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Address in Reply.

WeDNESDAY, 21 JuLny, 1903

The Seraker (Hon, J. T. Bell, Dalby) took
the chair at half-past 3 o’cluck.

ADDRESS IN REPLY.

Want or ConrFIDENCE MOTION—RESUMPTION
oF DEBATH.

Mr., JONES (Burneti) said : When the ad-
journmens of the House was moved last night
by the Premier, he intimated to members on
this side of the House especially that the debate
should close this week.

The TrEASURER : No; he only suggested it.

The PrEMIER : I was not so presumptuous as
that. I only asked permission.

Mr, JONES: The Premier asked members
on this side to curtail their speeches or not
to speak at all, as he was anxious to get on
with the business of the country. It is rather
amusing to hear the hon. gentleman talk
about proceeding with the business of the
country when we have such a vivid recollec-
tion of the Government programme that was
introduced last session and there was no busi-
ness in it; and the question to-day is whether
there is any business in the programme that
the Government have placed before us this
session,

The: SECRETARY For Ratnways: Well, let
us get to it.

The TeeAsURER: Give us a chance, and we
will very soon show you.

Mr, JONES: If the Premier was desirous
of getting on with the business of the
country, why did we have such a long recess?
Members were informed the House would
meet early this year.

The Premizr: To give you time to com-
plete your arrangements.

Mr. JONES: We had no arrangements to
complete, if the Premier infers that we
desired to make an arrangement with any

other party. The hon, gentleman contri-
buted a speech of three hours’ duration to
this debate, which speech is circulating

throughout the State——
Mr, MurpHY: At the couniry’s expense,

Mr. JONES: Yes, per medium of all the
conservative Press. Our elective position in
this House is just as high as that of the
Premier. His other position is simply an
appointed one; and, as one member repre-
senting over 6,000 electors, I intend to dis-
cuss questions in this House as they are in-
iroduced, irrespective of what the Premier
may say. During this debate we have heard
the story of the coalition several times. As
a member of the Labour party, I am not
very much concerned whether the party lately
led by the hon. member for Townsville
swallowed " the party led by the Premier or
vice versé. We have to deal with the Go-
vernment - as it 1s at present constituted.
Suffice it to say that the coalition, in
my opinion, is based on a bad foundation.
There was a time only eighteen months ago
when the party led by the hon. member for
Townsville were willing to support the
Labour party in office, without ccalescing
with them in any way, to defeat the present
Premier.

The SECRETARY FOR RalLways: No.

Mr. ARMSTRONG: We never were.
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Mr. JONES: That statement was made by
many members of the party led by the hon.
member for Townsville.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
it 1s absolutely incorrect.

Mr. ArsstroNg: There is no truth in it

Mr. JONES: I was speaking only this morn-
ing to a gentleman who was a member of the
party of the hon, member for Townsville at
that time, and he distinctly told me that they
were willing—so great was their hatred of the
Premier and his, party—to support the Labour
party in office just simply to defeat the Pre-
mier.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Just the other
way about.

Mr. JONES: I do not say for a moment
that the party led by the hon. member for
Townsville had any love or any affection for the
Labour party; but the point I wish to make
is that so great was their hatred of the Pre-
mier and his party that they were willing
even to support the Labour party in office for
the time being to defeat the Premier.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
That is not correct,

Mr. JONES: Many of the members of the
party led by the hon. member for Townsville
who have spoken have taken credit for the
democratic legislation passed by this House
during the last three or four years. The
truth 1s that they were sitfing on this side of
the House opposing that democratic legisla-
tion, and all the democratic legislation that
has been passed under the Premiership of the
present leader of the Goverment has been
passed with the assistance of the Labour
party.

Mr. Mureny:» The Secretary for Mines
cannot deny that,-

Mr, JONES: The Premier has repeatedly
stated that the Labour party obey the instruc-
tions they receive from three men in the
t'rades Hall, at the Worker office. He ad-
duces as proof of that assertion a letter that
he wrote to the Parliamentary Labour Party.
I do not purpose to read the whole of that
letter, as I do not wish to detain the House
at any great length, but I will just read a
portion of it—

The Couservative pavty, discredited in the country,
have found @ last hope in the Legislative Couucil, and
from that entrenchment continue to thwart the wishes
and aspirations of the people of Queensland, The time
has come when puatience ceases tc be a virtue, when
we are foreed to ask ourselves whether we are willing
to permit the political prejudices of a few nominees to
continue to override the wishes of the elected repre-
sentatives of the people. This has becowe the most
important guestion in Queensland politics, and on its
satisfactory solution rests the hope of democratic pro-
gress in Queensiand.

The hon. gentleman continued—

With this object in view, I suggest the following as
the basis of an agreement between our respective
parties ;—

One of the clauses in that suggested basis of
agreement reads as follows :—

That, in the event of anm apperl to the country .
becoming necessary to atbain the desired end, a joint
committee be appointed to manage the e'ection on the
following basis —

(a) Neither party to contest any of the seats now
held by any member of the oiher.

(b) Where joint committee puts up a candidate
both parties to support him,

{¢) Where joint committee is unable to putup a
candidate for some particular seat, and eannot
approve ¢f any of the candidates standing,
members of both parties to keep out of thab
contest as far as possible.

That letter was addressed to the hon. the leader
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of the Parliamentary Labour party, Mr. Bow-
man, and in it the Premier desired the
Parliamentary Labour party to agree to do
gertain things which they were powerless to
do. The party replied courteously to the
Premier, and submitted his letter to a joint
meeting of the Parllamentary Labour party
and the Central Political Executive. But that
does not say that we have to go to three
men abt the Worker office for instructions be-
fore we can deal with any legislation in this
Chamber. It is a well-known fact thab
Labour members in this Assembly are re-
sponsible to the electors they represent, and
that when they present themselves for election
it is for the electors to say whether they shall
be candidates or not.

The SecrETARY FOR Mings: Doesn’t the
hon, member mean the organisations, not the
electors?

Mr. JONES: The Minister for Works
knows that he is responmsible to the electors
of Kennedy. A number of electors must
nominate him for a seat in this House before
he can kecome a candidate, and it is the
same with members on this side of the House.
‘The only difference is that members on the
other side of the House have to go to their
electorates and seelk a certain number of
persons to nominate them, whereas we, who
are better organised, walt until a number of
electors recognise that we have the ability
to represent them and are worthy of a seat
in this Chamber.

The SPEAKER: Order! I should like the
hon, member to keep before him the precise
question before the House, which is an amend-
ment expressing want of confidence in the
(lovernment. That is the guestion he should
discuss.

Mr. JONES: VYes, but the Premier has
made a certain statement, and I am desirous
that it should not go to the country un-
challenged..

A LaBour MeuBER: The Premier wandered
all over the shop.

Mr. JONES: Members of the present Go-
vernment and thetr supporters, Ministers
particularly, have stated repeatedly, on the
platform and through the Press, that the policy
of the Government is land settlement, rail-
‘way construction, and immigration. With
those three subjects I purpose dealing briefly
this levening. 'That has been the boasted
policy of all past Governments—in fact, it 1s
the natural policy of the State—a policy with
which we all agree, despite the untruths of
our oppenents. We all know that land settle-
ment is the most important factor in connec-
tion with the prosperity of the State. There
are very many large areas of land, good agri-
cultural land, distant many miles from a
railway, and settlement cannot take place
there without railway construction. Land
settlement is the natural corollary of railway
construction, and in iny humble opinion, rail-
ways, especially in agricultural districts, should
precede land settlement. No matter what Go-
vernment is in power, they ought to make
that & principle of their policy. In the earlier
pioneering days of this State, many agricul-
turists desiring to settle on land had to go
out many miles from a railway in order to get
the land they required. I know settlers in
the ‘Burnett district who selected land 50 and
80 miles away from a railway terminus. How
could you expect meun who had to cart their
produce so many miles to a railway to
succeed en the land?

[Mr. Jones.
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Mr. ARMSTRONG: Were they compelled to
go 50 and 60 miles away?

Mr. JONES: Certainly they were com-
pelled to go 50 and 60 miles away, because
Government in the past had locked up the
hest agricultural lands within a reasonable
distance of railway communication. I can
quote one case in point. The railway was
extended from Kilkivan into the Burnett dis-
trict. The terminus of that railway is now
Kingaroy. Before a selector could settle in
that district he had to travel very nearly 50
miles through freehold property, which means
that the Government had to build a railway
for 50 miles through freehold property in
order to develop Crown lands. That country
contains the best land in the Burnett district,
and it is not being put o its best use even
at the present time. Where there ought to
be may happy farmers’ homes, there are only
a few bullocks to the acre. There is such a
demand for land in Queensland to-day that I
think railway construction and land settle-
ment should be simultaneous. The present
Secretary for Railways, the Secretary for
Public Lands, and the Speaker, who have all
travelled over the Burnett lands, will, I
think, bear me out when I say that district
contains some of the finest agricultural land
to be found in the State.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
southern part.

Mr, JONES: Yes; and there is no railway
within many miles of that good agricultural
land. The whole of that country would be
selected if it were opened up by railways.

The SECRETARY FOR RaAILwavs: Let us ged
to work on them.

Mr. JONES: The Minister for Railways
belongs to a party—the party led by the
senior member for Townsville—which kept
that district back for many years by extend-
ing the leases of pastoral lands.

Mr. Hamirron: They are doing that every-
where.

Mr. RYLAND:
prickly pear.

Mr. JONES: Yes; and, as I am reminded
by the hon. member for Gympie, no restrie-
tions are imposed in regard to prickly pear.
The Secretary for Public Lands, in referring
to the Upper Burnett lands a few days ago,
stated that he had travelled through many
miles of that country, and it was absolutely
clean—that there was no prickly pear on it.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: There was
no prickly pear on it.

Mr. JONES: They made a week’s inspec-
tion of the Upper Burnett lands. I made a
three weeks’ inspection at the same time. I
rode across country on horseback, and I had
a previous knowledge of the district, and
had a much better opportunity of viewing
the lands than they, because they travelled on
the soft cushion seat of a buggy. To see the
couniry properly, you need to cross it on
horseback.

The SECRETARY FOrR RAILWAYS: I was in
the saddle for many, many hours.

. Mr. JONES: I do the hon. member an in-
justice. He did ride across country on horse-
back-—to his sorrow, I believe.
 The SECRETARY FOR Ra1Lways: Gh, no! I'm
just as used to it as you arve.

Mr. JONES: This is rather an important
matter in regard to the Upper Burnett lands.
Had the party gone a little further they

In the
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would have come into a large area of good
agricultural country, which is infested “Wwith
pl‘leIy pear, and Is In such a state that it
needs deahng with at once.
The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS: Where?
Mr, JONES: That is from Gayndah right
up on the southern side of the Burnett River

and right across to the Auburn and Boyne
Rivers.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwAvs: I was up
through that country.
Mr. JONES: Up as far as Redbank

Station there are about 100 miles of prickly
pear infested country, and it is in such a
state that unless it is dealt with Iimmediately
it will be absolutely useless for many years to
come. In fact, I think it will be ruined
altogether. The Minister for Railways inter-
jected a short time ago, “* Why don’t you let
us deal with it?” It should have keen dealt
with very many years ago. These leases
have been extended to the pastoral lessees. It
is good agricultural country, and, "as I stated
before, there are no le&trlcuons in regard to
the prlcklv pear, which is, after all, the worst
form of land monopoly. One form of land
monopoly has given way to another and
worse form. We agree with these three very
important que~110n\—4a vigorous land settle-
ent policr, a vigorous 1a11wav policy, and
immigration. I say I agree with the three—
IAam speaking for myself—but our methods
differ greatly. It was stated last night by
the hoin. member for Warwick that the two
parties who contested the last election—the
party led by the hon. member for Towns-
ville, and the party led by the Premier—that
their policies were very nearly the same, and
that therefore they were quite ]ustlﬁed in
coalescing. Were we to judge their policy
by the titles of Bills infroduced into this
Chamber and the speeches of hon. members,
our policy is the same also with rezard to
land settlement and railway construction.
We, as a party, have never opposed land
settlement. We have never opposed railway
construction, except syndicate railways.

The SeCcreETaArY TFor MiNes: You do not
believe in freeholds.

Mr. Ma~x: Neither does the hon,
man.

Mr. JONES: I will deal with that matter
directly. As repards the policy of past Go-
vernments in regard to railway construction,
in 1899 there were 2,800 miles of railway
open, and at the end of 1907 there were
only 8,197 miles of railway open. That is in
eight years an advance In railway construe-
tion, under the Philp Administration par-
tlcularly, of only 397 miles—an average of
49 miles per year. Those are very small
figures in a vast area of good agricultural
land like we have in Queensland,

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
not all under the Philp Administration.
are forgetting your dates.

Mr. JONES: The continuous Government
at the end of 1907—

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No.

Ar. JONES: I am not particularly dealing
with the Philp Administration.
The TrREAsURER: Give us facts.

Mr. JONES: These are facts. No past
Government has dealt with railway construc-
tion as the State of Queensland deserves—
The Morgan Government even
did not do their duty in that direction, and I
say no Government will do their duty in that

1909—x
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direction unless it is a Labour Government,
that will go in for a system of land settlement
and land value taxation. Those figures prove
that past Governments have not done their
duty in regard to railway construction. They
have encouraged land monopoly, and kept
back railway construction to agricultural dis-
tricts, which has retarded settlement. The
system of land settlement for the past few years
has not been successful. I never did agree
with the system adopted by any previcus Go-
vernments. As you, Sir, arc aware, I have
always honestly and openly been opposed to
the land agency system and the group system.
1 am very pleased to see that the private
land agency system has been discontinued. I
do not agree with the hon. member for Fassi-
fern, when he stated in this House a few days
ago that under the private land agency
system there was a very satisfactory feeling
throughout the ¢ountry.

Mr. Maxn: No, he said there was bigger
business.
Mr. JONES: I think you will find they

have not been doing greater business, but if
they were doing larger business the system
led to corruption.

Mr. Manx: Eliminate the bad points.

Mr. JONES: In the Specch from the Throne

it is pointed out—I am speaking from
memory—that the system would lead to
abuses.

The TrEAsURER: Could lead.

Mr. JONES: Could lead to abuses, and I
say the abuses have been there for many
years. I know of one instance where twenty-
two persons representing themselves as in-
tending selectors from New South Wales,
came Into the Burnett district. Their fares
were pald from Brishane to Gayndah, guides
were provided for them, and trucks for their
horses, and not one of those persons has
selected land either in the Burnett district or
in any other part of Queensland. They came
just for a holiday. I had rather a sorry ex-
perience myself with one person who repre-
sented himself as an intending selector from
New South Wales. He came to my house
armed with a letter of introduction, and asked
me to show him through the country I had,
as I said, a sorry experience with him, and
the next I heard of him was that he was in
gaol here in Brishane for embezzlement,

The TREASURER: Nice company you keep.

Mr. JONES: No, I keep just as good com-
pany as the Treasurer. Perhaps I was taken
down, as the Treasurer has probably been
taken down in his time, and will be taken
down again.

The TREASURER: Quite possible.

Mr. JONES: I am only giving that instance
to show that the abuses and the corruption
were there. This man travelled up on a pass
from the Lands Office, and took me down for
a £5 note.

The TrEAsURER: How can vou avoid that?

Mr. JONES: They are avoiding it now by
making intending selectors prove their bona
fides, and adopting the old system that, if

they select, their fares are re-

[4 p.m.] funded to them. That could

have been done in the past. Now
I do not think we have yet arrived at the
solution of the difficulty with regard to land
settlement. There is a great demand for
land to-day, and that demand cannot be com-
plied with. The Labour method of settling

Mr. Jones.]
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people on the land is cheap land, and a just
distribution of the land by limiting the area
that shall be held by any one person. New
Zealand has enacted that it is unlawful for
any person to acquire an interest in any land
beyond a total of 5,000 acres, but this limit
applies only to third-class land. The limit
for second-class land is 2,000 acres, and for
first-class land 640 acres. Hence that country
has committed itself to a closer settlement
policy, and some of the other States of the
Commonwealth have committed themselves
te a closer settlement policy. The senior
member for Toowoomba, in his speech the
other night, advocated cheaper land, and there
was an outbreak of laughter on the other side
of the House, but he 1s not the only gentle-
man that advoeated cheap land.
Mr. LENNOK: We all advocate it.

Mr. JONES: The price of land in Queens-
land is too high, notwithstanding the fact,
which I am well aware of, that people from
the Southern States, who are driven out of
their own States by an unjust system of land
settlement and land monopoly, consider that
land in Queensland is cheap.

Mr. KeogH: And then you are going to
put taxation on the top of that.

Mr. JONES: I will deal with land value
taxation presently. If we are desirous of
peopling the country and settling our lands,
we must cheapen our lands so as to.allow the
people to get into the agricultural districts
and utilise our lands to the best possible ad-
vantage. I would like to quote from the
speech of the hon. member for Nundah on
this subject the other night. He said—

In Queensland there arve between 18,000,600 and

19,000,000 acres alienated, and a little over 500,000
acres under cultivation.
It does not follow that the land is not utilised
unless it is under cultivation, I would remind
thoe hon. member, because there is some land
in Queensland that is not adapted for agri-
culture. It is dairying land, and it may be
utilised although it is not under cultivation.

The SECRETARY FOR Rarmnways: Although
it is not under the plough.

Mr. JONES: Although it is not under the
plough, We¢ have areas of land in Queens-
land that is not adapted for agriculture, but
if we are to give the people cheap land, I
think we must alter the tenure. You, Sir,
more than once, and in one speech I remember
in this Chamber, said—and it is a very sound
principle-—that if Queensland were starting
over again you would not be willing to sell
vne acre of land.

Lasour Memsirs: FHear, hear!

Mr. JONES: So the Labour party is not the
only party that subscribes to that doctrine—we
are not the only party who believe that it is
unwise for this State to sell our best lands, or
to sell land at all. I represent a large agri-
cultural distriet, and I have never shirked my
duty with regard to land value taxation. You
made that statement on more than one occa-
sion, Sir, and 1 heartily agree with it. I
thinlk if it is wrong to sell one acre of land
because a few acres have been sold, then it
is equally as wrong to perpetuate the evil.

Mr. Keoer: What are vou going in for—
leasehold for ninety years, or what?

Mr. JONIIS: An eminent barrister pointed
out that there was very little difference be-
tween the tenure under the perpetual lease
system and a freehold tenure. Any govern-

[Mr. Jones.
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ment, it is well known, if they sell land, and
allow a freehold tenure, reserve to themselves
the right of taxation, and the tenure is
equally as secure under the perpetual lease
system as under freehold tenure. I am re-
minded by the hon. member for Herbert
that the Mount Morgan Company have sur-
rendered their freehold, and leased the areas.
Some of the most valuable mines in Gympie
and Charters Towers are held under leasehold
tenure—not perpetual lease, but a lease for
twenty-one years only. If people are indus-
trious, and utilising the land to the best of
their ability, no Government would be harsh
enough to turn them off the land. 1 am
opposed to freehold tenure, because it will
lead, in the future, as it has led in the past,
to land monopoly. We can never prevent
land monopoly unless we alter the system of
land tenure, or adopt the New Zealand plan,
and where land is sold limit the area which
one individual may hold. Now, therc have
been many suggestions in this Chamber re-
garding land settlement, I believe that land-
less people should have priority, but our
system in the past has been to give priority
and preference to those in other States, and
people from oversea. The present Govern-
ment are doing that. It is more difficult for
a native-born Queenslander to get an area of
land to-day than it is for a person from Eng-
land or Germany. I am not opposed to:
German immigrants coming here getting the
very best treatment. I think that we Queens-
landers should hold out the hand of friend-
ship and good fellowship to the people coming
from across the seas, so long as they are white
people; and we should give them equal oppor-
tunity with our own people when they do
come here, but we should not give them pre-
ference at the expeuse of those natives who
are the sons of the old pioneers of this State.

Mr. Keown: I there.
(Laughter.)

Mr. JONES: Then why are you sitting over:
there?

Mr. KrogH: Because we are prepared to
do that.

Mr. JONES: I do not want any misunder-
standing of what I say. I think that the
Germans who have come herc as immigrants
are industrious people. and I think they have
done as much to settle our lands as any
other clazs. But in all fairness to them—and
I do not think they will expect any more from
us—we should give them the same oppor-
tunity as we give to the people in this State.
There are many systems of land tenure in this
State. The hon. member for Warrego ob-
jeoted to the tender system for one.

Mr. Coy~E: It is the worst system in the
world.

Afr. JONES: The auction system is a little
better, ut not much better. All our systems
of land tenure go to encourage the man who
has got the money, and it leads to land specu-
lation in a very large degree.

My, J. M. Hewter: Land boom.

Mr. JONES: Many people in Queensland
take up land simply for land speculation. My
suggestion is that the system of land tenure
should be altersd. The landless people should
get the priority. An inquiry should be made
into the applicants for land, and those who
are bond fide wishing to be settlers and are
desiring of putting the land to the best use
would then have an opportunity of getting
on the land. I have known men engaged in
business in Melbourne—they are publicans—

am with you
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selecting land in the Burnett district, and the
local people would have been glad to have
had an opportunity of taking up that land if
they had been allowed to.” One form of
tenure which I would do away with altogether
is the unconditional form of sclection. (Hear,
hear!) We have threc duties to perform in
connection with our system of land settle-
ment. If we are going to give priority at all
our first duty is to give priority to the land-
less people, and they should be the sons of
cur own people, who are already here. Our
second duty should be towards the people
coming from the other Australian States, and
then our third duty should be to the people
coming from oversea.

Mr. Krogu: I believe that the present
Minister is doing all that you wish now.

Mr. JONES: We know that the success of
the country depends on a vigorous land settle-
ment, and on a vigorous railway policy, and
any Government would be wiso to adopt the
principle of railways to precede settlement.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Lanps: Do
you know what is proceeding in the Burnett
district at the present time?

Mr. JONES: If the Minister had been in
the Chamber a little while ago he would have
beard what I said about the Burnett district.

Mr. KrocH: You were very good on that.

Mr. JONES: The hon. gentleman would
have heard me deal with my own district
with regard to land settlement.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic Lanps: Is it
not progressing satisfactorily in your district?

Mr. JONES: I am dealing with the whole
State of Queensland just now, although I am
only a district member.

Mr. CovNE: You are not parochial?

Mr. JONES: No. I know that there are
some injustices in my own district, and I will
+mention one, so that the Minister can have
an opportunity of contradicting it if he wishes.
While I know the Minister is desirous of
settling the Upper Burnett district by means
of closer settlement—agricultural settlement
and grazing selection—I ask him is it not
true that he was applied to to have a certain
area of land thrown open into certain areas
for small grazing farms, and quite recently
he leased the whole of this in one block of
60 square miles?

