entcd 876 he"d of cattle. That showed that 
79,876 head of c.1ttlo had been taken from 
Queensland intc New South Wales, and that 
only 876 had been returned. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Don't 
forget that they have six months in which 
to return them 

Mr. :VIORGAN said that the six months 
i!l E8me instnnces had gone by, and the 
peoplE' had not returned the stock. 

The SECRE1'.1RY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: How do 
vou know that the £400 does not represent 
tbose etock? You are jumping at con
clusions. You do not know. 

Mr. }10RGAN said he was in Goondiwindi 
" few weeks ago, and made inquiries of a 
New South 1Nales stock inspector, who sup
plied him with figures showing that from the 
bt April to thn 30th September, in his area, 
representing about 100 miles of the border. 
no less than 16.750 head of cattle had crossed 
ii1to New Somh vValos from Queensland, and 
cnlv 210 had come back in that particular 
area. Those figures were startling, as they 
indicated that no less than 16,540 head of 
cattle had been lost to the railways of 
Queensland in traffic, to the workmen work
ing in their factories, and to the stock
bre8ders of Queensland, owing to the 
meddling of i:he Government and the mess 
thes made of different matters. 

The PRE~m'R : Do you say they would 
have been rett,rned if there was no embargo? 

::Ylr. i\IORGAN: If the Government had 
not interfered with the price of beef, they 
wonld never have gone out of Queensland. 
Jf the price of beef had been the same in 
Brisbane as it was in New South Walex 
those c.1ttlP would have been purchased in 
Queensland. and put on vacant stations 
which had f0w cattle on them now. but plenty 
of gmss. The peopl<> of Queensland woul cl 
have been able to buy those cattle, but 
owing to the fact that store cattle were 
worth £3 or £4 a head more in 'c\fcw Soutl1 
\Vak' than in Queensland, the buyers came 
over lwrP and outbid the Queenslanders to 
the extent of £2 or £3 a head, and took 
ilw caUlc to Xow South Wales, and those 
cattle ":ore neYer coming back to Queens· 
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land. \Vhen the Government fixed the price 
of meat so much lower than in other States 
they did a certain amount of good perhaps 

'"to a few people in Brisbane, where the State 
butchers' ehops happened to operate. 

The bell indicated that portion of the hon 
member's time had expired. 

Mr. l\10RGAN: He would take another 
five minutes. But they robbed the people of 
Queensland of some thousands o£ pound3 
Those 19,876 < attle which went across th~ 
borde1· rep1:esented at least £7 a head, and 
; t "as gomg to mean great loss to the 
people of Queensland. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order ! Will the hon. 
n1embt>r ende,,_vour to connect his remarks 
with the vote before the Chamber. 

Mr. :\fORGAN_: He was speaking on the 
vote. and he clarmed th1s was a matter in 
connection with the Yote. There was some
thing suspicious~-

The SECRETARY FOR PcBLIO LANDS : You 
know there were 50,000 more cattle treated 
by the meatworks than there would have 
been if thert> had been no embargo and 
they admitted it. ' 

Mr. MORGAN: The works, m his 
opinion, did not admit it. In the Goondi
\Yindi district there was a stockowner who 
11[cd 200 hen,d of fat bullocks. The Aus
tralian" }}I•.'d Export Company sent up a 
bnyer eo 1mpect the bullocks. 'l'he buve!· 
offered the stockowner a certain price, 
hut tho stocko"ner refused, because he 
send he could get a bigger price if he sent 
the bullocks to New South \vales. The 
owner put them into a sheep paddock which 
;,-as vacant. and allo_w:d his bullocks to get 
into good store cond1bon, and then crossed 
tlwm over the border, paying 10s. a head, 
anrl sold them for £3 a head more. 

'l'he PRE'IIER : He is liable to us for £2 
10::;. if >ve go to law. 

Mr. MORGA::"i": He might be but it 
showed how bad the administration was 
"·hen a station-owner could get £3 more in 
X ew South vV ales for store cattle. 

The I'REJ\IIER : Will you give us his name? 

Mr. J\IORGAN: No. 

'l'he PREMIER: That IS a fraud on the 
Administration. 

Mr. M ORGAN: It showed that the Go
ver_nment were passiJ_Ig rules and regulations 
wh1ch. mstcad of domg good, were only en
couraging the people to commit fraud. 

?he l'REj\JIER : So you do admit it is a 
fraud? 

Mr. ::\I ORGAN: If the Minister likes to 
say it was a fraud-but they were compelled 
to do something which they should not be 
compelled to do. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS; That is an 
argument against taking any cattle across. 

Mr. MORGA-;\i': It was an argument not 
to interfere at all. Why should the pro
ducers of Queensland bo compelled to take 
less for their meat, butter, and wheat than 
the people in the Southern States were get
ting for their produce? ·were not our rail
wa:. freights just as high and our taxation 
just as ~roat, if not greater? Our butter 

w,JS h"'35 111 price than it was in any other 
State, 'lnd also our rr1eat anc.l vvheat, and 
eYcrythin;; else had to sell. 

Tho bell indicated that the hon. member's 
time had expired. 

Th0 i::\ECRE'rARY FOR PUBLIC LAKDS ; Why 
are van allowing the farmers to get less 
for th~'ir vtheat? 

}h. J\IOHG~'cN: It was the hon. gentle
man who '":as responsible. He (Mr. Mor
ganl harl done more than the hon. gentle
!JJ< lL TT·ho \vas afraid to meet the farrncrs in 
:\lilc~. 

The CH~URMAN: Order ! Order ! 

The PRE:VHER wished to haYe a word on 
the nnt._·.;;tion of 'vhat v>'as called " the stock 
cJnba.rgo" of 10s. per head, which ;vas ob
tained h·orn stock-owners who desired to 
cross nttlc over tho border on signing an 
undNtaking that the cattle would be re
turned in six 1nonths. 

:\Ir. ; ;oRcAx: ·what is the Act worth? 

Th' PRE:,nER : The Act undt>r which 
the undrrtakino· ,,·as {ttikcd \VJ..S passed in 
1914--The }lt'at Supply for Imperial Uso 
A\ ~---inHn·"'diatclv after the outbreak of the 
y· ·1r. the purpos~ of vvhich wa~ to conserve 
in QuPensiand all the meat wlnch should be 
1nt.1cle availit:Jlc fo!· the Iml_)orial troops to 
go th.~.·ough th 1ncat works tlnd be sh~ppcd 
froHl Quccns1.>IHL The n1canue '\Vas Int~·o
dw eel bv the late GovnnuH,:lt, and it passr<l 
thrcntrh~ the {'vnneil. Th(~ n1ost in1porta.nt 
spcccl~ "hi eh .,,,as made there. but which 
110\V turne-d. ant to be pure hum l1ug a'·-, far ~h 
hP conl-d ,,'C. was one made by the Hnn. vV. 
H. Campbcll, M.LC., who said that he 
spokP on the -otnthority of the president of 
thr• Pnstor;dist ~\ssociation. 

The SEC'RIT'L\RY FOR PUBLJC LANDS: The 
hon. member for Wide Bay made a speech 
here. 

'l'he PREMIER: Yes. They po:ntccl one 
that the pastora1ists \vere prepar'd to ln"·tke 
a sacrifice, and to have their markets cir
rnniscrib{•d and ronlincd to Q'_tcPn--;laLcL i 
orrlcr t~l":l t the ncces~ a "!.·v a .nount of t' \ t 
might be tnadt~ ~va1labiP for the . Impcri,·d 
troops. Since then they had que· tloned the 
validitv of tbc Act through the medium of 
.a "\Yido\Y '" ho ovvne·d n plr-ce of b.nd near the 
border of South Au"tralia. and a mmnher 
of the Pastoralists' .\soociution. who was 
liable for the payrn0r1t of the costs, rose in 
his place here this afternoon. and also the 
hon. member for Mm·illa, and they actual!.' 
contendcd--

Mr. GcX">: \Vhy is it wrong to be a 
n1ember of the Pastora1ir,h' Association? 

