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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY,

Tuespay, 6 Atveust, 1907,

The SpEAKER (Hon. John Leahy, Bulloo) took
the chair at half-past 8 o’clock.

PAPERS.

The following papers, laid on the table, were
ordered to be printed :—

(1) Return to an Order, relative to special
trains engaged during late general elec-
tion, made by the House, on motion of
Mr. Lesina, on the 1st instant.

(2) Return to an Order, relative to agents,
outside the Lands Department, for sale
of Crown lands, made by the House, on
motion of Mr. Lesina, on the 1st instant.

CHILDREN’S COURTS BILL.
INTRODUCTION AND FIRsT READING.

On  the motion of the ATTORNEY-
GENERAL (Hon, J. W, Blair, Ipswich), this
Bill was introduced, read a first time, and the
second reading made an Order of the Day for
to-morrow.

POOR PRISONERS’ DEFENCE BILL.
INTRODUCTION AND Fimrst READING.

On the motion of the ATTORNEY-GENE-
RAL, this Bill was introduced, read a first
time, and the second reading made an Order of
the Day for to-morrow.,

ELECTIONS ACTS AMENDMENT BILL
INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING.

On the motion of the HOME SECRETARY
(Hon. A. G. C. Hawthorn, Enoggera), this Bill,
1itiated in Committee, was read a first time,
and the second reading made an Order of the
Day for to-morrow,

ADDRESS IN REPLY.
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

On the Order of the Day being read for the
resumption of the adjourned debate on the
motion for the adoption of the Address in Reply,

Mr. CREAGH (Croydon), who, on rising, was
received with ** Hear, hears !” said ; In rising to
address a few remarks to this House I will first
of all claim the indulgence which is usually
extended to new members on similar occasions.
If it is not unbecoming in me as a new member,
I should like to extend my congratulations to
the mover and seconder of the Address in Reply,
1 think all members of the Fouse, no matter
what their political views ma:y be, will agree
that those two members may be considered ag
exponents of the policy they were returned to
support, and I believe that each and every mem-
ber will gather from the remarks they delivered
the other day that they have come here with
every sincerity to do what they consider is right,
and to carry out the policy on which they stood
and on which they were elected. In any case, I
think those two hon. members will be an acquisi-
tion to this Chamber, Before addressing myself
partienlarly to the matters contained in the Go-
vernor’s Speech, I should like to ventilate one or
two matters that I consider necessary to refer to.

Mr. Creagh.]
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I know that an vpporfunity is given on such an
occasion as this to each and every member of the
House to ventilate grievances. I do not intend
to take up very much time, but there are just one
ortwo things that I should like to bring before the
notice of the House, before my constituents, and
before the country generally. I wish to offermy
protest, humble though it may be, against the
recent appointments to the Cabinet. . Atthe same
time, T wish it to be understood by the Minister
for Railways and the Home Seecretary that I do
not offer my remarks as against them personally
in any deprecatory form. I am speaking now as
a Northern member. 1 believe that both the two
gentlemen recently appointed to the Cabinet are
worthy of the positions they occupy, as far as
their allegiance to the party they follow is con-
cerned. I, being a new member, perhaps, have
no right to offer an opinion on that point, but
I have had occasion to interview the Hon. the
Home Secretary two or three times, and I think
it only right to say that he has treated me
very courteously-—as courteously as one could
expect to be treated by any Minister, The
Minister for Railways T have not had much to do
with, butI have knownhim for along time. Both
gentlemen, I am sure, will endeavour to dis-
charge the duties of their position hounestly.
But what I wish to point out is that there is no
representation of the North in the Cabinet. I
think that out of seventy-two members in this
House, who are very nearly equally divided, the
Premier could and should have selected some
member for a portfolio who is particularly
acquainted with the North, and he should have
appointed to the Cabinet such a member as a
recognition and a representation of the Northern
part of the State. I could point to several
gentlemen sitting behind the Government, who
have been strong supporters of the Government
{for years, as men who are fitted for that position.
There is, for instance, Mr. Maxwell, the hon,
member for Burke, and the hon. member for
Cairns.

HoNoURABLE MEMBERS :
laughter.

Mr. CREAGH : And there are other mem-
bers on that side—even the hon. member for
Kennedy, Mr. Jackson, I contend that Northern
members, particularly mining members, should
have had at least one seat in the Cabinet,

HonouraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. CREAGH : T consider it absolutely un-
fair that the Government should allot the whole
of the seats in the Cabinet to Southern consti-
tuencies.

An HoNoURABLE MEMBER: And tolawyers.

Mr. CREAGH : It matters not to me whether
they are lawyers or whether they follow any
other cccupation. What I contend is that if
you want justice done to any particular part of
the State, you must have peopie taken from that
particular part of the State who understand the
conditions existing there, and allot them seats in
the Cabinet. I have not come here for the pur-
pose of criticlsing the Government in that
respect ;3 but I believe it is only fair and just
that the Northern constituencies who loyally
stuck to the Government should have representa-
tion in the Cabinet.

Mr. RYnaxp: Why did not you let Murphy
come down ?

Mr. CREAGH : Because the electors in their
wisdom chose a better man., Now, T wish to
refer to another matter, but before doing so I
may say a word or two on the subject men-
tioned by the hon. member for Clermont the
other night—the subject of elective Ministries.
That, I may say, is no new matter with me, as I
advocated it when I was addressing the electors.
I believe it would be a better thing for the

[Mr. Creagh.
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country-—whether the party led by the leader of
the Opposition, or the party led by the Premier,
or any other party, be in power—if we had
elective Ministries. The members who are sent
here to represent the constituencies could elect
five, six, seven, or eight Ministers—acecording to
the number required—to form the Cabinet, and
if that were done it would do away with a lot
of disagreeableness which exists at the present
time. If they were appointed to the position
for a certain time-—twelve months, two years, or
three years—then, whether any measure they
introduced was defeated or not, it would not
alter the standing of the Cabinet. I think that
by electing Ministers from the Assembly by ordi-
nary vote we should do away with a great deal
of the jerrymandering which is carried on at the
present time to gain office.  'Whether we elected
Mr, Thompson, Mr. Jounes, or Mr. Jackson, as
the case may be, they would be the best men
in the House, and we should get betterlegislation,
as such men would be prepared to submit demo-
cratic measures instead of pandering to any
particular class or party in the country or the
House. I maintain that the way in which
Ministers are appointed from time to time is not
conducive to the best interests of Queensland ;
and, seeing how Ministries are constitated, I'think
the titne has arvived when the Northern members
in this Assembly—whether they be Philpites, or
Kidstonites, or any other ‘““ites”—should stand
together and unite as one body to protest against
this kind of procedure. I trust that the time is
not far distant—that it is only a few months
hence—when the idea I advocate will be brought
about. I trust that I shall see a Northern party
constituted in this Chamber who will assert
itself, and who will, on every occasion, protest
against the spoonfeeding of the South and the
neglect of the North.
Mr. KroGH : Go in for separation,

Mr. CREAGH : I am speaking for myself,
and I speak independently. I am occupying the
fourth pillar, without assistance of intrigue in
the Chamber at the present time. Ihave noticed
a letter, which appeared in the local Press,
signed “ An Old Inmate” of the Dunwich insti-
tution. I do not know whether his statements
are true, but he states that an old woman was
recently put in a straight jacket. He gave no
reason for this proceeding. Probably there was
some reason for it. (Laughter.) But I ask any
man in this Chamber—whether he is a Labour
man, an Oppositionist, or a Government sup-
porter—if he thinks that an old person of sixty
or seventy years of age should be subjected
to such a stringent and inhuman act as that of
the straight jacket trestment. I intend to ask
the Home Secretary, by giving notice in the
usual form, to inquire into this matter, if he has
not already done so,

The Houe SEcRETARY : Where did the state-
ment appear ?

Mr., CREAGH : Iread it in the Sun, and I
will bring the matter up later on. Ido notknow
whether the statement appeared in any other
paper, but I saw it in that newspaper less than
two or three days ago. I have not the slightest
doubt that the Home Secretary will cause inquiry
to be made into the matter, and that if there is
no reason for such freatment of an inmate, he
will let the Flouse know. I contend that it is a
crying shame to this State—a crying shame to the
Government—that such things should be going
on day after day in our charitable institutions.
Another allegation in that letter relates to the
food supply at Dunwich. I am not making any
charge against the management, but I consider
that the matter is one which, if it be true, should
be ventilated, in order that it may be inquired
into by the proper authorities. That is all I
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have to say at the present moment on this sub-
ject, and I trust that the Home Secretary will
see that the matter is investigated.

The HoME SECRETARY : You can rely upon it,
a full inquiry will be made.

Mr. CREAGH : Thank you! There are one
or two items in the Governor’s Speech which I
wish to refer to. I confess that, taking the pro-
gramme as a whole, it is more or less a liberal pro-
gramme. There are many matters in it which I
intend to support, and there are others to which I
am diametrically opposed. It has been said that
the member for Croydon isto be bought. And so
is the member for Croydon to be bought, when
the quebblon of Ju&tl(‘“ to his constituency is put
against wrongdoing. I come here bound to no
particular party. I made that statement before,
but it seems to have been received with some
doubt where it suits those concerned to say so.
It has heen said that 1 was supported by money
from the Opposition party in my candidature,
The hon. member for Townsville, the leader of
the Opposition in this House, who is somewhat
opposed to me, will, I am sure, readily admit, if
I put the questlon to" him, that I never once
wrote him one line in connection with the elec-
tion or received one shilling from his or any other
party.

Hon. R. Prrrp: That is true.

Mre. CREAGH : There are measures in the
programme submitied by the Government that I
comsider it my duty to support, because I am in
faveur of them; but there are others which I
intend to oppose. The first thing in the Speech
that caught my eye was the proposed amend-
ment of the Income Tax Act, under which there
is to be an exemption up to £200. My opinion
is that the policy advocated by the leader of the
Opposition at the election—which included the
i1 is a proper one ; and I
trust the Government will see their way, when
they introduce the amending Bill, to propose
its total abolition—if not immediately, at a
short distant date. The Government are not
always responsible for the administration of the
Act, but in its administration people have been
repeatedly victimised, and they get absolutely
no consideration from the Commissioner of
Income Tax; and the Government should inquire
into the matter. The Act was never made for a
poor man, but the man who has studied its pro-
visions, and who nnderstands them, can get off
by paying a slight tax. On the other hand, a
man who is penalised to the exent of two or
three pounds when, perhaps, he ought to pay
only about £1 or £1 10s., has not the capacity
or the ability, through his little knowledge of
the Act, to protect himself, and if he goes
to an agent for assistance he has to pay that
agent more than the difference between the tax
he has to pay and the amount he should be
charged. I should like to say that during the
time the leader of the Opposition wasin power
the Acc was administered differently from what
it is at the present time. Whether that was due
to any action on the part of the hon. member
for Townsville or to the action of the Commis-
sioner, L am unable to say.. But there is a pro-
vigion in the Act under which a man may make
a declaration before a citizen or a justice of the
peace to the effect that he is not able to pay the
tax. The matter was then brought before the
Commissioner, and in nineteen cases out of
twenty his claim for exemption was allowed.
Many of these people have come to me to make
a declaration, and I remember that some twelve
months ago some persons were told that they could
not be met in the manner described, but would
havetopay the taxand send in an objection against
the assessment in the proper way for the court’s
decision. They were told that if the money was
paid and their claim was considered reasonable
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the tax would probably be refunded, which initself
is ridiculous. Because in reality they have no
vedress. When the Income Tax Act was passed
it was intended to be only a temporary Act.
There was a good deal said about the poll tax,
but I say—and I said it on the platform—that
it was much more preferable to pay the alleged
poll tax, than submit to the claims under the
present Act and the Government’s administra-
tion. I consider it unjust that the poor men
who are subject to that sort of thing have either
to “‘pay up or shut up”’—to put it plainly in a
Northern colloquialism. I will quote a case
which happened at Croydon : I remember that
about twelve months ago last Christmas a man
havmg a business residence—an hotel—blown
down in a cyclone, made application for certain
allowances. There is a provision in the Income
Tax Act which states that sums expended should
be allowed for repairs, additions, and so on;
but when a claim was sent down for such allow-
ances, notwithstanding that the return had been
perused by a solicitor, and though the man
was as poor a3 Lazarus, he was not allowed
one solitary bit of consideration in regard
to those matters. This applies also to many
other cases where people were subjected to
such treatment. fle was simply told that the
amount of tax he had to pay was the sum
assessed, and no reason was given for the decision.
I do not think that is a proper thing to do under
a democratic Government—or any Government,
for that matter. I contend that we are all demo-
cratic. If a Commissioner of Income Taxorany
other authority is going to have absolute power
to tax a man to any extent he likes, it is about
time that the Government asserted themselves,
and saw that a proper Interpretation was put upon
she Act, or that the Act was amended. Coming
back to what I stated just a moment past, T con-
sider that the Income Tax Act should be
abolished, as it is intolerable and most inequit-
able. There has been some talk about a reduc-
tion in railway fares and freights, and everyone
wiil agree that that is a very good thmg, as it
will give the working classes—and other classes,
for that matter—a chance of going from one
place to another in pursuit of their avocations at
amuch cheaper rate than at present, But what
is the good of offering this concession with the
one hand and robbing them on the
[4 p.m.] other by weans of the income tax
he surplus last year roughly
amounted to £396,000, and the amouns received
from Income tax represented somethmg like
£280,000; so that, without any income tax,
there would still be a surplus of about £110,000,
and that should be quite sufficient in a State
sach as Queensland, considering the population.
I hope to see the income tax abolished, or, if it
is not abolished, that tliere will be as Ia,rge an
exemption as pmslble The next question of
interest to me is that of the land. We must all
admit that theland is a great source of wealth pro-
duction and a great revenue producer ; but there
have been times in the history of the country when
the agricultural industry has failed owing to the
want of good seasons, and the mining industry
has pulled the State through Although I admit
there is a great deal of seope for agricultural pur-
suits, the Jand question is not the only industry to
be considered, Too much altogether has been said
about the land, while other industries, particu-
larly mining, being also very important if not the
greatest factor in wealth production, and yet that
industry hasbeen neglected, and, to use the North-
ern way of putting it, has been allowed to ““ go to
the dogs.” I sincerelyhope it will be rectified,
At the same time I congratulate the Government
on their efforts to settle people on the land, and I
trust they will be successful. There has been a
great deal of discussion regarding the question of

M1, Creagh.]
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immigration. In the manifestoes issued by the
leader of the Opposition and by the Premier
they both favoured immigration. One was some-
what guarded, and, to my mind, had some pur-
pose that perhaps it would not be wise to dwell
toomuch on as it has nothing to do with the
question now. The question is whether immi-
gration is desirable or not. T contend that, until
itis proved by reliable information that there is
not sufficient labour in Queensland to carry on
the agricultural industry and the sugar industry,
the time has not arrived for us to strike out

with a vigorous immigration policy. At the pre-.

sent time I contend that it has not been proved.
I noticed a few weeks ago in the newspapers that
a certain agency engaged 250 men at £1 2s. 6d.
per week for employment on the canefields, and
they were spoken of as very good men, and 1
have never heard anything to the contrary., I
also noticed in the newspapers some months ago
that the Government of New Houth Wales
applied for 200 wmen. There were seven days
glven in which the applications were to be made,
and within forty-eight hours 800 men had
applied. Whether those people were desirable
or not i3 not for me to say, but if men can be got
in such numbers it is not necessary to have
immigrants brought here, Then, again, the
class of immigrants who were brought here a
few days ago by the ‘‘ Miltiades” are not the class
of people we require to settle on our lands. If
the question comes to a vote in this House, I
trust that we shall be put in possession of
information which will prove conclusively that it
is absolutely necessary to bring immigrants here.
‘When that is done, the Government—whosver
they may be—will have my support; but $ill
that is done I intend to oppose it.
Mr. MaNK: We want no Spaniards.

Myr. CREAGH : No; I am not in favour of
Spaniards being brought here. I believe we can
get a better class of immigrant from the British
Isles. While touching on this question of immi-
gration, I might refer to the remarks of the hon.
member for Toowoomba when seconding the
Addr-ss in Reply. The hon. member said that he
would back up the Premier for the reasimalone
that be was in favour of a vigorous immigration
policy. A few minutes later the hon. member
gavea very graphic description of men in hisown
electorate with families of ten and twelve for
whom thev were unable to get land. Now, if
that condition of things exists in the hon. mem-
ber’s electorate, T can, I think, assure him that
he is not isolated in that respect. The same
state of things exists in other directions. The
families of our ploneers should be given the first
opportunity of becoming settlers on the land
instead of sending howe for immigrants. For
the reasons I have mentioned, I do nut feel in-
clined at the present moment to support an
immigration policy. The mnext question in
the vicinity of the land policy is that of the
prickly pear. I notice that the Government are
offering £10,000 as a reward for the dis-
covery of means for eradicating the pest. As
a per-on who has lived in the North and who has
a great deal of knowledge regarding the bush—-
not exactly from experience, but from know-
ledge imparted to me by others—I believe that
the greatest pest we have in spreading the
prickly pear is the wild fowl of the bush. They
come along and eat the fruit, and in their
peregrinations they disseminate the seeds, If
the Government were to add another £10,000 or
£20,000 and have the prickly pear taken up by
the ruots and destroyed, without doubt they
would be doing more good than by offering
£10,000 to some person to give us a temporary
arrangement, which will be found in four or five
years to be no good.

[Mr. Creagh.
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Mr. ARMSTRONG : Do you think you can clear
the land with £1,000,0007?

Mr. CREAGH : I am offering my remarks as
they come to me. T trust that in another month
or 50 I shall bebetter acquainted with thesethings;
but whether it will cost £1,000,000 or £2,000,000 I
pretend to know nothing about. Butif itis going
to take £1,000,000 or more, it appears to me that
it 1s ridiculous to offer £10,000, with the idea of
securing a bogus patent from some undisc vered
genius. It is a well-known fact that if a man
has land—whether it is a quarter or half an acre,
or whether it is 200 acres—and it is thickly
covered with prickly pear, as soon as he clears it
all and thoroughly cultivates it, he is mnot
troubled again with the scourge, but imme-
diately outside his boundary you will see the
prickly pear growing unhindered. 1 consider
1t would be better to offer the land free to people
willing to clear it of the scourge. The question
that interests me mostin the Speech from the
Throne is mining. Itisvery gratifying to find the
Government propose to offer rallway facilities
to mining centres. No details are given. I
notice that the Etheridge and Cloncurry fields
are specially mentioned. Itis very remarkable
that, though hon. members on both sides of the
House for the last fifteen years have heen con-
stantly talking about those two fields, they have
received no recognition from the Government.
1t is only fair to say that last year the Kidston
Government gave the Croydon field £2,500.
There was £10,000 promised, and we got £2,500,
or part thereof. It redouunds to the credit of
the leader of the Opposition that, although
Croydon never returned a member to support
his party while he was in office, yet he gave us
something like £10,000 for one particular mine
at Croydon. At one time Croydon was recog-
nised as the third most important goldfield in
the State, and I trust that in their wisdom, or
in their justice, the Government will do some-
thing to make it a more promivent factor in wealth
production than it enjoys at present, In connec-
tion with railways—to digress for a moment from
mining—there has been some talk about the rail-
way from Almaden to the'Htheridge being taken
to Charleston ingtead of to Georgetown, Only the
other day the hon. member for Burke, the hon.
mewber for Carpentaria, and I waited on the
Commissioner, who said that there was nothing
definitely fixed about the matter, but later on we
would get more information. I take it this will
be a Cabinet matter, and I trust Ministers will
take some steps to ascertain the truth of the
matter regarding the route before granting any
deviation. The people of Georgetown—some
who went there years and years ago reared their
sons, and their sons reared sons—men who have
stuck to the place through thick and thin—
should not have the railway taken away to a
practically unknown place. I admit that at
present a great deal of gold is being gout in that
direction, and it is urged that Charleston is the
centre of the Etheridge field, but that is not
correct. I trust the Government will not allow
the company to hoodwink them in regard to this
matter. It concerns my district very much.
Normanton, Croydon, and Georgetown are in
sympathy on this question, and I think the
Government ought to give the matter full
consideration before they allow the devia-
tion to be made to Charleston. If it is
taken to Charleston there is very little hope
of the construction of the connecting link between
Croydon and Georgetown, which we have looked
for for a long time. T believe the Government
will see the utility of building this line at once.
It has been surveyed twice. It will run through
94 miles of flat country, and the cost of construc-
tion will be very small. Speaking agsin on the
question of goldmining, the Speech states that
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the mining industry is in a healthy condition ; but
the qualification is added that there has been a
decline in the gold yield. There has been a very
big decline in the gold yield. It may be said
that the reason for that is that greater attention
has been paid lately to copper and other metals;
but if the same facilities were offered to gold-
fields which have been offered to Chillagoe in
the direction of railway construction, gold would
once more stand in the forefront for metal produoe-
tion in Queensland. The population of our dis-
triet is decreasing. No less than 600 or 700 peopls
have left Croydon within aless number of months,
the reason being that other places are more
prosperous, and have railway communieation.
For fourteen or fifteen years Croydon supported
itself on its own people’s individual and col-
lective enterprise. We have not been spoonfed
by Governments or by outside investors, We
have gone on our own resources; but the time
has arrived when we have not the money to put
into the ground. The decrease in our population
exceeds the departures from any other goldfield
at the present time, and the reason is that other
places are receiving attention from the Govern-
ment, and our district is receiving none.

Mr, Cowap: I thoughtyou got a subsidy of
£10,000. .