The SECRETARY FOR Pusric Laxps: What
g.re_a,vis that you refer to? In what locality
18 1t7

Mr. JONES: On Back Creek. The hon.
member has been up there. 1 make the state-
ment, and the hon member can contradict if
he wishes. The people up there wanted him
to open it into small areas, but he leased it
in one block of 60 square miles.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LaNDs: With-
out referring to the papers, I can give it a
distinet denial. I have no recollection of it.

Mr. JONES: Probably it has not come
under the Minister’s notice. 1 make the
statement and give the Minister an oppor-
tunity to deny if he wishes, and if my state-
ment is not correct then I will be manly
enough to withdraw it in the House. (lear,
hear!) I do not want to do an injustice to
any hon. member. I am informed, however,
that suoh is the case, and I Lelieve it is true.

The SECRETARY FOR Pusric LanDps: Where
is Back Creek?

21 Jory.]
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Mr, JONES: Between Eidsvold and Raw-
belle.
The SECrRETARY For PuBric Lanps: I do
not know it.

Mr. JONES: The man who applied for it
in small areas was Sheridan, and it was
leased in one lot to another person.

The SecreTARY For PuBLic Lanps: Pro-
bably it was given to him as an occupation
license pending railway development,

Mr. JONES: I am not sure of that.

Mr., CoyNEg: There should not be any occu-
pation licenses granted where people are
willing to take up selections.

Mr. JONES: The remark of the Minister
reminds me that the Lands Department are
not doing a very wise thing just now. In
the Upper Burnctt they have many miles of
good grazing land which is not revenue pro-
ducing at the present time. Tt has been
held back pending railway construction. It
is not being used and the Government are
not getting any revenue from it at all.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Laxps: Is it
under the control of the Lands Department?

Mr. JONES: Yes; it is under the control
of the Lands Department,

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC Lanps: Is it
under occupation license?

Mr. JONES: No. If the hon, gentleman
had gone further on his trip he would have
seen it. He would have been able to hear of
these injustices, and he would also have seen
some prickly pear. If we have a proper land
policy more people will come oversea to our
shores. He who says that there are sufficient
people In Australia at the present time is
only fit for a certain institution and not this
institution. We are not against immigrants
coming here at all, but we are against the pre-
sent method adopted by the Government. We
want to make the conditions of life here much
better so that we can increase our prosperity—
our boasted prosperity—and then very many
more people will come here,

Mr. KrocH: What inducements are you
holding out to them to come here?

Mr. Maxn: Cheap land.

Mr. JONES: We want to hold out the
inducement that our lands are available for
them when they come here; that they can
get cheap land here, and that there is work
for them to do when they come.

Mr. Kzoeu: Cannot they do that now?

Mr. JONES: Under such a system a steady
flow of people would come and they could
be encouraged if our primary and secondary
industries were encouraged much more than
they are to-day. Reference is made in the
Speech from the Throne to the * judicious
method of advertising in the old country—in
England.” Other members have quoted from
extracts about the advertising in England and
I do not want to read through the whole lot
again. Young ladies are being induced to
come out here because they are told that
there are more ‘‘ Jacks’’ than “Jills” here,
that matrimony is a very simple thing here,
that thero are large squatters and landholders
waiting to get married, and it is pointed out
to them that they are merely units themselves
in a country where marriage facilities are not
so great.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLIc Lanps: You
know that the males exceed the females in.
Queensland?

Mr. Jones.]
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Mr. JONES: But when they come out here
they find that all the best men are married.
(Loud laughter.) I do not wish to offend the
bachelors f the House, but we will probably
introduce a bachelors’ tax by and by.

The Sz RETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUOTION:
What about the young Australians?

Mr. JONES: There are a number of our
young men who are not married.

Mr. KreocH: But they ought to be.
(Laughter.)

Mr. JONES: Yes, but the conditions do
not allow them to get married. Work is too
scarce ; wages are too low ; and they do not get
a fair share of the product of their labour.
The Agent-General, Sir Horace Tozer, con-
tributes to a very large advertising medium at
home, from which I intend to quote. It has
a bearing on the district which I represent.
He says—

‘‘Trom the point of view of the immigrant, the possi-
bilities of land selection in Queensland are particularly
attractive.”’ . The immigrant from this side
knows exactly what he is going to get, and what is
going to happen to him when he gets there., Then
there is this to be remembered: Qucensland has any
amount of good land still unalienated which the Go-
vernment are abie to offer to new settlers. The exten-
sion of one branch railway inland from Gayndsh opened
up no less than 9,0 0,000 acres of agricultural land.
This is ali within the rain belt. Drought does not af-
fect the coastal areas. There is no season of
the yeur in whieh the farmer may not work; there are
all the conditions ensuring prosperity for the prudent
agriculturist, There is no elimate to surpass
that of Southern Queensland, and the conditions of life
are as free and easy as possible.

Mr. GrAY8ON: Is not that true?

Mr. KrocH: Quite true.

Mr. JONES: It is not quite true that the
railway is extended from Gavndah 90 miles,
and that 9,000,000 acres of land have been
made available for settlement. Part of it is
true; 1t would be hard to write so many un-
truths to the square inch as this article by Sir
Horace Tozer contains. If an intending
selector goes to the Gayndah land agent, and
asks if there are 9,000,000 acres of agricul-
tural land available, he will wonder whether
he is insane or not. I doubt whether there
is 1,000 acres available and open for selection
to-day.

The SECRETARY FOR Pubric Lanps: In the
Burnett district there are 291,720 acres de-
signed and being designed.

Mr, Manx: And it will be two years yet
before it is ready.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic LANDS: If the
House permits, I can give the full list at once
for the information of hon. members.

Mr. JONES: I gained a little of that infor-
mation from the department this morning. It
is not a question of what the Government
are going to do. Now the Government are
on their deathbed, they are making them-
selves busy furnishing this Chamber with a
lot of figures we cannot prove—we do not
know whether they are correct or not.

Mr. Murcany: Do you believe in death-
bed repentance?

Mr. JONES: It would be unfair for me not
to point out that there may be a typographical
error here—*“to ”’ Gayndah instead of “ from”
Gayndah—and I should be sorry to take ad-
vantage of Sir Horace Tozer or anyone else
on that which may be an error. I say, how-
ever, that area of land does not exist in the

[Mr. Jones.
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Burnett district; for I believe the total area
of the Burnett district is 8.500,000 acres. Sir
Horace Tozer goes on to say—

It may be of intersst to show how the new settler can
g0 about his business. . The State farms give
him his experience for next to nothing, and his little bit
of capital will secure himn all hie requires in the way of
land, labour, and stock.

Will the Secretary for Public Lands inform
me how many acres are available for selection
within a reasonakle distance of the Biggenden
State Farm or any other State farm, and
whether a new selector could go to the State
farm and gain the experience he would re-
quire to enable him to work his selection? It
would take him two days to get to the State
farm from the land now being designed.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaXDs: You
cannot have a State farm adjoining every
selection.

Mr, JONES: There are too many of them
now. He says further—

In addition 1o Crown lands there are many large
private estales now being cut up #nd offered tothe
agriculturist and dairyman. Let us take the case of
a would-be diiryman on one well-known estate only
50 miles from the metropolis Ile is & yovng man
with, say, £3.000 to invest. e takes 300 acies at
£8 per acre—£3.000. He deposits £3 0 on signing
the agreement, and pays the same amountin annual
instalments, with interest at 5 per cent. It costs
him, for his house and labourers’ quarters, £250;
fencing and subdividing, £150; clearing 100 acves
and preparing for eultivation, £200; horses, imple-
ments, and drays, £100; 150 cows at £6 per head,
£900; two bulls at £20 each, £40; total, £1,790.
From his 150 cowsx lie has 100 always in wmilk, at
the rate of 200 galions per day, which means 6,000
gallons per month, at 4id. per gallon, or £112 per
month, which means £1.350 per year. Count increase
in stock at the rate of 139 a vear, £100; deduct £400
for wages, and a sure income of £1,080 is the result.

The Agent-General costs the State £1,500 a
year in salary besides the upkeep of his office,
and he circulates this through a large adver-
tising medium in Great Britain.

Mr. Krogu: Who is the expert in this
matter?

Mr. JONES: Sir Horace Tozer.

Mr Kroem: e knows nothing at all

about it.

AMr. JONES: Judging by what he has
written, he knows nothing akout it. I am
not here to represent the capitalist, but I say
it is not fair even to a young man with a
capital of £3,000 that he should be induced
to come here by a report like this, in which
he is practically told that all he has to do is
to squat on the land and there is a sure in-
come of £1,080 annually for him. Is this a
judicious method of advertising? I am a
native of the State and of the Burnett dis-
trict, and I am not so unpatriotic as to decry
my native State; but I say that in inducing
people to come here we can well afford to tell
the truth about this grand country of ours.
(Hear, hear!) Tts resources are great; it has
vast potentialities; and the least we can do is
to tell the truth. If we do that, and if the
land is made available and the conditions of
life are made better, we shall find that people
will come here, and the country will be popu-
lated as it ought to be. But people are led
astray by glowing accounts which are not
true. Many of the people in the cities of
England do not understand dairying. As the
Premier said, many of them would not know
one end of a cow from the other; and they
will swallow these statements more readily
than an Australian would. I say it is not
right to induce them to come here to compete
with others for work when there is not suffi-
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cient work for them. In a small place like
Degilbo, in my electorate, I saw no less than
thirteen swagmen in one day; and it would
take a lot to make me believe that the whole

of them were unemployable or would not
work. But what can they expect when they

go to legislators in this Chamber who offer
them 7s, 6d. a week—who sit on the opposite
side of the House?

An HoNOURABLE MEMRBER: Does your party
offer that?

Mr JONES: The hon., member for Cam-
booya admitted that he offered that.

The TREASURER: No; he said the man
coffered to take 7s. 6d. a week.

Mr. JONES: I am sorry if I am doing the
hon. member an injustice. The statement was
made in the Pittsworth paper and was read
in this Chamber; and there is only onc man’s
word against another after all. We know that

wages are low in this State. We
[4.30 p.m.] know that there are men carry-

ing what is vulgarly known as
the curse of Quecensland in two saddle-straps
on their backs. When thirteen big able-
bodied men seeking work camp in a little
place like Degilbo in one night, do you mean
to tell me that therc is sufficient work for the
people who are alrcady here?

Mr. WHITE: There are some men making
£5 a week on farms.

Mr. Woops: None from you. .

Mr. WHITE: They are not making it from
you, any way.

Mr. JONES: If we cheapen our land, and
give assistance by widening the foundations
of the Agricultural Bank, a great many of
those people who are now seeking work--some
of them married men—will settle on our lands
and become primary producers. That is, if
the middle men will not rob them. Is it fair
to entice a lot of people here when the con-
ditions are not as bright as people try to
make out in this Chamber? When they land
here, their first feeling is one of disappoint-

ment, and, when a man arrives in a new.

country and his first feeling is disappoint-
ment, that is a downward step. He does not
place any reliance on any statement he may
hear even from the people here. I have a
letter in my hand from a man who came here
as an immigrant three or four years ago, and
who settled on land which was provided for
him. I know the man well. He is a total
abstainer, and is an industrious, hard-working
man. Hoe said—

Iam quite sure that you will not be disappointed
at the result of my labours. Any of 1he following would
suit me, viz.: - Estate agency, insu ance ageut, com-
mercial traveller, storekeeper, shopman, advertising
agent, timekeeper, coachman, carter, ploughman, or
tallying ship stores and loading, ete., ete. I amn experi-
enced in all these. Yinay say that, even if there is a
job about the llouse as messenger or something like
that. I would bhe giad to have it.

Mr. Krocu: He is a bit of a wonder, that
man. (Laughter.)

Mr. JONES: Yes, he is a good man. His
handwriting will show that he is an educated
man, and yot he is willing to take any posi-
tion, high or low, and is ready either to wield
the pick or the pen. When good men are
seeking positions, and cannot get work, what
is the use of enticing others to come here
unless land is made available? The country
is good enough; our natural resources are
great; we have a country rich in agricultural
possibilities and in mineral wealth; and, if
we develop and encourage our primary and
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secondary industries, we can then talk about
bringing more people here. In the five years
ending 1901 the Philp Government spent
£130,057 on immigration. To prove that the
money spent on State-aided immigration was
not very successful, the population during the
ten vears ending in 1901 only increased by
42,726 persons. including the natural increase.
The population in 1891 was 321,431, and in
1901 1t was only 363,157. The result is not
satisfactory, and it never will be until we
encourage our primary and sccondary indus-
trics. The hon. member for Clermont, in a
very brilliant specch last night, devoted a
great deal of time to the guestion of land
taxation. I rather object to the term *‘land
taxation.” I like to apply the term ¢ land
value taxation”

Mr. LusiNA: Hear, hear!

Mr. JONES: Because it gives the impres-
sion that we on this side of the House, who
advocate a land tax, are desirous of taxing
acres, and net land values.

Mr., WHITE: You are qualifying now.

Mr. JONES: I am not qualifying at all
If the hon. member would only study our plat-
form, and read up the speeches of different
members on land taxation, he would know
that we advocate land value taxation.

Mr. CoyNE: If he did that, he would not
be on that side of the House.

Mr. JONES: The hon. member for Cunn-
ingham stated that he was opposed to land
value taxation because the people on the land
are alrcady heavily taxed.

Mr. Gravson: So they are.

Mr. JONES: Thus, by inference, the hon.
member accused this party. or the people who
advocate land value taxation

Mr. GraysoN: No; I did not accuse your
party.

Mr. JONES: Of being advocates of an addi-
tional tax on the people who are engaged in
the agricultural industry. That is not so.
The hon. member for Cunningham made use
of this argument, ‘I contend there is no
class in Queensland more heavily taxed than
the farmer.”

Mr. Gravsox: That is quite true.

Mr. JONES: He might well have added,
* While the ecity landowner gets off scot-
free.”

Mr. GRAYSON:
heavily taxed, too.

*Mr. Lesina: No; but he will be if we get
a chance,

Mr. GraysoN: I hope you will not get it
yet.

Mr. JONES: The
Mackay stated—

If we cannot stop you from securing freehold, as soon
as we can we will impose a land tax whieh will be
equivalent to confiscation.

Mr. GRrAYSON: Quite right.
Mr, WHITE: Hear, hear!

Mr. JONES: The hon. member for Mus-
grave says ‘‘ Hear, hear!” to that statemenf.
I do not know how he accuses this party of
confiscation. The hon, member for Clermont
lent a little colour to that view, if I am right
in my reading of the hon. member’s speech
as reported in the Courier—which I am ra‘her
sorry for.

Mr. LESINA:
taxation.

The city landowner is

junior member for

No; that is opposed to land

Mr. Jones.)
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Mr. JONES: The hon. member is reported
to have said that he agreed with a land tax
of 8d. in the £1. That was his basis.

Mr. GraYsoN: And up to 1s. in the £1.

_ Mr, JONES: And that we swere desirous of
introducing a land tax.
Mr. LesiNa: About £500,000 a year.

Mr. JONES: The hon. member is reported
as having said that we were desirous of in-
troducing a land tax to get back the land
from those who have already purchased it.
If the hon. member had stated that a land
tax was justified on the ground that it would
prevent further land monopoly, or that it
would break up the large estates that are held
privately, I agree with him entirely.

_ Mr. MaxXWELL: Why, there is a difference
in the camp!

Myr. JONES: There is no difference of
opinion. A land value tax is quite sound in
principle. The hon, member for Clermont is
not the only member of the Lahour party
who is courageous enough, either in this
House or in the country, to advocate land
value taxation.

Mr, Maxx: He has no farmers in his elec-
torate.

Mr. A1rEY: There are some grazing farmers,

Mr. JONES: The hon. member for Cairns
agrees with a land tax.

Mr, Maxn: Yes, I agree with it now.

Mr, JONES: Well, say it straight out, so
that Hansard mdy record it. (Laughter.)

Mr. MAxx: I have never béen afraid to
announce that I am an advocate of it. ’

Mr. JONES: I have been returned on three
different occasions for the Burnett, which is
a rather important constituency

Mr. CovxE: And yet there’s more to follow.

Mr JONES: I hope so. I have never
ceased to advocate land value taxation. I was
returned on the first occasion advocating an
alteration in our land tenure, and advocating
land value taxation; and the statement made
by one hon. member by interjection when
ic hon. member for Clermont was speaking,
‘You go into the farming districts and see
how they will accept land value taxation >
dees not make me afraid. ’

The SPEAKER: T hope the hon. member
will kgep before him the fact that it is the
demerits of the Government that are now
under consideration—an amendment express-
ing want of confidence in the Government.

Xr. JONES: Yes, Sir. T give the same
reason for my references to the subject as the
hon. member for Clermont gave last night
for pursuing his argument in favour of land
value taxation.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member should
establish a connection bLetween his remarks
and the question before the House.

_Mir. JONES: Yes, Mr., Speaker. I should
like to see the Government replaced by a
Government which will introduce land value
taxation 1n its proper form. I am always
willing to bow to your ruling, Sir, and hope
I always shall be; but the hon. member for
Mackay and the hon. member for Cunning-
ham both discussed this question, though
probably not as lengthily as I am doing, and
I think T may ke permitted to put before
this Chamber, and possibly before my elec-
tors—-—

GOVERNMENT
langhter.
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Mr. JONES: My opinion with regard to
land value taxation. The statement has been
made that farmers do not approve of a tax on
land values, but I contend that wherever land
value taxation has been properly and rightly
explained to farmers they have accepted it.
1 know they have accepted it very heartily
in the Burnett district, and that they are
cager that it should come. The proof of thas
statement is to be found in the fact that I
got 75 per cent. of the farming vote in the
Burnett district, notwithstanding that I advo-
cated land value taxation. I hold that the
principle is a sound and good one, and I am
not going to alter my principies for the sake
of a seat in this Chamber. I would rather
go outside and advocate the principle of land
value taxation as an ordinary citizen than
retain my seat by giving up the principle.

Mr. 3Itiran: Educate the people up to it.

Mr. JONES: The farmers of my electorate
do not need very much education in regard
to this matter. Again, I say this party do not
suggest land value taxation as additional taxa-
tion. Our opponents tell the people in the
country, whom they allude to as ‘* the back-
bone of the country,” that we want to tax the
people off the land. The hon. member for
Cunningham made that statement, but did
not attempt to justify his opposition to land
value taxation. Neither of the members I
have mentioned, nor any other hon. member
opposite, has given onc solid reason why we
should not introduce land value taxation. Land
value taxation i certainly sound in principle
as a revenue producing system of direct taxa-
tion. It will prevent land monopoly, and,
above all, it wiil encourage the utilisation of
land. Onec of the worst forms of selection—
a form which the present Government agree
with—is unconditional seclection, under which
men take up scrub land, do nothing with it,
but wait for the industrious selector or the
State to enhance the value of that land. and
then reap the benefit of that enhancement in
value. Many of those scrub sclections are in
consequence breeding grounds for all the pests
and vermin of the State. I maintain that it
is a sound principle that if the expenditure of
public money enhances the value of land, some
of that enhanced value should come back to
the State. The hon. member for Drayton and
Toowoomba has been twitted with being
associated—I do not know how far the as«ocia-
tion goes—with the party who advocate land
value taxation. I.et me call attention to
the views of Mr. Tolmie, a former member
for Drayion and Toowcomba, for whom every
moember of this House entertains a very high
respect.

Mr. MaxNnN: The Premier said he would not
give a penny for his support.

Mr. JONES: Mr. Tolmie, speaking in this
House in 1903, made use of these words. which
will be found on page 621 of Hansard for that
year—

The time must inevitably come when it will be neces-
sary to introduce 4 land tax in Queensland. A land tax
is amongst the revenue pro:nsals of almost every
country, and Queensland must inevitably come under
the same conditions.

I am trying now to prove that members of this
party are not the only men who approve of that
form of direct taxation, Your predecessor, Sir,
the late Mr. John Leahy, alsn expressed similar
views, as will be found by referring to Hansard
for 1905, page 422. He said—

There is no possible get away from the fact that in
the near future there must be a land tax. It is no
argument t2 say that the great bulk of our land is not
sold. The same arguments were advanced in South
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JAustralia and Victoria and New Zealand. Although in
the last two colonies a greater proportion of the land
is sold than iu Queensland, the same prineiple applies,
and we will have to consider a land tax in the near
future. I certainly think such a tax should be imposed
in such a manner that it wiil fall upon those who can
‘bear it best.

There you have the opinion of two gentlemen
who have never been mewmbers of the Labour
party, but who agree with the principle of land
value taxation, and have expressed thelr opinions
in no uncer'ain manner in this Chamber ; and [
dare say there are members now sitting on the
Government side of the House who recognise
that land value taxation is iunevitable. That
great statesman of the old country who has
passed away, the Right Hon. W. E, Gladstone,
1n a speech at West Calder, said— ’

In my opinion, if it is known to be for the welfare of
the community at large, the Legislature is periectly
entitled to buy out the fanded proprietors. Those
persons who possess larze portions of the earth’s space
are not altogether in the same position as the possessors
of mere personalty. rersonalty does notimpose limita-
tions on ths action and the industry of man and the
well-being of 1the community as pos-ession of land does,
and, therefore, I {reely own that compulsory expropria-
‘tion is admissible, and even sound in principle.

The present Secretary for Public Works at
one time advocated a land tax. Does he advo-
cate it now? I should like the hon. gentleman
to declare himself on this matter. The Labour
party do not advocate land value taxation as
an additional tax. We wish to encourage the
agriculturist and all those who are engaged
in our primary industries, and we hawe an
exemption of £300. That exemption has been
fixed by the party, not because they think it
is not right to tax landowners, but simply
because they desirc to encourage the strug-
eling farmers and those engaged in primary
industries. The Federal Labour party intro-
duced land taxation with a very high exemp-
tion. That proposal, however, I shall not
deal with on the present occasion. At the
time of the last election the Sydney Bulletin
published a very able article, iv which they
dealt very effectively with the proposed Fede-
ral land tax. The opponents of that tax were
trying to prove that a man in Queensland
with 400 acres of land, valued at £400, would
be taxed under that proposal to the extent of
£30 a year, and the Bullctin showed very
clearly the fallacy of that statement. I say
again, we do not advocate land value taxation
as additional taxation. We are paying land
taxes now in the shape of rates to shire coun-
cils, but with a land tax settlers will have
Letter roads and more bridges. Some mem-
bers have complained of the withdrawal of
endowment to local authorities. If we had
land value taxation, we could treat the local
authorities more liberally than we can do at
the present time, and they would also be com-
pensated by getting more railways and better
roads and bridges.

Mr. THorx: Who is going to pay for the
railways?

Mr. JONES: The whole of the landowners
and taxpayers, because the city owner of a
16-perch allotment, which is very valuable,
with his rackrenting, should pay more than
the person in the country who has 360 acres,
which he is utilising for production of food.
Under the exemption, the man who has a
small holding and who is engaged in the
farming industry would not be taxed. If the
system favoured by the Labour party were
adopted, it would be a very fortunate man
indeed who would have land wvalued so high
that he would be burdened with the impoesi-
t¢ion of a land tax. Although hon. memkbers
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opposite do not agree with this, they are not
slow to accept a great deal of State socialism
—they want State railways to carry their
produce.