The PRKYIIER: He was m<?rd,v stating 
the ~acts. I\o doubt, the people of Queen,. 
land IVC't'C interested in knov.Ting them: and 
n1ig-ht druvv sorne inference froln then!. 

:VIr. :VloRGAX: You are a memkr of the 
.Australian VVorkers' Union. 

The PHE.~TIER: He would like to have 
recor-de-d in " Han,,<trd " ·n h •t the Hon. W. 
I-I. Carnnbcl1 actnallv srrid on that occasion 
in tlw (iouncil. He "said-

·' At this late hour of the ni'iht I do 
not wi:" h to n1ake any h_•ngth;.T rmnarks. 
I am very sorry that the president of the 
Pastoralists' A'"ociation, the Hon. Mr. 
Whittingh~m. is not here to-ni?-"ht, being 
prevented att0nding br a very jmportant 
engagement. I may say, on behalf of 

Hon. T. J. Ryan.] 
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the Hon. ~1r. Whittingham and the P"-S· 
tmalists, that, although this Bill may 
appear rather drastic in commandeering 
our flock·, and herds, yet we feel that at 
the present juncture any sacrifice is not 
too groat to makH on behalf of our 
n:other country. vVe shall for a long 
time los8 a market for one of our 1Jrin~ 
cipal products-" _l 

1\lr. MORGAN: H() was referring to foreign 
markets, not the New South Wales market. 

The PREMIER-
" v1ool.-as we have no 1ncans of getting 
rid of it at present. StilL we cheerfully 
suhn1it to this InPasure, v:hich gives the 
Irnpcria! Government the right Over our 
property, and I am sure we shall !war 
no complaints from the pastoralists. We 
will cheerfully submit to the little sacri
fices which it entails upon us, provided 
we can help the Government of Queens
land and through them the Imperial 
Government of Great Britain. I am 
sure the Bi]] will pa's through all its 
stages without any opposition " 

Mr. MORGAN: Does he say anything· about 
cheap meat for the State butchers' shop'? 

T.he PREMIER: Although these protes
tatiOns were made at the time, and they 
heard no complaints from the pastoralists, 
t~ev had heard a goo:l many complaints to
mght because the Government were putting 
into forcAJ the provisions of thttt measure. 
TheY_ ;vere ~dually told that if they had no 
provision w1t.h regard to making persons sign 
an undertakmg to return stock to Queens
land there would be more cattle here. 

Mr. lYIORGAN: That is so. 

The PREMIER: It was the most ridicu
lous proposition that could possibk be pro
pounded. Was not the howl that Chad been 
raised rc:tll:.· due to the f.act that they were 
not able to take their cattle to Adelaide, 
Melbourne, or Sydney? 

~Ir. ::VloRG.IN: No; it is against the low 
pnce that you have fixed for the State 
butchers' shops. 

The PREMIER : The Minister for Public 
L<tnds had stated that on account of the 
opcratiDn of the .\et 50,000 bullocks had been 
put through Queensland m<:'atworks more 
than would have been passed through if 
the embargo ha·d been removed. 

Mr. MORGAN: That is an absolutely mis
leading statement. 

The PREMIER : Those who were in 
charge of the meatworks were in a better 
r:osition to pass an opinion upon the matter 
than the hon. member for Mm·illa or the 
hon. member for C'arnarvon. 

:Mr. M oRGAN: I ha, e spoken to the mana
g·m·s of mcatworks on the subject. 

The C'H.URMAN: Order ! Order! 
Mr. MORG.\N : They used to get bullocks 

from Now South Wales. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I have re
r:eatedly called the hon. member for Mm·illa 
to order, and _he has disregarded that call. 
I now warn h1m that, if he persists in dis
regarding my call, I shall have to take other 
steps to maintain order. 

The PREMIER : He would now read what 
thE- hon. member for Wide Bav said on the 
sr.me subject. At page 590 of "Hansard" 
for 1914, the hon. member said-

" There had been several su.ggestions 

[Hon. T. J. Ryan. 

that the pastoralists were anxious to come 
in on a rising market, and get all the 
advantages of the misfortunes of the 
people in the old land. But he had dis
cussed the question of prices during the 
last few days with a great number of 
,,heep and cattle breeders, and he had not 
met one man who had not stated that 
on the question of prices he would be 
prepared fo put his signature to an agree· 
ment fixing the price for their output 
during the period of the war at the 
mean basic price of a week previous to 
the outbreak of the war. That was a 
sentiment in the heart of almost every 
c:tttle and sheep owner in Australia." 

Mr. MORGAN: vVasn't that said before the 
dl'ought-a year before stockowners lost 50 
r e1· ccmt. of their stock? 

The PREMIER : In reply to the hon. 
member's question, he would read again 
v;hat was said by the hon. member for Wide 
Bav--

" " He had not met one man who had 
not stated that on the question of prices 
he would be prepared to put his signa
ture to an agreement fixing the price for 
their output during the period of the 
war at the moan basic price of a week 
previous to the outbreak of the war .. , 

\Vould the hon. member now ask to go back 
on the agreement that he then said he was 
prepared to sign? 

l\Ir. MORGAN: There was no drought then. 

The PREMIER : The price the pastoralists 
were getting for their meat was much higher 
now than the price prevailing before the out
b·oak of war. 

:\Ir. MORGAN: It is le's than the price in 
New ?:ealand, Canada, Argentina, or any 
f'tatc in Australia. 

The CHAIRMAK: Order! 
I-Ion .• T. ToL~nE: \Yhat has all this to do 

with the charge that you have not rendered 
a nv account for the money vou have re-
co(ved? , " 

The PREMIER : The hon. member was 
evidently not pre·cnt when the hon. member 
for Murilla and the hon. member for Car
narvon were speaking, or he would not have 
made that interjection. It had already been 
explained that the money received in pur
suance of the operation of the Act amounted 
t<, over £9,000, and that it \\aS kept in a 
wspense account because certain litigation 
was pending to test the validity of the action 
cf the Queensland Government. That action 
was taken at the instance of the Pastoralists' 
Association, and a decision had been given 
against them, and now the hon. member for 
Murilla said that, because the Government 
asked for an undertaking and stipulated 
that 10s. a head should be paid, with a 
guarantee that the undertaking would be 
observe-d, certain pastoralists were turning 
their fat cattle into country that had been 
<a ten out by sheep in order that they might 
bo reduced in condition and become "forward 
stores" instead of fat catt!P, and that they 
tJ-,cn applied to the Government for permis
sion to take their cattle across the border; 
and they were given that permission on 
signing an undertaking to bring the cattle 
back, and on paying 10s. as a guarantee of 
good faith. 

Mr. MORGAN: They do not think the under
t.tking is worth a snap of the fingell!. 
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The PREMIER: He did not know what 
thev thought about the undertaking, but he 
c<euid assure them that they would find the 
undertaking was legally binding, and they 
y;ould find that it would turn out in the same 
way as the case before the High Court. 

Mr. MoRGAN: That remains for the future 
to show. 

The PREMIER : In his opinion the point 
ha,d been decided by the High Court. 