Mr. CREAGH : We were promised £10,000
for aproposition tosink the Highland Mary line of
reef. We have now only got a promise of £2,500,
and we have not got all that yet. Only twelve
months ago, when the Premier was there, he
was waited on with reference to a grant from the
Government, and he promised us £10,000; and 1
hope the Government will give us the amount
then and now required. ‘While speaking on that
question I may say that the Highland Mary
line of reef has been abandoned foryears. Iwas
just reading an account of the last general meet-
ing of the company, when the shareholders were
in great hopes that during the next five or six
months the reef would be rediscovered. I feel
sure it will. If wedo discover that reef, I believe
that Croydon will again boom, because there is
a whole mile of country along that particular line
where every claim within a radius of 20 or 30
yards on the Highland Mary line of reef paid
handsomely. Then, with regard to Mr. Ben-
nion’s property, the Government paid £500 to-
wards subsidising it last year, and I trust will
do so again if required. Mr. Bennion spent, as
his own enterprise, £10,000 on that property,
until he had not a solitary shilling left. He has
now formed it into a company, and I hope the
Government will treat it as the Philp Govern-
ment treated the Golden Gate people, by giving
it a subsidy of £10,000 to enable them to prove
the property. In this case we have almrst got
the reef, which went about 4 cz. to the ton on a
small trial, when the water came in.

Mr, BLaxweLL: For afew hundredweights.

Mr. CREAGH : T hope the Government will
be able to do something in this matter and in the
whole case, and assist 1t if it be put before them.
If they do not do anything, well we will, I sup-
pose, be able to say something regarding it later
on. That is the position sn far as goldmining in
Croydon is econcerned. With regard to the tin-
field, which was discovered some eight or nine
years ago, the greater part of the metal sent
away from there for treatment returned 70 or 80
per cent, to the ton. 1t has been treated locally
in lots of 5 to 10 tons at a time, and treated by a
gold recovery plant, and not a plant suitable for
recovering tin, which in itself shows unbounded
possibilities. While on that subject I might just
point out that the railway regulations tend to
bar the prosperity of the Croydon Tinfield. If
less than a ton of ore is carried the freight is
£2 5s, bd. per ton, but if 1 ton or over is carried
the freight is reduced to £1 7s. 8d. per ton.
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When the Railway Commissioner was there we
waited on him by deputation on several matters
regarding the regulations, as far as they con-
cerned us, and he promised that he would see
into the matter, but, like many other things,
we never heard anything more about it since.
T am sure that if the matter had been properly
represented to the Minister by the Commis-
sioner, and he was shown the injustice of it, he
would, if at all fair, have taken some notice of
it. Ido not know whether the Commissioner
had the power to do anything in the matter
himsell, but the facts as I have stated them are
correct. Now, that tinfield, instead of employing
300 men, as they were doing last Christmas,
should be employing at least 1,300 men. Since
I have come down here I noticed in the Daily
Mail that Croydon sent 10 tons of ore to be treated
in a battery which was not suited, as I previously ~
stated, for the treatment of tin at all. It was
a battery used for the recovery of gold, and for
1 ton 2 cwt. of concentrates 6S per cent. of metallic
tin was taken. Anyone who understands any-
thing about milling will know that in using a
gold recovery battery you would not get the same
amount of tin as if youused the proper tin battery.-

Mr. MAXWELL: Just the same.

Mr. CREAGH : I differ with the hon. mem-
ber for Burke.

Mr. MAXWELL : You do not know,

Mr. CREAGH : The hon. member for Burke
says I do not know, and I say he does not know,
so we will leave it at that before the House; but
it is a fact all the same. There is another
matter which I might mention as a hardship on
the pioneers of these districts The hon. mem-
ber for Clermont mentioned it the other nighs,
but it is a strange thing that I also had the
same matter on some notes L made. If a miner
or a fossicker takes up a claim, after working it
for three, four, or five months, although he may
not get a solitary shilling out of it, he has to go
to the warden’s office and pay a fee of 10s.
before he can abandon. That regulation, T
understand, has been in force for a long tims,
but it has never been enforced until the last
twelve months. I think that sort of thing
should be done away with, and it would be a
good thing if we allowed these regulations to
operate as they did in the past, asat present it is
an unwarrantable penalty.

Mr. MaxwgLL: It is not so.

Mr. CREAGH: T may tell the hon. member
for Burke that, in company with another gentle-
man, I went to the late warden in Croydon, Mr.
Millican—DMr. Millican was warden at Croydon
at the time, but he is now stationed in Charters
Towers, he having resigned his position at Croy-
don—and I gave him my idea of the injustice of
the fee. Mr. Millican said he could not help i$,
as he had to follow instructions. He mentioned
that he had definite instructions on the point,
and he must obey them. I said I thougzht it
was the greatest injustice p&sible to inflict on
poor men, and I contend so now. Ihave made
that statement ; something can be traced from it,
because 1 do not want to come here to tell the
House something that cannot be proved.

Mr. HAMILTON : What is the 10s. for?

Mr. CREAGH : It is a charge in connection
with the Stamp Act, and it has been miscon-
strued to suit under the regulation. I mentioned
before, when I was speaking about the railways,
that I was pleased to see that the Government
intended to do something in the matter of reduc-
ing the faves and freights, and I said then that 1
hailed such a proposal with delight. I thinkitis
a very good thing, but I would much sooner
see the abolition of the income tax, because the
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administration of the Income Tax Act is not a
good one. However, if it is the intention of the
Government to amend that income tax, and make
the exemption higher, I hope they will also go
further and reduce the fares and freights. I hope
that they will see their way not to further burden
the taxpayers in any other direction to make up
for what 1s taken off, because T do not believe in
the principle of ““robbing Peter to pay Paul.”
I believe the rates on the Queensland railways
are equitable enough so long as there is unifica-
tion. I pointed out in an earlier portion of my
speech that for under a ton of ore, speaking
of one particular item-—and there are many—
we have to pay double the rate that was paid
for what was 1 ton or over. I hope there will
be a unification of the freights, so as to give
the struggling man with a few hundredweights

" the same chance as those who are in a posi-
tion to send 10 or 12 tons over the line. I do not
think it is the duty of the Government or the
State to take away from one man and put it on to
another man, or to tax a man to twice the extent
that another man pays. The hou. member for
Bowen will bear me out when I say that in the
-classification of goods in Croydon and Bowen we
pay 25 per cent. more than any other line in
Queensland.

Mr. KExNa: We pay 50 per cent. more in
Bowen.

Mr, CREAGH : T think you are wrong in
that. I can quote something in confirmation of
what I say. There was a time when the fares
and freights weve raised 50 per cent., and the
people of Croydon—1I do not know whether the
people of Bowen took any action at that time—
but the people of Croydon kicked up a fuss
about it, and we received a reply stating that
the Minister considered it a fair thing to reduce
the amount by 25 per cent., and if the records
are looked up they will show that that is the
amount we are paying.

Mr. KexnNa: They reduced all the others except
Croydon and Bowen, =

My, CREAGH : I am sorry to hear the hon.
member for Bowen boast that the action is
correct,but if he thinks it is a right thing to do
I am sure I do not think so.

Mr. XEnNA @ I do not think so.

Mr, CREAGH : I consider that when we have
got, State railways we should consider the people
who are living in the North just as well as the
people living in the South or elsewhere, and who
are getting the benefit of those railways, I con-
sider that as we sent down £1,250,000 from
Croydon and the Northern Territory in the last
ten years, we shounld get equal-handed justice
for the things controlled by the State. We are
suffering the greatest hardships in the North,
and the people down in the South are enjoying all
the benefit of our railways, and, therefore, we
should be put at least on the same level as them.
(Hear, hear!) I taks it that the hon. member
fgr Bowen does net think it is right to advocate
this

Mr. Kexxa: 1 do.

Mr. CREAGH : I think the old system is
wrong.
Mr. Kexya: So do I think it is wrong. .

Mr. CREAGH : I offer my protest against it,
The watter I wish to toneh on now is the Croy-
don to Georgetown Railway. That railway was
passed by this House on two occasions. In
Croydon, deputations have waited on every Min-
ister who has come there. When the Premier
was there last year the ‘matter was laid before
him, and he promised to give it due considera-
tion. Probably something has cropped up since,
and he has not had time to attend to it. When
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Mr. Blair, the Attorney-General, was there the
same matter was represented to him, and he
asked the deputation, through myself, to send
him all particulars in connection with our re-
quest. I had the honour to be mayor of Croy-
don at the time, and the particulars were sent,
but it is a strange thing that as soon as those
particulars were sent an order was issued by
the Government to send our rails to Rich-
mond or to Almaden, or somewhere else.
When this took place the Hon. the Premier
was approached about the matter by wire, and
in a wire in reply he told us that when the time
came along our case would be considered. We
accepted the Hon. the Premier’s word, and I
hope that when the railway proposals come for-
ward before the House that the extension from
Croydon will be included amongst them. As I
say, we have had this measure on two occasions
passed by this House, and on both occasions they
were thrown out by the Upper House. When
My, Philp was in Croydon he told us that the
railway had his sympathy and he would give it
his support. I hope that the hon.
[4.80 p.m.] gentleman is of the same opinion
to-day, and that if the Government
introduces that measure it will have the sup-
port of the leader of the Opposition and the
party sitting behind him in favour of the build-
ing of the line from Georgetown to Croydon. At
the present time there are only 500 acres of land
under cultivation along that route. Down in
the Southern part of Queensland you can nearly
always buy maize at about 2s. 3d. per bushel, but
from there you have to pay 3s., 3s. 6d., 4s., Bs.,
and even as high as 10s, per cwt. for cartage ab
times—which is equal to 5s. per bushel—to carry
it by team from Gilbert River to Croydon,

Mr. KroeH : Did you say 5s. per cwt. ?

Mr. CREAGH : Yes; and up to 10s. per cwt.
I have known it to be as high as £10 per ton.
‘When you understand that that is the price you
have got to pay to send it 60 or 70 miles by teams
you will see that it will fot pay settlers to go on
the land, although they have the greatest possi-
bilities for agricultural pursuits there, and some
of the best soil along that route that can be found
anywhere, the depth reaching to almost any
distance. Members of this Assembly will, I
think, admit that there are as great possibilities
there as can be found in any district, and yet
there is only about 500 acres under cultivation,
when we might easily have 00,000 acres tilling
if we had railway communication. If that line
were built we would also save £2,000 a year,
being the cost of the Croydon to Georgetown
mail service. We would also get all that land
opened up and our many resources developed,
which at the present time it is hopeless to
expect. I trust that the Government, in its
wisdom, and in justice to the North, will try to
do something to connect that link between
Georgetown and  Croydon. Take it even
from a national standpoint. We have had a
good deal of talk about the storining Japanese
and Chinese for the last four or five months
during the election campaign. Suppose there
was an invasion of these or other races to-
morrow, and the railway was linked up between
Georgetown and Croydon—1I see the hon. mem-
her for Cairns smiling, and of course he was
likewise smiling when he saw the railway going
round Robb’s Hill at Cairns. But I say from a
strategic and economic point of view, if nothing
else, it is necessary that something should be done
to connect Croydon by rail, sothat the troops can
be brought to and fro if the occasion arises. If
there is any foundation in the alarming reports
we hear about the Japanese and Chinese and
their forces coming here, then the time has now
arrived when those railways should be connected
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to enable our troops to be brought to and fro.
Another questionthatdeservesconsiderationisthe
construction of a deepwater railway to Norman-
ton. Sometimeago therewas a Bill passed toallow
the Cloncurry-Normanten Railway to be built by
a syndicate. A deposit of £10,000 was made, and
thatdeposit of £10,0001sstill lying at the Treasury
—or it should be—because it cannot or should not
be utilised for any other purposes. I could read
you figures and reasons by Mr. H. H. Russell
and Mr. Macdonald, Government surveyors,
which I have in my possession, and which were
contained in their reports, but 1 do not intend to
give them in my remarks {o-day. These gentle-
men say that the Government could build this
railway for £10,000, and another £10,000 would
be required for bridges and other small en-
gineering difficulties, making about £20,000 alto-
gether. I consider myself that we could easily
build that railway, as we have one-half the
amount lying in the Treasury, more especially as
the Hon. the Premier spoke very hopefully of it
himself, and I believe he will build that rail-
way. I sincerely trustthat the Government will
see the justice of doing something for North
Queensland, which has been glaringly neglected
for so long. It will only cost £20,000 to build,
and £10,000 of it has been deposited already, as
previously stated.

Mr. KENNA : No, it is forfeited.

Mr. CREAGH : The money is there.

Mr. Kexxa : No, it is not there.

Mr. CREAGH : Well, where has it gone to?
The hon. member for Bowen seems to know all
about many things that na other nrivate memher
of the House can get any information about. I
would like to know where the wmoney has
gone to. ’

Mr. KENNA: It is in the surplus.

The SPEAKER :.Order, order |

Mr. CREAGH : We will see about that later
on, Taking all these things into consideration,
I think that railway should be built. That
brings me to the Torres Straits steamshipservice
question, which the member for Cook dwelt on
with some enthusiasm the other day. I was
equally glad to notice a mention of this service
in the Governor’s Speech. I was also pleased to
notice that the leader of the Opposition stated
that the time had arrived when the Torres
Straits service should be again established.

OrpposrTioNn MEMBERS : He has advocated it
for years.

Mr. CREAGH : Well, I am advoeating it
again now. I hope the question will ecome on,
and it certainly should come on, as it is in-
cluded in the prograwmme, and the member for
Cook spoke so enthusiastically about it, and the
leader of the Opposition also favoured it. I take
it that the proposal will have the full sapport of
the Government and the support of the Opyosi-
tion party, so I hope it will be one of the first
measares dealt with, and before very lovg that
the service will be in operation. When that is
done, I hope we will have a deep water railway
line to Port Norman or some other suitable
place. The survey has been made and every-
thing has been brought up to date te bring
steamers there, and if that is brought about we
will be able to send our produce to the Kast at
five minutes’ notice. I hope we will learn in the
near future that something definite has been done
by the Governmeunt to bring about the Torres
Strait mail service. I went, in company with
one or two Northern members, to the Premier
to see what had been done in that matter, and he
told us that he was making arrangements, but
that nothing could be disclosed for the present.
I could quite understand that it was necessary,
under the circumstances, that nothing should
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be disclosed then, But I hope something has
been done by now, and that the Northern
people will be considered and the service
established. There is one other thing I would
like to refer to, and that is the question
of the educational system. I notice a good deal
has been said on this matter, and, if I remember
rightly, I read in the manifesto of the leader
of the Opposition that he was in favour of
a University, while the same thing appeared
in the manifesto of the Premier, The Pre-
mier in his speech the other day gave some hope
of a reform in our educational system, but
I noticed that the Premier spoke, in such a way
that it did not to my mind give us any idea of
the seriousness of the question of being assured at
the present time. I hope that some reform in
our educational system will be brought abous,
and that something will be done for the establish-
ment of a University at once, so as to give our
children all the education that it is necessary for
them to have. The Premier pointed out at that
time that a further improvement of our primary
educational system was necessary, and I quite
agree with that. With regard to establishing
secondary education by the State, the work
could be carried on by the same staff of
teachers that we have now. That would re-
duce the cost of running the lower schools,
and any extra cost there would- be in run-
ning the higher schools would be infinitesimal
compared with the advantages gained. We would
then have a system of education under which our
children could go out into the world with some
practical knowledge of what they have to do.
There arc other mabters in the Spesch (o which
I might refer, but I do not wish to take up much
more time, as there are other hon., members who
wish to speak. But I should like to say a word
or two with regard to the guestion of water con-
servation. The proposal to make provision for
water conservation is a good one, as it will pro-
vide against times of drought. At the Stan-
hills Tinfield, 25 miles distant from Croydon,
where big lodes have recently been discavered,
there were 800 men employed last Christmas.
At the present time there are ouvly eighty men
employed there, and the trouble is that there is
no water. There is no subsidy forthcoming for
water conservation, and the lceal authorities
have 1o money to sink wells or to provide water
in any other way owing to lack of subsidy.
I trust that in this water conservation scheme
of the Government no one particular industry
will be cousidered as against another, but that
some provision will be made whereby the GGovern-
ment will give local authorities a reasonable
subsidy on the amount spent in providing water.
At this little town of Stanhills, men who were
earning £4 or £3 a we<k had to go away to
Chillagee looking for worlk, leaving their wives
and children behind, simply because there was
an insufficient supply of water on the field. 1

. hnpe that something will b2 done in the way of

providing or conserving water on mining fields.
With regard to the Barron Falls proposal, it
appears to me to be a very goud one. 1 do not
know much about the proposal at present, but
I know that there are very great possibilities in
comnection with those Falls, and T trust that the
Governmeni will be able to evolve a scheme
which will muke a good use of the power there
going to waste, and bring in a fair return to the
State. With reference to old age pensions, that
is a matter which I have advocated for a long
time. I have often wondered how people get
the indigerice allowance at present granted.

should like to ses the regulations so altered that
persons in need of such an allowance should not
have to run to a doctor, a justice of the peace, or
three or four householders in order to get their
approbation, and also to the police and all that
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sort of useless procedure. I see no reason why
the Government should not devise a scheme
under which old and infirm people could get the
allowance they are entitled to without so much
formality., I trust that the Government will
make the old age pension 10s. a week, and that
it will be provided that where any man in receipt
of a pension has died his wife shall receive the
old age pension allowed her husband as well as
her own,

Hon. E. B. FoRREsT : Surely you don’t want
the Government to pay an old age pension after
a man is dead !

Mr. CREA®H : No; but I wish to point out
that where two may live fairly well on 15s. or
£1 a week, one may not be able to carry on on
10s. a week.

An HonouraBLE MEMBER: You practically
propose a double allowance.

Mr. CREAGH : Yes, a double allowance in
such cases. With regard to the proposed legis-
lation relative to local authorities, there is
to be a conference of representatives of the
different councils throughout the State—I am
going to attend that—and I believe they will
formulate such suggestions as will enable the
Home Secretary to draft a good amending Bill,
if not a new Bill altogether.  The present Act is
a good measure in many respects, but as applied
to goldfields it wants amending. I believe that
arrangements have been made to bring in the
amending Bill immediately after the conference,
and I shall therefore say no more about it on the
present occasion. As to the question of wages
boards, I believe that they should be established;
and I am also of opinion that the Factories and
Shops Act needs amending. 'Those measures
shall have my support. There is another Bill
which I shall support, and that is the Bill to
provide for children’s courts. It is a measure
that has been required in this State for a long
time. That is all T have to say in regard to the
Governor’s Speech. In conclusion, I trust that
the Government in framing their railway policy
will submit such proposals as will benefit not
one constituency but the whole of the con-
stitnencies--the whole State—and that they will
in their wisdom do what they think is right, and
not forget what is justly and longingly required
by the Northern people.

HoNOURABLE MENBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. Maxwy: You threw Murphy out for
voting for that railway.

Mr., CRIEAGH : Mr. Speaker,—Can I reply
to that interjection; can I make a personal
explanation?

The SPEAKER: No other hon. member
having risen in his place since the hon, member
resumed his seat, I think he is in order in con-
tinuing, if necessary.

Mr. CREAGH : The hon. member for Cairns
sat there very quietly, as he usually does, in his

little corner of insignificance, and although I was’

speaking on the question of railways he never
made a remark until I sat down, and he thought
I would have no opportunity of answering him.
The hon. member interjected that Mr. Murphy
was thrown out for voting for that railway. Asa
matter of fact, the only thing I commended him
for during the whole of the election was for
voting for that particular railway. The reason
he was thrown out was because he did not vote
for the North enough when he wasin the House ;
and was absent from the House when he should
not have been. :

Mr. MITCHELL (Maryborough): I regret,
and I am sure the whole House regrets, the
absence of the leader of the Labour party.
Since the assembling of Parliament, and pre-
vious to that, there has been a good deal of talk
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outside the House, and since the assembling of
Parliament there has been a good deal of talk
inside the House, about what is known as ‘‘ the
three-party system.” I intend for a minute or
two to refer to the three-party system, and show
how it criginated. We find that this system is
the outcome of the progressive policy that has
been adopted by the Labour party in tbis State
for the last sixteen or seventeen years. The old
system: which was in existence previous to the
advent of the Labour party was what was called
“the two-party system.” We might very well
have only one party, because whatever party
represented the people of the country, they were
always looked upon as the ‘“haves,” and those
who were outside Parliament as the ‘ have
nots,” who were allowed the privilege of electing
their members from time to time, and they
played very carefully and very systematically
what we might call the game of Tweedledum
and Tweedledee. The people outside the House
saw that if they were to get anything like fair
representation it was necessary for them to
send men to the House who were in sympathy
with them, or to send men from their own
ranks. The result was that they began to adopt
the system, and it bas gradually grown, until we
are now in a position to wedge ourselves in
bhetween the two other parties. If the other two
parties had come together at the beginning of
this session, and there had been a fusion of those
two parties, then the Labour party would have
had to take their place in Opposition.

Myr. KroaH : The proper place, too.

Mr. MITCHELL : But seeing that that did
not result, we have still the three-party system.
It is only a transition stage—a stage between
the three-party system and the two-party system
which will come about later on—that is, when
the Labour party are strong enough to take
their proper place either dn the Oppssition or
the Government benches. There are many
measures included in the Governor’s Speech
which are what are generally called by us pallia-
tives—that is, they have no place in our objec-
tive in the great effort we are making to bring
about a proper reformation of society. The
Labour party can claim credit for mapy of the
progressive measures which have been placed
before the country at this time. We claim to be
the hammerers of progress, the men who have
moulded public opinion, who have enabled the
country to see that thereis a possibility of public
opinion being so formed and so applied that in
time to come progressive reform will be effected
to such an extent that the great change which
the Labour party desire to see brought about will
be accomplished.