Mr. Grayson: They pay for the carriage
of their produce.

Mr. JONES: When any legislation in this
Chamber. which we term socialistic, benefits
Downs constituencies and Downs representa-
tives, they are not slow to accept it. If there
is an agitation for a State store or granary,
it is from the Downs people.

Mr. GraysoN: They pay for it—they pay
interest on the cost.

Mr. JONES: Then, when it is proposed to
establish a State battery or a State metallur-
gical office for the benefit of the miners, they
aro the very first to jump up in this Chamber
and oppose assistance being given to miners.

Mr. Grayson: I have never opposed assist-
ance to miners,

Mr. JONES: I have a little table here which
shows the wages paid and the fares charged
under a corporation and those under private
companies. This is in one city of Traws,
Darwen. They are as follows:—

WAGES.

Drivers—38s., corporation ; 32s., private company.

Conductors—28s, 8d., corporation; 18s. to 2l1s,
private company.

Inspectors—2is., corporation; 23s.
company.

An HoNoUGRABLE MEMBER : What has that to
do with the question?

Mr. JONES : This shows the benefits of State
socialism—

Hours ~ 72, corporation ; 105, private company.

Fares—2%d., corporation ; 3d, private company.

to 27s., private

COMPARISON.

Wages—Where the company pays £100, the corpora-
tion pays £166.

Fares—Where the company charges £100, the corpora«
tion charges £85.
That proves the wisdom of this party in
opposing the (overnment at the time they
did, and that is how I wish to connect the
matter with the no-confidence motion—that
this party opposed the party led by the Pre-
mier when he introduced what we helieved,
and what I firmly believe to-day, to be syndi-
cate railways.

Mr. Covyxe: There is no question about it.

Mr. JONES: The Premicr said he could go
no further with the Labour party—that we
had left him, aund that he did not leave us.
That statement, which shows that where the
trams are municipalised they can pay higher
wages and charge less to the passengers in the
way of fares, proves that 1t is a wise thing
for this State to still keep coutrol of the rail-
ways, and allow no more railways to be built
under the system of private enterprise. The
hon. member for Warwick. in dealing with the
prickly pear question, gave a great deal of
credit to Senator McColl for his report. This
is a very important subject, as you know, Sir.
I remember you travelling in one district—
and I am one of those who commend you for
doing so—travelling in one district where you
saw one solitary bunch of prickly pear. Some
hon. members, who do not know what the
cffects of pear growth in that district were,
may laugh about it—you jumped off your
horse, gathered a few sticks of wood and set
alight to the pear, recognising the danger to
that district if that one bunch were allowed to
grow and spread all over the district, which it
very quickly would have done. (Hear, hear!)

My, Jones.]
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I remember in the town of Gayndah, where I
was_born, I could jump over the highest
prickly pcar bush there when I was a lad,
but now you would need a balloon to get over
it.

 Me. KExNa: A man in America has been
living on prickly pear.

Mr. Kroen: Your sprech in Gayndah was
the most disgraceful ever made in Queensland.

The SPEAKER: Order, order!

Mr. COYNE: I rise to a point of order.
Is the hon. memter for Rosewood in order in
charging the hon. member for Burnett with
making a disgraceful speech?

The SPEAKER: The hon. member is cer-
tainly not in order, and I should like to say
that the hon. member’s knowledge of parlia-
mentary procedure must point out to him
that he is quite out of order in continually
interjecting when another hon. member is
speaking.

Mr. JONES: I was dealing with the
prickly pear question, and this is an oppo
tune time, because the Government recogniss
that this has become a national guestion. 1
do not believe, with Senator McColl, that it
will become a bleswsing. A gentleman speak-
ing on the Downs the other day stated that
there was oniy between 3 per cent. and 5
per cent. of fibre in the prickly pear, and
therefore it could not be profitably used in
the manufacture of paper, and those who
have had any experience in using prickly
pear as a fodder for stock have not had a
very happ.y experience. The hon. member
for Warwick eulorised the Agricultural De-
partment  for getting certain reports by
Senator McColl from Amecrica. If we are
to believe it—and I have never vet seen it
controverted-—a letter appeared in the Cowricr
dated 19th June. in revard to prickly pear,
signed by Mr. A. T. Clerk. You will see
there that that gentleman, two and a-half
yvears agn, supplied the then Minister for
Lands, Hon. D. F. Denham, with the very

information that Senator AleColl has col-
lected from America.
Mr. Kexna: Do you mean to say you

believe in the Courier?

Mr. JONES: I am not making any state-
ment about the Courier at all. I am not
dealing with the policy of the paper—I am
dealing with a letter which appeared in the
open column, and I am going to read it to
this Chamber, although it may take five
minutes. It reads as follows:—

Sir,—In your issue of Saturday the 19th I noticed a
sub-leader as well as reading matter copied from
Senator McCo'l’s revort 10 the Queersland Agricultural
Department, on the subject of priekly pear. Now, sir,
in all common justice to n yself I have been for the last
eight years making a study of pear and its probable
usages, and since 1905 have been endeavouring to find
out if the same can be turned to some usage purposes.
Having a son residing in America I have been getting
the most exhaustive reports of all and every experiment
made by the Unitrd States Department of Agriculture
Buresau of Animal and Plant Industry, B. T. Galioway
(Chief of Bureau of Plant Industry), A. D. Melvin
(Chief of Bureau of Animal Tndustry), W. J. pillman
Agriculturist in Charge of Farm Management Investi-
gations), Mr. Alexander Sinclair, of San Antono, Mr.
William Stvelair, and Mr. T. A. Coleman. These ex-
haustive reports I have heen getting right up to 1908.
No officer in this State has taken the same interest in
the matter as 1 lave done or gone to the
same trouble to get all the information pos-
sible from the other side of the world. The
present Minister for Lands (Ilon. D. F. Den-
ham) some two and a-half months ago asked
me for the reports, and still has them. But to-
day, sir, we are startled by a most glowing
acco'mt  and  report in  all the newspapers of
the wonderful uses to which pearcan be put, the infor-
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mation being gathered expressly for the Agricultural
Department by Senator McColl. I wish to point out
that the greater and most importani part of the report
is coniained in the reports I have been getting from
1905 to 1908, and had the Queenslaud Agrvicuvltural
Departinent done its duly o the Stiate in such an
important wnatter as this it would have been in posses-
sion of the same docmunents as I have., Perhaps it does
pos=ess thewn, but lias not suffleient interest in the mat-
1er to perusc themn.,  As sooun as I get the reports from
the Minister for Lands I will place thew in your hands,
as they way be of some interest.  In them you will see
photos. of the very two cows Nenator McColl speaks of
as well as store bulloeks being fed and fattened on
chopped pear, the pear being singed and catt ¢ feeding
on it, pear being chopped up for use, photos. of the
simple machinery, pear veing planted for £ ed purposes,
and photos. ot the truit bemyg sold 1 the streets.
thivk therc were in all some tweunty-six plotos. taken.
It is a pity Senator McColl did not \ry to induce some of
the wealthy Americans to come over to Quecnsland and
clear ofl the land that which is to-day Queensland’s
grestest eurse and blot.—1I am, sir, ete.
That proves that the hon. member for War-
wick was not quite correct in his statement
last night. when he gave all the credit to
Senator MecColl for furnishing the depart-
ments with these reports, when the Minister
for Lands was supplied with the
same reports two and a-half years
ago. I wouid repeat, while deal-
ing with the pear question, that it is a very
important one; much of our land is going to
ruin, and I hope that whatever Government
is in power will take some steps to eradicate
that pest. I do not believe it is a blessing, or
that 1t will be turned into use; but, if it ever
does turn out to be a blessing, I think there
will be a good many plants left in Queensland
from which they can grow fodder. There is
one very important matter I wish to deal with
regarvding prickly pear and the administration
of the Lands Department. The Lands Depart-
ment have issued notices of forfeiture to those
who have selected under agricultural selec-
tion, giving them sixty days’ notice to clear
the pear. It has the effect, in case of appli-
cants for concessions for wire mnetting in
another branch of the department, and appli-
cants for assistance from the Agricultural
Bank, after tho loans have been approved
and they have paid the inspection fee of £3
and the fee for registration of mortgage—
that their orders which were supplied to them
by the Agricultural Bank have been dis-
honoured, not through the fault or the bad
administration of the Agricultural Bank, but
because the Lands Department have issued
notices of forfeiture to these holders who
happen to have a few prickly pear bushes
growing on the land. I think they should
encourage men who have taken up prickly
pear selections.
Mr. TUORN:
not clear it?
Mr. JONES: No; but the man who has
taken up 820 acres does not take it up to
allow it to be overrun with prickly pear.
Many of the selectors must clear the prickly
pear in their leisure time, many of them clear
it at night, if they secure other work; but
they will not be able to do so, because the
Lands Department harass the people on the
land.
The TresasvRerR: That
which they took it up.
Mr. JONES: That is a regulation which
has been enacted since, which { am referring
to. They get a notice that, if in sixty days
they do not clear it, they forfeit their holding.
Mr, ManN: The Treasurer does not know.
Mr. JONES: A man does not take up a
small area of land to allow it to become-
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infested with prickly pear. This 3, .erferes
with another department: I know of one case
where a loan has been granted, and the mort-
gage been ready for registration, and the
Agricultural Bank has had to dishonour the
order bkecause of this notice of forfeiture.
They say that they cannot register a mort-
gage on a selection which is liable to for-
feiture. Whose fault is it that it is pear
infested? The past Government, led by the
hon. member for Townsville, leased all this
land, and now the agriculturist who is en-
deavouring to put that lzad to the kest use is
being burdened with the mistakes of a pre-
vious Administration, which allowed the lease-
holders to monopolise good agricultural land
until it became infested with prickly pear. I
believe there was a deputation the other day
on the same question, asking the Lands Depart-
ment to show more lemency towards those
who have taken up the prickly pear selections.
The Lands Department have very many re-
serves which are badly infested with prickly
pear to-day. Surely we, in our wisdom, could
adopt some system of a.llovunof that land to
be put to use, with the proviso_that the
prickly pear must be taken off it. While the
Lands Department are harassing the small
farmer with regard to prickly pear conditions
they are keeping reserves of their own thickly
infested.

Mr. THORN: They are not harassing them
at all; they are helping them all they lequnc

Mr. JONES: I would suggest to this Cham-
ber—and I think no one, Sir, knows the evil
of prickly pear more than your~elf-that the
Lands Department, in connection with prickly
pear country, and especially that big area in
the Upper Burnett district, should run a rail-
way through it. You used the same argu-
ment when the Mount Debatable Estate was
before this House for repurchase, and I agreed
with you at the time. It was that the estate
should be repurchased and put under_close
settlement, because it was becoming badly in-
fested with prickly pear. One of the best
things we can do 1s to run a railway in the
Upper Burnett district, and allow selectors
to take up that land on a long lease—say, for
twenty-one years, with no rental at all, but
with a restriction that they clear it of prwk]y
pear.

Mr. THORN: Is not that just what the Go-
vernment are doing?

Mr. JONES: The present Government are
charging more for prickly pear land than
Governments in the past days have charged
for clean land. We want cheap land, and I
do not think we are likely to get it from the
party sitting opposite, especially from the
party which is now dominated largely by the
hon. member for Townsville.

Mr. Ken~Na: What about getting the land
free on perpetual lease?

Mr. JONES: Yes, that is a clause in one
of the Land Acts, bub it has only been in
operation in one particular part of the Dalby
electorate. The senior member for Ipswich
announced a policy in this Chamber last week
—a policy which has been advocated for years
by this party. The senior member for Too-
woomba is not the only one who has advo-
cated cheap land. If we are to judge the
leaders of the different parties hy their
speeches, it cannot be said that there is very
much difference in the policy, as they appear
on paper, of the three parties in the House.

Mr. KExNa: That is in the paper policy?
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Mr. JONES: Yes. The policy introduced
by the Government to-day is a democratic
policy, if we are to judge it by its title; but
our expericnce has been, in the case of the
Old-age Pensions Bill and the 1lining on
Private Property Bill, that it was only a
policy which loois well on paper; that there
s no business in it, but only snares and delu-
sions when we come to consider it,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
Did vou not support them for a long time
after?

Mr. JONES: The policy announced by the
senior member for Ipswich is simply a copy
of a part of the Labour platform. That is
the policy which we have been advocating for
yeats,

Mr. Kroge: Why not support the present
Administration then? {(Laughter.)

Mr., Kuxxa: It wants support badly.

Mr. Buair: It is on its last legs.

Mr. JONES: The Labour party have sound
principles and high ideals. Our policy is
tormulated in the best possible manner, and
the people of Queensland would be wise to
adopl a straight-out TLabour policy; and I
think, if thev get the opportunity, and an
election eventuates out of the present crisis.
they will do so. Qur policy is not a one-man
policy, but is formulated in the broadest pos-
sible manner. We will not allow one man to
dominate us. We know that members oppo-
site have to accept the policy of the Premier.

Mr. Maxxy: No; the Courier.

Mr. JONES: I am making the speech,
thank you. (Laughter.) The members
opposite have to accept the policy of one
man, but the policy which the Labour party
ask the people of Queensland to accept is
formulated in the broadest possible manner
at a properly constituted convention. We do
not Low to the leader of our party. We all
have the greatest respect for our leader, Mr.
Bowman; he knows that, but we do not kow
to our leader or the chairman of our party.
The hon. member for Barcoo knows that was
s0 when he was the leader of the party. We
do not follow men: we follow principles.
Personally, T have nothing but the greatest
admiration for the leader of our party, but
still I say that we are here to follow prin-
ciples and not men. If we had followed any
man—if the party had followed any leader—
we would now bLe sitting on the other side of
the House following the leader of the Go-
vernment. We follow only the policy which
was formulated in the broadest possible way
that we could get it. No member who has
spoken yet has alluded to the timber industry.
T do not know if the Government are doing
their duty with regard to that industry, which
T consider is a great industry. We want to
pay more attention o reafforestation. Al-
though Queenaland is so much larger than
Victoria, yet in Victoria they have three times
the area reserved for timber that we have in
Queensland. ~(Hear, hear!) The Minister for
Tands, speaking in reply to a deputation,
said that he would not allow timber to be
sold without competition. There was a regu.
lation which in the past allowed timber to
be sold without competition, but I quite agree
with the present DMinister that that should
not be so. The fact remains that we must
pay some attention to our timber industry.
If we are not careful, that industry will in the
future receive a great blow, and a number of
men will be injured by it. I understand that
they can land Manchurian pine, and pine from
Siberia, in Melbourne much cheaper than we

Mr, Jones.]
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can land pine from Kingaroy at the mills in
Brisbane. They can bring it over thousands
of miles at less cost than it takes us to bring
it a few miles.

Mr. Kenxa: It is brought over in tramp
steamers,

Mr. JONES: The timber-getter should re-
ceive more consideration than he does. He
lives a hard life; he makes his own roads—
in many cases he has to make all his own
roads through the scrubs—he follows a danger-
ous occupation, and yet we charge him right
up to tho hilt. In cutting timber the mills
always allow under 6 inches, but the Railway
Department charges right up to the very inch.
A reasonable request to ask is that the timber-
getters only be asked to pay the railage on
the timber that they are paid for by the mill.

Mr. Gravson: The wages are higher in
Queensland than in Siberia.

Mr. JONES: That is so, and probably the
small wages paid in the other countries has
something to do with it, and probably it is the
fault of the tariff. The Railway Department
gets a large revenue and does not give the
timber-getter any concession whatever, or
very little concession. I think they might re-
duce the farcs and freights and encourage that
industry a little more than they have done;
and the Government should pay some atten-
tion to our forests. There is one question I
want to deal with, and that is the mining in-
dustry. I was drawn off the track by mem-
bers interjecting, otherwise I intended to con-
fine my remarks to one hour. The mining in-
dustry is an important one, and it does not
receive the assistance it deserves. It is the
second industry in Queensland, and, in times
of drought, hon. members know that it has
stood by this State. (Hear, hear!) We will
probably get a drought again, but what en-
couragement do the bond fide miners get from
this Government?

Mr. Mvurcauy: None at all.

Mr Lesixa: They are starving Gympie.

Mr. JONES: We had deputation after depu-
tation when we were helping the Premier to
pass democratic legislation, and we had pro-
mises that certain sums would be placed on
the Estimates, but how much did we get?
We had, as Minister for Mines, the hon. mem-
ber for Albert, who is now Home Secretary,
and ho scarcely Lknew a shaft from a winze.
(Labour laughter.)

Hon. R. Pr1ir: How much did the previous
Minister know?

AMr. JONES: He knew more than that,
Hon, R. Prrce: 1 do not think so.

Mr. JONES: T do not think that the pre-
vious Minister for Mines, the senior member
for Ipswich, did attend to his duty in that
matter; but probably he was outvoted in the
Cabinet by our bad system of Cabinet go-
vernment. A body of men meet in secret, and
they ray that they will deal with the mining
industry.

The SECRETARY FOoR MINES: Doesn’t your
party meet in secret?

Mr. Lesina: No.

Mr. JONES: All parties meet in secret ; but
the only difference is that we have minutes
taken of our meetings, but the Government
docs not have any minutes taken at their
meetings.,

The TrEASURER: How do you know?

Mr. JONES: We have official records made
ab our meetings, which we are not ashamed
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to publish in the whole of the Press of the
country ; but the hon. gentlemen do not keep
any minutes of their caucus meetings.

Mr. Murran: It does not matter much, be-
cause we have heard all their caucus secrets.

AMr. JONES: The Home Secretary is in his
place now. I say that when he was Minister
for Mines he did no* do his duty as the head
of that department. The first speech ke-nprade
in this House he said he was a State socialist,
and it will be found in the records of Han-
sard.

The HoME SECRETARY: Does he deny that?

Mr. JONES: Yes; he denied it down at
Beenleigh. Speaking at Beenleigh, he said,
“We must put all our energies and revive
our forces,” or words like that, “to fight the
Socialist party.”” And yet he says he is a
State socialist.

The HoME SECRETARY: State socialism and
socialism are two different things absolutely.
(Labour laughter.)

Mr. JONES: We have yet to learn that.
The hon. gentleman is not well learned on the
subject. Now we have a change in the Minis-
try and we have the hon. member for Kennedy
as Minister for Mines. Now, we remember
the hon. gentleman, when he was a private
member, advocated State batteries for this
State.

The SECRETARY FOR MiINEs: The hon. mem-
ber is quite wrong there.

Mr, JONES: Did you never advocate State
batteries?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No.

Mr. Ryranp: Only a State battery of his
own. (Labour laughter.)

Mr. JONES: I think I have a recollection
of the hon. member advocating it.

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: You are quite
wrong.

Mr. BARBER: He moved an amendment on
it once.

Mr. JONES: The Home Secretary was a
State socialist, but he would not give us a
State battery. Is that not a form of State
socialism? (Opposition laughter.) The leader
of the Independent Opposition, when the
Mount Perry people applied to the Govern-
ment, was Minister for Mines, They applied
for a State battery in a field where there is
a quantity of metal

An HonouraBLE MEeMBER: The Cabinet was
against him.

Mr. JONES: The Mount Perry applicants
guaranteed a certain quantity of stone, and
Interest on the ¢ost of the construction of the
battery, which was £1,500; and the applica-
tion was refused. Why do not these State
socialists, when they get into the Cabinet, try
to be true to their principles, and give miners
or farmers a liitle of that State socialism
which they advocated as private members? I
am pleased that the late Minister for Mines
has been removed from that department. Per-
sonally, I have the greatest respect for him;
but I think he was out of place as Minister
for Mines—I do not think he knew sufficient
about the industry. I have here a circular
showing where a company applied to the
Minister for a grant, and the Minister refused
the grant. They wanted a Government gco-
logist sent to report on their mine; and their
motive in applying for the grant was that
they might get the services of the geclogist.
The geologist was sent to report either in
favour or against a grant bheing made; and the
company expected him to give a report to
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guide them as to the future working of the
mine. That is how our finances are being
used—in the interests of companies, not bond
fide miners, The Minister told the deputa-
tion that they would get further exemption if
they applied. Now, I would ask whether the
Minister can grant exemption over the head
of the warden—whether he can override the
Mining Act? Under the Act a month’s notice
has to be given, and a court has to be held;
and objections, if any, have to be heard. The
Minister for Mines said it would be all right
—he would give the exemption when it came
before him. Are we going to have that sort
of administration in the Xines Department?
‘I say that the sooner a Government which
administers its department in that way is put
out of office the better.
OpposrTioN MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

The SecrETARY FOrR Mines: Will the hon.
‘member give the name of the company?

Mr. JONES: Yes; I am a member of the
company myself. It is the Mount Shamrock
Mines, Limited. I opposed, and will, if
opportunity offers, go to the next court to
oppose, the exemption. If they are not going
to work it, they should throw it up, and let
bond fide miners work it.

The SECRETARY FOR MiNEs: Does the hon.
member say the DMinister overrode the
warden?

Mr. JONES: He promised he would grant
exemption,

. 7The SECRETARY FOR MINES: But did he do
1g!

Mr. JONES: He is out of office. The hon.
member for Kennedy will do it, I suppose.
There is a lot of political influence at work,
and a lot of the shareholders are in this and the
other Chamber. I was one of the original
shareholders, and what I have in it I had to
work very hard for. We supported the Mining
Machinery Advances Act. Has that been of
any use to the miner and prospector? I be-
lieve only two advances have been made so
tar—one of £1,000 and the other of £1,450—
at the instance of the hon. member for
Charters Towers, Mr. Winstanley. Is that
the proper way to assist this great industry?
\’Ve. asked the Premier to place £50,000 on the
Estimates for the purpose of assisting the in-
dustry, and he asked for suggestions in con-
nection with the matter. The mining mem-
bers made certain suggestions, but he did not
adopt any one of them. In my opinion we
should establish State batteries and State
metallurgical works. A miner here has no
place to treat his ore; he is at the mercy of
the Southern works and the works oversea
carried on by private enterprise. The depart-
ment does not even assay his ore, so that he
will know its value before it leaves the State.
I am not going to take up the time of the
House on the mining industry at any great
length, because I have dealt with the subject
on more than one occasion. I am longing to
see the industry better assisted than it has
been in”the past, and I think a Government
could be formed even out of this Chamber
that would do it. Here is another instance
of the administration of the Mines Depart-
ment. I have known one application for a
grant being made, and the applicant stated
that he had a payable reef; and the assistance
asked for was refused on the ground that they
did not require it, as the reef was payable.
Tha other day there was an application from
Cania, and it was refused because the reef was
not payable. Is not that quibbling? No
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miner can see a pick’s point in front of him,
and whenever they have bond fide applications
they should assist the industry. It would
have the effect of opening up and developing
new fields, and the benefit to the State in the
shape of revenue would be very great. The
present political situation is due, in my
opinion, to the present system of government
by Cabinet. OQur present system encourages
intrigue and corruption, and also maladmin-
istration. 'These lightning changes in the
Cabinet—while I am desirous of seeing another
change-—are not conducive to good administra-
tion. Ministers go to an electorate and pro-
mise a railway or some other concession to
the district; then they come here and through
the treachery probably of one man they are
put out of office or sent to other departments,
and people have to go to the same trouble of
deputationising and banqueting another Min-
ister and exacting from him the same promise.
Several members interjecting,
The SPEAKER: Order, order!