Mr. MORGAN: You will get a few more 
briefs. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! 
The PREMIER : They would find that the 

undertaking was binding to the full extent 
of the damages that would accrue if they 
did not return their cattle ;_ they would find 
that the 10s. was only a payment of so much 
on account. 'rhe real liability arose out of 
their signing the undertaking to bring their 
ca,ttle back. If they did not bring those 
cattle back, it was open to the Chief Secre
tary to introduce proceedings against them, 
and to recDver the difference between what· 
those cattle would have realised in Queens
land and the amount they brought in the 
South. It might be that the Government 
would have to consider seriously the question 
of raising the amDunt of the deposit to £2 
or £3 per hea,d. He wished it to be clearly 
understood by the people of Queensland that 
the undertaking those people had signed was 
a, binding undertaking, and that the 10s. that 
was paid was only a guarantee of good faith, 
and tha.t it· would be taken as part of the 

damages to which their friends opposite would 
be liable if they committed any breach Df the 
undertaking such as had been stated t'here 
that· evening was being committed. 

Mr. ROBERTS (East Toowoomba): He 
had listened very attentively to the criticism 
of the administration of the present Govern
ment, a,nd particularly in connection with 
the Auditor-General's report. It was evident 
that the criticism was well founded, because 
they had se<m that evening the Premier 
twice, and the Treasurer, and t'he Secretary 
for Lands getting up in defence of the Go
vernment, and it must be admitted that they 
had made a most fe€ble defence. The 
Pre'mier had said that the Government 
would consider the advisableness of taking 
action against certain individuals who had 
taken stock across the border after having 
paid 10s. a head. But, when the Secretary 
for Lauds wao~ speaking, the hon. member 
fm Aubigny asked the hon. gentleman three 
or four times if some men who paid the 10s. 
had not declined to sign a !l'uarantee to re
turn their cattle. It was qmte possible that 
that was w, because they knew that certain 
farmer,;-he did not know why-had been 
supplied with seed whea,t, although they had 
not even signed promissory notes for its pay
ment. He did not know whD was to blame 
for that. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Because 
we can get them to sign them. 

Mr. ROBERTS: It showed the want of 
svstem in connection with the business. 
Hundreds of cattle 'had left Queensland with 
no intention on the part of their owners who 
had paid the 10s. a head tD return them. 
Now the Premier said that they would pro
bably have to pay another £2 10s. per head 
if the cattle were not returned. The conten
tion of the hon. member for Aubigny was 
that some of the men who had taken c&ttle 
across the border had not signed any under-
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taking to return them, and the hon. member 
was justified in pressing the point, because 
that afternoon thc>y had to stay there from 4 
o'clock until a,fter 7 o'clock before they ex
tracted the information from the Govern
ment that there was over £9,000 in the 
Treasury received from those payment-s of 
10s. a head, and there was nD reference to it 
in the statement of accounts for the twelve 
months. Any business man must admit. that 
that money should have been accounted for 
in the statement of accounts for the year. 

With regard to the discussion on 
[8 p.m.] the comments of the Auditor-

General, it was quite evident that 
the members of the Ministry charged the late 
Government with having tried to get in all 
their accounts during the month of June, 
and with not having troubled about the 
a,mount of money they received during the 
twelve months. He was not going to ente~ 
into a discussion on that matter, as he was 
not a financier. But it seemed to him that 
certain accounts were tendered in the month 
of June, and that the Treasurer sent out 
instructions that those accounts should be 
kept back and not shown in the Fina,ncial 
Statement for the twelve months. When he 
read the July accounts, he found that the 
Government in that· month paid the accounts 
for both June and July. From July onwards, 
he supposed, they would pay their accounts 
regularly, and if at the end of the year they 
wanted to show a deficit-and notwithstand
ing the increased taxation, he was satisfied 
there would be a deficit-payment of the June 
accounts would be withheld, and in July 
following they would pay two months' 
accounts. That was a wrong practice, and 
he contended that the Government were nDt 
administering the finances as they ought to 
do. 

M.r. GRA YSON: He was pleased that they 
had got the information that they had been 
seeking for some time as to the amount of 
mr,ney which had been collected by the 
Government from the embargo on cattle 
p~ssing over the border into New South 
'\Vales. A question had been asked on this 
bubject on several occasions, but they never 
cu:ld get an answer to it. Now they were 
teld that the GDvernment had collected 
£9,500 .at t.he rate of 10s. per head. He 
1 epres;mted an electorate which joined the 
N<:>w South '.Vales border for many miles, 
and he l}elieved that. more cattle crossed the 
bcrdo'r '.lt. Killarney than at any other part of 
Queensland. Had the Queensland Govern
ment placed an embargo upon cattle crossing 
over to New South Wales during the drought, 
insLead of Queensland having lost 50,000 head 
of dairy cows she would have lost 150,000 
head. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Those 
arE' the truest words that ha,ve been. said dur
ing this debate. 

Mr. GRAYSON: He was always prepared 
to give credit where it was due'. 'I'he Govern
ment would have done an immense injury to 
the dairying indusLry had they placed an 
ombargo upon stuck going to the South 
during ~he drought. Many farmers and 
"''lectors in hi6 ele'L'tomte had sclectiDns in 
Loth Queensland and New South Wales, and 
if <luring the drought they had not been 
&llowcd to transfer their cattle from Queens
land to New South Wales there would cer
tainly have been greater losses of stock on 
the Darling Downs. In fact the Darling 
Downs would have been covered with the 
b:mes of their- dead cattle'. He should like 

M 1 • G'rayson. J 
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to know whether it was the intention of the 
Government to continue the embargo of 10s. 
per head on cattle crossing the border into 
N0w South Wale·s. 

The PREMIER: What I have been hearing 
from mernbe~s on that side has only a 
tendency 'o make us consider the question 
of increasing the amount. 

Mr. GRAYSON: His opinion was that if 
che amount was increased from 10s. to £1 
per head JL very serious injustice would be 
:lone to the stockowners. . Personally, he 
should like to see the embargo abolished. 
lhey all knew that the price of cattle in New 
South Wales at the present time was £2 or 
£3 a head more than it was in Queensland. 
I'hat was probably the reason why so many 
cattle were ~oing across the border. 

Mr. MoRGAN: If cattle were the same m·ice 
here as in New South Vv ales they would not 
cro.:-~ the border. 

The SECR~'rARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Then we 
oi10uld have meat at the same price here as it 
is in New South Wales. 

Mr. GRA YSON: He thought the time had 
s 1·rived when the Government should recon
s:<ler the matte·r and abolish the emba.rgo. 

The PREMIER: Don't you think that the 
ti:ne to approach me about that was before 
you fought Jt out in a lawsuit and lost'! 

Mr. GRAYSON: He had nothing to do 
w1th that lawsuit. Personally, he thought 
that there should be free interstate trade 
particularly in stock. When the State 
entero·d into .federation they hwd no idea that 
the Government would place an embargo on 
stock going from one State to another. 

The SECRETARY t<OR AGRICULTURE: Only last 
week you said that we should stop wheat 
coming here from New South Wales. 

Mr. GRA YSON: He voted against federa· 
tion, and 'te was proud of that vote, because 
he believed that federation had taken place 
twenty-five years too soon. 

The PREMIER : Do you want free trade in 
wheat, to allow it to cross the Queensland 
}order? 

Mr. GRA YSON: Decidedly. He contended 
that we should haVE' free trade in both pro· 
duce and stock. He believed in interstate 
free trade for both stock and produce. He 
was pleased that they had drawn the Minister 
for Lands to gi ,.e the information thev 
required in connection with the money 
H'cei ved in connection with cattle crossing the 
border. The hon. member for East Too
woomba c<a1d that the farmers had not signed 
the promissory note£ for the seed wheat sup· 
r lied to them. 

The CHAIRMAN: 0l'der! 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You had 

better leave that for the Agricultural Esti
mates. (Laughter.) 

Mr. GRA YSON: He did not say at any 
time that he objected to the New South 
Wales wheat coming into Queensland. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 

* Mr. GUKN: The Premier had cast a reflec
tion on him about being a member of the 
Pastoralists' Association. 

The PREMIER : Do you ea !I that a reflec
tion? 