Mr. Raxkiy : Public opinion shows what the
people thought of you at the last general elec-

tlon.

Mr. MITCHELL : It showsexactly whatthe
public thought of us at the last general election,
and it sHows also what the public thinks of the
hon. m¢mber for Burrum.’ These palliativesare
perfectly well understood by the Liabour party.
They are the ontcome of our influence, they are
the material from which we are to build a bridge
that is to take us over from the competitive
system to the co-operative or collective system.

Mr. Keyva : Call it socialism.

Mr. MITCHELL : Well, socialism. That is
exactly what we are doing, and when we get to
the other side it is our intention, speaking meta-
phorieally, to build the edifice, which will be a
credit not only to the Labour party, but also to
the country which first establishes the true prin-
ciples of socialism on a broad and comprehensive
basis. These palliatives are the scatfolding re-
quired in constructing that great building which
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we are seeking to erect, and once the building is
erected we shall find that the palliatives are of
no use, and they will be put aside, and we shall
stand on the established principles we have been
fighting for during many years past. That is
the explanation of how the three party system
has come about, and it is a transition state
of things in the progress from the competitive
to the co-operative system ; and it nust remain
that way until parties are more equal, or until
we get a greater number of men who believe in
our principles and who will establish our ideas
on a proper basis. If we look at the programme
which has been put before us, we shall find in it
a4 great many of the ideas set forth by the
TLabour party, who can claim that it is through
their efforts that it has been made possible to
put such a programme before Parliament at the
present time. The wages board under our pre-
sent circumstances is quite indispensable for get-
ting a larger portion of the remuneration which
is due to the workers for the work they have to
do. The old age pension scheme is another
thing which isindispensable. I think we should
not allow our aged poor to wait for a pension
until a Bill has been passed by Parliament. We
were told in the House the other night that the
Government have power, without further legis-
lation, to increase the indigence allowance, and I
contend that it should be increased from 5s. to
at least 7s. 6d. per week until we get a proper
old age pension scheme established. The present
indigence allowance is a degrading allowance,
both as regards the manner in which it has to be
got and the manner in which it is distributed
when granted, If we increase the amount to 7s.
6d. per week it would do away with a great
many of the hardships which the old people feel
just now. The Government would do themselves
credit if they would take upon themselves the
responsibility—not to-morrow, or three or four
months hence, but at once—of increasing the
indigence allowance, until an old age pensions
scheme is established, because we can see that
there is going to be considerable discussion on
the question as to whether an old age pensions
scheme should be a State matter or a Federal
matter. My own opinion is that it should be
a Federal matter, and my reason for thinking
that is, that under the present system of old
age pensions as we know it, a person has to
be a resident in the particular State which
gives the pension for, say, twenty-five years, A
man may be ten years in Queensland, five years
in New South Wales, and ten years in Western
Australia, but, although he has been twenty-five
years in the Commonwealth, he would not be
entitled to a pension in either of those States, I
think it is desirable to adopt the principle of
granting a pension to a person who has been
twenty-five years resident in any of the States,
or to have old age peusions provided by the
Federal Government. When it comes to a ques-
tion of deciding whether the matter should be
undertaken by the Federal Government or the
State Government, I shall favour the Federal
system, aund shall then give my reasons more in
detail than I am doing on the present ocecasion.
Another thing that I am very pleased to see is
the promise made by the Government to amend
the Workers’ Compensation Act. The Act has
given rise to a good deal of dissen-

[5 p.m.] sion in the country, and people are
opposed to the principle of compen-

sation, because they say the employers have to
pay for it. That is so in Gympie, Mary-
borough, and many other towns. I hope the
Bill" will be passed as quickly as possible, so
that the people in the country may see that the
Govarnment are in earnest, and that they are
not, like past Governments, simply making a
show of placing the measure on the statute-
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book. If we meet with the opposition in
another place that we met with last session, I
trust that the members of this House will compel
that House to pass the Bill. Another measure
that js promised is the amendment of the Income
Tax Act. That is a very desirable thing. In
speaking on the matter last session I contended
that it was desirable that whatever exemption
was granted should be granted all round., I
also think that the returns might be very much
simplified. In many instances people have
to pay to have their returns prepared, and in
some cases the cost is greater than the difference
between what the individual claims he ought to
pay and the amount claimed by the Commis-
sioner. This is a matter that is worthy of the
Commissioner’s consideration. There are several
other Bills that this House should assist the
Governwent in passing. Among them are two
before the House at the present time—the Bill
to make provision for the defence of poor
prisoners, and the Bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of children’s courts. Those are mea-
sures that should meet with the approval of
the whole House, and should pass without much
discussion. Then I come to the Constitutional
Referendum Bill. Last session we had a partial
referendum before us on the question of Bible
teaching in State schools. When we get the
Constitutional Referendum Bill passed into law
I do not think Bible teaching in State schools
should be a question that should come under the
constitutional referendum. My opinion is that
people have no right to compel any class of
religion to be introduced into the State schools.
State assurance is another thing that 1s very
desirable, and might well be carried out to the
profit of the individual and with benefit to the
State. Session after session there is a great cry
about settling people on the land. To this I do
nob object. But it has been my impression ever
since 1 entered the House that too little atten-
tion is given to our secondary industries. I
always feel that our secondary industries are
very much neglected. Three years ago—almost
immediately after the advent of the Morgan
Ministry—several mining members spoke favour-
ably, earnestly, and intelligently, and T also
spoke, on the principle of establishing State
batteries. That is a thing that mining members
should not lose sight of. They should keep
bammering away at the Government uuntil they
get the principle properly established. If we
want to develop our mining industries, one of the
best methods that can be adopted is to establish
State batteries to assist new districts, and some
old districts too.

Mr, Waite : It is a good method of losing
money.

Mr. MITCHELL : The mining members who
took up-the guestion showed that it would not
be a method of losing money, but that it would
be a means of gaining money both for the State
and for the individuals interested. Another
thing in connection with our secondary indus-
tries is the large importation of agricultural
machinery. Every year tens of thousands of
pounds worth of agricultural machinery are
brought into the country ; and I think it would
be possible to adopt a system whereby we could
manufacture a great many of those implements
ourselves. We have established a State bank.
T contended two or three sessions ago, and I con-
tend now, that in place of giving a man who
applies for a loan to purchase disc ploughs, har-
rows, and other farming implements, £17 10s.
for a plough, or whatever the price may be, the
Government should be in a position to say:
“ We manufacture these ploughs ourselves.”

Mr. XKuxxa: What about the patents?
Mr, Mitchell.]
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Mr. MITCHELL: I was told by the then
Secretary for Agriculture, when discussing the
matter with him privately, that he thought that
was a difficulty which wmight be easily overcome,
There are many implements that it would be the
duty of the Governmens to carefully consider
the advisableness of establishing works to con-
struct at once, But they donot need to establish
new works. They have the works already estab-
lished ; and all they require to do is to adopt the
principle of manufacturing all agricultural imple-
ments in the State in place of sending to other
countries for them.

Mr. WHITE: Give us protection firss.

Mr. MITCHELL: I might goon enumerating
a large number of the Bills mentioned in the
Speech, because there ars many of them that the
Labour party would endeavour to place on the
statute-book themselves if they were in power,
Being a member of the Labour party, I take up
the attitude that $o long as these Bills are in
accordance with our ideas we should have no
hesitation whatever in giving them our support.
It is said by one of the leading papers to-day
that the Labour party have taken up a negative
position—that they have stated distinctly thab
they will support the Government so long as
they do not bring forward any measure opposed
to their platform. Now, we also say that we are
prepared to support any measures—Govern-
ment or otherwise—that are of a democratic
nature, and that will benefit the workers of
this State. That is the positive or affirmative
position which we take up, as well as the nega-
tive one of giving support if our platform is not
interfered with. The Trades Disputes Bill was
one of the Bills that was thrown out by the
Council last session, for which I was very sorry,
and I am sorry that it is not again before the
House this session. Another Bill that T would like
to see before the House is a Compulsory Con-
ciliation and Arbitration Bill. There is a great
dealof discussion throughout the States respecting
the advantages and disadvantages of such a mea-
sure, but I think it is a Bill that is indispensable
if we are to do away with strikes and continue
the harmonious relations that are desirable in
our transitional state between employer and em-
ployee. The measure I speak of is not a Bill to
promote strikes, but is a Bill for doing away
with strikes, and that has been proved in many
instances. In New Zealand it has been most
successfully carried out. It has prevented many
strikes from eventuating. The great dificulty,
and one that will shortly be overcome, is
the composition of the court. One reason that
urges me to speak upon the question of concilia-
tion and arbitration is a diffienlty that has
arisen—not in my own electorate, bnt in my
district. T refer to the Howard lockout.

Mr. RANKIN: There is no lockout.

Mr. MITCHELL: I am sorry to hear the
hon. member for Burrum, in whose electorate
this is going on, declare that there is no lockout.

Mr. Rangin : There is certainly no lockous.

Mr. MITCHELL: I hope the hon. member
will have the good sense to hold his tongue while
other members are speaking on the matter. He
will have an opportunity of defending it, not
only from his own standpoint as the member for
the district, but also frow: his standpoint as an
employer who is backing up the management of
that particular mine in preventing a settlement
being come to.

Mr. Raxxkin: That is nonsense.

Mr. MITCHELL: When the hon. member
gels up we shall be probably treated to a consi-
derable amount of nonsense when he begins to
talk about a Conciliation and Arbitration Bill,
because it is a Bill that he knows nothing about.

[Mr. Mitchell.
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Mr. RANKIN : T was nob aware there was such
a Bill before the House at all.

Mr. MITCHELL: In connection with this
strike or lockout, whatever it may be called, the
question is whether one man is to presume to
stand up and defy 200 men

Wr. RaygiN: That is quite untrue,

Mr. MITCHELL : Aund say that they can
have plenty of work so long as they comply with
his conditions.

Mr. RANKIN : You know that is not true.

Mr. MITCHILL : Not only has he taken up
that stand with the working men of Howard,
but he has taken it up with the Premier of
Queensland.

Mr. RangIN : You know that you are making
a statement knowing that statement to be un-
true.

Mr. MITCHELL : He says that he will not
recognise the union under any conditions what-
ever; and he goes further, and says that he will
not submit the question of unionism or non-
unionism to arbitration—a position that was
never known in the bistory of Queensland or in
the history of any country in the world for an
individual to take up. It is monstrous,

Mr., RAXKIN : The whole statement is a tissue
of falsehoods.

Mr. MITCHELL: It is monstrous for any
individual to have the power to take up such a
stand ; and, when the hou. member for Burrum
takes up that stand and says it is untrue, I am
quite prepared to back up my statements by the
evidence of newspapers.

Mr, RANKIN: If it is worth no more than
yours, it is not worth much.

Mr, MITCHELL : And by the evidence of
the members of the union, and by evidence from
the manager himself, He has admitted certain
things, and he has written certain letters, in
which he states distinetly that he will not recog-
nise the union.

Mr. RANKIN

Certainly not.-

Mr. MITCHELL: If that is the attitude
taken up by the hon. and distinguished member
for Burrum, we cannot expect much from the
management of that particular mine.

Mr. RANKIN @ What has this got to do with
the Address in Reply ?

Mr. MITCHELL : It has very much to do
with the Address in Reply, because it is neces-
sary for this House to see that legislation should
be introduced to prevent any man having the
power that the manager of the Howard mine is
assuming at the present time.

LABOUR MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. MITCHELL: I want to lay the facts
clearly before the House. Just previous to 8th
May a young workman at Howard, who had
given several lectures on the relationship between
employer and employee

Mr. RangIN: Give it the proper title—to
convey the proper weaning to the House. Tt
was a lecture on socialism, pure and simple.

Mr. MITCHELI, : It is really a painful
thing when a man, distinguished for other
things, cannot have the good sense to hold his
tongue while another member is speaking.

LABOUR MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! .

The SPEAKER : Order! Interjections are
not always out of order; but they are out of
order if the hon. member who isspeaking objects
to them.
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Mr, MITCHELL : Ihave no objection at all
o an interjection if it is a sensible interjection ;
but if it is simply a man making a fool of him-
self, I decidedly object to it. (Laughter).

Mr, RanNkixn: I rise £o a point of order. Is
the hon. member in order in saying I am making
a fool of myself in interjecting ?

The SPEAKER : T really did not catch the
hon. member to say directly that he applied his
remarks to the hon. member for Burrum. If he
did he must withdraw it.

Mr, KExna : Withdraw, withdraw !

Mr. MITCHELL: I did not say that the
hon. member for Burrum was making a fool of
himself. It would be quite unnecessary for me
to say that.

Mr. RANKIN: Mr. Speaker,—I rise to a
point of order again. I do not think the hon.
member is in order in making that remark.

The SPEAKER : I do not think the hon.

member is quite in order.
Mr, KENNA : Withdraw !

Mr. MITCHELL : I would not offend the
House by saying that the hon. member was a
fool, and in deference to your ruling, Mr.
Speaker, I withdraw the statement T made, and
I will say that the hon. member is not a fool. I
hope that is satisfactory, and that he will not at
any other time say that I had any reason for
making such a statement. Now, I was saying
that this man advised the men at Howard to
form a union. Seventy-three of them came
forward and formed a union, and a few days
afterwards two of the workmen who had joined
this union were notified by the manager, Mr.
W. Rankin, that if they were poing to remain
in the unior they would no longer be required.

Mr. RaxkiN: That statement is quite incor-
rect, .

Mr. MITGHELLs: The hon. gentleman has
again interjected, and he says that the statement
is quite incorrect. I say from my place in this
House that the manager, Mr. William Rankin,
told me that himself, and in confirmation of that

two days afterwards he wrote to the Maryborough.

Chronicle, in which he said distinetly that he
dismissed Anderson, one of the men referred to,
because he was a member of the union. He said
that if the man was going to remain in the union
he would have no more work for him,

Mr. BANKIN : Two men were discharged for
absenting themselves from their work.

Mr. MITCHELL : He told Mr. Dawson that
he would bave no work for him if he remained
in the union. The manager was asked to re-
instate those men, but he refused to reinstate
them, with the result that the men ceased
working and decided to remain locked out until
those two men had been reinstated. There had
been a great amount of correspondence going on
in the Maryborough papers respecting this lock-
out, and all the evidence has been in favour of
the position taken up by the men. Some time
ago my colleague, the junior member for Mary-
borough, and myself were asked to go to Howard
to address the men on lockouts.

Mr. Ravxin: That is the principal cause of
the strike—you and your colleague and Mr,
Demaine going there,

Mr. MITCHELL : Mr. Rankin says that we
were the principal cause of the strike, but I may
tell him that we were unaware of what had been
done or that a union had been formed. Asa
matter of fact, Mr. Demaine urged the miners to
be very careful about what they were doing, and
not to rush into matters, as it was a responsible
thing they were doing—throwing themselves out
of work at the present time. My colleague and
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myself went down, at the request of the men,
and we met Mr. Rankin, and discussed the
matter with him on the way down. There was
also at that time a deputation from the mer-
chants at Maryborough to interview Mr. Rankin,
and ask him to reconsider the decision—to allow
the men to form their union, and to allow
the work to go on as usual. At this time
the union had been properly formed, and the
result was that Mr, Rankin made an appointment
with the merchants of Maryborough, together
with my colleague and myselt, to meet us there
and discuss the whole matter. When the
appointed time came DBIr. Rankin was not to
be found. He had gore to Bundaberg, from
whence he had been telephoned for. Unfortu-
nately he returned by the same train by which
we left and had not reached Bundaberg. He
only got as far as the Junction. However. we
met Mr. C. Rankin, junior member of the firm,
and discussed the matter with him, but he said
he was not going to, on any account, recognise
the union. The whole crux of the thing is this:
Other employers throughout the State permit
their employees to form a union. The manage-
ment of the mines at Ipswich and all the other
mines throughout the State hold that it is their
guty to recognise the miners’ unions and they

o it.

Mr. MAUGHAN :
the unions.

Mr. MITCHELL : T am reminded, by inter-

The proprietors encourage

© jection, that the proprietors encourage the unions,

because they see the wisdom of it. They see
that it saves in a good many instances both
strikes and lockouts, and individual animosity
arising between the employers and the em-
ployees. Seeing that the men have been told
that their union would not be recognised, and
seeing that the Premier has been told that Mr.
Rankin would not recognise their union, in order
to, bring about something like a settlement my
colleague and myself wired to the Premier, when
he was leaving Rockhampton after the elections,
and asked him to meet us at Bundaberg so that
we could discuss the whole matter with him.

Mr. Raxxin: What had it got to do with
him? '

Mr, MITCHELL : The Premier wired to us
asking us to write him a full explanation of all
that we knew in connection with the lock-out,
and he said that if he could be of any advantage
he would come to Howard and discuss the matter
with the management, and try to bring about a
settlement. The Premier wired to Howard, and
found that Mr. Rankin was in Brisbane. The
Premier, however, subsequently had a conversa-
tion with Mr. Rankin, but Mr. Rankin refused
to give him auny satisfaction on the basis of
recognition of the union. He distinctly refused
to do it. The Premier then wrote my colleague
and myszlf, and we went down and interviewed
the men, and persuaded them to leave themselves
entirely in the hands of the Premier, and allow
him to settle the matter with Mr. Rankin. The
Premier agreed to do this, and interviewed Mr.
Rankin again, Mr. Rankin said distinctly that
he would not recognise the union, and at the
present time there are 200 men out of employ-
wment, and their wives and fumilies ave starving
unless they get help from outside.

Mr. RaNKIN: Where did you get your figures
from? The secretary’s books show there are only
sixty men on strike, I got the figures only
yesterday. I have only just come from there.

Mr. LEsINA @ There are sixty families.
Mr., RYLAND : There are more than that.

Mr. MITCHELL : T was called to order just
now for suggesting that the hon. member might

Mr. Mitchell.]
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be a fool. I might also be called to order if T
were to say that what the hon. gentleman just
stated is untrue. I would just like to mention
that the first pay the men made to the strikers
was £170.

Mr. RaxgIN: You said that was the number
now.

Mr. MITCHELL : I say they are out still so
far as the Howard management is concerned.
The hon, gentleman knows that some of the men,
through the hardships of the company, have been
compelled to leave Howard and go to other
places to look for work. But still the fact
remains that Mr. William Rankin, and the
member for Burrum, and other members of that
firm, were so inconsiderate that it did not matter
to them whether these men and their wives and
families starved when they said that they would
rather nail down the mines than submit to these
men,

Mr. RANKIN : That is untrue,
was never made.

Mr. MITCHELL : That statement was made
distinctly—that they would rather nail down the
mines than submit to unionism and permit
these men to form a union. The manager now
tries to get out of the difficulty by saying that he
is prepared to employ any men whether they

are members of the union or non-

[5.30 p.m.] union men, but it is a well-known

fact that the men who are taking a

prominent part in this movement at the present
time would be debarred from getting work.

Mr. RANKIN : That is untrue,

Mr. MITCHELL : The management of the
Howard Colliery defied the Premier, so it is the
duty of this House—if it cannot come to a
resolution, at least it can come to a suggestion,
that any employer whatever taking up the stand
that he will not recognise unionism should be
debarred from getting any State contracts until
he abandons the high attitude he thinks he
has attained, and says that he will recognise
unionism, as other employers do. hope that
this House will consider this matter in the sense
in which it ought to be considered. There
always was a cry from the other side as to what
we ought to do to try to get a spirit of harmony
and good-fellowship between the employer and
the employees; but how can such a thing be
possible when an individual says t> 200 men,
“You can form 150 unions if you like, but I will
not recognise them in any sense, nor will I
employ a union man until I am forced to do s0”?

Mr. RANKIN : That is done all over the world.

Mr. MITCHELL : I hope, for the good sense
of Parliament, that it will be a recognised thing
that any man taking up that stand in opposition
to the harmony that might obtain will be de-
barx.‘ed from tendering for any State contract
until he comes down from his high position and
says that he is prepared to recognise unionism.
(Hear, hear!) There are a good many points I
wish to refer to—but they are matters of detail
—in connection with the same thing, and it
would not be fair for me to go further into the
matter at the present time, because I know there
are a good many in this House, who are interested
in this matter, who will take it up and show
still further the gross injustice of our laws being
80 that any man can take up a stand such as
that taken up by Mr. William Rankin in this
case.

Mr. JONES (Burnett) : After listening to the
able speech of the senior member for Mary-
borough, I feel diffident in rising to address the
House, It is not my intention to contribute at
any great length to the motion adopting the

[Mr. Mitchell.
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Addressin Reply to His Excellency’s Speech, but
representing, as I do, one of the most important
electorates in the State—

Hon. E. B. Torrrst: You should say the
most important electorate in the State.

Mr. JONES : T feel it incumbent on me to
put before this House a few remarks appertain-
ing to the industries in that district. Speaking
at length on this subject would be reiteration,
because it is difficult to speak on the political
situation without repeating the remarks made by
previous speakers. However, there are one or
two matters in the Speech I would like to refer
to. Judging the Governor’s Speech by the titles
of the measures to be introduced, I must say that
I consider the programme is a very democratic
one. Of course, it is difficult to judge a book by
its title ; and we cannot pass judgment on those
measures until we see those Bills in detail. For
instance, the Old Age Pensions Bill is one and
the State Insurance Bill is another. Last session
the Government came down with a programme,
which included a State Insurance Bill.

Mr. Ryrannp: No.