Mr. JONES: As I said before, these light-
ning changes are not conducive to good ad-
ministration.  Another thing, there is too

much personality indulged in. I
[5.830 p.m.] have tiricd not to ke personal;

but I think too few members
recognise the responsibility that we have
taken on our shoulders. I think, generally
speaking, that most men, no matter to what
party we belong, and though our methods
may differ, are actuated by the desire to
serve their country. I hope that is the feel-
ing. I know that is what prompted me to
come into this Chamber to represent the very
important electorate of the Burnett. With
respect to the political harmony that should
prevail in this Chamber—mnot to say that
members are unfriendly when ther meet out-
side—there have heen charces of intrigue;
and men have been charged with going about
the street with portfolios in their pockets.

Mr. RyLanD: The hon, member for Towns-
ville.

Ar. JONES: Charges have also been made
about promises of rallways being made. The
present Government have approved of the
construction of a railway in the Burnett dis-
trict—a railway which bhas been agitated for
for years and years, and which was promised
by the hon. member for Townsville, when he
was leader of the Government. We have
been told that tho hon. member is responsible
for the railway going to Nanango. Now, I
take a little credit mysclf for that railway.
I have persistently advocated the linking up
of the line from Kingarcy to Blackbutt and
on to the Darling Downs, thus building up a
centre in the Lower Burnett—a distriet rich
in agricultural land and timber—which will
be equal to fhe city of Toowoomba if that
linking up is only done.

Mr. GraysoN: It must be done.

AMr. JONES: The people of the district need
not be afraid of a betterment tax, or of the tax
under the Railways Aect of 1906—which is a
form of land taxation, I might remind hon.
members, they have supported in the past.
I have persistently advocated railway con-
struction in that district. What I say to the
Government is this: There have been charges
of bribery in the way of railway promises.
For the present Secretary for Railways I have
the greatest regard. I think he is one of the
most approachable gentlemen who have ever
occupied & seat on the front Treasury bench,
although I do not agree with him politically;
and I can honestly say that I have never been
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approached and asked for a vote, or for any
support, in return for the railway that has
been tabled from Kingaroy to Nanango. I
have always held the opinion that railways
should be constructed purely on the merits of
the respective districts, and that experts
should decide the route. I do not think that
a member of Parliament should say that a
railway should go across Sandy Creek or Billy-
goat (tully, overriding the opinion of the
engineers and surveyors, who are paid for the
purpose cof deciding as to the best route. All
we can reasonably be cxpected to do is o
point out in this Chamber that we represent
large agricultural areas which are deserving
of ra*lwa,y construction, and leave the decision
as to the rcute fo the experts, The late
lamented Mr, J. D. Campbell, when Secretary
for Railways, expressed hiraself in that way,
and I Lelieve the present Secretary for Public
Lands did the same. I never was approached
with regard to the railway; but I will say that
I have never known another Governmeut
which introduced a railway policy at the
beginning of a session, That 1s usually left
to the end of the session. I believe it 15 un-
precedented in the history of Queensland for
railways to be brought in at the opening of a
session.

Mr., Manx: And the railways passed last
session are not started yet.

Mr. JONES: One is put in an awkward
position of having to vote against a Govern-
ment that on the same day introduces a rail-
way proposal in his district. That was my
position the other day, and I unhesitatingly
voted against the Government. Am I to be
accused now of voting against that railway?
I understand all railways are submitted on
their merits, based on the broad ground of
expert opinion, and are non-party.

Mr, GraNT: That is not what is said by
members on your side, is it?

Mr. JONES: Neither the Minister nor any
member has approached me in regard to my
support for that railway. Hon. members
always know where to find me, and they
surely do not expect me—-and if the people of
my district expect me to sacrifice my prin-
ciples for a railway, although they are desir-
able, and I am pleased to advocate the ex-
tensions, they are very much mistaken. I
think we have very much higher motives even
than railway construction in coming into this
Chamber. Now, all these charges have been
mado against the present Government, and to
restore political harmony we need to alter the
system of government altogether and have
elective Ministries. The hon. member for
Bowen has made a speech dealing with this
question, and I do not want to repeat his re-
marks. 1t has been ably dealt with. In this
Chamber a private member does not have the
power of initiative that he should have, If
we introduce a Bill on private members’ day,
it is talked out. If we introduce any measure
on any other day, the Government say, ‘‘ The
member for So-and-so is taking the business
of the country out of our hands, and we will
not allow him to do so.” The power of
initiation is confined simply to the Cabinet,
who sit in secret conclave and formulate their
policy, and we are told to take it or leave it.
Now, I think we should elect the Ministers
in this Chamber on the Swiss system; and if
we adopted the Swiss system, Ministers would
not be allowed to carry on any private busi-
ness. In Switzerland they are not allowed to
engage in large businesses

Mr. Rynanp: The butter industry.

[Mr. Jones
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Mr. JONES: Without casting any reflec-
tion at all upon members of the Ministry, we
have two mombers of the Ministry who are
the two greatest middlemen in Qucensland.

Mr. RyLaxp: Hear, hear! Barnes Brothers.

Mr, JONES: Is it not only human nature
to expect that they will shape legislation in
their own direciion? I remember when the
Dairy Bill was passed—-—

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
I thought we had no say in that at all.

Mr. JONIS: I am dealing with the system
of government. I am only takmg this as an
illustration, and not by way of disrespect to
any hon. gentleman. The present Secretary
for Public Lands introduced the Dairy Bill,
and it was stipulated in the Bill that a poor
listlo dairy inspector getting £120 a year
should not own one share in a dairy factory.
He could hardly own a cow or a share in a
cow, and yet the Minister who introduced
and was to administer the measure can be the
largest shareholder in the factories of Queens-
lands. Where is the consistency in that?

The SecrETARY r¥or Preric Laxps: The
Act was well administered, too.

Mr. JONES: I think there should bLe a
certain amount of honesty in politics. When
a Bill is introduced, the fate of the Govern-
ment should not hmne on the passage of that
Bill, 'The Go\erument may introduce five or
six measures. The first introduced may be
a twopenny-half-penny, unimportant little
thing which is not acceptable to hon, mem-
bers, while the other five may all be of great
importance and acceptable to the House.
When the unimportant measure is introduced,
if the Premier thinks that it is not accept-
able to the majority of hon. members, he
immediately says, ‘ The fate of the Govern-
ment hinges on this measure. I regard it as
a party measure, and I am golng to dissolve
Parliament or resign if it 1s not carried.”
That is our present system of Government.
In Switzerland, if a measure is defeated, it
is put aside—thrown into the waste-paper
basket—and Ministers go on with the next
item on their programme. That is as it
should be. The fate of the Government there
does not hang upon one particular measure,
and the people have greater powers. Under
the system of referendum, if a Bill is passed,
it does not immedia,tely became law. It
recelves ninety days’ grace, and if within
that time a certain percentage of the people
object to it, it is held in abeyance until the
next general election, when a referendum is
taken on it, and the people can say  Yes”
or “No” with regard to the measure. There
political harmony reigns, and the same thing
would obtain here if we adopted the system
of elective ministries. The hon. member for
Warwick stated last night that we are a party
who want to level down, that our process is a
levelling down process, and that we want to
drag every one down into the gutter. I deny
that. Our process is a lifting up process.
There 1s not very much wrong with the pro-
duction of the world to-day., The fault lies
in the uneven distribution of the wealth. We:
do not advocate absolute equality. That can-
not be brought about. We are not all born
equal ; we are not born with the same physical
strength or mental capacity, and we, as social-
ists—and I have never denied that I sub-
seribe to the doctrine of socialism—desire to
benefit all the people by the widening of the
functions of the State, as the Home Secretary
expressed it when he entered this Chamber—a
statement which this party ‘‘Hear, heared,” at.
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the same time a:king him to come over and
sit in the corner Wlth us. Now the hon.
gentleman would give the people in the
country the impression that a socialist is a
person to be dreaded—a person who is going
about the country to take the land from the
people. How tan we take the land? What
would we do with the land? We desire
nothing of the kind; we believe that the
whole of the people should own the land, and
that it should be put to its best use. The
proper use of the land is a thing at which
we aim, because the holding of land in large
areas and its non-utilisation lies at the root
of our social and industrial evils, When vou
get that question settied you will bring about
State soclalism. 1 think it was the Countess
of Warwick who said that she was never a
Christian until she became a socialist, and the
*“ Encyclopedia Britannica,” in its definition
of socialism, says socialism is identical with
Christianity. The Right Hon. Joseph Cham-
berlain, who cannot be accused of being a socia-
list, gave a very good definition of socialism
when he said it was government of the people
by the people for the people, the co-opera-
tion of all to sccure to every man his just
rinhts. ile said the poor law and every
Lmdly act of legislation by which the com-
munity sought to discharge its obligations
to the poor and needy was socialism.

The SECRETARY ForR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Are there no other quotations you can give
besides that?

Mr. JONES: Yes, I can give more quota-
hons King Edwald said, “We are all
ocialists novsadaya

The SPEAKER: Order! I hope the hon.
member will show the connection between his
present remarks and the question before the
Touse.

Mr. JONES: Yes. I am just concluding
my remarks on this subject. The Secretary
for Public Instruction has asked for more
quotations, and I might just refer to the
speech made by Lord Chelmsiord on the eve
of his departure from Queensland. Lord
Chelmsford in that speech used these words—

Queensland should start at the root of things—start
with the eternal principles of justice, equality, and
freedom.

Is not that the doctrine of socialism? My
own knowledge of the subject is that all
writers on aocxahsm ancient and modern,
have based Lhelr doctrine upon those three
principles of “ justice, equality, and freedom.’
There is a definition by Lord Chelmsford for
the hon. gentleman. The Secretary for
Public Lands or some other Minister stated
on one occasion that the Labour party, or the
Socialist party, would take children from their
parents and put them in a State nursery, and
he sald to mothers, “ ¥ow would you like
your children to be talen away from you?
How would you like it if Mr. Jones, the
socialist, came to you, and said, ‘T want your
child to go and work in a hat factory or a
mcatworks’ 7

An HoNOTRABLE MEMBER: Who said that?

Mr. JONES: One of the Ministers. I can-
not ay which one just now, as I have lost the
extrach, but anvhow the 1eport appeared in
the Courier. The speaker further suggested
that the child would be taken from his
mother in Brisbane, and perhaps sent to
Townsville. In the same report reference is
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made to the marriage tie, which, it was said,
soclalists would loosen. All these statements
arc mere bogeys put up to frighten people
away from the true doctrine of socialism.
We do not advocate a levelling-down process,
as was stated by the hon. member for War-
wick, but a lifting up process—a process
which will secure to the worker a betier share
of the product of his labour than he receives
at present. We are not likely to bring that
about in a day or two, but 1 think it is only
reasonable to ask hon. members to assist usto
bring about a better distribution of the wealth
of the world than is made at present, so as to
give the labourer more for his labour than he
18 receiving. I have herc an extract from a
report of the British Board of Trade, which
shows the percentage that the workers of the
world receive from the earnings in the most
1mpo1taut industries. In the beer trade the
workers receive £7 out of every £100 earned,
and a somewhat similar distribution takes
place in other industries or trades, the per-
centage received by the worker being highest
in the mining industry. In Great Britain
93 per cent. of the population owns 7 per cent.
of the wealth of the country, and 7 per cent.
own 93 per cent. of the wealth. In the United
States of Amecrica the unfair distribution of
wealth is even greater, Thercfore, is it not
a noble thing, is it not a noble ideal, to alm
at securing a fuller return to the worker—the
wealth producer—for his labour’ 1 think it
is. It is only right that we should get assist-
ance from hon. members opposite and other
members in this Chamber to bring about a
more equal distribution of the wealth of the
world to-day, and a better share for the wealth
producer.  There is no levelling-down pro-
cess in that. With the very few rich on the
one hand and the very many poor on the
other, there is something radically wrong;
and when we take the responsibilities of office
on our shoulderi—iwhen we come here to legis-
late and frame laws in a young country, we
ought to be guided by the mistake: of the
older countries of the world. We ought to
alm at righting very many of the wrongs, and
they can only be righted by taking the pohcy
that is advocated by this party—taking 1t
plank by plank. They are taking it now.
If the hon. member for Townsville and the
party led by him had stuck to their own policy
of unequal franchise, and long leases, and the
poll tax—had they stood by them, they would
have been reicgated to political oblivion long
ago. They are only existing to-day by steal-
ing—I use the word politically—by taking and
passing the most popular planks of the Labour
platform, which the people are clamouring for,
and they leave us in a minority, still advo.
cating the unpopular planks of the platform.
The verses that I wish to read are for the
benefit of the hon. member for Warwick, and
are as follow:—
Suppose you gained a dollar yesterday,
Or gained a score,
Or made your fortune by some clever play
A million more,
And made Tife harder for your fellow men
What then?

Suppose your plans for profit all suceceed,
And youare worth,

According to the reckonings of greed,
Say, half the earth,

But of the worth of service have no ken,
‘What then?

Suppose you give a little of the wealth
You cannot use,

And steal its double by some artful stealth,
Or legal ruse,

And men are fooled to give you chance again,

What then?
My, Jones.]
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Suppose that by and by the people wake,
And take their own,
Nor ask for just a nibble at the eake,
Nor for a bone,
And will not longer hide in hole and den,
What then?$
Suppose the fellows you have sneered aside
As fools and cranks,
The world’s to-morrow with their counsels guide,
And win world thanks,
And trath flows freely from to-morrow’s pen,
What then?
Aye, and suppose there is a realm above,
Where Right is throned,
And men are weighed in balance of love,
Nor crime condoned
Because 'twas wrought among the “ upper ten,”
What thent
I justify my action in sopporting the amend-
ment moved by the leader of the Opposition be-
cause I believe that the Lwo parties that have
coalesced and formed the Government do not
possess the confidence of the country, and are
not a true reflex of the will of the people as ex-
pressed at the last geuneral election, and for the
reason that I believe a better Government can
be formed from this side of the House if the
present Ministry is defeated—a Government that
will give the people just as many railways and
more democratic legislation. If an election
should eventuate, I believe that the majority of
the electors will elect a better Government than
is at present in office.

LaBoUR MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. (%,
Jacksor_w, Kennedy) : I heard hon. members yes-
terdiy interject that they wanted a Minister to
speak.

OrpPoSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : SoI hope
what I have to say they will take notice of, mark
well, and inwardly digest. The hon. member
who has just sat down, on the whole. made a
very moderate speech. I do not think he gave
expression to quite so extreme sentiments as
some hon, members who have preceded him,
although I do not agree with all he uttered.

Mr, Bowaax: He is more moderate than you.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Hon.
members bave raised the question of elective
Ministries, They seem to think if they could
only get elective Ministries then they would
solve the problem of all our political troubles.

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear!
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T would

point out to hon. members, if they are in favour
of Ministers beirg elected by the majority,
which means elected by the majority of the
House, the chances are the very same Ministers
would be chosen as are now chosen by the
Premier.

. Opposition MEMBERS : No hope; and other
interjections.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : There
are so many interjections being made, that I
cannot ecatch them, bnt I think that would be
the result. If, on the other hand, they propose
to elect Ministers by caucus, the same as the
Federal Ministers were clected——

Lapour MEMBERS : That is not true,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Do hon.
members contradict the statenient that the
Federal Ministers were elected by caucus?

OrposiTioN MEMBERS: Yes, yes !

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I can
assure hon. members that it was given to me,
on the very best authority, that the Federal
Ministers were chosen by Federal cancus. If
hon. members proposs to adoptthat method, I
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see some little difficulty ahead when we are dis-
missed from the position we occupy, because I
take it they will stand by their platform. Hon.
members declare that they never deviate from
theiv platform, but I will show that they
have done so before I sit down. :As one of the
planks of their platform is elective Ministries, I
take it for granted that they will call all hon.
members sitting on that side of the House
together to choose a Ministry from amongst
those numbers. The bon. member for Clermont
endorses what I am saying. They kunow very
well they cannot form a Ministry by themselves.
They will therefore call the members of the
Independent Opposition into their caucus and
choose a Ministry. The Labour party do not
possess a majority, otherwise they would
elect a Ministry themselves, I would ask the
members of the Independent Opposition how
would they like that position of affairs—whether
they are prepared to follow a Ministry elected
by the Liabour caucus?

Mr. Woons: We will get you to draft a reso-
Tution.

The SECRETARY FORMINES: Thavedene
that on previous oceasions, and have very often
saved them a good many difficulties. Iam quite
prepared to do that again if they will requisition:
it. I would point out to those hon. members
who are advocating an elective Ministry, and
who take the Swiss federation as an illustration
of the advantages of elective Ministries, that it
is not a fair comparison to quote one particular
country in the civilised world where they have
elective Ministriss. The Swirs confederation is
altogether different to the system of responsible
government that we have and as known all
over the world, in America, in Canada, in Aus-
tralia, and in the old country.

An HoNoURABLE MEMBER : Their Constitution
is similar to the Federal Constitution.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Anybody
who knows anything about the Swiss Constitu-
tion knows it is entirely different to ours, and,
although the experiment may be successful there,
it is no argument that it will be successful under
our Constitution.

Mr. LEsiNa : It depends on the genjus of the
people.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : I admit
that the genius of the people has to do with the
matter. We know that some of the South
American Republics, where they have similar
Governments to our own, cannot work them the
same as the British prople do, and you could give
those countiies in South America the most per-
fect conditions, and owing to a defect in the
genius they have in themselves for self-govern-
ment, they make failures of them. I would just
remind hon. mewbers that Mr. Kingston,
Premier of South Australia, some years ago pro-
posed to introduce into the South Australian
Constitution the principle of elective Ministries.
But, after giving it more consideration, he
decided that it was not a desirable thing to do.

Now, I have in my band & copy of

[7 pm.] this evening’s Brisbane T'degraph,

in which I notice that Mr. Fisher,

the leader of the Iederal Labour party, makes

reference in a speech of yesterday to this ques-

tion, 'Whilst Mr. Fisher was speaking, Mr.

Fowler interjected, ‘‘ Let Parliament elect its
Ministries.” Mr. Fisher said—

If that comes about we shall have a greater state of

abuse than we have yet bad,
Now, there is a condemnation from the lips of
the late Prime Minister, the leader of the Fede-
ral Labour party. I am assuming that he is
correctly reported, and 1 have no doubt he is.

The PREMIER : How shocking that would be.
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Mr. BowMaN: Not much worse than it has
been.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: What 1
want to know is this : How can they reconcile the
principle of elective Ministries by caucus, or by
the House, with one of the planks of the Labour
platform which states that a Liabour Government
must have a majority of portfolios? The mem-
bers of the Labour party, as is well known,
cannot take office in any Government unless
they have a majority of portfolios in that Govern-
ment.

Mr. BowmaN : A very wise thing, after past
experience.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If the
hon. member admits that it 1s a very good thing
that there should be no coalition unless they
have the upper hand, as they assume they will
have if they have a majority of portfolios, that
is all right ; but I ask the hon. gentleman how
he can reconcile it with the principle of elective
Ministries. Now, leaving that question, and
coming to some remarks made by the hon.
member for Burnett in connection with mining.
The hon. member complained that mining got
no encouragement from the present Govern-
ment, =

Mr. MULCAHY : Quite true.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
answer to that is that the Kidston Government,
latterly, have spent more in mining——

Mr. MULCAHY : Ordered by the Labour party.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: During
the last twelve months.

Mr. MoLcany : The Labour party made them
do it. (Laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Labour pariy always makes the Government do

nything that happens to be gond; but if it is
anything that is bad the Labour party have
nothing to do with it.

The TREASURER : They cannot help it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They
cannot help it. The hon. member for Burnett
insinuated that the Premier had made a promise
of £50,000 for mining.

Mr, Woops: Is not that true?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No; if
the hon. member for Woothakata admits what
the hon. member for Burnett said is true, heis
quite wrong.

Mr. Woons : Don’t you believe it is true?

The SECRETARY ¥OR MINES: No.
The Premier said to a deputation, of which I
was one, that if he could see his way to spend
the money profitably he would not hesitate to
place a sum of £50,000 on the Kstimates.
Although I was just as anxious as the hon.
member who is interjecting that a larger sum
should be placed on the Estimates, still it is only
fair to say that the Premier made nodistinct pro-
mise of that particular sum of money.

Mr. Woobs : Was £50,000 placed on the Fsti-
mates ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was
not. Idonotmindaninterjection if it isrelevant;
hut it is impossible for me to answer a series of
questions which the hon. member seems pre-
pared to submit to me. He has come to the table
with pencil and note-paper, and apparently
wants to deal with me as a lawyer deals with a
witness in the witness-box. I am not going to
shirk anything ; but it is impossible for a mem-
ber, within a reasonable time, to make any sort
of speech, and reply to all these interjections.
The hon, member for Burnett admitted himself
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that the mining members were not united when
they came before the Minister for Mines or the
Premier to make a request—that some wanted
State batteries, others smelting works.

Mr. Mrreary: Now yon are making a deli-
berate misstatement.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member charges me with making a deliberate
misstatement. I don’t know wherher he is quite
in order, but, at any rate, I will let it pass.
(Hear, hear!) What I am saying is correct,
that some of the mining members at that deputa-
tion wanted one thing, and some another, I
know that the hon. member for Cook was par-
ticularly strong on the question of State batteries,
I myself favoured smeliing works, though I am
not sure whether I mentioned it at the deputa-
tion, but I have advocated State smelting works
in this House. Either the last year or the year
before I made a speech ard advocated State
smelting works, but I have no recollection of
ever advocating State batteries. I have been on
a deputation, some of the members of which may
have asked tor State batteries, but I myself
never asked the Government to make advances
for State batteries. The Mining Department
had a report two or three years ago from one of
their officials in connection with the desirability
of establishing State batteries in my own distriet
and the district smirounding Charters Towers,
and that report was very adverse. Now, in con-
nection with State smelting works, I might also
point out to hon. members present that, at my
instigation, the Mining Department, about
twelve months ago—although I do not say
hon. members opposite may not have sug-
gested it, I know the hon. member for
Burnett was a hearty advocate of State
smelting works-—got their chief inspector to
make a report on the desirability of establishing
a State smelting works. That report I have not
yet seen, although T am Minister for Mines; I
understand that it is being printed, but I have
not had an opportunity of seeing it yet, so that T
cannot say whether the chief inspector is in
favour of establishing a State smelting works or
not. Now, we all know that as regards the
applications for advances out of the deep sinking
fund, the usual procedure is to get a report,
and if the report is favourable, and there is
money available, usually an advance is made.
Hon. members must recognise that, seeing
there are so many mining fields in Queens-
Jand —mining fields are scattered over the
immense areas of Queensland, and the mining
industry is an important industry—but they
can see that it would take a very large sum of
money indeed to go round all the mining dis-
tricts of Queensland. It is impossible to grant
every application. My own district, I contend,
had been ne:lected as regards advances by the
Mines Departiment.