Mr. GUc-.rN did not consider it was a re
flection to belong to the Pastoralists' Asso
ciation. He did not find fault with members 
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opposite for belonging to the Australian 
Workers' Union. It was nothing against his 
character if he did belong to the P astoralists' 
Association. 

The PREMIER: I did not say it was. 

Mr. GUNK: With regard to the embargo 
on stock crossing the border, he pointed out 
that he never said anything about prevent
ing fat stock from going over. 

The PRDIIER: How can you prevent fat 
stock if you allow stores to cross? 

Mr. Gl:N::'.;': There were far greater 
numbers of sheep going over the border than 
cattiP. The flocks of sheep had decreased in 
:\ew South vYal~s owing to the drought, and 
they wautcd to stock up again. That was one 
reason \Yhy the sheep should be permitted to 
cross the Lorder. The stockownf>rs in 2'\ew 
South Wales wanted female sheep to replenish 
their flocks. Surely it was not wrong to 
have an interchange of stock between K ew 
South \V al os and Queensland, seeing that 
thev were the one nation. He knew a man 
wh; brought over some stock for agistment, 
and when he went to take them back to New 
South vYales he had to pay 10s. per head on 
them to bring them back again within six 
months. The carriers at l\1ungincli and 
Goondiwindi also had to pay the 10s. when 
the" crossed the border to get loading. The 
Premier said that he collected the tax under 
the Meat Acquisition Act, but it was not 
collected under that Act at all. This was o. 
copy of the permit that was given to cross 
cattle over the border:-

"Place .. 
"Date ... 

" In considc•ration of the Government 
abstaining from acquiring under 
the Sugar Acquisition Act of 1915 

( ....... Cattle) now a~ 
(.. . .......... Sheep) 

and belonging 
to me, permitting me to remove them 
across the Border, I undertake to return 
the s.cicl .. ... .... .. .... .. . .. . ... . into Queens· 
land within six months (6) from the 
date hereof and hereby deposit with 
you, against such returning the sum of 
£. .. ................... , being at the rate of 
.. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . .. . . .. per head on the said 
....... I ... (Cattle). 
.................... . (Sheep). 

"Sgd .. 
The PREMIER: That permit is issued under 

thil Meat Act. You can only shift stock with 
the permission of the Chief Secretary. ac· 
c01ding to the Meat Act. 

Mr. GUNK objected to the Government 
acquiring the cattle at a lower rate for thl' 
people of Brisbane than the people oversea. 
It ought to be the same rate for both. 

Mr. LAND: Didn't you fight against federa
tion? 

Mr. GU::'.;'N: No. He thought they were 
going to have free trade between the States. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 

Mr. GUNN: The virtue of federation was 
departing, so far as the Meat Acquisition 
Ac'; and other Acts were concerned, and he 
was oecoming a unificationist. He thought 
that the sooner they had one State for Aus
tralill the better. 

Mr. BOOKER: He was sorry he was not 
preser.t when the Premier referred to a 
speech he had formerly delivered. The 
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Pren::er had repe&,edly stated to a. deputa
tion what he (Mr. Booker) had sa1d whe;l 
speaking at a critical time whe1_1 the )ate 
Premier, Mr. Denham, passed th1s measure 
dealing with the fixing of pnccs and givmg 
to Great Britain all the assistance they 

-could. Mr. Denham was the first Premier 
in Australia to pass such an Act in con
nection with the supply of meat for the 
requirements of the I~perial troops. _ At 
that time they httd decided to help Brnam 
to brmg about the issue they all wished to 
see. They had bad a good spring and an 
early summer, better than Queensland had 
had for seven years. Previous to 1914 they 
had two or three good years, and under the 
conditions which prevailed at that timf' 
-they were receiving £1 10s. per 100 lb. 
for their meat. The Minister for Agricul
ture knew that there was a shrinkage in tlw 
older stock, and also in the averag<' number 
of lambs and calves. Shortlv before 1914 
·there was a considerable nud!ber of cattle 
available for the war, and they were getting 
£1 10s. JWr 100 lb. He emphasised that 
because members had rep,mtedly wilfully 
misrepres,'nted his speech_ He stood by his 
statement 1nade at that tim8, but it had bee'1 
distorted and misconstrued. wilfullv or other
wise, and the Premier had no right to mis
·construe any speech that any hon. member 
made. 

The PRE~JIER : I read out your own words 
'from "Hansard." 

Mr. BOOKER: Nothing that the Premier 
might say would relieve him of the state
ments he hac! made and of fathering on him 
something he had never said. The Cabinet 
and the mPmbers of the party and their 
Press had stahed, not once or twice, but many 
times, when it suited them, that he said the 
selling price w"" £110s. per lOO lb. He never 
said anythin5 of the sort. It was not in 
"Hansard," nor could any hon. member who 
was present say he said so. What he said 
was that he, r.s a cattle raiser and fattener, 
'ivas quite prepared to stand by the price that 
was _ruling seven or thirty days previous to 
that time, which happened to be just previous 
t<• the outbr,!ak of war. The price he was 
getting himseif was £1 10s. per 100 lb., but 
what was the good of asking a man to sell 
the stock he had not got? In his distri et
the Burnett-the majority o£ the men had 
lost 50 per cont. of the who I e of their stock 
since the wal' broke out, and he had lost 
over 1,000 breeding cows on one of his 
properties. 'Th~ Premier knew that the con
ditions had altered. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION : 
You attacked them just as bitterly last 
session when you had not lost the stock. 

Mr. HOOKER: Anything that the Sec,:e
ta ry for Publ ie Instruction said was scientific. 
so scientific that after he had been talking a 
considerable time, he did not know whether 
h:e was d!sCu&;•ing ~the original question or 
r;ot, the moon or the blue cheese. Compare 
the position oi' Queensland with that of New 
Zealand. In Queensland, if undue taxes had 
not been levieci, the Queensland Government 
would have had a deficit of £500,000. New 
Zealand had declared " surplus of £2,000,000. 
\Vhy? Because the Government had fostered 
in ever,v po~iible way the export of her 
primary produce. 

The UHAIRMAN: Order! I have allowed 
the hon. member a good deal of latitude in 

.reply to the Premier, but I would remind 

him that the yote before the Committee is 
the Audit vote. I ask him to endeavour to 
connect his remarks with the auestion before 
the Committee. 

Mr. BOOKER: He was aware of that, but 
the Premier Jd his absence used his name and 
a speech he delivered on an historic occasion 
--because it was historic inasmuch as 1t was 
on the first measure of its kind introduced in 
any part of the Empire~and he took it he 
had the privilege of dealing with the ques
tion in l,h e bro:1d est sense. Instead of restrict
ing the export of their cattle, they should 
give the prodn9ers the widest possible Held 
for theu operatiOns. New Zealand, by domg 
something tha c the Queensland Premier had 
refused to allow the producers to do, had 
brought untold wealth to the country, and 
every man, woman, and child was participat
ing in the unheard-of prosperity, In Queens
land the Premier had placed an embargo 
upon the export of stock across the border by 
private individuals, but as head of the 
Government was doing just what he denied 
to private inJi,·iduals. The Government sold 
to the flouth Australian Government fat 
cattle from the south-west corner of Queens
land to supply Adelaide. 

Mr. H. L. HARTLEY: For military purposes. 