Mr. JONES: Yes. T have last year’s pro-
gramme here. I thought it might be questioned,
so I brought a copy with me. It says here,
Life Insurance and Retiring Allowance Bill.
The same thing is now promised. That promise
was not fulfilled during the last session of Parlia-
ment, although it was also made in the Home
Secretary’s speach.  The Old Age Peunsions Bill
has been promised, but the party to which I
belong may object to the methods proposed to
raise money, and they might be objectionable to
the majority of the members of this House. Bo,
lovking at the measures which have been pro-
mised, it is difficult to pass judgment upon them
until we see the Bills themselves. Judging
them by their titles, they are democratic, and I
am sure they will receive, a% the sehior’ member
for Maryborough says, the assistance of all
members of this party if they are democratic in
their details. What I object to about this pro-
gramme is the absence of Bills that T would like
For instance, the Trades Disputes
Bill. T have heard a number of gentlemen
speak of the necessity of having some law for
dealing with industrial disputes, such as a con-
ciliation and compulsory arbitration measure.
However, I will probably deal with that matter
later on. What I want to lay stress on now is
the absence of any Mining Bill. It is true that
in the last session of last Parliament a Iining
Bill was introduced by the Minister for Mines,
but we, as a democratic party, could not accept
that measure, We could not accept a Bill which
was s0 hurtful in its ways.

Mr. PAGET : Was it too liberal ?

Mr. JONES : Tt was not liberal enough. We
want a comprehensive Bill that will provide for
mining on private property, but in the Bill intro-
duced last year there was a clause that alloweda
syndicate or a company to spend a certain sum
of money on a lease, and that would be fulfil-
nment of labour conditions, Asevery one knows,
the labour conditions under our present Mining
Act is one man to 4 acres, and in the Bill
introduced last session under the substitution of
the expenditure of a certain sum of money to be
speut on the lease for the labour conditions, a
person could spend £100 in old machinery, put it
on a gold-mining lease of 20 acres, and lock that
ground up for a period of twenty-nine months,

Mr. MaxXweLL : You are grumbling because
you have got nothing to grumble about.

Mr. JONES: The hon. member for Burke
introduced a very good Bill last session. I have
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asked a question to-day in which T want to know
the number of applications that have been re-
ceived by the Mines Department.

Mr, PageT: The reply will be none.

Mr. JONES : I am afraid so. That will prove
the uselessness of the measure, and the time we
wasted in dealing with the measure introduced
by the hon. member for Burke.

B%Ir. MAXWELL : You just said it was a good
i1,

The ’REMIER : You should not prophesy until
you know.

Mr. JONES: I think it is a useful measure.
I really thought 1t would be more availed of, but,
as the Premier says, I must not prophesy, and I
will not prophesy until I get an answer to my
question to-morrow. The mining industry is one
of the hest industries we have in this State, and,
as the hon. member for Croydon pninted out, it
has not received the assistance by this Govern-
ment, nor by previous Governments, that it de-
serves, True, there is a decline in the produc-
tion of gold and an increase in the produc:ion of
other minerals. To my mind, the reason for the
decline in the gold production since 1903 is the
lack of assistance that that industry has received
from this and previous Governments.

The PreMIER: Was there more assistance
given before 1903 ?

Mr., JONES: No; Ido not think so.
not singling out the "Premier for blame.
has not been more assistance given——

The PREMIER: Was there more assistance
given before 19037

Mr. JONES: No.
was due chiefly to
Towers.

The PreMIER: I want to show you the
decline in the gold yield cannot be attributable
to the lack of assistance, because when there was
no more assistance the gold yield was higher.

Mr. JONES: Well, we will say there would
be a greater increase in the gold yield if the
Government had assisted the mining industry to

" a greater extent than they do at present, and I
am disappointed with the Goverrment pro-
gramme, because the Premier promised in his
speech at Rockhampton to give encouragement
to mining. This is what the Premier said—

Queensiand has great undeveloped mineral resources,
and it is desirable to have our mining laws thoroughly
revised, so that every possible encouragement will be
given to bore fide investors. It is quite well kunown
that, particularly in regard to coalmining, our mining
law is by no means up to date. It is time also that
provision should be made for mining on private pro-
perty, and that those who are prepared to undertake
the development of our mineral resources should be
given every reasonable and proper facility for doing so

Mr. LesiNs : That was before the elections.

Mr. JONES: The hon. member for Towns-
ville, in his electioneering manifesto, also advo-
cated the same thing. He said—

The consolidation and exteusion of our mining laws,
giving reasonable security of tenure to the lessee, while
conserving the rights of the individual miner, and the
subsidising of prospectors—

Mr. MaxwerLL: What did the Labour party
say ?

Mr. JONES: I just want to point out that
both the leaders of these great parties have
promised a comprehensive Mining Bill.  One
party has been returned to power, and they
have introduced their programme, and we have
no Mining Bill promised this session, Trne, if
it is not a better measure than that introduced
last session of Parliament, then I will vote
against it, as I did previously, because of the
objection I stated.

T am

There

The gold production then
Gympie and Charters
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The PrReMIER : There were a great many other
things mentioned during the elections which can-
not be expected to be introduced in the first
session of Parliament. We cannot do every-
shing at once. Even Rome was not builtin a

a;

Mr JONES: I am pointing out that this
industry is the second in this State—it ranks
nexs to the great pastoral industry—and surely
it has been neglected. It is only reasonable to
expect a Mining Bill would be introduced this
session of Parliament, but we will take the
Prenier’s promise that we will have one next.
session,

The PREMIER : I am not making any promise,
I simply pointed out you are rather hasty in
assuming the Government are going back on their
policy because they do not introduce everything
this session of Parliament.

Mr. JONES: It is necessary to have a Bill to
provide for mining on private property. There
have been instances at Cloncurry where men
have gone out prospecting with pick and shovel
and they have found ore, and after working it
for. some time and raising the ore, it was dis-
covered that they were on private property, and
they were imprisoned for theft. In the DMount
Perry district a syndicate of prospectors, com-
posed ot mining men, spent £500 on one show,
and subsequently they discovered they were on
private property, and they had to abandon their
claim. For nearly two years members of our
party, when we sat on the other side, requested
the Minister for Mines and the Government to
have a resurvey of those mineral fresholds—the
freeholds that were allowed to be taken up in
1872.

Mr. PageT: They are very slow.

Mr. JONES : I notice the Minister for Mines,
when he was at Mount Perry, promised that they
would resurvey the little freeholds in that dis-
trict. I will just quote his reply to a deputation,
as reported in the Mount Perry Tevmes—-

Mr. Blair thanked the deputation for bringing these
matters before him in the friendly way they had done.
As to the mineral freeholds, he had not been unmindful
of these difficulties. It was his intention to do all he
could to get the mineral freeholds resurveyed. The old
survey had evidentily been of a cursory character, and
now they reaped the dissdvantage. He would promise
to do his utmost; but they must have patience, as there
was very little money. This matter was, however,
pressing, and he would do his best.

Here we are boasting of a very large surplus, and
yet there is not sutficient money to resurvey the
mineral freeholds surrounding a small place like
Mount Perry, the cost of which would be about
£15.  Last year the excuse was made that there
was not a surveyor, and yet one of the hest
mining surveyors in Queensland—Mr. Fitz- -
gerald—was walking about the streets of Mount
Perry with nothing to do.

An HoNouraBrLE MEMBER: Quite true.

Mr. JONXES: I do not often make com-
plaints, but I certainly must make these com-
plaints when we have the money and when we
have the surveyors.

The PreEMIER : Do you know of ary mining
surveyors idle?

Mr. JONKES: There was one idle in Mount
Perry until quite recently. I am pointing out
that the Minister for Mines is redeeming his
promise, I believe the surveyors are down in
the Moonta district, and probably they will
reach Mount Perry later on. I do not know
when that will be, but in the course of a year or
two we will have them in Mount Perry.

Hon. R. Puirp: Is Mr. Fitzgerald one of
them?

Mr. Jones.]
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Mr. JONES: He is one of them, and I am
very pleased he is. I am pleased to see the
Minister for Mines is fulfilling the promise he
made in that district. I would like to quote
from a return that was tabled on the motion of
the hon. member for Clermont, Mr. Lesina. He
asked for a return showing the expenditure by
the Mines Department for prospecting purposes.
To the end of October, 1905, the amount was
£1,839 12s. 8d. )

The PREMIER: You do not ask what the result
was.

Mr. JONES: The result was fairly good.
Another return was asked by the hon. member
for North Brisbane, showing the revenue derived
from rents, and the figures given were—

£ s d.
Rents, goldiining leases 8,984 10 7
Rents, mineral leases . 7,108 0 6
Rents, cozlmining leases and 619 6 O

licenses

Rents, miners’ homestead leases 4.115 8 0
Total royalties on gold 5,963 10 7
Total royalties on coal ... 5115 9

Total £26,842 11 5 .
This does not include the revenue derived in
other ways—by miners’ rights and other
methods,  But that return proves that the
mmmg industry is not getting the assistance
that it really deserves, One would naturally
ask in what way should that industry be
assisted. In my opinion, I think the firs$ thing
we could do would be to establish State metal-
lurgical works in some part of Queensland, even
if it is only one like that at Aldershot. Those
private works were closed down, and since they
were closed the refractory ore and concentrates
have to be sent to the Southern States or across
the seas—either to England or Germany—for
treatment, T maintain in Queensland we have
the ability, we have the material, and we have
the undiscovered wealth, as well as the wealth
that is discovered, but that which we have not
got is the inclination, and I think it would
be a good thing for this Government, if they
wished to make themselves popular, to establish
State works. I think it would be a good thing
for the State and also for those engaged in the
mining industry. Some advocate the eatablish-
ment of State batteries, but first I would like to
see a good, fully-equipped, up-to-date smelting
works, or metallurgical works, snch as is estab-
lished at Aldershot, and then they could follow
with State batteries., The hon. member for
Burke is not in favour of State batteries, but I
give the hon, member credit for taking a lively
interest in the great mining industry. Tt has

_been stated that the State batteries have not
been successful in Western Australia, but they
have, and, if they have not paid dlrectly in the
first year or 50, they are paying now.

Mr. MaxwELL: They are not paying yet.

Mr. JONES: They have been successful in
this way—they have opened up many of the
goldfields that are good fields to-day, and are an
asset to that State ; and if State Datteries were
to follow State metallurgical works in Queens-
land, I think that it would assist that industry
to a very great extent; and also, as pointed
out by the hon. member for Townsville, the
establishment of prospectors’ parties would be
of great assistance. I do not believe in the
method of doling out 10s. or Bs. a week to old
age prospectors, who should be receiving an old
age pemlun by right—but the forming of pros-
pectors’ parties with a competent head, and with
men under them receiving the standard rate of
mining wages of £2 10s. or £3 a week. Ibelieve
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if a few of these prospecting parties were formed
it would be the means of discovering some of the
undiscovered wealth,

The Preyier: Who would it belong to?

Mr. JONES : It would belong to the State.
You could have a State goldmine.

The PreEmier : Will it ?

Mr. JONES: It could belong to the prospec-
tors, and the State could receive a certain pro-
portion.

The PreMIER: You have a very innocent
notion of mankind.

Mr. JONES : I do not believe everyone is dis-
honest. Anyhow, I believe it would open upa
good many fields that would be of benefit to this
State. Another matter in connection with the
industry is that a great deal of mineral wealth
leaves Queensland, and its value is unknown. I
think we should have a proper department—say,
an assay department-—not an undermanned de-
partment like we have now—where the miner,
before sending his ore away to foreign works,
could have an assay made, and the value of the
ore will beknown before it leaves these shores, If
a private enterprise could rua a works success-
fully, to my mind there is no reason why the
Govemmem or State could not do so, We want
some mining Bill also that will provide for better
wages heing paid to those engaged in the indus-
try. A miner’s life is a bard one, and a very
dangerous one, and I know, because I have fol-
folowed it for some time. In New Zsaland they
have a clause in the Mining Act that regulates
the wages paid there to the miners. I will quote
here from a report from the ‘““Labour Journal
of New Zealand,” quoting the award that was
given in the matter of an industrial dispute
between the Waihiminers. The report says—

Wages.

15. The following shall be the minimum rate of wages
which shall be paid by the employers respectively to the
persons employed by such employers in the eapacities
undermentioned, that is to say:—

In or abount a mine—
Miners working in
Drives and stopes ...
Dry shafts ...
Wét shafts (six-hour shlfts/
Rises and winzes ... "
Ordinary miners
Timbermen .
Timbermen’s mates who if and when they
shallhave had six months’ experience
of the work
Chambermen ...
Bracemen
Mullockers
Truckers
Surface labourers
Rock-drillers ...
Pumpmen and pxtmen
Blacksmiths
Strikers (over twent) years ‘of ave)
Tool-sharpeners
Firemen attending to three fires or less
TFiremen a,ttendmg to more than three
fires
Fitters ... .
Engine-drivers 1eqmrmg f‘usf class certlh-
cate and in charge of pumpmg or

Per Shift,
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hoisting m.mhmery . .10 0
Winders . .. 10 0
Winchmen ... .. 9 8
Carpenters ... e 9 86

Balteries.

16. Hours of Lubour: In batteries a shift shall be
eight hours, inclusive of erib-time, and work shall com-
mence at midnight on Sunday and cease at midunight on
Saturday.

17. Youths : No youths under the age of sixteen years
shall be employed in a battery or in or about a tailing
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plant, but the court does not otherwise limit the num-
ber of youths who may be employed in a battery or
tailing plant, |
Wet Balieries. Per Shift.
18. Stamper hands
Greasers (over the age of hwenty \e'm)
Watchmen (when employed)
Amalgamators... “
Stone-breakers or crushermen
Man in charge of hreaker } -
Stonebreakers’ labourers ...
Truckers e
Repairers .
Repairers’ laboulels
General labourers
Teeders...

NN © ON~o?
HRDOORD O OB R,

I just want to make one correction in a state-
ment I made before the House adjourned for tea.
I then stated that the wages paid to

[7 p.m.] those engaged in the mining in-

dustry in New Zealand were fixed
by the Mining Act of that colony. That is not
so. In that colony the overtime wages are fixed
by a clause in the Mming Act of 1906. In
Queensland, in very few mines is overtime paid
for. I know of one mine in this State where the
men work seven days a week, and no overtime is
paid for Sunday. In New Zealand the overtime
pay and the hours of labour are regulated by the
mining laws of the colony, though, of course, the
wages are really coutrolled by “the Arbitration
Court. I donot wish to deal any further with
the mining industry to-night, but I should like
to quote a paraglaph from the Moreton Leader,
which is taken from a New Zealand journal. In
New Zealand they have a State coalmine, but
that is not managed by the same class of mana-
ger as we have managing the Sgtate coalmine in
Queensland, The paragraph to which I allude
says—

In this connection it has now been made clear that
the success in opening up State coalmines at Port
Xlizabeth, Greymouth, and also at tke Seddonville
mine, Westport, is assured, and prices of private enter-
prise coal have now fallen about 2s. per ton, so that the
consumer ¢an nOw purchase at reasonable prices. Re
these mines, the latest official report states that at
Port Elizabeth the coal seam las been tapped in two
tunnels, aud a large amount of plant has been installed.
Also a railway has been constructed to convey the coal
to the port of Greymouth. The coal is said to be of
first-class quality, and the Government now supply
part of the coal it consumes on the State railways.
Good wages are being paid to the miners, and, there-
fore, no strikes are probable; bothimines are giving
satisfuctory resuits.

Good wages prevail in New Zealand, but Iam
sorry to say that in Queenslaud the wages in the
mining industry have a tendency to be lower.

The PrEMIER: Have you ever known any
Government in Queensland that has done more
to develop the coal industry than this Govern-
ment?

Mr. JONES : T am not complaining about the
State coalmine in Queensland, except in regard
to the management, but if a State coalmine can
be worked successfully in° New Zealand, I main-
tain that a State coalmine can be worked success-
fully in Queensland. I also maintain that the
State should take up the erection of metallurgical
works. The Premier at one time believed in
State ownership of everything.

The PREMIER: I never did; I may have been
a big fool, but I was never "such a big fool as

that.

l\/[r. JONES : If the hon. gentleman will look
up his speeches, he will see that he has often
advocated State metallurgical works and State
batteries.

Mr. MAXWELL: Why did the Aldershot works
close? I suppose because they did not pay?

Mr. JONES : If they did not pay, they ought
to have been able to pay. Xowever, it is recog-
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nised by a great many of those engaged in the
mining industry in Queensland that the estab-
lishment of State metallurgical works will be a
great assistance to the mining industry. The
Premier cannot say that we have a good Mining
Act in this State.  In other countries they have
elective inspectors.

Mr. MAXWELL :

Mr. JONES: I maintain that
should be elected in Queensland. That brings
me to the Howard strike. I believe that the
reason why Mr. Rankin does not wish to recog-
nise the union is because he knows that when the
men unite they will be strong enough to protest
against the bad ventilation of that mine. It is
because the mining inspectors of that district do
notdo their duty and report on the bad condition
which prevails in the Howard mines that the
present state of things exists.

The Premier : That is a very serious charge
to make,

Mr. JONES : Yes, and T make it. I have
talked to men who have been mining at Howard,
and I know men who have left and would not
work in those mines, because there are places
there which are unfit for a dog to be in.
believe that is the very reason why Mr. Rankin
does not want to recognise the union—he is
afraid of what will follow the formation of the
union,

Mr, MaveHAN : The inspector has con-
demned the sanitary arrangements in that mine.

Mr, JONES : The sanitary arrangements are
bad, not only at Howard, but at a great many
other places. I know a mining inspector who
went into a mining township and sat on the box
seat of the coach and sent for the manager, and
wrote his repors, I suppose, from his interview
with the manager, and without going down the
mine.

My, GrANT ; That is not fair ; give the name.

Mr. JONES: T do not say that happened
recently. I conld make a charge, but the in-
spector is dead, and it is no use mentioning his
name, I made a reference to the Minister for
Mines travelling from Mount Perry during the
election campaign per special train, but I must
say that he has fulfilled the promise he has made
there. The Minister for Lands also visited my
district per special train, and he made a promise
which he evidently intends to carry out. I refer
to a promise made to a deputation of timber-
getters. The Minister denies the statement
that I made, and I propose to state the
facts. I wired to the hon. gentleman from
Kingaroy, asking him if he would receive a
deputation of timber-getters, and he replied that
he weuld. It is reported that, after hearing the
deputation, he asked them which political party
they were going to support, and they said the
Liabour party. They were members of the timber-
getters’ union. The Minister then said he would
keep the interests of the millers well before him
in giving his decision. That is a promise which
he probably intends to carry out, but I hope he
will not.  With regard to the sule of a large area
of timber country in the Nanango district, a
deputation from that district waited upon the
hon. gentleman last year and asked him not
to sell this area of timber, but to keep it in
reserve until the railway line to Nanango had
been secured, so that it would help to make
the line pay, in case the line, which was to be
constructed under the new Railway Act, did not

pay. The pmpnial was that the tlmber should
be held back in order to increase the timber
traffic on the line and make the railway pay.
Another deputation of timber-getters waited
upon the hon. gentleman the same day, and
asked him to dispose of this timber country in

Mr. Jones.]
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small areas. A notice of sale was issued, and in
that notice there was a stipulation that the tim-
ber shonld not be exported in the log. The
Minister evidently found out afterwards thast
that stipulation was unconstitutional, and he
withdvew the timber from sale until he had in-
spected the area. This he has done, and a notice
of sale has since been issued, to the effect that
the land would be =old on the 12th August. One
of the conditinns of sale is that the timber must
be milled within three miles of the area, and,
strange to say, the timber must be milled
within three miles of the western boundary
of the area. It appears to me that that sale is
being made for one company. I do not know
whether I am correct in saying that, but every-
thing points to that conclusion. ‘There have
been over £10,000—I think I should be nearer
the mark in saying between £15,000 and £20,000
—invested in bullock teams and horss teams
by small timber-getters in that district, and if
they are not allowed to compete for this timber
area they will be thrown out of work, and will
have to seek fresh fields and pastures new. It is
only democratic and just to ask that that area of
timber shall be disposed of in small areas, so
that the small timber-getters and those who haul
their timber to the mill or to the railway station
for export shall have an opportunity of competing
for the land. 1If those 7,000,000 feet of timber
are sold in one area it will create a monopoly in
that district, which I intend to protest against.
No matter in what part of the House I may sit, I
shall always protest against a monopoly. I do
not wish to say anything further on this matter,
because the Minister has heen written to and
asked to reconsiderhis decision, and to dispcse of
the area in small blocks by auction or by tender.
I would like to say a word about the land ad-
ministration, in regard to which I was compelled
to agree with the leader of the Opposition’s
remarks, that the land agent system prexmlmg
in Queensland is very detrimental to the State—
or rather, the hon. gentleman agreed with my
previous Statements when 1 was sitting on the
Ministerial side of the ITouse, because I think T
was the first to ask what remuneration was paid
to Mr. Pulsford, of New South Wales, and Mr.
Murphy, of Victoria, as land agents for the
Government of Queensland. The Minister’s
reply to my question was that T had better seek
the information when the Estimates were before
the House, That was done, and we found that
Mr. Pulsford received in one year a commission
of £1,203, and Mr. Murphy received very nearly
the same amount. If the Lands Department
was properly administered, there would be no
need for Southern agents, and I take it asa
great reflection on the Minister and on his de-
partwent thas these land agents are increasing
g0 rapidly. Itis a serious injustice to native-
born Queenslanders that they have to go past
the Lands Department, and approach Southern
agents before they can take up land.

The PrREMIER: It is very pathetic, but it is
not true.