Mr. Woons : Now they have got a chance.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T can

assure the hon, member that, since I have cccu-
pied this position, I have not advanced a single
penny for my own electorate—to any man who
appealed from my own district,

Mr. Murcasy: You have not had an oppor-
tunity yet.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Well, I
have been here two or three weeks ; probably if
I had been disposed I should have been able to
do it at the present time,

Mr. Murcany: No money available.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Atpresent
I am going on the principle that no advances
ought to be made until we know where we are.
I do not say there is any danger of this

Hon. G. Jackson.]
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Government being defeated. (Opposition laugh-
ter.) Until we know the result of this no-
confidence motion, T think the Minister should
stay bis hand. As the hon. member for Croydon
made reference to Croydon, I think that Croydon
did get special treatment ; at any rate, I believe
it had more money for deep sinking than other
places.

Mr, MureHY : The Premier promised us
£10,000, and he owes us £5,000 yet. (Hear,
hear !)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Ravenswood distriet has not had a great deal
in the past. Twelve months ago, when their
application came in, there were a number of
other applications coming along. Ravenswood
was given a little out of the deep-sinking fund
last year, but before that they practically got
nothing. I would like to deal with another
matter, to which r-ference was made by the hon.
member for Burnett, and that is with reference to
mining exemptions. I did not quite catch what
the hon, member said, and I am sorry he is not
in the Cbhamber now, but I understood him to
make a charge against my predecessor—the pre-
sent Home Secretary—that he had promised a
deputation to grant an exemption to a mine
and would override the warden. Fon. members
probably know in regard to claim exemptions
that that matter is under the control of the
wardens, but when it is a case of an exemption
for a mining lease it ¢Hmes to Brisbane to the
Mines Depariment to be dealt with. The late
Minister fur Mines assures me that he never told
a deputation anything of the sort, and he never
interfered with the warden in the matter of claim
exemptions. Tne hon. member for Barnett also
said that it was customary for the Mines Depart-
ment to get reports, not for the purpose of con-
sidering whether a particular mine should get a
grans out of the deep-sinking fund, but in order
that the company might ger a favourable report
from the Mines Department, so that, I presume,
they could use that report for flotation purposes.
My predecessor tells me that on one oceision the
Mount Shamrock mine—1 am uot sure if that is
the miue that the hon. member for Burnett re-
ferred to—m

Mr. Bowyax: Yes,

Mr. MorcaHY: That is the mine he men-
tioned.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: My pre-
decessor tells me that the Mount Shamrock
people came to him and asked the department
to rend a geologist to the mine to report on it
They had not made any application for an
advance out of the deep sinking fund, and the
Minister abso'utely refused to grant the request
to let the Government Geologist report on the
mine for that particular purpose.  So that I
think the hon. member must be incorrect, or he
must have got wrong information, in connection
with what he is saying. Now, in dealing with
mining matters, I migcht refer to some of the
criticisms made by one or two members lass
week. The hon. member for Herbert, Mr,
Lennon, had some complaints in connecsion with
mining matters in hisdistrict. The hon. mem-
ber complained that certain mineral leases in
his distriet had been granted exemption and the
miners could not get into the leases on account
of them being locked up.

Mr. Woobs: Quite true.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The hon,
member says *‘ quite true.” I have made in-
quiries at the department in connection with
that matter, and I am informed that there is
only one lease under exemption.

Mr. Woobs: There are others, and you know
it
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Mor.
areas?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I will
deal with the dredging areas, but that is another
matter altogether. The dredging areas are
claims, and the warden has jurisdiction over all
claims. I would just point this out: that the
warden of that district granted exemptions to
those dredging areas, but the Mines Department
has not granted any exemptions at all. Does
the hon. member want the Minister to override
the warden in that matter?

The PrEMIER : Would he like the warden to
be interfered with ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I was
just asking the hon. member that. Does he
wish me to interfere with the jurisdiction of the
warden in that matter ?

Mr, LeNNoN : If the warden won’t act fairly
to the people, I think you should.

Ths SECRETARY FOR MINES: I think
it would lead to a great deal of criticisin, and
possibly abuse, if you interfered with the warden
in the carrying out of his duties in that matter,
But before these exemptions were granted the
department sent up a geologist to make a report
on the country, and see whether it was advisable
that these exemptions to the dredging areas
should be granted—to the injury possibly of the
alluvial miner. Mr. Cameron was the geologist
who was sent up, and he furnished a report to
the department pointing out that a great deal of
that country was not suitable for the working
miner. The ground was too poor or too deep in
a majority of cases. It was desirable that the
dredging areas should be granted. This was
done. So the hon. member will see that he has
really no complaint against the Mines Depart-
ment in that connection.

Mr. LExxon: That district has maintained
200 miners for five years. No company has ever
been successful on it, and it is essentially a work
ing man’s district,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The hon.
member may see Mr. Cameron’s report if he
wishes,

Mr. LexNoON : T have seen it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If the
hon. member has seen it, then he knows that
the department acted in accordance with that
officet’s report. Mr. Cameron has no special
interest in it one way or the other. 1 can
inform hon. members that whilst T am DMinister
for Mines the interests of the alluvial miner and
the reef miner will all be well considered by me.

Mr. MaveHAN: And the coal miner?
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Bat,

whilst doing that, I am not going to discourage
the investor or the speculator. The investor 1s
the working miner’s best friend and the prospec-
tor’s best friend, and I shall make it my
busivess to encourage to the greatest extent the
possible introduction of capital in our mining
fields. (Hear, hear!) The senior member for
Charters Towers, Mr, Winstanlev, and the junior
member for Charters Towers, Mr, Mullan, both
had a grievance against the department. The
senior member for Charters Towers com-
plained that £500 had been advanced by the
Mines Department to a particular mine in the
eastern portion of the field, although, when
other applications for assistance out of the deep
sinking fund had been made, they were told by
the Mines Department that there was no money
available, or that the vote was exhausted. Just
let me explain for a moment or two how this
may have happened. When I got back from
England twelve months ago, I found that the

Lex~xoN: What about the dredging
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vote was pretty well exhausted—that there was
only £2,000 or £3,000 left. The hon. member
for Ipswich, Mr. Blair, was then Minister for
Mines, and he had been distributing the money
fairly freely Possibly he may have thought that
there would be more money on the Estimates.

Mr., MuLcaHY : The Premier promised it to
us.

Mr. MURPHY: As a matter of fact, £50,000
was placed on the Estimates,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES:
Premier gave no distinct promise at all,

Mr, Brair: Yeshe did; and the Treasurer as
well.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Iknew
that a number of applications had come in from
my own district, and I undertook to see the
Minister as soon as I could, pointing out that my
own district of Ravenswood had got very little
money. Isaid I thought that Ravenswood should
get some money. The reports had not then
come in from the Charters Towers or Ravenswood
mines,

Mr. WINSTANLEY :
long before that,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They
were not before the Minister. I was informed
that they were not before the Minister, and I
went to the Mines Department to inquire.

Mr, WinsTANLEY : That is not correct.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I found
that the Minister had set apart a certain sum of
money in connection with applications from my
electorate—that was, supposing the reports were
favourable. There was only about £3,000 left
when I went to the department--that was in
September Jast, on my return from Hogland—
and I can imagine that when the matter went
before my predecessor he was referring to
the amount there was in the fund when he
said there was no money for these mines.
But the hon. member wants to know how it was
that this grant was made afterwards in connec-
tion with the eastern portion of Charters Towers.
1 believe there was a small sum of money left
after other grants had hbeen made, and it wasout
of this small sum that the £500 was granted, I
imagine that bhe applications from Charters
Towers must have amounted to many thousands
of pounds. About that time some very impor-
tant discoveries were made in the Brilliant Free-
holds, and the etfect of those discoveries was to
stimulate a great deal of prospecting in some
other mines. I remember when I was on the
Towers with the Premier the deputation in con-
nection with the deep-sinking fund admitted
that there was not the justification for making
advances to those mines on account of the dis-
coveries they had made in the deep ground.
Then there was that application for £500 to
develop mines in the eastern part of Charters
Towers, and the Government were able to make
the advance. That is the explanation, as far as
T understand it.
hOPPOSITION MEMBERS : Very ingenious! Very
thin !

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am
afraid no explanation would be satisfactory to
the hon. member for Gympie. The hon. mem-
ber for Charters Towers, Mr. Winstanley, also
ventilated a grievance in connection with what
is a mines regulation matter—ventilation, sani-
tation, and so on. All these matters are dealt
with in the Bill, which I am only too anxious
to introduce if an opportunity is given. The
hon. member’s colleague, Mr. Mullan, also dealt
with some mining matters. He referred o the
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question of tributers, I}have a great deal of
sympathy with tributers. On account of the
depression in gold mining on Charters Towers
it has been found necessary Ly a great many
men to take 6o tributing, which is rather
unfortunate, because in the great majority
of cases they do not earn anything like what
they were receiving in wages. The hon, gentle-
man’s contention was that tributers should be
protected—that they should have a certain
amount of sustenance money; and he quoted
Western Australia and Victoria in support of
his contention. The hon. gentleman’s statement
is correct as far as Western Australia is con-
cerned. Thereis a section in the Mining Act of
1904 which provides that no tribute is payable
unless they have earned £2 per man per week
after paying expenses. How that is working I
have no information ; but is all depends on the
agreement. I ‘don’t think it matters much
whether you put this into an Act or aregula-
tion, if the owners are not prepared to malke an
agreement with the tributers.

An HorxouraBLE MEMBER: You can compel
them to work their mines,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Exemp-
tion can be refused, of course, if they do not
make out a case. The provision the hon. mem-
ber mentioned in the Victorian Act has been
repealed. T have here an extract from the Min-
ing Act of 1897 in regard to sustenance money,
That was repealed by the Act of 1904, so that
evidently it was not found to work very well;
but they substituted this section—

The cost of all prospecting work, sueh as main drives
levels, cross-cuts, or shaft-sinking, which the tributers
agree to do under their tribute agreement, and which,
in the opinion of the Inspector of Mines, will be of
permanent advantage to the mine, shall be borne in
equal proportions by the owner of the mine and the
tributers; and in the event of default the tributers
shall (whatever may be the amount thereof) be entitled
to sue the owner of the mine for his proportion of the
cost before the warden. Such cost if not stated in the
tribute agreement shall be fixed by mutual agreement,
or, in the event of disagreement, by the warden, whose
decision as to the amount of such cost and of such pro-
portion shall be final and conclusive, and without
appeal,

That might be a very desirable provision to make
when amending our mining laws. I am not pre-
pared to say at present, but ev idently the susten-
ance provision was not found to be advantageous
in Victoria. Then the hon. member complained
about the percentage paid. The provision deal-
ing with the percentage was also repealed by
the Act of 1904 ; but there is a provision in the
Victorian Act to this effect— )
The pereentage or proportion to which the owner
and the tributer are respectively entitled under
any tribute agreement shall be calculated upon the
gross value of the gold or minerals obtained under snch
agreement,
So hon. members will see that the provisions
with regard to sustenance and percentage in the
Act of 1897 have both been repealed.

Mr. MvLraN: Do you think it was a good
thing to repeal them ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: As I
have already pointed out, I think it is a wmatter
of agreement between owner and tributer,
However, if I get the opportunity to deal with
these matters I shall be very much inclined to
give consideration to what the hon. member
has brought forward. The matters T have been
dealing with are questions that could be very
much better dealt with on the Estimates.

OrrosITION MEMBERS : If you get the chance.
We are getting in early to avoid the rush.

Hon. G. Jackson.]



338 Address in Reply.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I ex-
pected that reply. Hon. members say there is
no opportunity to discuss the administration of
the Government.

An HoxovuraBLE MEMBER:
Years.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If that
is so, would not one have expected to have had
some hair-raising disclosures made during this
debate? But what grievances have hon. mem-
bers brought forward in connection with any
Government department? I have dealt with
one or two questions in connection with mining ;
but they are not serious questions of administra-
tion. After two years, during which they say
they have had no opportunity of discussing the
administration of the Government, what have
they brought forward during the last three
weeks, while they have been discussing the
Government and its administration? Let me
now take the other department over which I
have control—the Works Department.

An HoxNOURABLE MEMBER : Have you finished
the mining matters?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T cannot
talk all night about mining; but I bave dealt with
the points raised by hon. members so faras I
have taken a note of them. I have not read the
speeches, but I have sat in the Chamber most ¢f
the time, and have made a note now and again
of matters brought forward. I will now take
the Department of Works. After three weeks’
debate there has been only one small matter
brought forward by way of fault-finding with
this departinent. It was the hon. member for
Charters Towers, Mr. Winstanley, who raised

this grievance. The hon. member

[7.80 p.m.] complained that the Works De-

partment, after calling for tendsrs
for the erection of police barracks at Charters
Towers, restricting tenderers to the supply of
Brisbane-inade bricks, went back on that at the
instigation of the senior member for Towns-
vil'e, and called for fresh tenders under which it
was permissible to supply either Brisbane or
Townsville bricks. I think that was the hon.
member’s complaint.

Mr. WINSTANLEY :
all.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Then I
have not understood the hon. memberatall. He
complained of the interference of the hon. mem-
ber for Townsville. 'When the department pro-
posed to restrich the supply of bricks to bricks
made in Brisbane, by way cf showing the
dominance of the hon. member for Towns-
ville in the Cabinet, the hon. member com-
plained that, at the instigation of the hon.
member, fresh tenders were called for, per-
mitting alternative tenders to bs sent in for
Brisbane or Townsville bricks, Now, the hon,
member for Townsville was quite justified in
a matter concerning his constituency in asking
for alternative tenders, permitting of the supply
of Townsville bricks. It is not a new matter in
connection with tenders in the department to
provide that the hricks supplied shall be Brisbane
made. The same thing happened a lictle while
ago in Gympis, and there was an outery from
Gym)le when it was proposed that only Brisbane
bricks should be used. The same thing has hap-
pened in other provincial towns, because it has
been found by the department that, unless bricks
are machine-made, they are not asgood in quality,
and very often in some of the provincial towns
they do not take the same care in mixing the
clay.  The hon. member for Townsville sent a
telegram, or a letter, to the department asking
that the matter should be reconsidered. There
is no serious offence there.  If the hon. member
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had gone to my predecessor and said to him,
“You must give the contract to a certain
Northern firm, which proposes toprovide Towns-
ville bricks,” that would certainly, in my opinion,
have been unfair interference ; but that was not
the case at all. That is the only grievance that
has been so far raised in connection with the
Works Department, Let me now come back
again to the hon. member for Burnett. In the
course of his speech this afternoon the hon.
membter dealt very largely with the question of
land taxation, and the substitution of the lease-
hold principle for the freehold. The hon. mem-
ber pointed out that, if we established the lease-
hold principle in connection with agricultural
and town lands, it would be the same us we have
in connection with the mining fields.

Mr, MCURPHY :
fields.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member is_quite right. There are some free-
holds on mining fields, and, as a matter of fact,
if minerals were reserved in the fresholds—as we
propose to do if we are given an opportunity of
getting on with the Mining on Private Pro-
perty Bill—then there would be really noreason
why we should not have freeholds on the mining
fields.

Mr. MTRPHTY :
tically freeholds.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I thank
the hon. member for menticoning the matter.
There is, of course, a difference between miners’
homestead leases and mmmv leases for mining
operations, The miner’s homestead lease is
practically a perpetual lease, and a perpetual
lease is exactly the same as a freehold.

Mr. WINsTANLEY : The one pays rent and the
other does not.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: One does
not pay rent atter a certain time—that is where
the hon. member is wrong.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : After thirty years.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Waell,
after thirty years it practically becomes a free-
hold. Dues the hon. member want to have some
Mining Act passed under which the homestead
lessees on Charters Towers shall be made to
pay rent for all time? Does the hon. member
advocate that? The hon. member does not
reply | (Laughter.)

Mr, A1rEY: ““In vain is the net spread in the
sight of the bird.”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Does
the hon., member propose that the homestead
lessees should be compelled to pay the same rent
to the Government after the thirty years are
expired ? The hon. member for Burnett seemns
to have a terrible down on the freehold system.
We had a speech yesterday from the hon. mem-
ber for Clermont in which be also denounced the
freehold tenure.

Mr. MurpHY : Formerly you did not like free-
holds—when you signed the platform,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The hon.
member is quite wrong.  There was nothing in
the platform I signed with regard te freeholds,
as I will show by and by. The members of the
Labour party have a plank in their platform
now, ““ No more freeholds.”  They wans to have
a land tax, and they propose to go a great deal
further. They affirm that there is what they
call an ‘‘unearned increment” in connection
with land, and they say that the State should
get that unearned increment. Well, if there is
such a thing as an unearned increment—if they

There are freeholds on mining

The bomestead leases are prac-
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can prove that there is such a thing—T suppo
there is, in many cases, also & decrement.

Mr. MUrPHY: You are becoming quite con-
servatised. (Laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
views I am now expressing I have often ex-
pressed before, and it would be much better if
hon. members, instead of interjecting, would
quote from any of my speaches to show that I
ever said anything different to what I am saying
now.

Mr. ManN: You have always been a con-
servative radieal.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I do not
know what that means. When I belonged to
the Labour party I was just as good a democrab
—and I am now—as any hon. member opposite
—that is, as far as anything reasonable and
practicable i¢ concerned. I was saying a moment
ago that, if it is fair that the State should get an
unearned increment—if there is such a thing—it
is also fair that, where land has depreciated in
value, the owner of such land should receive
some compensation, ILast year I became an
executor and also a beneficiary in a small estate,
and I have in my hands a number of deeds of
freehold land which I should be very happy to
hand to any hon. member and make him a
present of.

Mr, MurpHY: I aw afraid they cannot be
much good, George, or you would not give them
away. (Laughter.)

The SPEAKER : Order, order !

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon. membersays, Tunderstand, that I would not
give away the deeds of good land. Well, some
of this land, so far as quality is concerned, is
good. Some of it consists of town allotments. I
would be mosv happy to hand the deeds to any
hon. member onthe other side if he will pay the
rates on them. As a matter of fact, L am not
asking for the transmission of the deeds. Here
is the deed of 28 perches—that is, a town allot-
ment. I maysay all the land is within a few
miles of the Queensland coast. The next is the
deed of onerood—a town allotment. The next
is another rood—another town allotment. This
is for a one-fourth undividel share in 55 acres.
Hon., members might jump at that. Here is
another for one-fourth undivided share in 32
acres., This is one rood—a town allotment.
Here is one for 28 perches—a town allotment.

Mr. Barper : Why, you are quite a bocdler.
(Laugkter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The last
is for a 10-acre block. I think the hon. member
for Clermont last night, when pointing out that
the Labour party were willing to respond Lo any
political party who would make them the best
offer, said, “Any offer?” Now, I ask hon.
members is there any offer?

Mr. Mrurruy: Why not sell them t» the
Government ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Here are
the titles, and they can have them for nothing
if they will pay the rates on the lands.

Mr., MurpHY : We know thev are nnt worth
the rates or you would not offer them. Why
not make a present of them to the Worker news-
paper. (Laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : My argu-
ment is that if the State is going to take the
unearned increment in the value of land, then
it should compensate the purchasers of land who
have lost by their investment. The lands to
which T have referred were bought at a Crown
lands sale twenty or twenty-five years ago, and
I centend that it is only fair if people buy land,
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and there is no unearned increment and they lose
money by the transaction, the State ought to
compensate them for that loss if it takes its
share of the unearned increment. Hon. mem-
bers opposite may talk as much as they like
about the leasehold system, but I know that if
they were going to take up a selection they
would prefer a freehold tenure any time and every

time. I do not say anything about town allot-
ments. It may be desirable that the State
should reserve the freehold in town allot-

ments, but that is a matter which I do not
propose to discuss on the present occasion.
I remember stating many years ago in this
House that it is absolutely mnecesssary that
the freehold of agricultural Jands should be
given to selectors, It is patent to everybody that
if we are to compete with other countries, like
Cansada and the neighbouring Australian States,
we shall not attract settlers to Queensland unless
we are prepared to give them the fee-simple of
their land. That is the principal reason why we
cannot afford to adept the leasehold system.
Now let me make one or two references to the
speech delivered by the hon. member for Cler-
mont last evening. T am not going to deal very
extensively with his speech. I purpose referring
to one or two points only. The hon. member
stated that the Labour party, or the Socialist
party, as they should be called now, had nothing
to expect from a middle-class Parliament or a
middle-class Government. The hon. member for
Cook, I remember, stated that a Conservative
Government often gave reforms, but the hon.
member for Clermont argues that nothing
can be expected from a middle-class party.
Let me ask the hon. member for Cler-
mont, and hon. members opposite, who gave
reforms in England? Who gave an extension of
the franchise ? Not the Labour party, because
there was no Labour party in existence at that
time. Who gave old-age pensions in England
about twelve months ago? Not the Labour
party. The Labour party had not influence
enough to get old-age pensions in England.
‘When hon. members opposite say that they can
never get reforms from the Liberal party, let us
come to Australia, and consider who drafted
the broad democratic Federal Constitution.
How many Labour members were there at the
Federal Conventions in Sydney, Melbourne,
and Adelaide when that democratic Constitution
was framed ?

Mr. MuLcaHY: What about Kingston?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : Kingston
was not a Labour member, and the hon. member
knows that. I donot think there was a single
Labour delegate at any of those conventions,
unless it was Mr, Trenwith, and I am not quite
sure about him; but I think he was the only
Labour delegate at those conventions which
drafted the ¥ederal Constitution, under which
we have one adult one vote. T mention that as
an answer to the hon. member for Clermont’s
statement that no reforms can be expected from
the Liberal party. I have said that I have
listened to the speeches which have been made
during this want of confidence debate, and I
must say that the eriticisms have been weak, and
the excuses weaker. The Premier was charged
with having made an electioneering speech. Just
fancy the audacity of the Premier in making an
electioneering speech! Hon. members on the
other side, of course, never make electioneering
speeches—hardly ever, anyway.

Mr. Bowaan : They can’t say that about you.