Mr. BOOKER: They sold them a line of 
bullocks at £18 12s. 6d. per head or there
abouts. He was quoting a Cabinet Minister 
o£ South Australia, who said that the deal 
was a particularly bad one for South Aus
tralia, but apparently all right for the 
Premier of Queensland. They would ask 
some question~ about that, and if it was 
possible to >\8t a definite and straight reply, 
they would know the facts, Not only clid the 
embargo prevent men from getting their 
etock into the best market, but the Govern
ment has shown gross mismanagement of 
the agreement with the meat companies, 
under which they sent a considerable quan
tJtv to the Sou•.hern States and made a profit. 
Was it rroper that any public man or body 
d public men should penalise the taxpayers 
in that way·? As he said when the Bill was 
bdore the House, personally he was pre
pared to do what he said he was prepared to 
do, and at that time he did not know an 
individual stockowner who would do other
,,,-ise, but for the Premier to ring in a state
ment like that was absolutely unfair. That 
was the principle underlying all trade and 
commerce. 2'\ew Zealand was just as much 
a part of Au>tralia as Queensland was a 
part of Australia, and New Zealand .~as 

just as much a part of the Bnt1sh 
[8.30 p.m.] EmjJire as Queensland was a part 

uf the British Empire. The 
Premier, by his restrictions on trade and 
commerce" bc~ween Queensland and the 
Southern Sta:·es, had brought about such. a 
state of things that the meat compames 
operating did not know where they stood, 
the pacsorali~ts did not know where they 
stood, and the stockowners did not know 
\>here thcv stood. If the Premier had any 
sense of his obligation to the people. ':'ho 
were carrying the big burden of mamtammg 
the Stat1~. he should adopt a reasonable and 
fair attitude, and if it was a question of 
levying any impost upon the producers of the 
State, let them come in on an equally level 
plane with the other States of Austra!Ja. 
What had been done in New Zealand could 
be done in Queensland, and if the Premier 
allowed them to come in on a level with the 
other States, no man in Queensland would 

Mr. Booker·.] 
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nise any objection. Why should the pro
ducers of-Qupensland, because the Govern
ment had no sympathy with the producers
why should the producers of this State 
because by the circumstarlCe of an election 
one .~et of persons were governing the 
country-whv should the producers of 
Queensland bP. levied on and blackmailed 
for the advantage of another set of persons? 
That was at the bottom of the whole position. 
Why should the people who happened to live 
ir. Queensland be penalised and blackmailed 
while the people in tlie other States were 
allowed a fair and reasonable and legitimate 
flow of trade 1 That was the crux of the 
whole positirlil. Why should the Government 
take unto themselves rights and privileges 
that they demed to private individuals? Why 
should he (Ml'. Booker) not be allowed to 
export his stock over the border when the 
Government 'could commandeer stock from 
some other r:nrt of the State and put it over 
the border w:thout restrictions? Those were 
points that the Premier should se·riously 
consider. Let him treat the producers of 
Queensland as the Government of New 
Zealand were treating the producers of that 
country. If the hon. gentleman wished to 
remove any anxiety as to the financial 
capacity of Queensland to meet her obliga
tions at this time, it was very necessary to 
foster their export trade as much as possible. 
The Premier, when in the United Statee, 
emphasised, wl>erever he spoke, that it would 
be his er,deavour to foster in every possible 
way the primary industries of Queensland, 
but the moment he came back to Australia 
he served th.) people who would enable him 
to do that in the most half-hearted way 
possible. The men who were going to make 
the balance right were the men who the 
Premier ha:l penalised for several months 
back. The Premier that night gave the 
amount of the dues that had been collected 
at the bor.-J.,r on stock that crossed the 
border into K ew South Wales. That was 
the first time that hon. members knew the 
amount of due" collected on stock crossing the 
border. Tha border stock transactions had 
been fully di,r·ussed by other hon. members, 
and he had no intention of repeating their 
arguments, lmt whether it was £9,000 or 
£19,000, the principle was rotten-hopelessly 
rotten-and there was nothing of the federal 
spirit aoout it. The results from putting 
an embargo on stock showed how careful 
public roen s!:ould be in passing legislation 
that was not simple and clear. In the 
tJmbargo case they found the Chief Justice of 
Australia giving one finding and Sir Edmund 
Barton giving an altogether different finding. 
Those two distinguished lawyers were perhaps 
more responsible for the. framing of the Con
stitution than any of the other eminent rnen 
that attended that famous conference. At 
present Queer,slanders did not know whether 
they could trade openly or legitimately with 
New South Wale's, and the New South Wales 
people did not know whether they could 
trade with Queensland. It was a hopeless 
tangle, and the people would not tolerate 
it. The producers of Queensland were not 
going to toierate the attitude taken up by 
members opposite, and the first opportunity 
the people of Queensland had to deal with 
the issue as to whether they were to be 
pJlowed to tl·ansfer their butter, their 
cheese, ~heir meat, or anything else across 
the border to New South Wales or to South 
Australia, they would speak pre.tty definitely. 
They were cuming to the time when there 

[Mr. Booker. 

would he no border dues, when there would' 
be no •Jommandeering, and when there would 
be 110 embargo on the free exchange of com
modities as between the States. At the 
present time, in the Southern districts of the 
State, largely due to the embargo on stock, 
there ·we1:e considerable quantities of fat 
stock, and yet meat was not a reasonable 
price in the city of Brisbane. If it was not, 
the cost of running the State butchers' shops 
was out of proportion altogether to the 
turnover. If the State butchers' shops got 
their meat dPlivered into the shops at 3£d., 
then they should be able to sell meat to the 
people of Brisl.Jane considerably cheaper than 
they were selling it to-day. As a result 
oi the einba1·go, the South Australian people 
were paying •an , excessive price. vVhy? 
Because caltle in South Australia were that 
scarce that beef was a luxury and was not 
considered '1 daily necessity .. Why could not 
the people of South Austraha get a reason
able quantity of beef? Because the Premier
of Queensland had put an embargo on the 
export of cattle from the south-western 
portion of Queensland. There was an 
abundance of stock there to-day which could 
be freely tr>tnsported to South Australia, and 
which would give the South Australian people 
B. chance of gdting meat at a reasonable 
price. In Pxchange there would come back 
the sovereigns which were necessary for the 
Government to carry on the affairs of Queens
land. J t was only by production and the 
freest trade possible that they could meet 
their obligations. 

At 8.35 p.m., 
The CHAIRMAN resumed the chair. 
:Mr. BARNES: The Chief Secretary had 

supplied certain information with regard to 
amounts received for cattle passing over the· 
border, and perhaps the Committee might be 
fovoured with information regarding the 
revenue which had been received as the re
sult of sheep passing over. A tax of 6d. per 
head had been levied, and it was due to the 
Committee that they should know what these 
amounts were. The conditions with regard 
to sheep were altogether different to those 
which applied to cattle, simply because sheep 
in the form of mutton were not being 
<exported to the Imperial Government. 

The PRE1f!ER: That amount includes sheep 
nnd cattle. 

Mr. BARNES: It was very unfortunate 
when the hon. member for Murilla went into 
figures, and quoted the number of cattle 
represented in the amount so collected, that 
the Chief Secretary or the Secretary for
Mine;; did not put him right. It would have 
eaved the need of his asking for further
information. 

The PREMIER: I am interested to hear what 
yeu have to say about sheep independently. 

Mr. BARNES: The conditions under 
which the Government allowed the cattle 
tu go out of the country, and which had to 
be brought back again in order that they 
might be put through the Queensland meat
works, could not apply to sheep. 

The PREMIER : Why not? 
Mr. BARNES: Simply because sheep were 

not being exported in the form of mutton 
l0 any extent. 

The PREMIER: I had a cable from London 
tr·-day asking about lambs, <J.nd I have had 
cublrs all along-. 

Mr. BARNES: It would have been well 
if the Hcusc had been advised in that con· 
n:·cticn. Ho ,;·ar:ted to rcYert again to the-
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·stock embargo. As a rule, cattle had been 
{)rossing the border as · a result of being 
purchased by dealers. The impression of 
those men was that by paying 10s. per head, 
and forfeiting that amount, they were per
fectly clear in the transaction. 

The PRE~IIER: It only shows how wrong 
impressions get abroad. 