Mr, JONES: Any man can go into the Lands
Department and put down his deprsit for a
selection, and the officers will say ‘* We cannot
accept your money.” He can then go across the
street and pay his deposit to Mr., Pulsford, and
Mr. Pulsford can say to him ¢ Go back to your
Southern home, and you can have your land
within twelve months, or whenever you are
ready to go on to it.” One way in which Queens-
landers are victimised is this: They may apply
to either Mr. Pulsford or Mr, Murphy to be
allowed to join a group.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : I certainly
will not pay any commission for them if I know
anything about it.

[Mr. Jones.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply.

JONES: I know of occasions where
Queenﬂanders have joined such groups, and
immediately the Lands Department found out
they were Queenslanders they said to Mr.
Murphy and to Mr. Pulsford, “ We do not pay
commission on Queenslanders,” and these men
were then ejected from the groups. I can pro-
duce correspondence to prove that Queenslanders
have been victimised in this way, because there
was no commission paid for them. It is better
to increase the officials in the Liands Department
than to continue such asystem. Infact, I think
we made a mistake in introducing the group
system. It is a bad one, The lands should be
thrown open to competition. When the senior
member for Toowoomba was seconding the
Address in Reply, he said that preference should
be given to young Queenslanders. When we
said that, when we sat on the other side of the
House, we roused the ire of the Minister.

Hon. R. Pritp: You voted against preference
being given to young Queenslanders last session.

Mr. JONES : Oh, we were saving the Govern-
ment then. (Opposxtlon laughter.) We areina
different position now.

Mr. Cowapr: Were you saving the Govern-
ment or your seat?

Mr. JONES: However, I do not think I ever
voted against preference to Queenslanders,
though, as a native-born Queenslander, I do not
ask that we should have a preference. As a
representative of a district which is being largely
settled by men from the South, all T ask is that
equal opportunities be given to all, irrespective
of where they come from, so long as they are
white people. I donot poseas one whoisagainst
people from the Southern States, because I do
not think that an imaginary line can destroy the
Australian sentiment that is within us. At the
same time, I donot like tosee any person getting
a preference over native-born Queenslanders and
those who have pioneered this State. My state-
ment will be denied. The Minister has denied
it previously, but T will just quote a case in
point. At Biggenden the lucal people tut a road
through a serub, and made known to the Minis-
ter an area of very good land known as the
Cualston Lake land.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : You know
they were paid for what they did.

Mr. JONES : They cut the road and chanced
your paying them.

The Secrerary rok Pusnic LaAxDs : They
arranged with me before they cut the road.

Mr. JONES : T accept the correction, but that
is what [ understood. The area comprlsed
23,854 acres, of which 11,960 acres were taken up
under the group system——that is, just half the
aven. The first was the Canadian group of
thirteen blocks, comprising 2,735 acres. The -
second was the l\Iaurice and Johnston group of
eleven blocks, comprising 1,975 acres. The next
was Mr. Murphy’s Victorian group of eighteen
blocks, comprising 2,768 acres. The next was
Mr. Pulsford’s group of twenty-eight blocks,
comprising 4,482 acres. A local group of Qneens-
landers applied for 1,200 acres in four small areas.
The Minister refused the local people, although
the group would not have interfered with the
four groups 1 have mentioned. This is the
departimental reply—

[Cory.]
Department of Public Lands,
3rd April, 1906.
8ir,—With regard to your joint letter of 18th ultimo
to the Minister for Lands, requesting portions 237, 238,
253, and 256, parish of Degilbo, be set aside for selection
by a group to be called the Kimber group, I am
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directed to inform you that the Minister regrets that
your request must be refused, as it is not considered
advisable to open any additional part of the country for
group selection.
I have, ete.,
UNDER SECRETARY.

That was addressed to Mr. C. Stephenson and
others, the four applicants being the sons of men
who had pioneered the country—men of the
stamp whom the senior member for Toowoomba
said should get a preference ; and here they have
been deprived of the right to take up land at
all ; and one of them was one of those who went
to a cousiderable deal of trouble to cut the road
and make this country known. The department
replied to the Courier on the subject in this
way—

Referring to a letter published from our Biggenden
correspondent, the Assistant Under Secretary for Lands
states :—The IHon. J. . Bell, Minister for Lands,
visited this district lust yesr. A special request was
then made by residents that Jand in the vieinity of
that asked for by “Mr, Stephenson and his friends
should not be opened to group selection, but should be
available for public competition. A total area of
23,354 acres is now heing opened, comprising 111 por-
tions, and of this area forty-eight portions, comprising
11,961 acres, are being opened for competition, and the
remainder under the group system. The Minister is of
opinion that the ares available for public competition
should not be further eurtailed.

If the local p-ople had known that the hon.
gentleman was going to allow half the land to be
devoted to groups, they would have formed a
group ; but they were not aware that the hon,
gentleman was going to adopt that system of
settlement, and that is where the injustice comes
in. The leader of the Opposition and the senior
member for Toowoomba complained that the
price of land is far too high. 1 agree with them
in that ; and if the hon. member for Toowr omba
wishes to have cheaper land—and no one doubts
his sincerity—he should become a member of
this party, for our method of seftling land, as
advocated in our platform, is the best.
Mr. Kexna: What is that?

Mr, JONES: The perpetual leasehold tenure.
Members of this House have 1epeatedly stated
that land is too high in price. Then why wnot
join the Labour paity—the only party in the
House that has a plank in its piatform that will
give cheap land? (Laughter.) We are willing
to give the land free to the people, and all that
should be asked in return is a rental for the
expenditure of the people’s money.

Mr. Cowar: Why don’t you get a special lease
of your own ?

Mr. JONES : If the Minister will introduce a
Bill and make the leasehold tenure retrospecrtive,
and enable us to convert ur freeho’d selections
into a leasehold tenure, I am willing to support
him.

The SrerErary ForR PuBLic Lawnns: Do
you own any freehold ?

Mr. JONES: Yes, Idonot see any incon-
sistency in owning a freehold. Can anybody
say why I should not take up a freehold ?

The SECRETARY FOR PuUBLic Lanxns: I
was not accusing the hon. member of incon-
sistency. I only wanted to know whether he
was prepared to surrender his freehold and allow
me to lease the land to him.

Mr. Pacer : If you pay compensation,

Mr. JONES : Yes, if you pay me for my out-
lay. I am a freeholder under the old homestead
sections of the Act at 2s.,6d. au acre. That was
the only system of tenure available. I am
suggesting that this Chamber should adopt the
land policy of the Labour party—that is, the
leasehold tenure—as preferable to the freehold
tenure.

1907—1
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Mr. Pacrr: Under which you were com-
pelled to select.

Mr. JONES: We had no other system under
which we could take up land. In our district,
and in the electorate of the hon.
[7.30 p.m.] member for Cairns, there is suffi-
cient land to settle thousands of
people on. We ghould build railways to these
places, and erect improvements on the land
with money advanced by the State to help the
people settle there. It is only a fair thing.
when land is enhanced in value by the expen-
diture of public money, that that enhanced
value should be charged for by the State. The
Labour party is the most misrepresented party
on this land question. I really think that
members of the Labour party should advocate
it here strenuously, so that it might be read
in the country. We are misrepresented and
told that we want to advocate a land tax as
additional taxation, but we do not advocate a
land tax as additional taxation, because we
want to do away with a lot of the pettifogging
taxation that we now have to pay. There is
no doubt that the only way to settle this
country, and to settle it properly, will be
under a system of leasehold tenure. I re-
member reading a speech made by the Minis-
ter for Public Lands in 1802—I had not the
honour of being a member of the House at
that time—in which the Minister said—
It Queensland was starting over again, I would not
be @ party to sell 1 acre of it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: I say
the same now, and my father said the same
thing before me.

Hon. R. Puirp: That is a very cheap state-
ment to make.

The SECRETARY FOR Pusric Laxps: It is a
perfectly true statement all the same, although
I do not think you will get a majority of
Queenslanders to subscribe to it.

Mr. JONES: I am pleased to hear the hon.
gentleman say that. I am well aware that in
what I am advocating I am putting into Han-
sard that which is very unpopular, and prokably
unpopular in my own district. However, that
is the duty of a reformer—(laughter)—to advo-
cate at times that which is unpopular. I am
here to advocate measures that will be of
benefit to the State, and, ¥hether I am thrown
out of Parliament or not, I will always con-
tinue to advocate them. The Labour party
are always accused of having too much regard
for posterity, but the man who has no regard
for posterity is not worthy of being a member
of this Chamber. (Hear, hear!) The day will
come when those land sales will rebound on
the Government of this day, that is doing so
much in disposing of the estate of the people,
and I very much question their right to sell
land at all.

)flr. GrANT: You have some freehold your-
" Mr. JONES: I have just explained that was
the only system on which I could take land

up.
Mr. GranT: You could have taken it up
under leasehold.

“Mr. JONES: The leasehold areas were too
large.
_Mr. Cowap: Noj; you can get them in any

size.

Mr. JONES: I am afraid we are not adopt-
ing the best method of settling people on the
land. Another thing on which I disagree with
the Minister is that the people who are settled
on the land do not receive the concessions they
are justly entitled to. Some little time ago I

Mr. Jones.]
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received a letter, which I will quote to bear out
my contention. The letter is dated the 27th
July, and reads as follows:—

With reference to your letter of the 24th ultimo, for-
warding a rejuest from the fariners of Green View,
Wondai, asking that « 108 be cleared to enable them to
get to the vailway with produce, I have the hionour, by
direction, to inform you that the request cannot be com-
plied wirh, as the Lands Department advise that there
are no Crown lands in the neighbourhood to dispose of
which would recoup the suggested expenditure.

Mr. MavcHAN: Who is that letter from?

Mr. JONES: Tt is from the Under Secretary
to the Treasury Department.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBric Lanps: I sup-
pose you know perfectly well that we have
done more for the people on the land in
making the land ready for them before they
go on than any other Government that has
gone before us.

Mr. JONES: I am quite aware of that.
That is one thing I always commended the
Minister for--making roads to the country
which was really a wilderness.

The SENRETARY FOR PusLic Lanps: It is
the first time I have heard you commend any
offort of mine.

Mr. JONES: That is a proof of my honesty.
(Laughter.) I have very little sometimes to
commend the hon. gentleman for at all. Ie
does not treat my district as it should be
treated. I do not think the Government are
adopting the right method of settling people
on the land. Tt is only right when we settle
people on the land that we should give them
the concessions they are justly entitled to.
They should be able to get these concessions
by direct application to the various depart-
ments, and should not need a member of
Parliament to go ‘““cap in hand,” because
it would mean that one member who was a
little in disfavour with the Minister would not
get the same treatment as one who was not
so candid in his criticism,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
have asked me for very little.

Mr. JONES: When the Secretary for Public
Lands was speaking at Nanango, he said to
the people, “You should never vote for
Jones, because I never saw him at the Lands
Office.”

The SecRETARY FOR PuBLic Lanps: So far
as 1 can see, you do not seem to display the
slightest anxiety in the development of your
district,

Mr. JONES: That statement was made by
the Secretary for Public Lands in my electo-
rate during my election, and it was answered
by the result of the election. If there was one
question more than another which helped me
it was the administration of the Lands Depart-
ment, and the preference and priority which
the Minister was giving to other people at the
expense of his own.

The SECRETARY POR PUBLIC LanDs: The
administration of the Lands Department under
this Government has given your district the
best lift it has ever had.

Mr. JONES: You built 33 miles of railway.
But the people in the Burnett were justly
entitled to that railway. and to all they have
received. Itisonly right that a beautiful district
like the Burnett should receive this treatment.
It is not only a duty that the Government owe
to the people in the Burnett, but it is a duty
the Government owe to the people of the
State, as a whole, to develop that district. It
does not matter whether the Burnett district
is represented by a Labourite, a Philpite, or
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a Kidstonite. It has nothing whatever to do
with party politics at all. We are going to
ask for another railway shortly, and we be-
lieve we will get it, because the country
warrants it. The railway should be con-
structed on the merits of the district, and not
because of political influence.

The SecrETARY FOR PUBLIC LaANDS: Whatb
line do you refer to?

Mr., JONES: The Dallarnil branch line.
Speaking of railways, I am very pleased to see
in the Government programme there is to be a
reduction in the fares and freights on our rail-
ways. They are too high. I might instance
the case of kerosene. It is carried 2,000 miles
from America oversea at less cost than it is
carried 300 miles on a Queensland railway.
That is a comparison for the member for
Rockhampton to think over. If the Govern-
ment is sincere in their programme—and I have
no doubt they are—I hope they will reduce the
fares and freights on our railways. With
regard to railway construction, I believe the
route of the railway should be surveyed, and
the route decided upon before any settlement
takes place, because if that is done our rail-
ways will not be compelled to follow a very
crooked course to avoid private property, as
they have to do at present. People might
then go out and settle on the country lands,
knowing that some time or other they were
likely to receive a railway. Xowever, I
do not wish to deal with the lands administra-
tion any further to-night, because we will have
an opportunity of doing so when the Lands
Department Hstimates are before us on a
future occasion. There is one measure not
mentioned in the Governor’s Speech which I
would have liked to have seen there, and that
is an amendment of the Agricultural Bank
Act. That Act, to my mind, badly needs
amending. I have noticed they have in New
Zealand what is known as an Advances to
Settlers Act, under which large sums are lent
or advanced, running from £25 to the maxi-
mum of £3,000, with the right af any time to
repay a part of the loan or the whole of is.

Mr. Pacur: That is the same as our Act.
Mr. DenmaM: No, £800 is our maximum.

Mr. JONES: You can pay off the whole
amount at any time. But if we borrow £100
in Queensland you cannot pay off £10, say, at
any time. In New Zealand you can pay off
£1 at any time.

Mr. DENEAM: Any such application would
not be refused.

Mr. JONES: The hon. gentleman who was
in charge of that Act says it would not be
refused, but there is nothing in the Act to
show where it can be done. The New Zea-
land Act contains the following provisions:—

The right at any time to wholly or partly pay off the
loan. The easy repayment of loan by annual instal-
ments of £1 per cent. in addition to the right to partly
or wholly pay off at any time. No eommission or pro-
curation fee. Extremely small valuation fee and legal
charges. Secrecy.

The inspection fee in Queensland is too high—
£3 for any application. If you wish to borrow
a small sum, say the minimum of £25, you
have to pay the same inspection fee as you
do if you wish to borrow the maximum, £800.
I suggest the fee should be on a sliding scale
from £1 to £3. In New Zealand they advance
money on the value of both frechold and lease-
hold land. In Queensland we cannot do this.
Sometimes the inspection in Queensland takes
six months. An officer of the Lands Depart-
ment has to do the work here; he has to give
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preference to his Lands Department work,
and, in some cases, he does not have an
opportunity of making the inspection until
three or four months have elapsed. There is
too much delay in that way. In New Zea-
iand, on the freehold security they advance
up to 30 per cent. of its value, and on the
leasehold up to G0 per cent. I am very pleased
to see we are to have an amendment of the
Income Tax Act. Under our present Act we
have to pay the tax on the increase of stock
and unsold produce. We have to pay on the
stock before the actual sale takes place and
the money is realised. That is very unfair.
When that promised Bill comes before the
House, I will do what I can to improve it. We
were assured by the Hon. the Premier that the
increase of stock would not be charged for until
the sale actually tcok place and the money
was realised, but we are assessed so at present.
The Workers’ Compensation Act is another
measure that is badly in need of amending.
T am well aware that it is impossible to intro-
duce such a measure and make it perfect in
one attempt. The amendment I would like to
suggest is that the fortnight which has to
elapse between the date of an accident and the
time of paying compensation be abolished, and
that the worker should receive compensatxon
from the day of the accident. I know of a
case in my electorate where a miner had his
eye knocked out, and the only compensation
he received was '£3. Most people are under
the impression that the loss of an eye is con-
sidered a very serious accident under the Com-
pensation Act, but that is not so. The man
received all he was entitled to receive under
our much boasted Workers’ Compensation
Act; he was idle five weeks, and he received
£1 a week for three weeks.

Mr. GrANT : His efficiency as a worker would
be destroyed, and he could claim compensation
accordingly.

Mr. JONES: He lost his eye in doing his
work, and it did not make any difference to
his employers. Certainly, the loss of an eye
should be compensated by a greater sum than
£3. I do not believe we will ever get a perfect
system of compensation to workmen until we
have the method of paying compen<ation to all
under the socialistic scheme—and I am pre-
pared to advocate it—that compensation will
be paid to all persons from a general State
fund raised by a system of State insurance,
where every person-—not only a widow bereft
of the breadwinner—but every person meeting
with an accident will receive compensation
for loss of time.

Mr. Pacer: He will have to subscribe to it.

Mr. JONES: We have to subscribe now
to the old age pensions, and I will support the
Old Age Pensions Bill, although I think it
should be a Federal matter. Bubif the Federal
Parliament is not so constituted, not suffi-
ciently democratie, to pass such a BIH then I,
for one, will never vote against it in thls
Chamber. Certainly, the method of raising
the funds may be ob]ectlonable It may he
by a wages tax, and in that case it will be
very objectiona.ble‘

Mr. PAGET: It may be by a land tax.

Mr. JONES: Well, I will support a land tax,
but do not advocate a land tax for that
purpose alone. I say the workers will never
receive just compensation—full compensation
—and we will never settle this difficult ques-
tion uniil we have that socialistic scheme I
have suggested. We have many cases of
accidents occurring to the employer, who is
very often not as well off as his employee.
You often see that in the case of those engaged
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in the farming industry, and if an accident
oceurs to the employer there is no one to com-
pensate him. A case of this nature occurred
at the Coolabunia Scrub. A gentleman there
employed a man he met on the road to fall
scrub on his selection. He paid him good
wages, insured his man with one of the agents
in the town of Kingaroy, and thus conformed
to the law. He went out a day or two after
to see how his employee was getting on, and
the axe flew out of his workman’s hand and
cut his foot off. He was weeks in the hos-
pital, and received no compensation. We are
all howled down as socialists, and yet the only
perfect method of paying compensation is
under our system of a State insurance fund—
and paying compensation to all persons,
whether they are members of Parliament or
not. I ain one member of the party that en-
dorses the statement recently made by our
worthy leader, the senior member for Forti-
tude Valley, Mr. Bov man, to this effect: that
it j5 measures we are here to support, and not
men. That is in accordance with the prin-
ciples of our platform. It matters not from
whom it may emanate we must support it.

An HoxounssrLeg MEMBER: The Worker
howled for men.

Mr, JONES: The Worker did no such thing.
The Worksr did not howl for you. We are a
free party, willing to accept those measures.
The hon. member for Fassifern, in speaking
the other night, said that because the coalition
had not come about between the Philp party
and the Kidston party the country is suffering
and would saffer. I think the country has
suffered enough under the party to which he
belongs, and I wiil just say that I do not lean
in any way towards them He was followed by
the hon. member for Oxley, Mr. Denham. Mr.
Jenkinson was afraid of the socialistic party,
and said so in his specch—that Mr. Kidston was
doing something wrong in accepting any com-
promise of support from our party. Then he
was followed by the hon. member for Oxley,
Mr. Denham, who adv ocated that which was
practically socialism. He is well known in this
Chamber as a gentleman who speaks strongly
against socialism, and yei who has practised
State socialism to a greater extent than any
other Alinister of the Crown. I believe that
while he was sitting on the front Treasury
henches he carried more measures nearer State
sccialism than any other Minister. (Hear,
hear!) All the Bills which he introduced at that
time were on the lines of State socialism—
State assistance to farmers and selectors. I
was elected a socialist, and I do not deny it,
but that which I do deny, and which I am
not willing to acerpt, is every perzon’s defini-
tion of ‘‘socialism.”” I remember that the
Secretary for Public Lands at one time stated
he was a socialist. I suppose he claims his
right to his own definition. I am not prepared
to accept the definition of the hon. member
for Barcoo, when he said a socialist was always
the man who grabbed the big potato.
(Laughter.} I believe in the State owning and
controlling a great many - more of our in-
dustries than they do at present. I believe if
the State can run our railways and our educa-
tional system—if they can run our Post Office
with sucvess—and we must admit that they
do—well, then, they could establish State
batteries and State metallurgical works, and
control a great many other industries. For
instance, the Premier is a socialist. He has
& State coalmine.

Hon. R. PHILP:
coalmine.