The SECRETARY ¥OR MINES: I think
hon. members opposite are determined that
whether a dissolution will come about or not
they will make speeches of an electioneering
character—speeches which are addressed to their-

Hon. G. Jackson.]
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constituents. There has been plenty of abuse and
plenty of poetry flung at the Premier during
this debate. We had some more poetry flung
at this si'e to-night. Hon. members on the
other side appear to be determined that if they
cannot kiil us with their criticisms they will kill
us with their poetry, and they have even quoted
the Premier’s poetry. (Opposition laughter.)

The PREMIER: If they can stand that, they
can stand anything,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If they
had confined themselves to the Premier’s poetry
it would not have been so bad. I do not know
that I have any right to deal with auny personal
matters, except those which concern myself, but
it is desirable, I think, that I should say some-
thing with regard to my own position. There
have been one or two references made to me by
two or three members, but no serious criticisms,
It may be as well, perhaps, that I should explain
my own position. I have already mentioned
that T went fora trip to the old country just
vefore the Government submitted what were
called by hon. members opposite ‘“‘syndicate
railways,” but which I would eall Government
co-operative railways—(Opposition laughter)—
which is much the better term for those railways
which were introduced at the end of last session.
I went away to Eugland just before that trouble
started, and I got back to Queensland after the
coalition had been fixed up, so that I did not in
any active way participate in the measures
taken for bringing about that coalition, I
am not going to talk about what happened in
caucus, because 1 know nothing about it. Some
personal references have been made to me by the
leader of the Labour party, Mr. Bowman ; by
the hon. member for Brisbane South, Mr, Airey ;
and by the hon. member for Bowen, Mr. Kenna.
The leader of the Opposition said I had got my
reward for honest service to the waun who has
gone back on Labour. The hon. member for
Charters Towers, Mr. Mullan, made a des-
perate effort the other night to show that the
Premier had gone back on socialism. I shall
deal with that statement later on, as I do not
want to interrupt my argnment by dealing with
it just now, The leader of the Liabour party said
I had got my reward for honest service to the
man who had gone back on Labour. Is it not
about time that members belonging to the
Socialist party dropped this cry of renegade and
traitor? Have we not heard quite enough of
that? I will show before I have finished
my speech that there is nothing of the rene-
gade or traitor about the Premier or myself,
{Labour laughter.) Hon. members may laugh.
They won’t laugh when I have finished with
them. We have been branded as renegades to
Labour. Now they are trying to brand usas
renegades to liberalism. The Premier has got
his faults, I suppose, like any other man. The
leader of the Labour party has his faults, Even
I have got my faults. After all, this talk that is
indulged in about the Chief Secretary being an
autocrat, a despot—about him making the Minis-
ters do this and do that—it is all idle talk. I
have known the Chief Secretary a great many
years——

Mr, BowmaN: You have danced to his tune
pretty often.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon. member, by the time I have finished, will
see that I have not danced to his tune. As a
matter of fact, in 1905, when the Labour party
held that convention to which I was a delega‘e,
when they proposed to introduce the socialistic
objective, I was onp of the first men to ask the
Premier and the hon. member for Brisbane
South, Mr, Airey, who was then a Minister—
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two members of the Labour party and Ministers
in the Morgan Government—instead of dancing
to the Premier’s tune, I asked the Premier to
come to that conveation and do his best by argu-
ment to stop that Labour convention from intro-
ducing and adopting that socialistic objective.
The Chief Secretary has his faults like anybody
else, but I must say I never knew a man more
willing to list-n to the counsel and advics of his
friends than thepresent Premier of Queensland. I
do not say he listened to the ad vice of his enemies.

Mr. Bowman: You never knew a man that
threatened the party more than he did.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I never
knew the Chief Secretary, when he was a mem-
ber of the Labour party, to threaten that party.
(Opposition laughter.) What I will prove, or
try to prove, befure I close my speech to-night is
this: I will show that the ex-Labour members
have been true to Labour and to democracy. 1
will show that the Socialist party, which is the
present Opposition, is reponsible for the division
in the Labour party, and that they are respon-
sible for the coalition that has taken place.
Of course, if the coalition is a good thing, then
we really give them credit for it, but they did
not mean 1t that way. I will further show that
the Labour party, or the Socialistic party, is not
true to its own platform.

LaBourR MENMBERS : Ahb, ah!

Mr. Lexnox : That’s good—Ilet us have it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They
take credit for being a stiaight party, never
deviating from their platform. The hon. mem-
ber for Maryhorough claimed that a week ago.
He said ““ We vever deviate from our platform.”
The hon. member for Ipswich paid them the
compliment too, and several other hon. members
have stated that the Socialistic party is a
straight party that never deviates at all from its
platform.

Mr. LENNON : Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon,
member says ‘‘Hear, hear I” T will show him that
since he has been in the party it has deviated
from the platform. The party have deviated
from the platform when it suits them., They
have allowed legislation to go through this
Chamber which is diametrically opposed to their
platform. The hon. member for South Brishane,
Mr., Airey, in making comment upon my admis-
sion to the Ministry, pointed out that I was
conservative. The hon. member for Cairnsa few
minuntes ago said that I wasaradical conservative,
T donot know what he means by that. The hon.
member for South Brisbane said, ‘‘consequently,
being a conservative, I was in my right place m
a Conservative Government.” But, strange to
say, immediately after stating I was a conserva-
tive, he found fault with the Premier for not
placing me in the Home Secretary’s Department,
where I could run amuck with the licensed
victuallers—where I could smash up things
amongst the licensed victuallers.

My, MaNx : He knew you would not do it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member evidently considered that 1 was not such
a very great conservative in that respect. I was
rather a wild kind of revolutionist. The bon,
member for South Brisbane should remember
that when he wasa Minister sitting here, a great
many complaints came from the Labour party
in connection with his conservative administra-
tion of Dunwich. Leaving out small details, I
will show that the criticisms of hon. members
opposite largely arswer each other. Hon. mem-
bers’ speeches are contradictory. Hon. members
on this side could make out a good case by just
going over the speeches made by hon. members
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opposite, and showing how they absolutely con-
tradict each other, particularly in connection
with this coalition. For instance, one hon.
member states the Premier is an autocrat, boss-
ing everybcdy.  Another hon. member says the
Premier is the tool of the hon. member for
Townsville, Mr. Philp. There are two dia-
metrically opposite statements. They cannot
both be true.

Mr, Mans: They may be true at different
periods.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : It is said
they are true now. The hon. member for Fassi-
fern stated the other night that the hon. member
for Townsville had no band in the appointment
of mewmbers to the Cabinet when the coalition
was formed. That seemed to be a complaint
the hon. member had 2gainst the Government,
How can hon., members reconcile those s ate-
ments? Then one hon. member says the pro-
gramme submitted in the Governor’s Speech is
no good, but immediately afterwards—1 believe
it was the same hon. member—he said 1here
were Bills in this programme that many hon.
members sitting on this side of the House
could not vote for. Again, how can you recon-
cile these two statements? Some hon. mem-
bers opposite want thousands of immigrants
to come here, and other hon. members do not
want immigrants at all; although they may
profess they do, they do not want immi-
grants. “Some hon. members opposite want free-
holds, and other hon. members—the socialist
members—do not want freeholds. They won’t
have freeholds at any price; it is against the
platform. How are you going to recoucile those
statements ? The socialist members want a land
tax, and hon. members in the corner party do
not want a land tax.

Mr. ManNn: That is not correct.
always advocated a land tax.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The hon.
member is in favour of a land tax, but he does
not believe in the exemptions. The hon. member
gave his reasons why he could not adopt the
platiorm of other hon. members sitting on the
same side of the House; he could not accept the
sccialistic  objective, which were very good
reasons—reasons L approved of, and the very
same reasons that influenced myself and other
hon. members sitticg on this side.

Mr. MaNN: Why are you not sitting over
here?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member should not have deserted his leader—the
man he was elected to support. The hon,
member was elected to support the Premier and
the Rockhampton programme, and he should
have remained on this side of the House. Then
we find the hon. member for Fassifern stating
that the hon. member for Townsville, Mr, Philp,
is being deceived by the Chief Secretary. Hon.
members will remember that: but the hon.
member for Cnok states that the Chief Secretary,

Mr. Kidston, is being deceived by

I have

[8 p.m.] the hon. member for Townsville,
How can you reconcile those state-
ments ? Are they bo'h deceiving each other?

Then let me point out to hon. members opposite,
who think that this Government is such a
terribly Conservative Government, that, accord-
ing to the admission of the hon. member for
Fassifern, we are getting into socialism bit by bit.

Mr, Lenxon: That Government has done
nothing at all yet.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If we
are coming to socialism bit by bit, how is it that
the hon, members are so bitter against the Go-
vernment ?

Mr, MaNN : We want a bigger bit.

[21 Jonv.]
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We can
quite imagine that the policy of the Government
is just about the right one; a middle couise
between the two extremes is the right course.

My, Bowyan: You are rightly designated the
leader of the mid-way party.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
middle course is the safe course, I can assure the
leader of the Opposition, and he will find that
out if we go to the country in a short time,
(Opposition laughter,) He will find where the
votes of the people will be. They are not geing
to support a socialistic party like that which the
hon. gentleman leads, and I am quite certain
that they will not support a party composed of
men who have deserted from this party, and
who have a platform in no way dissimilar to
that on this side of the House.

My, Mrrougnn: You did not say that at the
last election.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I want
to make reference now to another hon, member.,
The hon, member for Nundah pointed out
that under party government speeches did not
influence votes. That, I believe, as a generalisa~
tion, is pretty correct—that under our system
party government speeches do not influence
votes. In the old times in the House of Com-
mous speeches were not reported, but it is quite
different nowadays, Members’ speeches in the
old time, not being meant for publication out-
side, were not designed to influence people ous-
side Parliament, but for many years now ib has
been the custom for parliamentary speeches to
ke reported, and it is quite a legitimate thing for
members of Parliamest to speak to the “‘gallery”.
I do not mean that in the flippant sense in which
it is often used. If a member speaks to the
“gallery” with the view of appraling to sentiment,
to the passions of the electors, then that is not
justifiable. A menber has no right to be
insincere ; but he is quite justified in speaking
throngh Hansard and through the public Press
to bis constituents or to the electors.

Mr, Bowmax: Or to the dress circle.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The hon.
member now refers to the dress circle, an ex-
pression that the Premier made use of in a
humourous sort of way. (Opposition laughter.)
Hon. members may laugh, but they know very
well that when the Chief Secretary said that he
was speaking to the dress circle he was simply
indulging in a little joke. (Opposition laugh-
ter.)

Mr., Murcany: You are his apologist.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It is
rather dangerous for politicians to joke. I hada
little experience of that not very long ago when
T was with the Premier at Mackay. The Mac-
kay people were very niee to us when we landed
there. We had not time to stop a day, but they
gave us a nice little reception, and some speeches
were made. They were very pressing that the
Premier and his party should stay longer to see
their very fine district ; they wanted us to wander
about, I suppose among the caunefields. sipping
sweets from every ecane stalk. (Opposition
langhter.) In speaking, I ventured to make a
humourous remark that it was a pity that Parlia-
ment had to meet at all, that we could not stop
there altogether. 1 said it was a pity thers was
any meeting of Parliament at all this year.

Mr. Bownan: It is not often you are in a
humourous strain, you know. (Laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I think
1 can enjoy a joke as well as the leader of the
Opposition, A week or two after that some-
body showed me a copy of the Worker, the organ
of the Labour unions, in which there was

Hon. G.Jackson.)
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actually aspecial leader devoted to this little inno-
cent remark that I made at that Mackay
function. They referred to George Jackson as
having made the startling proposition that Par-
liament should shut up altogether.
is rather a serious thing for politicians to make a
joke, and I think the Premier had bester be more
on his guard in the future, because, judging from
the interjections of hon, members opposite, they
contend that the Chief Secretary was spe:king
serionsly when he spoke about addressing the
dress circle.  Now, although members may not
be converted by the speeches made on the oppo-
site side of the House, they are converted some-
times. People outside aresaying very unpleasant
things in connection with those members who
recently deserted the Government. Those mem-
bers may be acting in the publicinterests. The
may be like the patriot, Brutus, who was ** The
noblest Roman of them all” when his dagger
dipped in the blood of Cesar.

Mr. Bowsan: Are you quoting poetry now ?
{Laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Well, it
is Shakespeare. I am not going to quote very
much poetry. I was pointing out that Brutus
was considered the noblest Roman of them all
because his dagger was dipped in Ceesar’s blood.

Mr. Mvurcany : An honourable man,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Ves.
Those hon. members who have deserted the
Chief Secretary may be patriots in the same
way as Brutus was, when Mark Antony said—

They that have done this deed are honourable. What
vprivate griefs they have, alas, 1 know not, that made
them doit. They are wise and honourable, and will no
doubt with reasons answer you.

‘Well now, we have heard their reasons. I think
every metber of that party who deserted the
Chiet Secretary has spoken and attempted a
justification for their action with the exception
of the hon. member for Port Curtis.

Mr. Woons : There are five yet.

The SECRETARY I'OR MINES : I am not
referrirg to the members who left last year ; I
am referring to the members who have left the
Government since last Parliament. I am not
referring to the hon. mewmber for Cairns or the
hon. member for Woothakata ; I am dealing
with the hon. members who deserted the Govern.
ment quite recently. T have listened to their
speeches to see if there was any possible excuse
for their deserticn, and T have not been able to
find any at all,  AsIsaid, I was not present at

the caucus deliberations last year, kut we
have this fact standing out: that the hon.
member for Toowoemba, the hon. member

for Cook, and the other hon. members, gave
the Government support during last session.
They were advocates of the coalition, and have
not denied that they advocated the coalition.
What they say is that they gave the Premier a
free hand. That is the only excuse the hon.
members_make. They say that they voted to
give the Premier a free hand. What does that
mean? What does a free hand mean? It means
a free hand to choose his colleagues, I suppose.
And after the Premier exercised that free hand
they gave him, what did hon. members do?
Did they leave the Governmens as soon as they
found that the Premier had chosen certain indi-
viduals to become colleagues of his own in the
Ministry 2 If they had done that, there might
have been pos:ibly some excuse, although even
then, under the circumstances, I cannot see that
they would be justified in leaving after voting
for the coalition and giving the Premier a free
hand. But they remained supporters of the
Government after the Premier exercised the
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free hand that they gave him, and they still con-
tinued to sit on this side of the House last
session.

Mr. D. HunTEr: And gagged the Labour
party.

My, J. M. HuNTER : They are waiting for the
psychological moment.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Now,
with reference to the hon. member for Fassifern,
Mr. Jenkinson, I recognisethatthe hon, member
for Fassifern is a very abls member, and he
made a very able speech fiom his point of view
the other night; but there is no justification, so
far as [ can see, for the action he is taking., I
have not made a note of it, but I remember that
the hon. memb:r cumplained abous the Govern-
ment’s expenditure. He dealt with some exces-
sive expenditure of the Government, and he
found fault with some administrative acts of the
Government. But the fanlts which he found
with the Government would have applied just as
strongly last year as they do now. They wonl
have applied just as strongly as an indict-
ment against the Government at the very time
that the hon. gentleman accepted the Chief
Seeretary as his leader. The hon. member for
Fassifern does not deny that he agreed to accept
the Chief Sccretary as his leader, and his charges
the other night would have applied just as
stronglv as when he fiest aceepted the leadership
of the Chief Sscretary. 8o, what becomes of his
speech? I think that the hon. member for
Fassifern is disappointed at not getting office.

Mr. Murcany : He was offered office.

The TREASURER: By whom ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon. member for Gympie says that the hon.
member for Fassifern wus offered office, but the
hon. mewmber for Fassifera did not prove that.

Mr. Harpacre: Yes, he did.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon. mewmber said that the hon. member for
Townsviile went to him and asked him if he
would take a portfolio if it were offered to him.
But the hon, member did not say that the hon.
member for Townsville offered him a portfolio,
because if he had said that he would bave con-
tradicted himself, becanse the hon. member for
Fassifern said that the hon. member for Towns-
ville had no hand in the formation of the Govern-
ment.

Mr. Harbacre : He said he was foolish not to
accept it at the time.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member for Fassifern was sent for by the Pre-
niier, as he said, and when the hon, member wasg
giving an account of what happened at that
interview with the Premier in his speech the
other night, he was pressed to say if a portfolio
had ever been offered to him by the Premier,
and he would not reply.  As a matter of fact, he
was never offered a portfolio by the Premier.

Mr. Bowman : He was told that he was fitbed
for Cabinet rank.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Thatis
another matter altogether. He may have been
told that he was fitted for Cabine’ rank, and
then not be offered a portfolio.  Let us consider
for a moment or two the eareer of the hon. mem-
ber for Tassifern, Mr. Jenkinson. I do uot
want to speak in terms of opprobium of the hon.
member, because we are the best of personal
friends, still T must point this out to the House,
just to show that the hon. member for Fassifern
has shifted about from one side to the other.
(Labour laughter.)

Mr. Murcany: What about yourself ?

The SKCRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member for Gymypie interjects, * What about
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yourself #” I would like the hon, member, or any
other hon. member opposite, to get up and show
me where I have been inconsistent.  They have
had three weeks to doit, and they have not done
it yet ; but as this debate is likely to go on for
some time, they will probably have time to do it
yet. I remember a year ago issuing a challenge
o hon. members when I was discussing the ques-
tion of socialism, and the objective of the Labour
party, on the Address in Reply, and I challenged
them to quotefrom any speech which T had made,
or fromanything whichI had written, toshowthat
I ever believed in the nationalisation of all the
means of production, distribution, and exchange.
That challenge still exists ; and to-day I again
challenge anyone to prove that I ever advocated
such a thing, (Hear, hear!) To come back to
the hon. member for Fassifern, that hon. gentle-
man, in 1903, helped to defeat the hon. member
for Townsville, Mr. Philp.
A GovERNMENT MEMRER : That is so.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : He
joined Mr. Morgan in 1903 to help the coalition
that was formed in that year. In 1904—the
following year—the hon. member b:came a Philp
supporter again.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : No.

Hon. R. Praire : Sir Arthur Rutledge.

The SKCRETARY FOR MINES: Yes, he
‘became a follower of Sir Arthur Rutledge when
that hon. gentleman was commissioned by the
Governor to form a Government. The hon.
member for Fassifern then became a supporter
of Sir Arthur Rutledge, but it was the same
party that bad been previously led by Mr.
Philp.  So that the hon. gentleman at that
time shifted about from one side to ths other.
Then, in 1908, the hon. member for Fassifern
agreed to take the pres:nt Premier as his
leader, and then, in 1909, he goes back to
another party—he shifts his support from Mr,
Kidston, whom he agreed to accept as leader,
and he has gone over to another party. Does it
1ot show a peculiar bent of mind on the part of
the hon. member when he moves about like that,
Whether it is disappointment at not getting
office or not, 1 do not kuow, I will now refer tu
the actions of the hon. member for Cook, Mr.
Douglas. That hon. gentleman came into this
House under very auspiciouscircumstances. He
was & most loyal supvorter of the present
Premier when he first came into the House. I
have made an extract from Hansard from a
speech delivered by the hon. member for Cook,
but it was read last night by the hon. member
for Warwick, Mr. G. P. Barnes, and I do not
need to repeat it to-night. That extract shows
clearly that the hon wember for Cook announced
himself as a loyal supporter of the present
Premier. Tu another part of his speech not
quoted by the hon. member for Warwick, the
hon. member for Cok said—

The guestion of the coalition sn far as I am con-

cerned did not erop up on the last occasion. I may tell
the House that in my elcetion campaign of May, 1007,
T advocated a coalition between the Kidston party and
the Philp party.
The Treasurer informs me that the hon. member
for Cook acknowlerged it last week., I do nos
want to deal further with the hon. member for
Cook, as it {s not necessary for me to go over the
whole ground covered by the hon. member for
Warwick yesterday. I just want to deal with
one or two criticismis made by the hon. member
for Nundah, Mr. Sumner. T think thestrongest
justification that hon, member gave for not
standing by the coalition was that he had pro-
mised his electors he would not support the
.coalition,

Mr. Woobs : Didn’t you?
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I gave
an answer to a question asked at a small mining
field—Woodville—when asked if I would support
a coalition between the leader of the Opposition
and the Premier.

Mr. Woons : You replied very distinctly, too.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T stated
that I would not support a coalition. Bat what
is meant by a coalition? (Opposition laughter.}

An HoNovuraBLE MEBMBER: You want to
wriggle out of it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: A coali-
tion means a compromise of principle on one
side or the other—a give-and-take arrangement,
the same as happened when Sir Samuel Griffith
and Sir Thomas MecIlwraith formed a coalition.
This is not a coalition in that sense; thisis a
fusion. When I gave an answer like that, as
other members may have done, it was not ex-
pected that the members of the Phip party
would come and accept our policy ; and the hon.
member for Nundah would have been perfectly
justified in staying on this side, even though he
had given a promise of that kind. That hon,
member was elected to support the present
Premier cn the Rockhampton policy.

OprosITIoN MEMBERS : No coalition !

" The SECRETARY FOR MINES : No coali-
tion in the sense hon. members spoke of it ; but
this is an absolute fusion of partieson a common
policy.

Several members interjecting,

The SPEAKER : Order, order !

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Now I
come to the leader of the Opposition. He bas
been complimented by several mewbers for
having made a moderate speech. It was a
moderate speech; I might go further and say it
was a very, very weak speech indeed, coming
from the leader of an Opposition challenging the
right of the Governinent to occupy these
benches. What was the hon. member’s indict-
ment? I know he spoke some cousiderabls
time, but boiled down the hon. member’s in-
dictment consisted of three points, The first
was that the Government were not giving sutfi-
cient facilities for land settlement.

Mr. Bowmaw: Which was adinitted by your
Minister.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : It was
not admitted by the Minister for Lands. If
ever a Minister justified the Government, it was
that hon. gentleman when dealing with that
mattor.  And the hon, member for Burnett this
afternonn admitted that he had no complaint to
make abont his own district. I don’t know
what other places he has to complain about.

Mr, J. M. Huster: Did he unot complain
that there was not 1,000 acres available in his
distriet ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: In reply
to that, the Secretary for Lands pointed ouvt that
over 200,000 acrss were eithee ready for settle-
ment or were being designed for settlement.
That is the first point 10 the indictment made by
the leader of the Opposition. 'The second poin
was in connection with immigration; and the
third point was that there was a strike on at the
Boyne Valley. With regard to the first point, I
do not want to touch on that, because { think
the Secretary for Lands completely answered the
hon. member, But with regard to immigration,
about which there has been a great deal of talk,
T would like to say a few words—though the
Secretsry for Lands also dealt with that point in
a very admirab'e way, The Secretary for Lands
quoted statistics showing the number of people

Hon. G. Jackson.]
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to the square mile in European countries; I want
to show the density of population in Australia
per square mile. New South Wales has 310,000
square miles, with a population of 1,526,000;
Victoria has 87,000 square miles, with a popula-
tion of 1,231,000 ; Queensland has 670,000 square
miles—twice that of New South Wales, and
eight times that of Victoria—with a population
of 535,000, These figures may be a year or two
old —

Mr, HARDACRE : What does it prove? There
is no population in the movn; but that is no
argument in favour of immigration there,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I think
they prove a good deal. During the last few
years—since the Russo-Japaunese war—there has
been a considerable change in the opinion held,
not only by members of Parliament, but by the
general publ'e, in regard to the question of immi-
gration. People who at one time did not favour
State-assisted immigration are now very keen
and st-ong and ardent advocates of State-assisted
immigrstion—not indiscriminate immigration. T
know some members say they are not against
immigration, but are only azainst indiscriminate
immigration. They say, *“ We want the right
brand of immigrants.”