Mr. DARNES: The ordinary individual 
could only surmise that, in connection with 
un .agreement made between man and man 
v;hich stated that the 10s. per head which 
1oad been lodged would be forfeited in the 
.,,·cnt of the cattle not being returned, the 
forfeiture of that amount wouJ.d me~n the 
waiving of the other conditions in the agree
ment. 

The PRE~riER : You have not read the 
document. 

:VIr. BARNES: He had ,read it a few 
lflinutes ago, and it appeared to him that he 
was giving the correct reading of it. 

The PREMIER: It is simply a deposit. 

Mr. DARNES: The bulk of ohe people 
were under an altogether different impres
~ion to that. They were told by the Secre
t-ary for Public Lands this evening, in con
IJection with the balances brought down, that 
an incorrect balance had been brought down 
b:y previous Governments by including the 
full expenditure of the year, and they were 
alw told that this Government had brought 
.down a correct balahce by leaving out the 
full expenditure of the year. Surely any 
crdinary man would be able to grip the 
<·a.lue of an argument such as that. He had 
never heard a more flimsy argument emanate 
from a commercial man before. 

Question put and passed. 

HI:VIIGR.\.TION. 
The PREMIER moved-That £14,315 be 

f"ranted for "Immigration." There was a 
~le01·case on the total vote of £750. The 
~.enices of a clerk being dispensed with had 
led to a saving- of £260, another clerk who 
enlisted had not been replaced, which meant 
a saving of £120, and there was a transfer 
at a saving of £10, against which an increase 
to four clerks of £10 had to be set off, 
~which left a total decrease of £750. 

Mr. FORSYTH: He thought it was the 
<luty of the Government to curtail the ex
renditure in connection with this vote as 
much as possible. 

The PREMIER : I am trying to ·do that. 
M.r. FORSYTH: But the amount was 

very much the same. Last year there had 
been £12,983 spent, as against £14,315 put 
down this year. It would be all right after 
the war to start immigration again, but 
they did not want immigration at the 
present time, and the amount asked ·for we.s 
much too large. When they read the report 
.in cmmection with the people who ha-d come 
out he thought they could dispense with a 
considerable number of them at the present 
time. He understood that it was contended 
that the people who were now coming out 
were nominated by friends in Queensland. 
That was so to a certain exten~, but at the 
same time there had been 314 dr,mestic 
servants, 156 farm labourers, 55 factory 
workers, and so on. They might want some 
of those people, but he trusted the Premier 
would try and save as much of the vote as 
he could. 

The PREMIER: I will faithfully nromisfl to 
do that. (Laughter.) 

:\fr. FORSYTH : At the same time it 
wou;d hP wiser not to put mm•ey on the 
Estimates if it WllS not intended to spend 
it. When £14,000 was placed on the Esti
'mates. the presumption wus that the Govern
ment intended to spend £14,000. This was 
nor. a time to spend money for such a pur
po3e as immigration or adYertising the 
State. There were other purposes to which 
the mone.y could be more profitably devoted. 

The PREMIER: You know perfectly well 
that I arn trying to Si.LVe the money. 

Mr. FORSYTH : But the hon. gentleman 
was not saving enough. Nearly 300,000 men 
had left Australia, and the withdrawal of 
those men from the industrial life of the 
country meant that their places must be 
filled, so that there should not be many 
people out of work, and consequently there 
should be no need for any immigration. A 
good many years ago, when they were asked 
to vote £50,000 for immigration, the .leader 
of the Labour party, the late Mr. Bowman, 
ohj ect.:;d very strongly, and said tha_t, _if he 
had his way, he would not vote a shrllmg of 
the monev. 

The P,;EMIER : You know we are under a 
contract made by the late j}overnment. 

Mr. FORSYTH: Were the Government 
under a contract to bring out a certain 
number of im1nigrants now? 

The PREMIER: Yes, under a penalty. 

Mr. FORSYTH : The subsidy to the 
British-India Steamship Navigation Com
pany had been reduced by one-half, because 
their yessels were not con1ing through the 
Suez Canal now. He would urge the 
)llinister to cut down the expenditure on 
in1migr.ation as much as he could. 

Mr. SWAY::"JE thought they should have 
some explanation from the Premier on the 
vote. Last year they voted £15,065, and 
they were now asked to vote £14.315. Last 
year th~> Premier said, in moving the vote-

" lion members would notice that 
there was a consi·derable decrease in this 
vote, and it was the intention of the 
G-overnment to keep the expense down 
es much as possible. As he had re
marked on the previous vote, they 
intended to stop immigration alto
gethel~." 

Yr>t, in spite of that statement. the vote this 
year was only reduced by £750. It was. a. 
rnattcr of surprise that the party oppOSite 
should ask for any money at all for immi
gration, seeing that in l 910 the leader of 
thG party strongly objected to any money 
being voted for that purpose, und the 
present Secretary for Agriculture year after 
vear urged ·that the vote should be expunged 
from the Estimates. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTTLTURE : We are 
expunging it gradually,. but you must 
remember that wfl arc under a contract. 

Mr. SW A YNE: A reduction of £750 was 
not much on a vote of over £15,000. Under 
ordinarv circumstances they should be very 
!dad to place money on the Estimates for 
that purpose, but in view of the present 
nrisis. and the distinct. promise made by the 
PrPmier only twelve months ago, they :night 
he excused for expressing some surprrse at 
thr; vote. 

Mr. Swayne.l 



2102 Suppiy. [ASSEMBLY.] Supply. 

l\![r. MORGAN asked the Premier whether 
it was necessary to have that number of 
Dfficials if there was not sufficient work to 
<Jccupy their time? 

The TREASURER : There is a reductiDn m 
the number of officials, and you must 
remember there is a greater amount of work 
with regard to women immigrants than is 
requrred in connection with male immi
grants. Female immigrants are still coming 
out. 

Mr. MORGA=": He noticed that 143 
wives came <Jut last year, but it appeared 
to him that there would n<Jt be sufficient 
work in connection with immigration fully 
to occupy the time of the staff. It seemed 
ridiculous to continue to pay an immigra
tion agent £475, and he suggested that, if 
his time was not fully occupied, other work 
should be found for him and for the other 
members of the staff. Thev micrht do some 
work in connection with ·the brepatriation 
scheme, or work in connecti<Jn with some 
other branch of the service. 

At 9 p.m., 
, 1\lfr. RoBERrs relieved the Chairman in the 

C!Ullr. 

The PREMIER : You may rest assured that 
I will take action in that direction. 
. Mr. BOOKER: Personally, he was quite 
m accord wrth the Government's desire w 
kPep the immigration machinery going, be
ca • .Jse should th(j war cease within the next 
twelve months they would require t<J intro
<lu~e people into the country in order to 
bmld up '>he. State a:r:d meet their obligations. 
vV1thout an mcrease m population Queensland 
would be in an impoverished condition under 
the burden of taxation which was levied upon 
one section of t.he people, so that he was 
plPased that the immigration machinery was 
kept oiled m order to be available for use 
when they had an influx of people from other 
parts of .;he world except certain countries. 
It would. l>e a deplorable thing if at the 
psychologrcal moment when people came to 
Queensland from the allied countries they 
had not the necessary trained officers w place 
t!wse pe'op}'.' on the land under the best pos
Sible. cOJ;rd.rtwm. Qur ~nly hope of meeting 
our md1 vrdual and natwnal obligations was 
to encourage people to come to Queensland, 
s~,t~le on r.he land, and beoome productive 
t:It1zens. 

Mr. BARNES thought they should have 
some information on this item before it was 
passed. The Premier had given an assurance 
that the Go<·ernment would keep the expen
diture down this year, but it seemed highly 
improbable that they would be able to 
expend £12,:,00 on immigration during the 
present finnncial year. And if it was unlikely 
th.-.t this nmount would be expended he 
w.,uld like• to know why it was placed o~ the 
E''ltimates ~o swell the amount that had to be 
made up oy taxation. 