You do not like the State

Mr. Jones.]
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Mr. JONES: I do not like the manager of
the State coalmine. I do not think it is fair
to appoint a man manager at £50 a month
who is only there two or three days a month,
and allow that man to have the right to say
to his employees that they shall not unite. I
am not going to deal with the Howard lockout
to-night, because the senior member for Mary-
borough has referred to it fully, and I hope
the hon. member for Burrum, who repeatedly
called out that what Mr. Mitchell said was not
true, is satisfied. I am in a position to state
that the senior member for Maryborough and
the junior member for Maryborough did not
provoke any strike. The strike occurred
before they went there, and their actions right
through the piece and right through that
regrettable lockout—and it is regrettable, be-
cause there are women there in need, and also
children in need, and it was the action of the
public that kept them from starvation, and not
the action of their tyrannical employer, Mr.
Rankin. Those gentlemen did all they could
to bring about a settlement, and no one can
say they advocated a strike. I know they are
misrepresented, as this party is misrepresented
as a discontented party, who go about the
country provoking strikes. Well, if we are a
discontented party, I would point out that it
was from the discontented men that the pre-
cress of the world sprang. There are two
kinds of discontented men—-the man who ‘s
discontented and sits at home, and there is the
discontented man who gces about trying to
alter the conditions under which he lives,
and make it better for his fellow-men to live.
We have a State bank, or what, if the prin-
ciple was broadened, would be a State bank.
Under our present system we make laws that
make men rich, and we make laws to protect
their riches—to safeguard those riches against
robbery—but we do nothing to make laws to
help those who are in need of the necessaries
of life. We arrest a man for being poor, and
we do not guarantes him either work or food.
I think our whole system is wrong, and if the
State would take up the matter of advances to
farmers, carrying his goods overland to the
market and providing markets for him, then
we will live under better conditions than we
are living under at the present time. I have
no desire to take up the time of the House any
longer. No one desires to speak at any length
in a House where influenza is in evidence. But I
wish to say that, judging the Government pro-
gramme by the titles of the measures, it must
be considered demrocratic, and if those mea-
sures are not in conflict with the principles
upon which I was elected I shall support them.
I hope this session and this Parliament will ke
productive of much good; I hope that we shall
settle many people on the land, and do as
much good as it is in our power to do, so that
when we appeal again to the country we shall
be able to do so with a record that 15 a credit
to ourselves and a credit to Queensland.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. J. T. Bell, Dalby): Although I am very
much in the grip of the influenza fiend, to
which the hon. member for Burnett has just

alluded, yet I shall endeavour to

[8 p.m.] make a few observations. I am

disposed to think that anybody
who has gone through the ordeal of that
feverish experience will offer some sympathy
in my condition. That reminds me, although
it is nob necessary to remind me, that the hon,
gentleman who leads the party sitting on the
QOpposition cross benches is himself suffering
from that ailment, also a more serious one. I
am uttering my sentiments, and, I am quite
sure, the feelings of my colleagues, and, if I
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may be permitted to do so, the feelings of the
whole House, when I say we are extremely
sorry that the leader of the Labour party, the
senior member for Fortitude Valley, is on a
bed of sickness, and that we hope he will very
soon be restored to his place. (Hear, hear!)
How inscrutable are the ways of Providence!
If it is not irreverent to say so, it is inscrutable
indeed that Providence, if He had to make a
selection from the Labour party, should have
chosen the leader as the one to be afflicted.
If it is not presumptuous to say so, if it is not
irreverent, I would say that if such a duty
were cast upon me, I believe I should have
made a far happier choice. (Laughter.) I
think this debate, so far as it has gone, is one
which, if it has not provided much occa-
sion for elation on the part of the Ministry,
certainly does not suggest to them any reason
why they should be despondent. So far as my
recollection goes. this is the first speech which
His HExcellency has delivered that has met
with a general acceptance from ail three
parties in the House. I have not yet heard
anybody—I do not know, of course, what
revelations are to follow; but. so far as the
debate has gone, I have not heard any hon.
member heartily condemn any of the legis-
lative proposals that are contained in the
Speech. It would really be an extraordinary
thing if there were not a dissentient voice
here and there, and I have heard some hon.
members suggest that we are not quite sincere
in regard to all these proposals—that is, so far
as their nature can he gleaned from their
title—but I have heard no general condemna-
tion attaching to the measures. That, I
think, must be almost unprecedented.

Mr, CavpBELL: We do not agree with your
immigration proposals.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
When the hon. member says “ We,” I ask
whom he means?

Mr. CanpBrrn: The Opposition party.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I am Sorry to hear that, but I am disposed to
think that when the hon. member says he
does not asree with the immigration proposals
of the Government, he means as far as he
understands them.

Mr. CampBELL: And so far as they have been
disclosed by your allies.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Upon my word, after listening to some of the
speeches, I should say the hon. member’s
allies! (Laughter.) The hon. member for
Clermont, during his speech, which I was so
unfortanate as not to hear, but a great deal
of which I was industrious enough to read,
has displayed indications of undergoing an
intellectual conversion. Ever since the hon.
member has been in Parliament, and for a
good many years before that, he has been
disposed to associate with the politics of the
Conservative party—the Tory party—what he
calls a policy of boodle, and to bestow upon
them a series of vituperative epithets which,
whatever they may lack in taste, are not at all
wanting in fluency. Yet, during the speech
the hon. member delivered in this Chamber
quite recently, he laid down the doctrine—I
was astonished to find it coming from his lips—
that if you look through the constibutional
history of Great Britain you will find that a
very large proportion of the legisletive reform
that has heen effected has come through the
medium of the Tory party. When 1 bLear a
member of the Labour party saying that, and
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see him sitting where he is—in opposition to
the most radical Government which has ever
sat on the Treasury benches in Queensland—
am I wrong in drawing the conclusion that we
may in future, and at no distant day, find the
legislative lion lying down with the legislative
lamb, and that we may yet find the hon. mem-
ber for Townsville, the hon. member for Cler-
mont, the hon. member for Moreton, and I
am afraid I must also say the hon. member
for Oxley, forming a most interesting * four-
in-hand” on the Opposition benches? (Laugh-
ter.) Speaking to the motion before the
Chamber, I do not wish to omit that which I
know 1is customary—namely, for the earlier
speakers from the Treasury bench on this
motion to make some reference to the mover
and seconder of the motion for the adoption
of the Address in Reply. If I do make a very
brief reference to them I am not doing it for
any stereotyped reasons at all. I desire, first,
to refer to the mover of the motion we are
now discussing. I recollect that as a small
boy I used to come to this Chamber and listen
to the debates, and I remember very well
indeed, during the seventies, listening to the
father of the mover of this motion speaking
from the exact spot from which I am now talk-
ing—I mean the late Hon. John Douglas. Iam
not employing any idle or irresponsible words
when I say that he was one of the ornaments
of our Queensland Parliament, If you look at
its records even {rom the month of May, 1860,
when the first Queensland Parliament met, you
will see that he was a capable legislator, and
carried on the duties of a parliamentarian
according to the highest traditions of the
British House of Parliament—and higher
praise than that 1 cannot give to any member
of Parliament. His son, from all the indica-
tions we had in his speech, is going to be a
worthy successor of his father. (Hear, hear!)
With regard to the gentleman who seconded
the motion, he comes from a country where, I
hope, wo arc going to see a great many men
who will make their homes in Queensland
come from, and that is New Zealand. He
bears a name honoured and respected in New
Zealand, and he gave excellent promise in the
remarks that he delivered. I really think I
am not exaggerating when I say that, since I
have been in the House, I have not heard two
men move and second the adoption of the
Address in Reply who displayed more promise
of becoming useful members of this Chamber
than the two members whose motion we are
now diseussing. Now, I wish to make refer-
ence to some remarks which fell from the hon.
member who preceded me while they are fresh
in my mind, When I have referred to him,
I shall come back to some of the speakers
who delivered themselves in an earlier part
of the debate on the Address and Reply. It
is quite evident that I do not possess as an
administrator, nor, possibly, in any other
capacity, the confidence.of the hon. member
for Burnett. I am rather surprised at that,
because I do not know that there is any dis-
trict of Queensland where, at the present
time, if you were to make inquiries, you
would hear kinder sentiments expressed
in regard either to this Government as a
whole, or to the Lands Department, than you
would in the Burnett district. I am not going
to retaliate, and say unkind things about the
hon. member for Burnett. I can say un-
affectedly that be is a man I like personally.
I believe him to be a perfectly sincere man.
Politically, I have been absolutely unable to
understand him ever since I came in contact
with him in this House, and I repeat here
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what I did not conceal from his constituents—
and what I have never concealed from the
hon. member himself—that I am unable
to understand the interpretation that he
places upon his duties as a member of Par-
liament.  Since I have been Secretary for
Public Lands I have had a good deal to do
with the Burnett district; I have had a good
deal to do with pushing a railway into that
district, and I have had a good deal to do
with introducing fresh blood from outside
Queensland on the land in that electorate; and
I declare to the House that it has always been
a matter of astonishment to me that the hon.
member for Burnett has seemed to be singu-
larly indifferent to the introduction of new
settlers and to the railways that were being
constructed in his district. Only on the rarest
occasions has he ever come to me to discuss a
matter, and, when he has been brought into
contact with me in connection with matters in
relation to his district, he has generally come
along with some deéputation or another, or
else he has come to make some twopenny half-
penny complaint with regard to the price of
land in two or three selestions in his district.
The hon. member may be working out some
definite scheme that attunes with his concep-
tion of the duties of a member of Parliament;
but, upon my word, looking at him from the
ordinary standard, I find it difficult to appre-
ciate his line of conduct. He told this Cham-
Ler a few minutes ago something about the
Coalston Lakes country, and he endeavoured
to lead the House, sincerely enough, I have
no doubt, to believe that I have shown in-
differeuce to the interests of Queenslanders
in that particular locality, and that the bowels
of my compassion have been excited whenever
somebody who had his origin and place of
abode outside Queensland came forward and
endeavoured to take up some of our land. The
facts are, that the Coalston Lakes country,
which had been lying there all the time that
my numerous predecessors were in office—they
may or may not have heard of it—but it was
brought under my notice by men in the hon.
member’s own district, and I at once authorised
the expenditure of money to be paid to some of
the people who were talking about the land
to cut a track up to the lakes, which were
described to me in the first instance as being
inexhaustible reservoirs of water, but which
fuller investigation disclosed to be nothing
better than a couple of swamps—well, rather
better than ordinary swamps—but certainly
two reservoirs that did not deserve the enthu-
siastic language that some of the hon. member’s
constituents bestowed upon them—language
which would have led one to imagine that
these two waterholes on the top of a ridge were
the centre of a kind of Arcadia for settlers.
I had tracks cut to the lakes. I had a sur-
veyor sent up to lay it out in suitable areas. I
went up and had a look at the country myself,
and I can assure the House that when I went
there in company with a considerable number
of the hon. member’s constituents who live in
the neighbourhood there was no proposition
made to me—and I think I should have re-
membered it if it had been made—that I
should set aside an area of land in order to
meet the demands for land of residents in the
localities, or their sons. The only demand
that was made was that I should take care not
to lock up the whole area in groups, but that
I would set aside a sufficient proportion for
those in the locality who desired to compete
for land. A particular portion was indicated
to me, and I was at particular pains to see
that the area was left untouched. It was in

Hon.J.T. Bell.)
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pursuance of that resolve, made at the request
of residents in the nelghbourhood that I re-
fused the proposal that was made to me quite at
the eleventh hour—weeks, and probably months
after I had inspected the land—a proposal
made by one of the men who accompanied
me on my ride to the lakes, and who had
every opportunity of making a proposal for a
group if he wished to do it. Iie came forward
just before the land was being opened, and
asked to have a group formed on that parti-
cular area that months before I had been asked
to leave open for general competition. When
I declined his offer in courteous terms
through the medium of correspondence, and
told him that T could not fall in with his
views, he turned round and wrote to the
papers; he assumed an aggrieved air, and
tried to make the people believe throu!zh the
newspapers, as he. is trying to make this
Chamber believe through the mouth of his
representative, that I was an unsympatielic
administrator because I«did not do what he
wished. I cut the balance of that land up into
three or four groups. I regret to say that
they have not succeeded. When the matter
was raised by the hon. member I communi-
cated with the department, and I find that of
170 blocks that were thrown open for selec-
tion only 16 have been taken up.

Mr. JoxEs: You allowed the groups to pick
the eyes out of the country.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Very few of the blocks in the groups have been
taken up, the reason given being that there
is no water upon the area. All I can say is
that the whole of the land will now be opened
to gencral competition, and we shall see how
many of the hon. member’s constituents in
the neighbourhood come up to the scratch.
The hon, member made a complaint with re-
gard o a road to Wondai. He said that we put
people on the land and did nothing for them,
and he quoled this pathetic petition from the
people in the neighbourhood of Wondai as an
evidence of our healtlesmess The fact is—
and it cannot be too widely known throughout
this country—that there has never been any
Government upon these benches who was so
much concerned to prepare land before it was
thrown open to selection preparatory to the
people going on i, or who did so much to keep
them there after they were put on toit. What
has boen the history of the Lands Department
in regard to prepanng land for settlement?
During all the years that preceded the year
1908—that haleyon year when this Adminis-
tration came into office—what was the general
experience when land was thrown open for
selection? All that was done was to have it
surveyed. It may or may not have been per-
manently survered; at all events it was de-
signed. It was put into the Gazetie, and was
proclaimed open for four weaks, On the day
appointed for sclecting it people came forward
and applied for it. All the land commissioner
did was to decide who was the successful appli-
cant. It did not matter whether the land he
took up was forest land without a drop of
water upoun it. It did not matter, on the
other hand, whether it was a selection in the
centre of a scrub to which there was not even
a wullaby track to give the sclector a lead.
The Lands Department had done their duty.
The selector, practically speaking, could go
and hang so far as they were concerned.
This Government had made a new departure.
In connection with the very men whom the
hon. member and the party sitting around him
—though I am dealing particularly with the
hon. member—in connection with the very
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men which the hon. member declares he is
partioularly concerned with, this Government
is the firss Government to make that departure,
and take care thal before land is thrown open
for selection some provision is made for water
upon it, in order that the selectors may have
a rallying point, where they can get water
until they make their own individual provi-
sions. This is the first Government, when the
country is in serub, to cut roads through those
serubs in order to give the selectors access to
their selections, Did the hon, member for
Burnett say one word in regard to the action
of the Government in this respect during his
election speeches? My own opinion is that the
hon. member was absolutely ignorant in the
matter? I do not believe the hon. member
knew what was geing on in his own constitu-
eney.

Mr JoxNgs: How could I be ignorant, when
I live in the centre of it?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Then, if he lives in the centre of all that I am
describing, why had not the hon. member the
common honesty to get up and make some
acknowledgment of it. I read some of the
hon. member’s speeches, and I never saw the
slightest reference to it. He has made a long
speech to-night. Did he make one single
reference to 1t in that speech? The only refer-
ence the hon. member made with regard to
land administration was to say that we had
done nothing at all. Why, this is a socialistic
effort—a collectivist effort.

Mr. JoNEes: I give you all credit for it.

The SECRETARY TFOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Call it by whatever epithet you like, it was a
utilisation of the forces of the State in order
to make better the condition of those who are
going on the land.

Hon. R. PrI1rp: The scheme was there ready
for you to carry out.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I am not dealing with its genesis at all. I
am merely dealing at the present moment with
its application. And let me say this: There is
nokody on the other side who girds at me
more persistently, I am sorry to say, than the
leader of the Opposition.

Hon. R. PriLr: Don’t you deserve it?
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:

I have an absolutely blameless conscience in
that respect, and yet on the public platform,
not only in my own electorate but on other
platforms throughout Queensland, I took care
to say that the germ of the idea was initiated
by the hon. member himself somewhere about
the year 1900 or 18901.
Hon. R. Puirp: I never heard it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
No; because, unfortunatsly, the hon. member
never had the appreciative impulse that led
him to attend any of my political meetings.
If he had, I have no doubt he would have
blushed to find himself famous in that parti-
cular way. I always took care—my instinct of
fair play made me do it—fo say the hon.
gentleman brought about the germ of that
idea-—I think in my own electorate. The hon.
gentleman has the credit of discovering it, but
we have amplified it. and made it blossom out
into the useful principle of land settlement
into which it has grown; and certainly it is
deplorable to hear a young member like the
hon. member for Burnett deliver himself with
an atmosphere of candour all round him,
posing as a sort of detached critic, bevvfmhng
the defects of the Government with tears in
his voice, who is either so ignorant—I prefer
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to say it is ignorance—or so disingenuous that
he has not the decency to pay one tittle
of credit to the action of the Government in
this matter.

Mr. JoNES: You are entirely wrong.
you credit for it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I am not so pessimistic with regard to the
hon. member for Burnett as the hon. memker
for Burrum appears to be.

Mr. Lesiva: He ought not to be pessi-
mistic, because his whole family have appoint-
ments in connection with the State coalmine.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
That is” like a good many other statements
the hon. member makes—very interesting, but
without any foundation in fact. (Laughter.)
If the hon. member will contain himself——

Mr, Lesina: I will walt, although it is
& weariness.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Well, I am hound to say, I treat this Chamber
a great deal better than the hon. member does,
When I talk I do not talk for four hours, and
I do not wind up by saying that I have been
getting my bile off. Before I finally leave the
hon. member for Burnett, there is one refer-
ence | wish to make which is also some refer-
ence to some of the criticisms that fell from
the leader of the Opposition. I refer to a
matter that I heard something of during the
elections—that T have shown all my sympathy
to southerners, and that Queenslanders were
out in the cold when it came to selecting land
—and the grouping system was brought for-
ward as an illustration of the contention.
Now, the facts are these—and, after all, I do
not know that any great party capital will be
made out of that—any party capital that might
have been made out of it would have been
made at the election, like that other statement
with which people on the other side try to
damage me in regard to my supposed lack of
sympathy for agricultural homesteads. Wher-
ever I went during the election—and I spoke
in all kinds of electorates—pastoral electorates,
mining electorates, agricultural farm electorates
—whenever I dealt with that subject, sofar asa
man speaking on a platform can gauge it, I had
my audience with me on my explanations of it.
I want to just give two or three figures in
regard to that statement that when I opened
land for settlemens all my sympathy was shown
to southerners. In the years 1905-06, and up till

the 30th of June of this year, 1907,
[8.30 p.m.} there was opened for group settle-

ment 1,029,000 acres—I am giving
round figures. That was for group settlement,
and some of that, not by any mecans a large
proportion of it, but some of it—was set apart
for Queensiand groups. But of the land open
to competition there was 10,000,000 acres of
land, and I can tell you that amongst that
10,000,000 acres of land, there was land of just
as good quality as you could find amongst the
1,029,000 acres reserved for group settlement.
And, moreover, whenever I found land in
special demand, I make a particular point of
not including it in a group area for selection,
but have thrown it open for general competi-
tion. I will tell the Chamher this—I will take
hon. members into my confidence—I believe
that if I had more courage in that matter I
should Le doing far better work for Queens-
land, because I do not know anything better
that can happen to this country, than getting
accomplished settlers up from the South in the
way wo are getting them. The introduction
of this new blood, nearly all men with some

I gave
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capital, none of them novices in regard to
land settlement, bringing these men up here
into this community to take up land—men who
know their business, and so many of them men
who are able to teach us in Quecnsland some-
thing about land farming—I say I do not
linow a better piece of work that can be done
in the development of this country of Queens-
land than the introduction of these men.
Hoxovpasre MemBERS: IHear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
If you want to get men into this country, you
will only get them in large numbers through
the medium of group settlement. It was only
yesterday that I was told that a number of
southerners refused to come to Queensland
because I would not promise to let them have
a group in a particular area where they wanted
it. I admit that I yielded to the clamour that
was made that I should throw this area, set
apart for groups, open for competition, and
these men from the South, who would only
sell out their southern homesteads when they
know they are going to make a certainty of
getting a selection in a particular spot, said,
“Well, if you cannot do that we will stay
where we are, and look after land in our own
State.”” It was only yesterday I had the latest
example of the necessity for the utilisation of
the group system, if you are going to get men
from the South to seftle upon our lands. If it
is contended—and while I have not heard it
contended in so many words, at any rate I have
heard it by inference—-that we should do away
with that group system, and have our lands
selected by having them thrown open indis-
criminately to competition, you will find the
result will be not only a diminution in the
volume of land taken up, but—what is far more
important—a reduction in the quality of men,
a lessening in the quantity of the new blood
that we desire to take up land.

My, JonEs: That is a libel on Queensland.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
A likel on Queensland! In this matter I am
about the last man in Queensland to utter a
libel on our country. I am a great deal more
of a Queenslander than the hon. member for
Burnett. I have not merely been born here,
and lived here all my life, but my parents
lived here a great deal of their lives, and my
grandparents lived here before me. And for
the hon. member to turn round and say that I
utter a libel on Queensland, why the statement
is too ridiculous. The figures I have quoted
are a refutation of the contention that the
Queenslanders do not get a fair show. When
10,000,000 acres of land are opened to general
competition and only 1,029,000 acres reserved
for groups, that is an answer to the charge that
the men in Queensland do not get a fair go.
Now, 1 will leave the hon. member for Bur-
nett and come back to the hon. member who
leads the Opposition.

My, LmsiNa: Shake him up!

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I do not know that that exhortation is neces-
sary. 1 am not like the hon. gentleman in
that respect. 1 do not come here to shake any-
body up. Any shaking that is done is done
by the hon. gentleman, possibly in more senses
than one. {(Lavghter.) I desire to answer
some of the cxpressions uttered by the leader
of the Opposition in his speech. Without in
the slightest degree intending to be carping or
unkind, I should like to associate myself with
some of the observations that were uttered,
on the spur of the moment, by the Hon. the
Premier when he said that there was an

Hon. /. T. Bell.]
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extraordinary difference between the leader of
the Opposition when you met him as a private
member or in the street and when he gets up
on the floor of this House and makes speeches.
There 1s as great a difference as there is be-
tween challk and cheese. In one case you see
the man as he is himself, what everyone
knows him to be, one of the most popular and
generally respected men in this country; but
in regard to the other side, we have a man
who, when he makes speeches, may be de-
scribed as being schoolboyish.

Hon. R. Prire: That may be your opinion.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC LANDS:
I do not say it with the slightest wish of being
unkind. Fancy the leader of a party frettm0
up in this Chamber, and, with all appearance
of smcerxty, accusing a \[nnbtel of bribery
and corruption, and then passing on to accuse
another Minister of an almost equal crime,
though not so serious, and then going on to
accuse a third Minister of something else—
accusing the three of a reprehensible series of
actions—and then smilingly going on to talk
about the politics of the day! Does not the
hon. gentleman know that, if he is serious in
his assertions, instead of merely making a
general speech in the debate on the Address
in Reply, he ought to have come down to this
House with an amendment to say that this
House declines to go on with further business
until the Secretary for Public Lands, or what-
ever Minister he accuses of bribery and corrup-
tion, has had his actions submitted to the
inquiry of a Select Committee or a commis-
sion of inquiry. To accuse a Jinister of
brlbely and corruption is one of the most
serious charges that you can make against
him. And, as I ingerjected in reply to the
hon. membe1 that, were not the whole thing
50 absolutcly grotesque and ridiculous, I
should have risen on a point of order, and
raised the questlon as to whether he was in
order or not in doing it. Why does he make
those opera-bouffe charges of bribery and
corruption against me? Sxmply because I have

recognised in the most proper way the local

needs of a particular part of the country in
regard to its great natural resources.