Mr. Bowyan: You have advocated the same
thing in years gone by in this House,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am
pointing out that a few years ago some members
of Parliament—I was one of them—did not be-
lieve in State-assisted immigration; bub since
the development of the great power of Japan
our opinions have changed, and we now recog-
nise that it is necessary we shounld do all we can
to fill up the waste spaces of Australia. That is
the reason why I, and probably thousands of
others, have changed our opinions in connection
with the question of immigration. Some years
ago it was recognised by the Labour party that
the question of immigration was a Federal
matter rather than a State matter; hut they
have continually got up in the House and talked
against it. Now I want to read a little quota-
tion in connection with the matter of immigra-
tion—an extract from a Charters Towers paper
of something said by Mr. Collins, He said—

They had two members in Parliament, who should
receive their instructions direct from an organised body
here. He advocated the election of mine inspectors by
direct vote of the miners. Things wanted organising
at the meatworks as well as on the field. Immigrants
have more go in them than the people here, and should
have the hand of fellowshipextended to themand induced
to join the union. Then the people should go away and
kick themselves for having them here. They are not
respounsible for being here; the people of Queensland are
responsible for allowing the Government to bring them
out,

T don’s know whether the members for Charters
Towers endorse the opinion of Mr, Collins in
connection with that matter. The real reason
that is at the bottom of the objections by mem-
bers of the Labour party to any assisted immi-
gration js this: They believe that the introduc-
tion of immigrants will reduce the standard
rate of wages. That is their objection. They
believe that wages will come down. The hon,
member for Charters Towers, Mr.

[8.30 p.m.] Winstanley, admitted that money

wages do not represent the true

wages. The hon. member said that wages boards
are not doing such a great amcunt of good—
that, when every man becomes a member of a
union and wages boards are applied generally,
the men will be no better off, if they are as weil
off as before.  And he further said, ““ Anyway,
wages boards are doing this gnod, that, if they
are not improving the material prosperity of
the workers, they are teaching them political
economy.” And he pointed out that it is not

[Hon &. Jackson.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply.

only a question of money wages when you are
estimating the recompense of the working man,
but what you have to consider is what the money
wages will buy. If you get more people here,
what does it mabter if the wages go down so
long as the cost of living goes down too.

Mr., WINSTANLEY : Ah!
The SECRETARY FOR MINES : That ig

an almost inevitable law. In densly peopled
countries the cost of living is lower than in
countries where the population is smaller,

Mr. Harpacre : The United States are densely
peopled, and yet the cost of living is high.

Hon. R. PHILP: That is because of protection.

Mr. Harpacre: Never mind about that—I
am replying to the argument of the Secretary
for Mines,

Hon. R, PriLe: Take China.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I have
been reading the articles by the hon. member for
Clermont, which have heen appearing lately in
the Couwier. 1 have read them with a great
deal of interest, and I comvliment the hon,
member upon the wav in which he has described
the conditions in New Zealand. The hon.
member has told us in those articles that, not-
withstandng all this lexislation in New Zealand
—notwithstanding wages boards—notwithstand-
ing their high tariff—everything has got dearer,
and the working men are no hetter off, despite
all these palliatives, The Labour party’s plat-
form is loaded up with palliatives, which I
imagine they will strike off now, bzcause they
are coming to recognise they are no good to them.

Mr. Bownaxs : The hon. member for Clermont
gave you a reason for it,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He hag

given no reason in the articles.
Mr. Bownax : He did last night.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Probably
the hon. member may give a reason for it, bug
he has not given any reason in his articles in the
Courier.

Mr. Maxx : Be fair.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : I think

am fair when compared with the hon. member
for Cairns. I imagine that the hon. member for
Clermont puts thesolution on the land question.

Mr. LesiNa : That is correct—chiefly.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Well,

when hon, members have got leaseholds instead
of freeholds, they will find that they will still
have the same troubles that they have now, If
every acre of land in Queensland were held
under lease, would there not be the same bad
conditions if we had a series of droughts? What
would it matter whether land was held under
lease or freehold if a drought came along?

Mr. LesiNa : Or even without a drought.

The SECRETARY FTOR MINES : The hon.
member admits that the conditions would be no
better if we had the leasehold system.

Mr. LrsiNa: I maintain the conditions will
never be any better while the wages system lasts.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The hon.

member is now going further still.
Mr. Lrsiva: I am a socialist.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member now says that he is a socialist. Many
members «f the Labour party, including the hon.
member for Charters Towers, Mr, Winstanley,
hold that the land question is at the bottomn of
all the trouble. The hon. member for Clermont
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says, ‘‘No; if you nationalise your land, you
will still have the same trouble so long as you
have the wages system.”

Mr. Lesina: Not the same.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Well,
what do they believe in? What are they advo-
cating? Is there any solution? I tell hon.
members there is no solution to this question, I
will deal with that later on. I have been drawn
off the track of my argument by an interjection
made by the hon. member for Clermont. I was
speaking of immigration and money wages, and
an interjection from the hon. member reminded
me of his articles in the Courier. T have one of
those articles hers, whichis headed, ¢ New Laws
by Hundreds. New Zealand’s Experience. A
Statute-mark Millennivem.” I awm not going to
read the whole article—though it would be very
good to get it all into Hansard, but I have some
consideration for hon. members’ feelings. I
shall, therefore, only quote two or three short
passages, 'The hon, member said—

Another important feature ol this “current of ten-
dency,” particularly noticeable in New Zealand, is that
every extension of this regulative poliey involves an
addition to the regulative agents-—a further growth of
officialism, and an inereasing power of the organisation
formed of offleials, and we all know that an organisa-
tion of officiuls, once passing u certain stage of growth,
becomes less and less resistable.

T have only had a short experience as a Minister
in charge of a department—only a week or two
—but it has already come under my notice that
there is a demand for an inspector here, and a
demand from some other town for an inspector

there, and the hon. member for Clermont is |

perfectly correct when he points out how the
tendency is for more Government officials to be
appointed under this manja for regulation. Too
much regulation! Then the hon. member goes
on in another passage—

Only the other night, speaking at a meeting of the
Sydney Labour Council, a representative of the Canter-
bury (New Zealand) Trades'and Labour Council stated
‘“that the experiment of raising wages by legislation in
the Dominion had been a failure.”

The socialists think that the experiment of rais-
ing wages by legislation—if they can only get
socialism—will not be a failure, butthey would
find that it would be a very much worse failure
than the present industrial system.  Where we
have enterprise now, we should have stagnation,
if hon. members opposite conld have their way.
Going on with the quotation made by the hon.
member, he says—

“ Better wages, and in some cases shorter hours, had
been obtained, but the extra cost of living left the
workers where they were before.”

Then the hon. member goes on in his own words—

This is precisely what every union secretary and
Labour supporter told mie during my visit. And they
furthermore asked me to tell the Labour party of Aus-
tralia that fact; and repeat it as loudly as possible. as
the fervent and romantic rhapsodies of some visiting
Labourites has led the Government to declare that the
New Zealand worker is better off than his fellow in
Australia, and that it proposes to give the Dominion a
rest from further experimental legislation.

Mr. AIREY: Anybody must see that the con-
dition of things in New Zealand is entirely due
to their mad financial system. It ispota matter
of industrial legislation.

Mr, LesiNa : That is only one factor.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Thehon.

member for Bristane South says that it is owing
to their mad financial system—that New Zealand
has been borrowing rather excessively, but as
the hon. member for Clermont points out, that
is only one factor. If you put high duties on
imported goods, those goods are bound to bs
dearer. I know that protectionists claim thatin
the end they will be cheaper; but they are
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bound to be dearer all the time. New Zealand
is a highly protected country ; they have wages
boards, and ail these regulations, and they have
to pay for them. But who is it pays for them?
In the first instance, the primary preducer—the
farmer has to pay a great deslof them, The
miner—whom the hon. member for Clermont
represents—has to stand a great deal of the cost.

Mr. Lesiva: A big share of it.

The SECRETARY TVOR MINES: And
after they have borne their share of all this
expense, the wages men themselves have to bear
a share. The wages man in a union under a
wages board gets his wages raised. Buf, if
everything that the wages man consumes be
comes dearer, owing to the rate in wages having
been put up in all other industries, evidently the
wages man is no better off, but probably worse
off, because he produces one article anc_’x buy.?
twenty other articles, so that it is qnite evi”
dent that he is really worse off than before.
Now, let me return for a short time to immigra-
tion. I said a little while ago that the reason why
members of ths Socialist party object toimmigra-
tion is that they believe that the introduction
of immigrants will brirg compstitors into the
labour market, and that there wiil not be as much
work for the men who are here as there is at the
present time, or, if there is work for them, that
the remuneration for that work will he lower
than it is at present, The best cure for unem-
ployment is to expand our productive industries.
That is what members on this side belisve in.
We believe in expanding our productivs indus-
tries. I do not say that during an industrial
crisis, or even during a time when there is no
industrial crisis, it may not be desirable that the
State or the local aatherity—the people collec-
tively, whether through the Governinent or a
local authority—should do its best to assist the
unemployed, I do not go back en the principle
that we should do our best to assist the unem-
ployed. And this Government have done their
best to help the unemployed. There are not
many unemployed in Queensland at the present
time.

A Lasour MeuMBER: Hundreds.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Well,

hundreds may mean 200 or 300. Ihavegota
return on this subject from the Under Secretary
for Works. Hon. members may not know that
a2 return is furnished every month to the
Minister for Works by the Labour Bureau
showing the numbers of persons who have regis-
tered at the different labour bureaus throughout
(Jueensland.

A LasorkR MEMBER : That does not show the
number of unemployed.

The SECRETARY ¥OR MINES: I admit
that the return does not show all the unem-
ployed, but it shows all those who go to the
Government Labour Bureau. The last return
furnished to me shows only 300 persons registered
in excess of the supply over demand, and at that
particular time, which was just before the sugar
season, men were gathering into the sugar dis-
tricts in search of employment. I do not know
how hon. members opposite propose to deal with
the unemployed question. They may have some
remedy for the trouble, but I do not know it.
But, as I have already said, I think itis the duty
of the State to lend a helping hand when there
are unemployed in the country. The matter
is a most difficult one, but n my opinion
the best way to assist the unemployed is to
encourage private enterprise, to expand our
productive industries. Now, I want to deal
with one remark made by the hon. member for
Bowen, The hon. member for Bowen alluded
to the Premier’s reference to a dissolution, and
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mads a great deal of capital out of that reference,
trying to make out that the Premier had
threatened a dissolution of Parliainent. The
hon. member pointed onut what an impertinent
thing it was for the Premier to talk about a
dissolution, and assumed that the Premier was
arrogating to himself the right of dissolu-
tion of Parliament. That is all bunkum, if T
may use a pretty plain expression. The
Premier never talked in that strain at all,
and never meant any such thing when hes
spoke on the matter. What the Premier said
was that if hon. members opposite wanted a
dissolution, if they were agreeable to a dissolu-
tion of Parliament, there would be no difficulty
about it-—there would be no ditfienlty in fixing
the time for a dissolution if both parties agreed
and made known their agreement through their
leaders. Ibelieveit is the custom in the Imperial
Parliament—though I speak diffidently on this
point, but you, Sir, will know what is the prac-
tice——I believe it is not unusual in the old
country for the Premier to consult the leader
of the Opposition a year or two before the close
of a Parliament—they have seven years’ Parlia-
ments in Great Britain—as to the proper time
for going to the country.

Mr. Bowmax : That did not happen before the
last election.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : There it
no reason why it should not happen here. As
any rate, the hon. member for Bowen is not jus-
tified in assuming that the Premier was talking
in any dictatorial way in connection with a dis-
solution of Parliament. With regard to a remark
made by the hon, member for Ipswich, Mr.
Blair, T wish to say a word or two. The points
I have referred to struck me as being worthy of
reply, even though they do not deal with the
administration of the Government. The hon.
member for Ipswich, Mr. Blair, took advantage
of the oceasion when he wmade his speech to
announce the programme of his party—the Inde-
pendent Opposition. He stated that he is in
favour of a vigorous poliey of assistance to far-
mers and graziers, That is exactly the policy
we arein favour of ; and I suppose hon. members
opposite will also say they are in favour of that
policy. We are carrying cut that policy at the
present time, The hon. member for Ipswich,
speaking about the question of the ownership of
land, further said that, ‘* After a certain number
of years yon will only be entitled to retain a cer-
tain portion of that estate.” The hon. member
was not very clear when he said that.

Mr. Brair: 1t did not appear clear to you,
you mean.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was
not clear to me, and I shall be glad if the hon.
member will assist me as to his meaning by way
of interjection.

Mr. Brair: I do not want to assist you:I
want to turn you out.

The SECRETARY ¥OR MINES: Well, I
will try to come to some c¢onclusion as to what
the hon. member meant. If he means that it
should be in the power of the Guvernment to
repurchase a certain portion of the estate for
close settlement, then he is asking for nothing
beyond what we already have the right to do.

Mr. Brair: You set up a bogey and then
knock it over.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If the
hon. member will not explain what he means, 1
can only try to arrive at a conclusion as to his
meaning. If he does not mean that the Govern-
ment should have the right to repurchase a cer-
tain portion of an estate after a number of years,
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he must mean the other thing—that we should
have a right to confiscate a portion of that
estate. (Opposition laughter.}

Hon. R. PuiLp : Perhaps he does not know
himself what he means.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : Iimagine
that the hon. member knows what he means,
and what I desire is to understand his meaning.
For that purpose I put two propositions before
the House. Does the hon. member mean that
the Government should have the right to pur-
chase a portion of that estate, or that thew
should have the right to confiscate a portion of
that estate ?

Mr. Maxx : He may mean a land tax.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No, he
said nothing about a land tax; be does not
mean that. The hon. member said that ** After
a certain number of years you are only to he
entitled to retain a certain portion of that
estate.” What can that mean except that the
State may take a portion compulsorily by pur-
chase or by confiscation? There is no other con-
struction that can be put on the words. But I
will leave it to the hon. member for Ipswich to
explain by and by when he again addresses the
House. I cannot see any other explanations
than the two I have submitted to the House.
Then the hon. member for Ipswich, in speaking
about the possibility of the leader of the Oppo-
sition being called in to form a Government,
referred to the position in 1904, when Sir
Arthur Rutledge was commissioned by the Go-
vernor to form an Administration, and the
hon, member was dealing with it from this
point of view: That although a member com-
missioned to form a Government had not
sufficient supporters to enable him to carry
on, he ought to accept the Commission and
go on. That was the hon. member’s argument.
He said Sir Arthur Rutledge made the greatest
mistake of his life when he resigned his Commis-
sion into His Excellency’s hands. What is the
deduction we must draw from that statement?
T assume that when the leader of the Opposition
accepts a Commission from the Governor to form
an Administration he should be able to assure
the Governor that he has got sufficient support
to carry on. I think that is the first thing the
Governor should be told. Now, the hon. member
for Ipswich evidently contends that any hon.
member who hasa Commission to form a Govern-
ment should fling all that to the winds.

Mr. Bramr : Nothing of the sort.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That he
should not tell the Governor he has not enough
members behind him to carry on. I do net
want Lo put words into the hon. member’s mouth;
but I am drawing a fair deduclion, and the
deduction is, that the leader of the Opposition,
or whoever is commissioned to form a Govern-
ment, should cover np from the Governor whether
he has any possibility of carrying on.

Mr. Bratr : No, you are altogether wrong.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That he
should accept the Commission and then take the
opportunity of forming his Government——

Mr. Brair: You draw an absolutely wrong
deduction.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: To buy
support. 1 am not saying that the hon, member
used those words, but that is a fair deduction
from what the hon. gentleman stated,

Mr. Maxy: Yon are showing how badly the
hon. member for Townsville acted last year,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : Let me
give another aspect of the question. The hon.
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members supporting the Chief Secretary have
been condemned for accepting help from the
party supporting the hon. member for Towns-
ville, Mr. Philp. We have been condemned for
accepting help from them. The Socialist party
would not help to form a coalition ; they have
adopted a policy of not giving immunity to any
other party, of going on alone, of playing a lone
hand. Whether they are going to continue that
policy remains to be seen. That has been their
policy in the past. Whiist they have been say-
ing *no coalition” they want to dictate to the
Philp party and the Kidston party as to what
we should do. They are not satistied with adopt-
ing a policy of their own, but they say to hon.
members supporting the Chief Secretary, ““You
must not join hands with the members support-
ing the bon. member for Townsville ;”” and they
say to the supporters of the hon., member for
Townsville, *“ You must not do anything of the
sort either.” Why do hon. mewbers adopt this
dictatorial attitude ?

Mr. Harpaore: It is'going against the pledges
given to the electors.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : There is
no going against election pledges so long as our
platform is not deviated from. Let me ask mem-
bers of the Labour party whether they would object
to assistance from menbers who are willing to
go over and accept their platform ? They blame
us for accepting assistance from the Philp party,
while they themselves do not object to assist-
ance. If hon. members are prepared to accept
their platform, they would take them to their
arms at once. Why do hon. members condemn
us for doing a thing that they themselves would
be quite prepared to do? Members of the Philp
party came over and accepted our platform.
Why st ould we turn them away if they were
prepared to accept the balance of the Rockham-
ton p'atform? Then hen. members opposite
preach ‘‘measures, not men.” That is what the
Socialistic partyis continually preaching, ¢ mea-
sures, not men.” Now, if it is a question of
“measures, not men,” why shouid we refuse to
accept support from the hon. member for Towns-
ville?

Myr. Brair: There is no business in your
measures.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Hon,
members have been prophesying, of course, that
we have been conservatised—that we won’t bring
in the balance of the Rockhampton policy—and
to prove that, they start to stonewall this side of
the House. Last session there was only a couple
of months in which to do business, and yet look
at the time they took up last year, and the same
thing is happening this session,

An HonOURABLE MEMBER: You havs taken
up a good deal of time. )

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am the
first Minister who has spoken for some time, and
only two others have spoken. Hon., members
opposite say we are conservatised—that there is
no business in our measures. They have made
this ferecast, and they mean to prove it by stop-
ping us from doing business. I would remind
the hon. members opposite that the coalition
they are condemning—they are condemning us
now for coalescing with the Philp party—but in
1903 their party did not object to form a coali-
tion with some hon. members sitting as indepen-
dent members and some members who were
supporting the hon. member for Townsville.
If it was desirable to do it then, why do they
abject to it now ?

Mr. BownaN : We profit by past experience.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
memter has got wise. He knows very well that
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the result of the coalition that was formed in
1903 has been most beneficial to Queensland.
The hon. member cannot dispute that.

Honourable members interjecting,
The SPEAKER: Order, order !
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: During

this debate it was shown—I think the hon. mem-
ber for Woolloongabba gave an extract from
Hansard to show, or tried to show—that the
Labour party last year were willing to coalesce
with the Philp party. The hon. member read an
extract from Hansard which I will repeat, because
it will fit in with my argument.

Mr. Bowman : It was not true.

Mr. D. Hunter: I quoted from Hansard.

Mr. Bowsan: I don’s care if you quoted
from a dozen Hansards.

The SECRETARY ¥FOR MINES: In No-
vember, 1908, on the Address in Reply, when
the hon. member for Leichhardt was speaking,
Mr. Cowap interjected—

And then you tried to refuse Supply.

Mr. HARDACRE: Exactly.

Mr. Coway: And you tried to coalesce with the
Philp party.

Mr. IARDACRE: And what was the reason? We
had at the closing hours of the last session exactly the
same kiud of thing as we had to fight against during
the Morgan-Kidston Government, and for many years
of the Philp Government. They have the same system
in force in America., We had brought down two
syndicate railways,

The hon. member for Leichhardt, when he said,
¢ And what was the reason.”

Mr. Harpacre: That is incorrectly reported
in Hansard.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member repudiates it now—I never heard the
hon. member repudiate it before. I do not wish
to discuss the t+o syndicate railways. That is
the first proof I want to submit to the House—
thatthe Labour party, orsome of them, were quite
ready to coalesce with the supporters of the hon.
member for Townsville in order to turn out the
Premier, the hon. member for Rockhampton.

Mr. HaArDACRE: I absolutely deny it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If the
hon. member did not say it, he csriainly ought
to correct it.

Mr. Harpacre: I did not see it before the
other night.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I want
to strengthen my argument by giv-
ing an extract from the speech of
the hon. member for Gregory, who,
speaking on the same debate, said—

I sy that no sooner did the Prewier land in Australia

on his return from the old country than he said he had
done with the Tabour party. Of course, he knew we
were done with him.
Now that is the point T want to fasten on hon.
members. The Chief Secretary has been blamed
for leaving the Labour party, and yet here isa
statement from ths hon. member for Gregory that
the Labour party had done with the Chief Becre-
tary.

Mr., MULLAN : As a consequencs of having
done with us. (Government laughter.)

Mr. BowmaN: What did the Premier say
before he left for the old country ?  Just give us
a reminder of that.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am
assured by the Chief Secretary that there was
no arrangement whatever when he left for the
old country. (Labour laughter.) But the Chief
Secretary, I believe, recognised—I am not dis-
puting that—he recognised that the breach had
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come between the Labour party and the Kidston
party. That is not the point I am labouring.
The point I want to show is that the Labour
party had decided——

The PreEMIER : They also recognised that.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES : Yes, the

Labour party also recognised that a breach had
come between the two parties.

The PreviEr: They were rejoiced.
The SHCRETARY FOR MINES: If they

were rejoiced, as the Premier interjects, they
should not find any fault with the eoalition.
Here are a few words now from the speech made
by the Priemer in April, which will prove what
the Prewmier has just admitted—that he had done
with the Labour party and the Labour party
had done with him, Each party had come to
the conclusion that it had done with the other.
The Premier, in a short speech at the close of the
gession, said—

Now, this is not & personal matter at all. It may be
me, or it may be someene else, but it is desirable, in the
interests of Queensland, that the present unsatistactory
position of parties in the House should come tc an end
before the Ilouse meets again,

Mr. Lesiva @ It has come to an end.

The PREMIER : It really has come to an end.

It really has come to an end. (Opposition
laughter.) I have proved from the spzech of the
hon. member for Gregory, and the interjection of
the hon. member for (Mermont, that the working
together, as far as they did work t gether, had
come to an end. I want tomale it clear—not to
hon. members, becuse they know it—but to the
electors outside, who are being misled very often,
when it is pointed out by the newspapers, or the
Labour Prese, that it was the Chief Secretary
who deserted the Labour party.