The PREMIER: Last year there was a sum 
of £11,069 paid a,j passage money. 

1\1r. BARNES: '.rhat might be w, but it 
was well known that under the circumstances 
which. existed to-day, and which were likely 
to exrst for some trme to come, very few 
pPople would arrive in Queensland from 
other parts of the world. HG thought this 
amount was an altogether unne·cessary item. 

HoN. J .. TOI:MIE thoug~t it was necessary 
that the Premwr should give the Committee 
some information with regard to the £12,500 

[Mr. Morgan. 

fo1· passage money. The expenditure of that 
sum would mean the influx of a great number 
of people ;nto th8 State, and he understood 
that the Government had decid(jd not to go 
011 with t,he introduction of immigrants. 

The PREMIER: That is so, but we must 
fulfil our eontract 

Ho:-~ .• J. TOLMIE: The hon. gentleman 
stated that £11,000 had been spent as pas
sage money last year. He thought that the 
h :m. gentleman would find that the reason 
for that expenditure was that a certain con
tract had been entered int<J. '['hat contract 
was for a period of twelve months, and he 
believed it had expired. If it had not 
expir(Jd, he could quite understand why this 
monev appeared on the Estimates. It would 
bil ra'ther unfortunate if a great number of 
pc>ople came to the State just now, because 
things were· in a bad way, and he was sorry 
to think t.hat the·r wc>re likely to be worse. 
P<'Ople were complaining that they could not 
find employment; and, under those circum
stances, it was not desirable to introduce 
in:migrants, if it could be avoided. At the
same time ;t was desirable that they should 
have the necessary staff of officers when 
immigration was resumed. 

The :PREMIER : As a matter of courtesy 
to the leader of the Opposition, he might 
state. that the passages of the immigrants 
referred to had been paid for under contract 
with the British-India· Company, who were 
to bring their "vessels down the coast of 
Queensland. 

Hon. .T. TOLMIE: But you have surely 
terminated that contract. 

Tl1e PREMIER : No ; the contract had not 
be"n terminated; it was continuing. If they 
terminated that contract now there would' 
be no shioping at all. He would carry out 
the assurance that he had given with rega.rd 
tr, curtailing expenditure. They had maae 
prr,vision that no one would he allowed to 
come out as an immigrant who was of 
military age. No one who was capable of 
bearing armB, or who could serve at the· 
front, would be brought out. 

Hox. J. TOLMIE: He understood that 
there was a contract for bringing out. immi
grants, and in addition to that, a subsidy 
was paid to the British-India Steamship 
Navigation Compa,ny t<J c<Jme to Queensland. 
He understood that the contract for bringing 
out immigrants was terminable on certain 
notice being given, and he thought· that that 
notice should be given. 

Question put and passed. 

INTELLIGENCE AND TOURIST BUREAU. 

The PREMIER moved that £2,292 be 
granted for " Intelligence and Tourist· 
Bureau." There was a, decrease of £155 in 
the vote. There were increases of £10 each
to four clerks. There was an increase in 
the salary of the acting director of £95, but 
there was a decrease owing to the retirement 
of Mr. Meston. 

Mr. FOLEY impressed on the Minister 
the necessity for having a handbook of infor
mation for the northern part of the Sta,te, 
the same as was issued now for Centra.! and: 
Southern Queensland. There was £210 down· 
for a compiler, and he thought that the com
piler should be sent to North Queensland to. 
get the information so that it could be issued: 
in book form. 1'he compiler was willing to· 
do the work provided he got instructions .. 
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The information would be interesting for 
t<:>urists, and it would advertise North Queens
land. 

The PREMIER: I promise the hon. gentleman 
that I will go into the matter. 

Mr. GUNN: At a time like this they 
ought to find some way for going in for 
retrenchment, and he suggested they should 
abolish the Tourist Bureau and save the 
money. If they had a proper Tourist Bureau, 
they should. have branches at Townsville, 
Rockhampton, Bowen, and other places as 
well as Sydney. However, he thought it 
better to wipe the vote out altogether and 
distribute the officers in other departments, 
because he had not a word to say about the 
officers. The bureau was unnecessary. If 
thev went to the Railway Department they 
cou'\d get all the information in connection 
with railway matters they wanted in the 
pamphlets and timetables issued there. If 
they wanted any mining information they 
could get it all at the Mines Department; 
and the same in the Education Department. 

Mr. MORGAN asked what was being done 
in Sydney, as he•did not think the branch 
of the bure'au there was of any benefit to 
the State. He understood that the gentleman 
who had been running the bureau in Sydney 
for some considerable time was not now 
acting as director. 

The PREMIER : No ; he has retired. 
Mr. MORGAN: He thought they ought to 

abolish the Sydney office for the time being. 
When he 'vas in Sydney he went into the 
Queensland office, and the officer in charge 
did not know that he was a member of the 
Queensland Parliament. He asked for infor
mation about certain land in his own electo
rate, but he could not get it. He was told 
that some papers were coming by next mail, 
and if he came in again in two or three days 
they would probably be there. He thought 
that after a little while they discovered that 
he was a Queenslander and was " pulling 
their le~.;s " a little bit. (Laughter.) · That 
occurred some time ago. The point was that 
the bureau was not worth going on with. 
Should they not dispense with it until the war 
was over, and then established an up-to-date 
bureau? ' 

The PREMIER : I understand from the last 
report that 200 selectors have been diverted 
to Queensland. 

Mr. M ORGAN: Did they know that they 
came to Queensland? People might get a 
ramphlet, and be included amongst the 
reople "ha had made inquiries. They could 
not tell what proportion of those 200 actually 
oame to Queensland. Another thing was that 
men who had bPen seven or eight years out 
cf Queensland did not -have first-hand know
ledge. The officers should be able to give 
mformation up to date. 

Mr. PETERSON (XoTrnanby): He could 
quite understand the hon. member wishing 
to abolish the S,ydney office, because time 
after time he had stated that, as a result of 
the present Government being in power, they 
were going to get fewer settlers in Queens
land ; and, in order to get his arguments to 
square at the next elect.ion, he wanted to 
abolish the Sydney Intelligence Bureau. 

'J'he SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : And last 
year he advocated opening one in Victoria, 
with a big war on. 

Mr. PETERSON: He happened to live m 
Sydney for about twelve years, until about 
three years ago-although he was a native 

nf Queensland-and he took particular in
terest in the bureau-not that he knew tho 
director or anybody working there. He 
could say that the office there had been re
sponsible-not indirectly, but dir~ctly-:-for 
quite a number of settlers commg mto 
Queensland. In the Dawson Valley there 
were at least seventy-three men who had 
settled there as ,a direct result of that office. 

Mr. M ORGAN: In how many years? 

Mr. PETERSON: He was speaking of 
the· last eighteen monthR. Only last week 
;le received ill formation that four more were 
coming who had received their information 
irom the Sydney office. If the request of 
th~ hon. member for Murilla were acceded 
to thev would be the losers. The paltry 
amount of a little over £1,000 was not worth 
considering. Suppose, to take the hon. 
member's own argument, that they only 
gained fifty of those 200 persons mentioned. 
then the office had done remarkably well. 
The proof was that if the hon. member liked 
tt' gn. into the Lands Department he would 
see that the great bulk of the 800 settlers 
in the Dawson Valley came from New South 
Wales and Victoria. 

Mr. :i\>loRGAN: And more from V1ctorm, 
v;here we have no office at all. 