Hon. R. Patrr: Your own electorate.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:

I have recognized that part of the country
because of its great natural resources, and not
from the mere fact that the portion of the
country in question is in my own electorate.
That has nothing to do with the matter at all.
(Opposition taughtsr.) I am glad to hear the
guffaw of the hon. member for South Bris-
bane. That is the first sound he has uttered
since he returned here after his long absence
from this Chambler.

Mr. STEPHENS: It is better than a panto-
mime to hear you.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I am glad to know that I am having such an
amusing effect on the hon. gent]eman The
fact is, that my contemplation of him is rather
in the nature of a tragedy—some serious
tragedy. The hon. gentleman seems to be
amused now at what I have got to say. If he
will undertake to adorn this debate by address-
ing this House qubsequent]v 1 shall be glad to
hear what he has to say in contradiction of any
observations I have made or am about to
make on this particular matter. He will find
that he is not on a platform in South Bris-
bhane. On the platform of this Chamber we
shall he glad to hear what he has got to say

[Hon. J.T. Bell.
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in the way of practical criticism. The leader
of the Opposition charged me with having
three lines surveyed in the Dalby electorate,
and also with having——

Hon. R. PaILP: Is that not true?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
And with having reduced the price of land in
that electorate. I will deal with the second
charge first.

Hon. R. Pritp: Your agent sald that.

Mr, LesiNa: Mr. Murphy said that.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
Am I dealing with Castor or Pollux? (Laugh-
ter.) If the hon. member for Clermont will
permit me, I will deal with the leader of the
Opposition first.

Mr., LEsina: Shuffle with me while you deal
with him

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I do not happen to play cards, or I would
realise the force of that remark. (Laughter.)
Let me deal with reference to the statement
of the hon. member on the question of the
reduction in the price of land. This Govern-
ment, in the Act that was put on the statute-
book of last session, embodied their views in
regard to the betterment principle. That was
the decision which had been arrived at in re-
gard to the contribution that the local com-
munity should pay for the benefit conferred
upon it through the medium of the public ex-
chequer. But I say that we did not arrive at
that decision immediately. The matter was con-
sidered, but that there was a period when we
were disposed to think that a more proper way
of ensuring some return from a locality was
through the presence or construction of a
public work, or by the opening of unselected
Crown lands in that vicinity to selection af
a price equivalent to what we assumed would
be the value that the projected public work
would confer upon it. We carried out that
idea in the particular portion of the country
I am speaking about. I do not know that
the exact geographical situation would be any
guide to the members, but it is near the Jinghi
Jinghi leasehold, and there is also some country
along the Moola country towards the mountains,
There were two areas of country that, in my
mind, were likely soon to ke benefited by the
presence of a railway, and I told the men who
discussed with me their intention of taking up
land in that vicinity, that it was probable that
we should build a railway before long to those
dlstucts, and, that being the case, I was not
going lo let the land that belon%d to the
people, and which the people of Queensland
were likely to make more valuable by the
presence of a rallway-l was not going to
let it go at prairie values, gauged by its
original condition and w1thout a railway—
and so I threw open that land on the assump-
tion that a railway was going to go through
it, or that a railway was highly probable. I
told the men with whom I came in contact
that that was my line of conduct. Soon
after the land was opened we adopted the
idea embodied in the Railways Act of last
session, and decided that instead of throwinyg
open unselected Crown lands at a higher rate,
it would be a fair method to make a better-
ment area, and levy upon the area benefited
any loss incurred in working the line, and
both Chambers adopted that idea, and it is
now on the statute-book. I remember per-
fectly well, when that Bill was geing through
the House, saying that one result of it would
be to cheapen Crown lands when they were
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offered to selection in Queensland, and that
has been the result of the passage of that
measure, Because, although I hear now
people making the parrot-ery that has been
attered ever since there was a selection Act
in Queensland in the early sixties—that land
was being thrown open at too high a price, and
though I hear hon. members saying so now—IL
donot think it can ever be sald about me with
any truth, but, at all events, 1t can_certainly
be said with no applicability at all to any land

I have opened since the passage of the Rail- -

way Act last session. As soon as that measure
passed, these selectors came to me, and said
this: “ You have done this. You have put a
higher price on our land because you said it
was probable that a railway would go to it,
and yet you have passed a measure through
Parliament which will make us, although we
have paid originally for the assumed enhance-
ment of the value of the land that that railway
would confer upon it—you have passed a mea-
sure through Parliament that will make us pay
on the value of the land as you proclaimed it
open to selection, any loss that may be in-
eurred in the working of that line. In other
words, you have made us pay twice over for
the enhancement that that railway gives to
our land.” I had no answer, for it was per-
fectly true. I have not done it anywhere else
in the country, but I have done it there; and
if I had allowed those particular areas of
land, not large areas at all—you might imagine
tbat I have been dealing with a whole country
side, but there were only a few selections—if
I had kept them at the values at which it was
taken up, there could Le no doubt I should
have been doing an injustice to those people.

Mr. Lesiva: Did you evade the provisions
of the Act?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Listen to the startled and aggrieved patriot!
Do not be afraid that I have been infringing
the provision of some Act of Parliament.

Mr. LesiNAa: You have.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Let me tell the hon. member for Clermont
that if I have ever infringed an Act of Parlia-
ment, it is not so ample an infringement as
he himself has been capable of, and has per-
formed, as can be shown by the records of one
of the Government departments.

Mr, LESINA: Is that a reply to my question?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
It is a pretty good reply.

Mr. LEsIiNA: So you think. It secems to me
we have got a lot of snobbishness in you—all
the snobbishness naturally drawn from your
convict grandfather.

sThe SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Upon my word! I never expected to learn
such interesting information about my gene-
alogy. (Laughter.) If I had a grandfather
who was a convict, I should not think one
iota the less of myself; but, as it happens, I
have not a convict grandfather, nor any con-
viet at all in my lineage. I can say this for
my grandfather: he has no reason to be
ashamed of his grandson, and the hon. mem-
ber’s progenitor cannot say that. (Laughter.)
If the hon. gentleman will content himself,
I hope to come to him directly.

Mr. Lesi¥a: I am always prepared to re-
ceive you.

[6 Avgust.]

Address in Reply. 153

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I hope the hon. member will not feel any
jealousy if I am prepared to give undue atten-
tion to his prospective colleague, the leader of
the Opposifion. I say this, that the leader of
the Opposition would have done exactly the
same thing if he had been in my place.

Hon. R. Paire: I do not think so. It isonly
in your own electorate that this letter was
written. You get it for us.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Yes; let me come to it at once. I do not think
there were ten votes in the whole transaction.
I do not think that in the Jinghi Jinghi re-
sumption, speaking offhand—I ought to have
brought the papers down here, but I did not
do it—there were a dozen men involved.

Hon. R. Pumze: Still you wanted to build a
railway to that place.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
Do not be ridiculous. I do not believe three of
those men had votes. They were Southerners
who had only recently come to the country,
and I question whether three men were on
the roll; and in regard to the other places, it
was a small group of Queenslanders formed
in some country near Moola Creek. I do not
think there were more than five of them there,
I really do not think I am wrong when I say
that there were probably no more than seven
or eight votes at the outside involved in the
whole of the transaction.

Hon. R. PaILP: And those people you asked
to sign a petition to build a railway.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
I never asked anything of the kind.

Mr. Lrsiva: Your agent.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Will the hon. gentleman hold his peace?

Mr. Lesina: We have got you in a hole this
time.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
I will try to elucidate this matter as clearly
as I can. I want to tell this Chamber—I think
most hon. members will believe me—that the
question of votes has had as much to do with
the matter as a snap of the fingers in the
whole transaction. I sald there were no more
than eight votes connected with it and I do
not think there were more than fifteen selec-
tions affected. I do not believe more than ten
of them, if as many, had votes in the matter.
At all events, these men came to me several
months before the elections were on, after the
Railways Act was passed, and they pointed ou$
the position they were in, and, as I tried to
tell the Xouse, I had no answer for them.
The fact remained that these men had taken
up their land immediately before that Act
camse in with the prospective value placed upon
it from the anticipated proximity to a line,
and at the same time that Act would make
those people, on those prospective values, the
proclaimed purchasing price, make up any
loss there was in the working of the line.
They said, “ You are simply handicapping in
two directions.”

Hon. R. Puirp: Is that the only place in
tho State where you put that increase in
price?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Oh, yes; these Southerners, of whom M?,
Murphy was the agent—they used him as their
mouthpiece—ecame to me and said, *f This is an
injustice.” I went into it and said, I recognise
that it is, and I am prepared to reduce the price

Hon. J.T. Bell.]
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of your land.” The Queensland group came to
me in the same way, not through any agent, but
direct, and pointed out the same thing. I said,
“Very well, I will reduce the price of your
land,” and I did it, and the leiter which was
written by Mr. Murphy, which the hon. gentle-
man read out, was written, so far as it referred to
the contemplated reduction of land, at my sug-
gestion and with my approval, because he came
to me about it, and I said, ““ Yes, you can tell
them that I will reducs the price of their land.”
But the part at the end, to ask them to send in a
petition for a railway, was not written, I believe,
at my request. Because, asa matter of fact, if I
were to bring forward any matter in connection
with my elestorate I do not need a petition
to do it ; I bring it up myself. I certainly
did not need any petition from constituents to
say they want a railway here or there—I am
sufficiently conversant with the requirements of
the district to know what is required without a
petition. I tell this Chamber that I believe I
did not authorise the writing of the letter so far
as it suggested that a petition should be got up
—s0 far as T am aware, at all events. Even if [
had, there was no particular signiticance in it.
But that was the reason why I reduced the price
of that land ; and I repeat again, in the parti-
cular circumstances, there is nobody in this
Chamber who, standing in my shoes, would not
have done the same thing. To have left that
Jand at the price I proclaimed it open would
have been a gross act of injustice. I leuve that
and come to the other charge of the hon. mem-
ber, that I did wrong in having three railway
surveyors at work in my electorate,

Hon. R. PaiLp: And during the election.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
I think during the election only two. I think I
am entitled to say only two, because the hon.
gentleman charged me with three. After all, I
have not really such a great numerical choice. Tf
the hon. gentleman insists on three, I must really
correct him and say there were only two.

Mr. CaMPBELL : It was more advantageous to
have them in that electorate.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I do not think the hon. member will think me
unkind to him when I say that I do not think
his electorate has any reason to look askance at

me.
Mr, CaMPBELL: We are talking about the
railway surveys now.

The SECRETARY FORPUBLICIANDS :
No, about public works. What is the principle
observed on which we have hitherto built rail-
ways in this country 2 We have generally buils
them either to establish connection with some
assumed settlement, or to open up a district that
iy partially settled, or-—I hope this is not an
ungenerous remark to make—I make it for the
benefit of the leader of the Opposition—we build
railways in order to give assistance to the port
that is at the head of *these railways. (Hear,
hear !} Oune principle we shall have to introduce
in regard to railway construction—and I say
this with as iuch emphasis as I can, in order 1o
impress it upon hon. members—and I belisve
that those who have some knowledge of the
remote Crown lands of this State, on whatever
side of the Chamber they sit, will svmpathise
with what I am going to say — I say we
must make a new departure in regard to
the considerations which have actuated us
in regard to some of our railway lines. We
must take care that we build railways not
with regard to the people who may be at the end
of that line—greater or less in numbers —
we must build lines not in regard to the sea-
port at the end of that line, in order to bring
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more commerce into it. We must build rail-
ways in some districts, at all events, having
regard to the fact that there is creeping over
those waste lands an insidious and venomous
vegetable pest which, in a very short time, will
render thousands and thousands of square miles
of our country absolutely ussless. If I put two
railway surveyors at work in my district—
because I know perfectly well that if we defer
for only a few years the construction of railways
in those particular localities affected, the fertile

 lands in those neighbourhoods will be absolutely

lost to settlement—where are they? The first
surveyor I put on was on a line from Chinchilla
to Roma. Now, at the risk of wearying this
House I will say this—

Hon. R. PuiLe: That is the fourth line,

The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC LANDS :
No, no! In the month of January last I was
told of the Juandah leasehold. That

[9 p.m.] was an area of several hundred
square miles of country lying be-

tween Miles, Chinchilla, and Taroom. The lease
of it had recently—only two or three years ago—
been extended for about a quarter of a century
by the Land Court. I was told there was some
good country up there, and I went up to look at
ib. I heard it was under lease—aud if I may
take this House into my confidence—when [
heard of that country being under lease, and the
Lands Department could not get it, I had an idea
of getting hold of some of it myself. Thad a very
good account of it, and the country was all that
1t was described to me, but I very soon saw
there was going to be a conflict between my
private interests as an individual and my duty
as Minister for Lands. I saw that that country
—excellent country that it was—beautiful soil
and beautiful grasses—was country with pearupon
it, and country that, if we leftit in the condition
which the action of the Land Court had placed
it in for four or five years longer, would pro-
bably hold out no attraction whatever to small
settlement, and I put aside at once any idea I
had of clearing that country. I went to the
lessee, who is a member of this Chamber at this
moment, and arranged with him to surrender
a couple of hundred square miles of kis leasehold
in anticipation of settling groups there, and it is
only right 1 should say he did so on the most
liberal terms. I saw that country in January,
and before six or eight weeks were over I had a
Laads Department surveyor upon it, and I had
a railway surveyor at work making a railway
survey, because I was determined, as T am deter-
mined now, that I would do as much as any
Minister can do, to bring about close settlement
on that area of country, and I shall do what a
Minister can Jo to make the settlement of that

- country possible and feasible, by giving them

railway communication. I may not succeed, but
at all events it was as clear as daylight that it
was my duty as a Minister to try and do that,
and there is now going on a railway survey from
Chinchilla, which is in my electorate, but which
survey soon gets into another electorate. .
Hon. R. PyIiLp : Then there are four lines.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
There is a railway going on from that point to
Chinchilla, in my own district, and there is also
a land surveyor on that area. I say, if I had not
seen it, it would still be under lease, while now
40,000 acres have been surveyed into small lots
in that district, and when I open the first of that
land, some time next month, there is a group
from the South who will take up some 20,000
or 30,000 acres, and who, if they fill their obliga-
tions to me ; and, if T have my way, I shall have
many thousands of acres of that country settled,
and, I think, favourable conditions going on to
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check the growth of the pear. That settlement
cannot prosper unless’a railway is built up to
that locality. I may not succeed in getting that
railway there. We know the Minister for Liands
is not the Cabinet ; but I have no hesitation in
saying I have done my duty, I have made ny
contribution towards getting it ; I have done all
a Minister can do to lessen the risk of thab large
area of good Crown lands going to the inevit-
able destruction that will overtake it, as surely
as the sun will rise to-morrow, unless you put
people on it to check the growth of the prickly
pear.
Hon. R. PrIiLe : You gave undue preference.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS :
The leader of the Opposition, in order to take a
party advantage and try and do me a little
damage, flaunts in my face my action in having
the railway survey. Lethim doit. I say before
any audience in Queensland I am prepared to
justify my action; and, what is more, 1 am
proud of it, because in doing what I did I made
a new departure as Minister for Lands, I did
not sit in my chair—I went to see country that
the action of the Land Court had locked up for a
quarter of a century, and six weeks after seeing
it I had two surveyors on it.

Hon, R. PaiLp: All in your own electorate.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
The hon. member knows something of the coast
of Queensland ; he knows something of the
mining mdustry of Queensland, but he knows
very little of the condition of the country fit
for settlement to the west of the Darling Downs.

Hon. R. Pamp: I know more about the
country of Queensland than youdo.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
The other railway was on country to the
south of Warra, on the Perth leasehold, and
‘Weambilla, a locality which some Victorians
inspected, and were ready to take up something
like 200,000 acres in groups. They came to me
and they said, “ We are ready to go on to this
country. We will take it up at 10s. an scre in
blocks of 1,200 acres, but we cannot stay here
unless we get a railway.” I said, I cannot
promise you a railway, but [ will say this: I
will get the land surveyed for you. You can
form your groups and take it up. I will under-
take to have a railway line surveyed there for you,
You must understand in the clearest way that
you go on to that land with no promise from me
that a railway will be built.”

Hon. R. Parmtp: That is the line off the St.
George line.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I stated, ‘ You must understand that, hut I, ab
least, undertake to have the line surveyed for
you.” And T am surveying it. That country
lies some 40 miles, roughly speaking, to the
gouth of Warra, and the first 15 miles are
being utilised of the old survey of the line from
Dalby to St. George, and then the route should
go a little westward to tap this area. Whether
that line will be built or not I do not know.
I know this: that those men——

Mr. Lusiva: You will not be there long
enough to have it built.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
I know those men will go on to that country, and
T also know unless they get some method of com-
munication, such as is provided by a railway,
they will not make a success of that land. If a
railway is built there under the Act we have
upon the statute-book, those men will make up
any loss that occurs on the working of the line.
If you listen to the taunts of theleader of the
Opposition, one would imagine that in putting on
these railway surveyors, I was endeavouring to
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work some little job, so to say, for the benefit of
my constituency, at the expense of the publie
taxpayer. The hon. member knows perfectly
well that on all raillways to be built after this the
local benefited area will see that there is no loss
to the public estate.

Hon. R, PuarLp: For how long?

The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC LANDS :
As long as this Government is in office, at all
events, I will not guarantee how long after the
hon. member gets into office.

Hon. R. Puirp: You will be the first man to
remove the 3 per cent.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
Do you think so!
Hon. R. PuIrp: That is my opinion of you.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
I may orI may not. You have been wrong
before, and may be wrong again. The third
line is a line branching off from the Dalby-Cattle
Creek line towards a group of settlers some 7 or
8 miles away. I promised those settlers that I
would get that line surveyed, and Idid. Itis a
short line, some 8 or 9 miles. That also will be
built under the Guarantee Act of last session.
Then there is an extension of the line from Bell
towards Jondowaie. Asa matter of fact, I donot
think it is a line that is very likely to be con-
structed, at all events for some time, but it is a
line the Railway Commissioner is much in
favour of. In any case, it is of no great national
importance. I can assure this House that the
Chinchilla-Taroom line is one of the most neces-
sary lines in the country if you are going to
preserve the hundreds of thousands of acres of
some of our best lands from destruction.

Mr, Lusina: Can you mention any Minister
in any other Government who had four railway
surveys at one time in his own electorate? You
have worked the political oracle all right.

The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC LANDS :
I should like now to make some comments with
reference to the remarks that fell from the hon.
member for Clermont, and I shall be glad if he
will give me his attention.

Mr. Lesina: That is all you will get from me.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAXNDS :
During his remarks he read—and he said he did
it for bhe purpose of getting it into Hansard—
some extracts from his election address to the
electors of Clermont. It isalong extract, and
it is composed chiefly of denunciations of myself.
I must, therefore, state that those denunciations
are based on a misconception of facts.

Mr. LEsiNA : That is in reference to the Land
Court.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Yes, very largely in regard to that, but I cannot
deal with the whole of it. The hon. member
said—

During 1905 this bungling Minister attempted to
amend the Land Aet in the direction of compelling
pastoralists and selectors to pay increased rents on
account of their improvements. This will give the
selectors and pastoralists of this electorate an idea of
the kind of man Mr. Bell is when he is at home. The
Tand Act provides that in the appraisement of rent any
increase in value arising from the tepants’ own im-
provements should rnot be asscssed—an eminently just
principle—yet Mr. Bell tried to subvert this principte.
He inserted it in the Bill, but the Legislative Council
threw it out. Any selector or pas‘mmhsmvsho votes for
a Kidston candidate with this knowledge in his posses-
sion deserves any evil that may befall him hereafter
should Bell continue in office. ILmstly, it is well known
that if the Government get back with a majority the
Land Court will have to go.

I venture to say that if I came down to this
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House with a proposal for the abolition of the
Land Court, 1 should get the support of the
majority of hon. members sitiing on the cross
benches opposite ; and the hon. member for Cler-
mont, if he will permit me to remind him of it,
having given a written assurance in exact terms
that he would obey party discipline, would have
to obey the wishes of the majority of his party,
and vote accordingly.

Mr. Lesiva : He would do nothing of the sort.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Very well, then he might be in imminens danger
of being kept out of the party.