Mr. PETER SON: Men came from Vic
te>ria to Sydney, and the first things they 
n·ade inquiries for were the intelligence 
Lureaux. They went to Challis House for 
railway informati<:>n, to the New South Wales 
bureau and the Queensland bureau. And he 
hoped the Government would not abolish the 
bureau in Sydney because it was one of the 
best advertisemente the State could have. It 
was in a big, cosmopolitan city-a Mecca for 
tourists from all parts of the world. The 
only thing he regretted was that it was being 
taken away from its splendid position right 
cpposite the General Post Office and being 
put in a back street, because that part of 
Grorge street was the back part of George 
street from a business standpoint. Nearly 
c\erv stranger who came to Sydney made 
for the General Post Office for his mails, 
C•r hPcause it was a landmark. and right in 
front was the Queensland Intelligence Bureau, 
with a big pineapple or a specked custard
"pple in the window. He saw there was a 
rlacc) called Queensland, and that there was 
a doorway where he could go in and get 

· 1nformation. Any member who had takeH 
rc~1 interest in the bureau must admit that 
the information that had been distributed 
there to the benefit of Queensland had justJ
llcd its existence. He hoped men would be 
placed there who were in touch with Queens
!.wd from one end to the other, and that 
the Chief Secretary would take no notice of 
tl.0 hon. member. 

Mr. COOPER (Brerner) : He was not going 
to make any remarks about the Sydney 
bureau, further than to say that he could 
quite understand that all that was necessa,-y 
for the hon. member for Murilla to do so 
that he might not be known as a member of 
Parliament was to remove his pass. He was 
sure that without that emblem nobody would 
ever take him for a member (Laughter.) 
The gentleman who was in charge of that 
bureau was something of " tracker, and he 
supposed the only means whereby he might 
di•cover that he was a member waa by 
tracking him back to his lair. (Renewed 
laughter.) He could also understand thn.t, 
Victoria did not need a Queensland Intelli
gence Bureau. The hon. member for Mlll·illa 

Ur. Coopa.J 
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came from Victori~. He had got on so 
remarkably well in Queendand 

[9.30 p.m.] that the wonder was that i!very 
. Victori<1n was not here. He 

wanted to see the Intelligence and Tourist 
~urea':! made a little more useful by giving 
It a httle more useful work to do. If he 
went there in the cold weather and said 
"Where am I to go?" they replied " Go t~ 
the North; go and see the coral ,:eefs and 
sec their beautiful winter." Then, if he' went 
to the bureau in the sweltering heat and 
said, "Where am I to go to get away' from 
the swe_Jtering heat?" they said, " Go to 
Tasmama." (Laughter.) 

Mr. Gmm: Why do they not go out to 
Stanthorpc ·: 

Mr. COOPER: That was his contention. 
There were spots in Queensland equal to 
Tasmania in the summer time. There was 
one spot within a day's journey of Brisbane 
in the Fassifern electorate that was round 
about Spicer's Gap, Cunni~gham's Gap, and 
Mount Edwards, which had beautiful sylvan 
glades, trickling streams, and wonderful 
ferns. (Laugh~er.) There, within a day's 
Journey of Bnsbane, was one of the most 
beautiful spots that could be found any
where in Australia. He could take members 
of the .Commit~ee to a spot in the Queen's 
Park, m lpswJCh, and show them a sight 
t:m.t they . could not get from any other 
emmencc m Queensland, or even in Aus
tralia. Queenslanders went down to Sydney 
and to Katoomba, and when they looked at 
the valleys they held their breath and said 
" Ah." From Ipswich he could show then~ 

, a spot which would make them say two 
" Ahs." Here· at their very door they had 
pleasure resorts that would increase their 
railway revenue and build up a tourist traffic, 
and help the State considerably in its 
development, and if the Tourist Bureau got 
sufficient money to enable them to make 
those places widely known the State would 
be well repaid for the money spent. (Hear, 
hear!) 

Mr. MORGAN: The remarks of the hon. 
member for Ipswich wore very funny and 
very amusing, but they would not be much 
good as an advertisement for the State. 
The remarks of the hon. member for Nor· 
manby were very dramatic, and the hon. 
n;.ember must haye drawn oil his imagina
tiOn when he said the people of Victoria 
yvent. ~o Sydney for the purpose of making 
mqmne•. Before the people left Victoria 
they had made up their minds where thev 
intended to go. It was an extraordinary 
thing that tlley got at least two settlers 
fro;:n Victoria, where there was no bureau 
to one settler from Sydney, where they had 
a bureau. Ho had advocated the closing of 
that bureau for . twelve months, so that it 
could be n;o;gamsed.. O_ne of the best ways 
of reorgarnsmg an mst1tution of that sort 
was to close it up for a time and secure 
one of the best sites available for the pur
pose of re·establishing it. During the next 
twelve months they were not likely to get 
a great number of settlers from the other 
States, b';lt after the war he would advocate 
the ope;nng of a bureau in Melbourne, as 
well as m Sydney. It was a remarkable fact 
that many of the leading public and business 
rne!l of Queensland were Victorians. Vic
torians had made Queensland what it was 
to-day. Victorian money had come to Queens
land, and he hoped it would continue to 
come after the war. The Victorians were a 

[Mr. Cooper. 

very able class, and the people had recog
nised that fact, because they had put some 
of them in Parliament on both sides . 

HoN. J. TOLMIE rose for the purpose of 
making the hon. member for 1'v1undingburra 
a friend for life. (Hear, hear ! and 
laughter.) He thought the North should be 
better tre<1ted b,· the Intelligence Bureau, 
and that money could be well spent in 
having some handbooks of the beautiful 
North printed and distributed the same as 
had been done in connection with the South. 
He regretted that steps had be<>n taken to 
destroy the work of the Intelligence and 
Tourist Bureau. That office had done good 
work, and would continue to do goo·cl work, 
because Queensland was a country well 
worthy of making known to the people of 
the other States, and that could be done 
very largely by information distributed 
through the bureau. He trusted the Go
vernment would see their way to continue 
the excellent work that had been done in 
that direction, and if ;,t the ·present time 
they found it necessary to retard the exnen
diture in that connedion<jlt that on the first 
opportunity they would treat the bureau 
with the same spirit of liberality that had 
been shown in the past. He believed the 
Sydney bureau had done good work, because 
the work those institutions did could not 

'always be shown in a report. There were 
thousands of persons who took advantage of 
the information published by the bureau to 
settle in this State, and there was a great 
deal ·of advantage of an indirect character 
obtain0d for the State through the office. 
He hoped the bureau would continue its 
good work. He did not believe that as 
soon as ·they struck a had time they should 
put a stop to an office like this, as when 
good times came round again they had to 
go to ltll t~e trouble and expense to reorga
nise 1t aga1n. 

Questi,;n put and passed. 

MUSEUM. 
The PREMIER moved-That £2,290 be 

granted for " 11useum." There was a 
decrease altogether of £301 on the total vote. 
There was an aggregate increase in the 
salaries of £90, and a decrease of £391. 

Hox .• J. TOLMIE: He spoke last year on 
this vote. and asked the Premier if there 
\\'\as a ·full 1tnd suffici-ent staff for the 
Museum to carry out the necessary work. 
It was doing good work, and he should like 
to see its usefulness continued. He under
stood that lectures had been held during the 
year, at which school children had attended. 

The PREMIER: I understand that the staff 
is sufficient. 

Mr. GUNN pointed out that the librarian, 
Mr. Cuthbert Butler, >'<Jemed to have a dual 
occupation. In the late anti-conscription 
campaig·n a good deal of literature was 
signed by him as organising secretary of the 
Anti:Conscription League. He was getting 
a fall' salary as librarian, but a good deal 
of his time must be taken up with the other 
duties mentioned, and he could not hold two 
important offices and do justice to both. He 
wanted to know why Mr. Butler held the 
d ua I positions? 

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re
rorted progress. and the Committee obtained 
leave to sit again on Tuesday next. 

The House adjourned at twelve minutes to 
10 o'clock. 