Mr. Lesiva: I can get in without having three
railways surveyed in my electorate.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS :
Tonly hope that such a calamity as ejection may
not overtake the hon, member; but I venture
tosay that if his party are going to takea certain
line of action, the hon. member will have to abide
by their decision.
k'lvl[ih Lisiva : He will have to do nothing of the

ind.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
Very well. Let me now put before this Cham-
ber some statements in regard to this completely
baseless and unprincipled assertion which was
made by the hon. member in May last before the
electors of Clermont. The stalement that I en-
deavoured in the Land Act of 1905 to bring
about amendments which would make the
conditions of tenure for either pastoral lessees
or grazing farmers more difficult is a fic-
tivn.  In the 1884 Land Act there is a provision
which enacts that in assessing rent the Land
Court shall assume that there is a reasonable
expenditure upon improvements in order to make
the land under lease available for pastoral work.
In the 1897 Act, the principal Act, that particu-
lar subsection was omitted. I forget at this
moment how it came to be omitted, but the Land
Court have always acted in their decisions on
the assumption that those words were there, and
a representative of the pastoral lessees in court
admitted in a controvery that took place between
him and the Crown counsel that it must of course
be assumed that those words were retained,
otherwise if the court deliberately acted upon the
view that those words were not there weshould get
this extraordinary position in connection with the
Land Court, that a run-—take the first instance
that occurs to me—like Wellshot, a magnificent
area of country with no natural water, would
be assessed by the Land Court on its value as a
waterless area, which, of course, is not worth the
snap of a finger. But the Land Court have been
wise enough never to construe the section in that
way; they have always assumed that the
country when' taken up is to be assessed on the
supposition that there is a reasonable expenditure
on water improvements in order to make a vast
area with rich natural grasses available for stock.
I stated before that, acting on the advice of the
permanent officials and the Crown counsel—the
Crown counsel chiefly, because he told me the
dilemma bhe was in owing to those words not
being in the Act, and asked me to insert them—1
proposed to put them in the Act. I can
assure this Chamber that the insertion of the
words would not have had the effect of a
snap of the finger on the assessment of
rent, because the arguments before the Land
Court would have gone on just the same, and
the decision of the Land Court would have been
arrived at on the common-sense assumption
that such a condition was implied. When I
proposed to insert those words in the 1905 Bill,
the Chamber was with me and I carried wmy pro-
posal, but it was thrown out by the Upper
House. Yet, because of that proposal, the hon.

[Hon. J. T. Beil.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply.

member for Clermont, in his desire to damage
me and to damage the Government, in order to
curry favour with the grazing-farmer electors,
and more particularly the pastural lessees, in his
electorate, tried to make them believe that I
sought to place that amendment in the Bill with
thesinister desire of getting more rent outof them.
I have given the House the reason for that pro-
posal, and all I can say is that anyone who
knows the facts will not acquiesce m such a
suggestion as that made by the member for
COlermont. The hon. member succeeded by this
baseless assertion in gaining sapport, because I
believe as a matter of fact that one of the largest
pastoral lessees in that neighbourhood announced
that he proposed to support the bhon. member.
‘Whether he did so or not, T do not know. But I
should like the democrats of Queensland to know
that the manager of one of the biggest pastoral
properties in Queensland announced that he
would support the hon. member.

Hon. R. PriLp: Did that hurt you?
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:

Upon my word, it seems as if this alliance
between the hon. member for Clermont and the
leader of the Opposition would take place much
earlier than I anticipated. However, the hon.
member succeeded by his base blandishments
in seducing the votes and support of the general
manager of the largest pastoral company in
Queensland. I should like the denizens of those
billabongs to which the hon. member periodically
makes reference in his speeches to know that
their representative, the true-blooded democrat of
Queensland, had thesupport of the biggest pastoral
lessee in his district. It has also been suggested
that I endeavoured tointimidate the Land Court.
How could a single Minister intimidate three
men who are as safely entrenched as the mem-
bers of the Land Court? They are not like
ordinary civil servauts; they can only be
removed from office by a vote of both Houses,
and they can snap their fingers—as they have
done~—at anything I can do. I should be sorry
that anyone for a moment should be induced to
believe—by the baseless assertions made by the
Lon. member for Clermont—that I have ever
been wanting in respect for the three gentlemen
who constitute the Land Court. Suchis not the
case. They are three men whom I respect in the
highest degree. But I do say, and I have said—
possibly I ought not to have said, but no man
who has administered the Lands Department
of Queensland could help feeling some indig-
nation in the matter, or possibly prevent
himself giving vent to his indignation—but
I do say that I, representing the people of
Queensland, who, next to His Majesty the King,
are the owners of the Crown lands of this
State, should see that when we lease coun-
try we get a fair rent—the best rent going
that people are ready to pay for the lease of that
land. The land revenue plays a tremendous part
in the financing of this country annually, and if
we are going to diminish the land revenues of
Queensland we have got to turnround to some
other sources in order to make up the deficit,
if you are going to carry on the government in
the same way, or slse you have to curtail the
expenses of government in some other respect.
I look upon our Crown lands as a tremendous
asset in carrying on the government of the coun-
try, and in my opinion the ideal way of adminis-
tering those Crown lands is to get the highest
revenue it is possible to get from them, com-
patible with the maximum of successful selec-
tion. I have never subscribed, and never will
subscribe, to that doctrine that we are to give
our Crown lands away indiscriminately, and let
the people have a hurry-skurry to get on to
them. I hold that we should take care that we,
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as the commuity which own those lands, should
get the best revenue we can out of them com-
patible with securing the maximum of settlement
upon_ them, and that. has been my policy. I
found country being taken under lease for a long
term of years under the arbitrament of the Land
Court at rents which T felt, if T had the fixing of
the rent under my own duecnon as I have
under the 1902 Act, were not as hloh as I should
have obtained. Under the 1902 Act I can make
a lease myself and fix my own rent, and I felt I
should have got a far higher rent for the country
than was tixed by the Land Court. Possibly I
was indiscreet in not concealing my indignation
more. At all events, I gave vent to it, but in
giving vent to it T never made a reflection
individuaily upon the integrity or, if you
will, the capacity of the three men who form
that Land Court, and T venture to say they
know that pe1feLtlv well themselves. 1 have
alluded to section 15 of the Act of 1902. That is
a provision which enables me to fix my own
terms of lease and to fix my own rent in regard
to certain runs. The hon. member for Cler-
mont’s electorate is the centre of a large pastoral
district. I recollect the hon. member for
Clermont, the ses<ion before last, charging me
explicitly in this Chamber with having a large
area of pastoral land in his district unleased,
lying idle, simply because I did not know my
business as a Land Minister, and asked too
high a rent for the lease of that country.
Mr. Lesiva : Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS :
The hon. member confirms that reminiscence. I
mentioned at the time that the reason why that
country was lying idle was not because [ was
asking tco high a rent, but simply because there
was no demand for it, there was not stock
enough in the country ; and I stated that I was
of opinion that the country would be taken upas
soon as stock got more numerous. That was the
session before last. What has happened since?
I havea return here showing the land applied
for under section 15, which gives me power to fix
the term of a lease and the rental for the first
period of the lease. This return shows the area
of land taken up under that section from 1st
July, 1903, to 30th June, 1907, in the Leichhardt
and a portion of South Kennedy.

Hon. R. Puitp: There is no other way of
getting a lease of that kind.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
Of course there is no other way of getting a
lease, but the hon, member for Clermons stated
thut the land was lying idle because I charged
too much rent for it,

Hon. R. PriLp: There is plenty of land lying
idle yet.

The SECRETARY FORPUBLICLANDS:
I am dealing specifically with the charge of the
hon. member for Clermont, and when any other
member comes forward with any particular
charge— when the leader of the Opposition speei-
fies a particular district—1 will deal with that
charge, and I believe I can deal just as effectively
with such a charge in vespect to any other dis-
trict as in respect to the district for Clermont.
In connection with the Leichhardt district, and
that part of the South Kennedy district which is
within a reasonable distance of Clermont, I find
that from the beginning of 1905 to the 30th
June this year there has been taken up an area of
5,634 square miles, at an annual rental of £4,670.
T did not reduce my price one iota for the land in
the hon. member’s district. If anything, I
raised it, and Igot an area of country taken up
which he accused me of having idle

[9.30 p.m.] because I asked too much for it.
With all respect to the Land Court,

I may say that the best lands in Queensland are
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under their jurisdiction; and, if you draw a com-
parison between the rents which I fixed under
section 15 and the rents fixed by the Land Court
on the better runs, you will find that I get propor-
tionately a better price for the community than
the Land Court. Another statement made by
the hon, wmember for Clermont was that over
£1,000 2 month is being pald away in commis-
sion to private land agents for settling Austra-
lians in other States in Queensland. There is
not a word of truth in that. I find that the
number of persons outside the office who have
been acting as agents in the other States for the
Lands Depsrtinent is thirty-one. The total
amount paid to 30-h June last from the begin-
nmg of 1905 is £5,047. The number of settlers

ntroduced for w hom commbsmn has been paid
ls 649. The arex of land selec:ed totals 585,000
acres in round figures, and the total purchasing
price amounts to £376,000. The retura from
which I quote these figures will be in the hands
of hon. members in a few days. Therefore the
statement made by the hon. member for Cler-
mont is without any foundation in fact.

Mr. LEesiNa: I understand that £1,000 was
paid in one month—about the elsction month.
The Courier said so in a leading article,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I do not believe it was; but, supposing it was,
does that warrant the hon. member in saying
that we are pyying £1,000 a month ?

Mr. Lesina: I will admit the statement is a
bit loose.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
That shows the subterfuges to which irrespon-
sponsible—I snppose I must not say unscrupulous
—politicians resort in order to win a seat in Par-
liament.

Mr. LiesiNa: There was an attack made on the
Luand Court in the last Annual Report of the
Lands Department. Didn’t you pen that?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
There is no more efficient Under Secretary inthe
whole of Australia than the Under Secretary for
Lands. He i3 an official of whom any public
servies should be proud.

HoxouraBrLtE MueMBERS 1 Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Any man who meets him must come to that
conclusion instinctively, and to suggest that I®
influence his reports in one iota is to show an
uttar ignorance of the man.  The Under Secre-
tary draws up his own reports, and I certainly
do not influence what he writes in the way the
hon: member suggests.

Mr, LgsiNa : Then he is responsible for the
attack ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
Before I sit down I would like to say one or
two sentences about the system of land agents.
The genesis of the system is this : I had an area
of country, and I hope the_leader of the Opposi-
tion will forglve me when I make the coufession
that it was in my own electorate—the Logie
Plains leasehold—

Hon, R. PHILP: Where all this business has
been done mostly.

The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC LANDS::
If the hon. member says that, he shows a great
deal of ignoranes in the discharge of his duties as
leader of the Opposition in regard to what is
going on in land settlement. IThad an area there
of brigalow scrub, good soil, but it had no
attrac'ion for people in Queensla.nd They
turned up their noses at it. I knew it was good
country, and I endeavoured to find out whether
I could not get it brought before people in the:
other States. Through the assistance of anold

Hon.J.T. Bell.]
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Victorian now living in Queensland, I was told
about Mr. Murpby, who lived near Ararat. T
was told that he wasa man who made it his busi-
ness to cut up and settle estates in Victoria. I
went down to Victoria and saw Mr. Murphy,
and described this country to him. I told him
the price—10s. an acre—our usual long terms ;
and I also told him—although this did not come
directly within my province as Minister—of the
‘Wyobie Hstate in that district, which the leader
of the Opposition omitted to purchase.

. ?Hon. R. Pamp: Why did not you purchase
i6?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I hope I shall be allowed to make my speech
without interruptions. The resnlt of my inter-
view with Mr. Murphy was that he said, *“ From
your descriptions, I believe I shall be able to get
those Crown lands settled, and I believe a
syndicate can be brought about to purchase
‘Wyobie,” Both those things happened. Wyobie
was bought by a Victorian syndicate, and I
think 80 per cent. of those Crown lands—aggre-
gating some 45,000 acres of brigalow scrub—was
taken up by Victorian or Southern settlers. I
then made an arrangement with Mr. Murphy
that we should adopt that process with other
areas. [ had the Land Acts passed which
enabled me to do it under the group system ;
and Mr. Murphy has acted for us in Victoria
—not exclusively ; but he has been our chief
agent there, and’ he has done his work admir-
ably. Soon afterwards, when this system began
to be known, a distinguished member of the
Opposition, whom I do not see in his place
opposite, brought Mr. Pualsford to me—a gentle-
man well connected in the South—a son of
Benator Pulsford—a man of good business repu-
tation. He proposed that he should act as our
agent in New South Wales. He is a man who
has done a lot of advertising as a business man.
‘We made arrangements with him also in regard
to agency work; and I tell this Chamber, in
the most emphatic way that I can command,
that this gentleman has done his work excel-
lently, and any man in the L.ands Department
who has been brought into contact with him—
certainly the two Under Secretaries—will sub-
scribe to what I am saying—that he is a good
business man, and that he does his work with
perfect honesty and in a most satisfactory way.
‘T regret very much that for sime reason—the
worthiness of which, of course, I shall not for a
moment impugn—a leading newspaper in this
city has deemed it in consonance with its duty
to attack him and also myself—which 1 suppose
is legitimate enough—in connection with the fact
that he is our agent in New South Wales.
I will go into that matter a good deal more in
detail on the Estimates ; but I want to say now
that, from my experience of the Lands Depart-
ment, Mr, Pulsford has done most excellent and
satisfactory work. In regard to our relations
generally with agents, there we learn by expe-
rience. I am modifying now the terms on which
they were originally appointed—the percentage,
for example—and the commission is smaller, I
admit at once, like anybody else, that one gets
experience in these things as you go along, and
you learn where you can make better arrange-
ments, But I claim this credit—and I suppose
that a man is entitled to claim credit when he
gets a lot of blackguarding from one source and
another—I started this thing in Queensland, and
it has been a rattling good thing for the country
to inaugurate this system of agents to get men
to come into the country. (Hear, hear!) And
when I go out of office in connection with the
Lands Departmment my memory will be per-
petuated In connection with the system of
agents to send selectors here.
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Mr. LEsiva: You will be known as the mem-
ber for Pulsford, or the member for Murphy and
Pulsford.

Mr. BLOCKSIDGE : What percentage is paid ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
Two per cent.

Mr. Lrsiva : Did they get a couple of thou-
saud altngether?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
The percentage to Mr. Pulsford, to start with,
was 3 per cent. It is now 2 per cent., and I
have reduced Mr. Murphy, on the land taken up,
to 1 per cent. or 14 per cent. I ought to say
how it is paid. One part is paid when the first
year’s rent is paid, and the other part is paid
when the second year’s rent is paid.

Mr. BLocksIDGE : On any area taken up?
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS :

70 per cent. of it is for agricultural farms. The
maximum area is 1,280 acres, and the average
price is, say, 12s. Some may get 15s. and £1,
but the bulk of it is 10s. But in any arrange-
ments I make in the future, learning from ex-
perience, I shall only pay a commission of 1 per
cent. (Hear, hear!)

Mr, WHiTE : That is very cheap.

The SECRETARY ¥FORPUBLICLANDS:
Very cheap. I donot know that you could do
better business. I want to tell this House that
the confusion that has arisen with regard to this
matter, and the difficulties that always crop up
insystems like this, is in regard to the local agents
following the selector. One man in the South is
responsible for sending the selectors up to
Queensland, and then another agent—or some
local agents—may be responsible for putting
them on'that particular avea of Crown lands ; and
in a matter of that kind a confusion-—dispute, if
you like—arisesasto theallocation of commission,
But I may say that I have only had confusion or
dispute on the part of one agent in Queewnsland,
and that incident is the basis, I can assure you,
on which one of the leading daily journals makes
a text for its criticisms.

Mr. Lesiva : Why cannot you get it done in
your own office ? :

The SECRETARY FORPUBLICLANDS :
I will go more into detail in these matters when
we get on to the Kstimates. Generally speak-
ing, the prospects for land settlement are in a
good state generally, and of the brightest in
Queensland.  Of course they ought to be at the
present time. We have got an unprecedented
conjunction of beneticial factors at work making
for the development of this State. Never before
have we had such a conjunction. I suppose the
most prosperous periods prior to this were 1871,
1872, and 1873, the years that immediately
succeeded the Frapco-Prussian war. In those
years we had good seasons, and Queensland
was then more exclusively, in regard to her
industries, a pastoral country than it is to-day.
We had good seasons and good prices for
wool, and these were the chief factors
that made for the prosperity of those re-
markable years. But at this period Queens-
land is less exclusively a pastoral country. We
have not merely good prices for wool, but we
have good prices for sheep—for fat sheeep—
apart from their wool. That was not the case
in 1871. We have also good prices for fat
bullocks. We have also got the dairying industry
at work, and, to boot, we have also got the good
seasons, and they form such a conglomeration of
heneficial factors as is without precedent in the
history of our State. It would be a very strange
thing if our land settlement did ;not go forward
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under such an segis as that. I want to say as
Minister for Lands—and I am now getting back
to the points on which the leader of the Opposi-
tion jibes at me, but I am on the safe grounds of
the administrator who knows what he is talking
about, while he is on the shifting quicksands of
rumour and uncertainty—if you are going to get
land settlemens to continue m Queensland, as it
has been in the last two or three years, you will
have to put your Minister fcr Lands and your
Liands Department in a position to supply land to
those who want it—it might either be a demand
from the South or even in Queensland itself, tosay
nothing of that demand overseas from Hurope—
and you will have to build railways, and build
them right and left.

Hon. R. Puirp: In the Dalby electorate.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
In the Dalby electorate distinctly you will have
to build them, and I hope that the leader of the
Opposition, the leader of those representative
Queenslanders—those excellent men—who are
sitting round him, is not going to be influenced
by such a petty contemptible spirit that he is
going to say, ‘“We will not build railways there
because they are in the electorate of a political
opponent.” I know that if he does take up such
a contemptible stand as that—

Hon. R. PHILP: You are more contemptible
than I am.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
If he is going to take up such a petty stand I
am sure it will not be reflected in those sitting
around him,

Hon. R. Prirp : How many railway surveys
are going on at the present time?

The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC LANDS:
You will have to build railways in the Dalby
electorate.

Hon. R. PaiLp: That is what we complain
about.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
If you do not do it, you will miss the best
moment that you will have of getting the people
on the land, for it is as certain as that the sun
will rise to-morrow that the opportunity of get-
ting people to settle on the land is not going to be
a perennial or a permanent opportunity. You
well know that many things vceur in Queensland
periodically, and a few years hence the land in
Queensland may be under the influence of a
drought or other disadvantageous conditions.
We may find that people are prepared to go to
another part of the world for a field for their in-
dustrial energy—people who at the present time,
we know, will come here if we provide the land.
I am providing it as fast as I can. I am going
to the limit of my authority, and you must build
railways if you want to open up fresh avenues of
settlement. If you do not, your land settlement
will end now.

Mr, G. P. BaRBER: There is plenty of land
in the Burnett.

Mr. LesiNa: There is land everywhere else,
but you only send them to the Dalby district.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I have no doubt there are several points on
which I would have liked to have spoken, which
have escaped my notice, kut I will refer to them
at a later stage, either on the Hutimates, or
when an opportunity presents itself more appro-
priately—1 think on the Estimates. One thing
I will say before Isit down. It was in reference
to a remark—an ungenerous remark—from the
leader of the Opposition.
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Hon. R. Puinp: You have been doing that
all night.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I do not think I have made any ungenerous
remarks to the hon. gentleman—any references
to him have been rather in the nature of a
regret that when he speaks in this Houss he does
himself such injustice. He said in regard to
the public estate improvement fund that we
were only showing consideration to our own
electorates. Now he has only got to turn to the
hon. mewmber on his right.

Hon. R. PriLp : I did not mention that fund
at all.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
He has only to turn to the hon. mewmber for
Mackay.

Hovn. R. PHILP (rising): I did not mention
that fund at all. The Minister is drawing on
his imagination now.

The Premier: Is this a point of order, or
what ?

Hox. R. PHILP : You are always disorderly.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
A personal explanation ought always to be pre-
faced by the statement that it is w personal ex-
planation.

Hon. R. PHILP : Mind your own business,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
We are so situated in Parliament in the matter
of procedure, that other people’s business is our
business.

Hon. R. Purcp : I never mentioned the fund
at all,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Somebody did. At all events, the hon, member
said we only carried out public works in our own
electorates. Isay thatis not correct. And not
merely the hon. member on his right, but the
hon. member sitting behind him—the hon. senior
member for Mackay—will be able to make some
refutation of that, and admit that in his district
this Government have undertaken a great public
work., I donot wish to harp upon it.

Hon., R. PaILP : I never hear of it.
The SLCRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:

‘We are doing a public work.
Mr. Pager: I told you that I would.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
Did you? The hon. gentleman, at all events his
own supporters, did not do something else that
they might have done, and that was to give the
candidate runuing in the interest of the Govern-
ment who is carrying out that work a fair show.

Hon, R. Prairp: Where is that?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS :
At Mackay. It is a deplorable fact that
although this Government are carrying out that
public work-—a work which the people of Mackay
have been longing to see exacuted for years—
when the candidate of this Government got up
in Mackay to address the electors, and explained
the policy of this Administration, the local papers
which supported the hon. senior member for
Mackay declined to report his speech—declined
to discharge the ordinary functions of an im-
partial newspaper—unless they were specially
paid for it.

Mr. Pacer: That had nothing to do with me.
Hon.J.T. Bell.]
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
Hixcept this: that the hon. member represents
the electorate where such things are possible ;
that is the only thing.

Mr. WaiTE : Did you expect the Government .
candidate to be returned because they expended
some money there?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Our expectations with regard to the expenditure
of money wure not half so canny or sanguine as
those of the hon. member, with his natural
characteristics fully employed when an under-
taking of that kind is in progress. Anything
which I have omitted now I will try and say
later on. AN T can say is that, general y speak-
ing—I know the hon. gentleman won’s like to
hear it—generally speaking, land matters are in
a satisfaciory state.

Hon. R. Pame: I am glad to hear it.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:

Things are going on well.  Despite all those
wonderful figures which the hon. gentleman
quoted at the election, more people are going on
theland than before ; and far more care is being
taken to make the land ready for them than
ever before. I only hope, with every other
patriotic Queenslander, that the Administration
which is able to bring abvut such a successful
consummation may long remain on the Treasury
benches to carry out its good work.

HoxourasrE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. PAULL: I beg to move the adjournment
of the debate,

Question put and passed.

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

The House adjourned at two minutes to 10
o’clock.