Mr. Bowiyarn : You have not made it clear
that the Labour party wanted a coalition with
the Philp party.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I have
quoted from the speech of the hon. member for
Leichhardt.

Mr. HARDACRE : No; he denies it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I can
only quote it from Hansard. I wantto give a
short quotation now from a speech of the hon.
member for Barcoo. _

I am certain they would never have defeated him (if
he had come down with his Reckhampton policy) to pust
the Philp party in power.

Mr, KegRr : And the first plank of that was no
coalition.

OpposITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We have
heard that during this debate. After the hon.
member for Barcoo said that, Mr, Lesina again
interjected—I want hon. members to listen to
this point—

Mr. Lrsixa: T am not so sure about that.

Now, I bave proved by the hon. member for
Leichhardt’s admission——

Mr. HIARDACRE : No,

The SECRETARY F¥FOR MINES: That
they were ready to coalesce with the Philp party.
The hon. member for Clermont, by that inter-
jection, said that he was not so sure about that—
implying that they were quite prepared to
coalesce. I think 1 have proved as reasonably
as anyons can do

Mr. Bowmaxn: To your own satisfaction.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That
they were trying to coalesce with the Philp
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party. I don’t want to labour that; it is not
such an important point, but I thought I would
mention it. The Chief Secretary has been
blamed for forming this coalition, The Chief
Secretary recognised, I think, that he could no
longer depend upon the Labour party for sup-
port. That hon. members will admit, I have
told hon. members that I was not present in
the House when these semi-Government rail-
ways—I will not call them syndicate railways—
were Introduced, and I was nobt a witness of
what took place.

Mr, KRR interjected.
The SECRETARY FCR MINES: The hon.

member knows very well that I left to go away
to the old country. The hon. member knows
that I went on the morning before the troubles
occurred. I had left Brisbane then, so that T
was not a spectator or a participator, but I read
the debate after. I do not know whether it will
be in order for me to quote the language whick
the leader of the Opposition ased in reference to
the Premier, but I want to draw the attention
of members and the people outside to the facs
that when such language was used it was im-
possible for the two parties to work together.

Mr. Maxn : Look what the hon, member for
Nundah said about him,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon,
member for Barcoo, speaking on the Address in
Reply in the second session, said this—

I bad reasons why I could not work with the Philp
party, and I left the late Ministry in an honourable
manner,

The TrEasURER: Of your own accord.

Mr. Kerr : Yes, of my own accord.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES—

Mr. KERR: I left of my own accord. I did not
believe that the coulition was going to accomplish the
work that it was said it was going to accomyplish,

The hon. member was not dismissed from the
Ministry, evidently. Neither the hon. member
for Barcoo nor the hon. member for Brisbane
South was dismissed from the Ministry ; they
left of their own accord. At any rate, the hon.
member for Barcoo admits that, and it was
simply because those two hon. gentlemen left
the Ministry that there was a certain amount of
suspicion created in the public mind. People
began to think there was something particularly
bad or offensive about this coalition when these
two hon. gentlemen left the Ministry of their
own acenrd, They were not dismissed from the
Ministry by the so-called Conservative members.
But I would like to ask the hon. member for
Barcoo how he reconciles the fact of his having
accepted help from the Philp party previously
on the question of those railways—how did it
come that the hon. member began to be so
sensitive

Mr. Kerr and several other hon. members
interjecting,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It isan
effort for me to speak, because I have not a very
strong voice. 'When these interjections take
place, I have to raise my voice. I am asking
the hon. member for South Brisbane and the
hon. member for Barcoo how they reconcile
the fact that they were willing to help the Chief
Secretary pass those railways—so-called syndi-
cate railways—to apply the cloture, and to get
the help of the Philp party to doit? Why then
did the hon. members become so sensitive about
receiving help from the Philp party?

Mr. Manx: Why did you receive the Chair-
manship of Committees from them ? {Opposition.
laughter.)
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I will
deal with thatlateron. I want to say a word
or two later on about the vendetta of the Labour
party against myself.

Mr. Bowman : You were never worthy of the
position.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I want
to speak about the vendetta of the Labour party
against myself when I was nominated for the
Speakership and Chairman of Committees, and
T will deal with that later on.

Interjections from Opposition corner.

Mr. MurpPHY : It was the Premier who sacri-
ficed you.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: There are
a number of hon. members opposite interjecting,
and I cannot hear them. If I heard them, I
would reply to what they are saying.

The SPEAKER: Order! I hope the hon,
member {or Cairns and other hon. members who
are interjecting will realise that it is their duty
to refrain from making interjections. The
Standing Orders provide abundant opportunities
for any hon. member to express his sentiments
on any hon. member’s speech in the form of
another speech. (Hear, hear 1)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T ask
how the hon. members for Sonth Brisbane and
Barcoo reconcile their pasitions? Then we find
that hon. members made a point that they were
afraid that they would be conservatised. To
use the words of the hon. member for Cook in
speaking at Cooktown, they were afraid they
would be “engulfed in the waters of conserva-
tism.” Just fancy this party being conserva-
tised! We have a system of triennial elections
in Queensland—it has been an annual election
lately—and we have got one adult one vote, and
in a short time, even if this Parliament runs its
full course, we shall have to go to the country
again, so where is the conservatising going to be
done when we have got a frauchise like that we
have? To talk aboutbeing ““engulfed in the waters
of conservatism” is simply ridiculous, The Pre-
mier described the policy of the Opposition as
one of revenge, not reform, and I think there is
a certain amount of truth in that. I spoke a
moment ago about the vendetta which the Labour
parby took up against myself and other ex-mem-
bers of the Labonr party, I do them the justice
to say that it was not against me personally. I
believe it was not. There is no reply. I would
like to know from the leader of the Opposition
if that vendetta was against me personally or
agdainst the ex-Labour members sitting on’ this
side.

Mr., Bowxan: Against the ex-Labour mem-
bers generally.  One of our reasons was that you
were incapable of holding the position. You
r{ere weaker than any man I know for the posi-
ion.

The SEORETARY FOR MINES : The hon.
member says that I was not capable of holding
the position.

Mr. BownaN : You were as weak as water,
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I held that

position five years, but I am not going to say
anything about my own qualifications. All T
wanted to know was whether the vendetta was
against myself personally or against the ex-
Labour members generally. In 1907 I was pro-
posed for the position which you now fill so well,
Mr. Speaker — the Speakership of this As-
sembly. The Worker--the Labour party’s news-
paper—the socialist newspaper—the exponent of
the Labour party’s policy

Mr. Bowman: It suited your book once.
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: On the
day that the election of Speaker was to take
place the Worker came out with a strong leading
article denouncing me, and telling the members
of the Opposition what they should do. It said
that they must vote against me for that position,
and so they did.

The PreEmIER : Of course they did.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Chief Secretary says, ‘“ Of course they did.” I
am not suggesting that because the Worker said
that, that the Labour party did it; but it was
very significant, because, in the following year,
when I was again nominated for the position, the
Worker did exactly the same thing. It came
out with a leading article telling the Labour
party that they must not vote for me, and again
the Labour party refused to vote for me. In
1907 I thought it was a personal matter against
myself. I had not got behind the scenes then.

Mr, BowmaN : It is a wonder you did not as
you are a good burrower.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : In 1908
when 1 was defeated for the position, I noticed
that one or two other ex-Labour members were
also proposed and defeated. It was quite clear
then that the Labour party were not prepared to
acceps as Speaker or Chairman of Committees
any member who had been a member of the
Labour party. What kind of a party is this
which adopts apolicy of revenge against members
who were once members of that party, and who
left them in an honourable way ?

Mr, MuLLaN: It is not revenge, bubt retri-
bution.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : We never
went back on our party at any time, and I will
prove that right up to the hilt directly. What
kind of a party is this Socialist party that they
take np an attitude of that kind? Wehad never
gone back on the platform. Isa party with such
high ideals justified in proclaiming a vendetta
against ex-members of that party ? The leader
of the Labour party admitted just now that a
vendetta was aimed against every ex-member
of the Labour party. He has just admitted
it.  'What about the high ideals that they
profess when they descend to persecuting men
who once belonged to that body? I have
never made any complaint about the Labour
party until now, In 1907 the Philp party came
to the rescue and, voting with the Kidston
party, clected me Chairman of Committees. In
1908 the Philp party would not do that because
the leader of the Kidston party was so anxious
to work with these hon. gentlemen that the Philp
partysaid, * No, we will have nothing to do with
your men. If you had come to us first we would
have dealt with you, but you first went to your
friends, the socialists, to see if they would help
you.”

The PrEMIER: And I was anxious to work
with them until I got dead sick of it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : We could
not expect the Philp party to support me for the
position of Chairman of Committees. I never
found fault with the members of the Philp party
because they did not vote for me on that occa-
sion. People told me outside that it was mean
that the supporters of the hon. member for
Townsville did not support me when they got in
their own man as Speaker. I said, ““No; it was
not,” and I explained to them how the Premier
was trying to work with the Labour party
in connection with the appointment of the

Hon. G. Jackson.]
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Chairman of Committees, and T said, ¢ There is
no fault at all to be found with the Philp mem-
bers for refusing to support me.”

Mr. MurpHY : The Premier sacrificed you
rather than sacrifice himself,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : Either in
Parliament or out of it T have never previously
made any complaint because the Labour party
boycotted me. This is the first time that I
raised the question.

The PruEMIER: It was a very strange attitude
to take up on the part of the men with whom
you were once associated.

Mr. Bowwmax: It was stranger conduct on
your part as to whem you wanted in the chair,

The SPEAKER : Order, order !
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I did

propose to review the situation for some years
back, but I find T have taken up too much
time.

. Oprosrrion MEMBERS : Oh, no!
time! Goon.

The SEOCRETARY FOR MINES: I have
some distance to go yet.

Mr. Kerr: Tell us what the hon. member for
Townsville said about you on that occasion.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : On what

occasion ?
Mr. KERR : The oceasion of the Chairmanship.

The SPEAKER: Order! I hope the hon,
member will be allowed to make his speech
without these frequent interjections.

The SECRETARY ¥FOR MINES: Idon't
know what the hon. member for Barcoo is refer-
ring to, Mr. Speaker, but I know that after the
election of 1907 the Labour party took up a posi-
tion on the Opposition side of the House. That
did not look as if they were particularly anxious
to work with the Premier. And on the Premier
making a nomination for the Chairmanship of
Committees, they immediately nominated another
man. Whatever may be said about the appoint-
ment of Speaker, the Chairmanship of Commit-
tees is usnally regarded as a party question ; and
when the Premier proposes a member for the
position, and another party proposes somebody
else, that is equivalent to a vote of want of con-
fidence. That is what the members on the other
side did in 1907—they set their backs up against
the Premier.

Mr. MtrPHY : They worked with him a long
time after that,

The SECRETARY ¥OR MINES: T agree
that after the trouble in connection with the
election of Speaker and Chairman of Committees,
the Labour party gave support to the Govern-
ment in their legislation when it suited them ;
but when anything that did not suit them was
introduced, of course they opposed it. As the
hoo, member for Cook, I think, said on one
occasion, ““Itis all take and no give with the
Labour party.” When the Kidston party wanted
reforms, the Labour party said, *“Oh, no ! That
is not in our platform”; and they voted against
it. That is all right—the Labour party have a
right to do as they choose.

Mr. Bowman: That was the condition laid
down by me when we took our position on that
cross bench.

Several HoxOURABLE MEMBERS interjecting,

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Now let
me come to the immediate cause that separated
the two parties. I contend that after the elec-
tion of 1907 the Labour party had no occasion,
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unless they specially wished, tosit on the Opposi-
tion side, and they would have been consistent
if they had sat on the Government side. They
had no particular fault to find with the Rock-
hampton programme, which was u most demo-
cratic policy. But, notwithstanding the fact
that they did not object to any plank in that
policy, as far as I know, they took their seats
on the Opposition benches, and challenged the
Government immediately the Chairman of Com-
mittees was proposed. The trouble started
between the Labour party and the Kidston
party in 1905—the trouble hetween the demo-
cratic members of the Labour party and the
socialistic members of that party.

Mr. HARDACRE: It was long before that, It
was at the time of the official statement.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was
in the year 1905, when the convention was held,
at which the socialistic objective and the land
plank were altered. In 1905 the Labour Con-
vention was held ; and it was at that convention
that the trouble came between the radical mem-
bers and the socialistic members. The socialistic
party were in the ascendant, and they inserted
in the consvitution what is known as the
‘““socialistic objective.” That was the time the
breach came. The general election took place in
1904, when we went to the country together.
The policy of compromise or coalition or alli-
ance which they now condemn, proved most
beneficial in the past. If we go back to the .
1904 election, when the Labour party worked
with the Morgan party, when they had a joint
committee, when they showed the people of
Queensland that they were willing to work with
other members who did not have the same ideas
as they had—at that time the electors showed by
the return of thirty-four Labour members that
they endorsed the policy of compromise.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We were
elected in 1904 on the old Labour platform. The
convention was held in 1905, when the socialistic
objective was introduced into the Labour party
constitution, and the land plank was altered so
that no mere freeholds could be granted. We
protested ; and I appealed to the Premier and
the hon. member for South Brisbane, Mr. Airey,
who was then a Minister—I felt so strongly on
the question of the socialistic objective and the
alteration of the land plank—that it was going
to wreck the Labour party—that I made a
special effort to invite them to come to the con-
vention the next morning to speak against it.
The Premier is represented as a man who is
always pulling the wires. On that occasion I
saw the danger, and I appealed to those two
hon. gentlemen, believing that they had much
more persuasive power than I, and that they
would be able to put the case better. Mr.
MeDonnell was a member then, and a delegate
to the convention, and we both felt strongly that
it was going to wreck the ILabour party; so I
appealed to those Ministers to come to the con-
vention. They came, but it was of no avail,
The convention was controlled by the socialistic
members there, and all the talk was in vain.
But what I forecasted came true, because it
divided the party. "The members in the House
in 1905 were elected on the 1904 platform ; and
the fact that the convention introduced this
objective did not have any effect cn the members
elected on the old platform ; so we worked along
under the old platform until 1907, and the
Labour party were sitting on this side. Be-
tween 1905 and 1907 we appealed for another
convention. We have been charged continu-
ally with a desire to wreck the Labour party.
I want to show that that is untrue, and I



Address in Reply.

am proving it absolutely, because, if we had
wanted to break up the Labour
[9.30 p.m.] party, would we have taken up the
attitude we did in appealing for a
fresh convention to reconsider the points of dif-
ference? Up to the very last moment before the
general election in 1907, on the expiration of the
term of Parliament, no effort was made on the
part of Kids onians to form organisations. That
is to say, the members of the party who did not
agree with the socialistic objective madeno effort
to form organisations throughout the country.
We still relied on the convention that we knew
was going to be held in the beginning of 1907
rescinding the objective.

Mr. Murpuy : It was the land question you
were most concerned about.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was
not altogether the land question, although it had
something to do with it, as I shall show later on.
The objective was the serious matter to me, any-
way, because I never in any way advocated it, or
stated that I believed in the theory of the
nationalisation of all the means of production,
distribution, and exchange. As a matter of fact,
I had spoken agaltnst it in this House and else-
where, and can quote from my previous
speeches showing that 1 had always been against
accepting an cobjective of that kind.

Mr. Bowmax: You favoured the Federal
objective.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Yes, I
had no objection to the Federal objective.

 Mr. Bowsmaw : I would like you to define the
difference between the two.

The SECRETARY ¥OR MINES: One hon.
member on the other side attempted to show that
they were identically the same in meaning, but
if hon. members will wait awhile, T will knock
the stuffing out of that argument very easily. I
was showing that up till the eve of the general
elections in 1907 ex-Labour members were anxious
to work with the Labr party, if it were pos-
sible to do so, and we refused to form organisa-
tions. We took no steps at all before the Rock-
hampton convention was held.

The PreEMIER: Believing that the breach
weould still be healed.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Yes,
believing that the breach would still be healed.
I suppose that even after my speech hon. mem-
bers on the other side will get up and try to
show that the Premier and myself are traitors
and renegades, and that we have always been
trying to burst up the Labour party. But les
them offer some proofs in support of their state-
ments, I am giving facts to show that we
actually took no steps in 1907 until the general
election was on us, hoping that the Labour party
:g'ould come to their senses and drop the objec-

ive.

Mr. Bowman: You have not said anything
about the official statement yet.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No, but I
have it here.

Mr. Cowap: The party believe in it yet.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : I have it
here, but I do not know what the hon. member
wants me to prove from it, I can prove from it
that the larger number of the members of the
Independent Opposition—that is, the hon. mem-
ber for Brisbane South, the hon, member for
Barcoo, and a large number of other hon. mem-
bers—left the Latour party for the very same
reason that welefs it. I have only to quote them,
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as a matter of fact, to prove my case, because
those hon. members agreed with the statement
we published appealing for a fresh convention.

Mr, MurpHY : The majority of them agreed
with 1t.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I thank
the hon. member. The hon. member for Croydon
points out that the majority of the party agreed
to that statement, but they went back on us.
They ‘““ratted” on us, asa matter of fact, I
suppose they went back on thestatement because
they got scared of the organisations, They saw
the organisations were not going to supporé
them. Now we have a right to complain about
the members of the Labour party going back on
what they had agreed to in that published
statement.

Mr., Bowyan: It was you who published it.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The hon.

member wanted to know about the statement,
and he has got to know a little more than he
wanted. The whole of the Labour party pub-
lished the statement. It was signed by the
chairman and the secretary.

Mr. Cowar: Aund carried by a majority.
Mr. HarRDACRE : Where is that majority now?
Mr. Cowar: Here.

The SPEAKER : Order, order!
The SECRETARY FOR MINES : I propoze

to omit a good deal of what I wished to say, as I
do not want to take up too much time. But I
do intend to deal somewhat fully with the atti-
tude taken up in 1907 by the Premier when he
sent that letter to the leader of the Opposition
asking the Labour party to stand behind our
party in the tight with the Legislative Council.
I propose to show that the Labour party were
not able to respoud to the Premier’s invitation
to work with us. I know what the excuse is
that has been made by hon. members opposite.
They say that the Premier knew, when he sent
the letter inviting their co-operation when the
crisis came, that the Labour party could not
agree to coalesce with regard to going to the
country.

Mr. BowMmax:
immunity.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was
not altogether a question of immunity, T inter-
jected, when some member on the other side was
speaking the other night, that it was a poor party
that could not make sume terms with another
party. I didnot mean, when Ispoke ofa *‘ poor
party” to use she words in any offensive sense;
but I do think that a party should be able to
make some terms with another party if they are
fighting against & common enemy. I know all
about the consent of the Central Political Kxecu-
tive. I know that they arrange the elections.
Put this is the point T wish to make: When the
crisis arose, after the Premier said in the House
that he would giveimimunity to Labour members
—that he would not endorse any man against a
member of the Labour party—the leader of the
Opposition got up, and on one or two occasions,
while he did not say distinctly that he wounld
give immunity to member: of the Kidston party,
he said that the parties would go to the country
working together in a friendly way.

Mr. BowMan: What I said was that we as a
party might run individual members, but where
a Kidston candidate was running against a Philp
candidate, we would advise our supporters to
vote for the Kidston candidate,

Mr. D. Huxter: Did you do it

Mr. Bowyan: Yes, I did.

Hon. 6. Jackson.]
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The hou.
member said nothing about individual members,
On 12¢h November, 1907, the hon. member said—

‘When there is a question such as that brought before
the House by the Government, and when the Govern-
ment are prepared to resign in reference to the question
of getting their legislation passed in another Chamber
—which is the will of the people as expressed by a
majority of the representatives in this House——then I
can say with safety this afternoon that the Labour
party are behind the Government in this matter.

Then the hon., member said a little further on—

8o far as the fight in connection with this Legislative
Council is concerned, I stated yesterday that this party
is prepared to support, either in this House or in the
country, as warmly as we can the action that has been
taken by the leader of the Opposition.

In another place he said—-

Reference has been made to the differences that have
existed between the two parties sitting on this side of
the House. While we will go as independent parties to
the country—-o

Mr. Bowmax: Hear, hear !
The SECRETARY FOR MINES:

I can sav this: that the personal spleen that was
poured into the Kidstonians by the Labour party and
wvice versu—I believe that whatever differences have
existed in the past, the parties at the present time are
determined, whatever happens, that the Philp Govern-
ment, at any rate, will never occupy that position after
the elections.

The hon. member in speaking as he did led this
House and the country to believe that there
would be none of that personal bitterness against
members of this party which had characterised
previous contests, and that, generally, while
going to the country as an independent party,
they would work with our party. That was not
done. I was opposed as bitterly as it was pos-
sible for hon, members opposite to oppose me,
and other members of the party were oppused in
a similar manner.

Mr. HARDACRE: And the Premier tried hard
to get a candidate against me.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Premier never endorsed any candidate against a
member of the Labour party. What is the
Labour party’s policy ? Itis to get progressive
members to work with them in the House, and
then to try to appropriate their seats at election
time. That has been their policy. That is also
the policy of the Federal Labour party. That is
why the fusion of parties has taken place in the
Federal Parliament—be cause the Federal Labour
party were trying to get the support of the
members of the Deakin party in the House for
what they called progressive measures, and then,
when it came to an election, they endeavoured
to appropriate the seats of Deakin members.
That is exactly what the Labour party are doing
here. The bhon. member for Ipswich, Mr.
Maughan, shakes his head, but it is an absolute
fact that the Labour party tried to appropriate
our seats. I do not know whether the Labour
party are going to continue that policy with their
new-found friends.

Mr. MurpHY : That is our trouble ; not yours.
(Laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member admits that there iz going to be trouble,
then! T imagine it will be a trouble, and it will
be most interesting to find out whether the
Labour party continue their policy of nen-
immunity, The hon, memter for Ipswich, Mr,
Blair, has probibly good reason to speak well of
the party, and so probably has the hon. member
for Brisbane South, Mr. Airey, since both those
hon. members managed somehow to keep all
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Labour competitors out of the field in their
electorates, and to pull together with the Labour
party.

Mr. Braig: What are you worrying about ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am not
worrying about the matter. I am simply show-
ing what is the policy which the Labour party
have. pursued in regard to the question of im-
munity at election times to those members who
have worked with them in the House. This
reminds me that the leader of the Opposition
stated somewhere the other day that he hoped
the hon. member for Brisbane South, Mr, Hux-
ham, would come back with a mate to this House.
That seems to indicate that the party are not
going to give immunity from opposition to mem-
bers of the Independent Opposition, s7 that the
position is looking serious for the Independent
Opposition. Fault is found with the Premier
because he wants to have a solid party behind
hiin. The Premier announced at Rockhampton
that he wanted to have a solid party behind him
to carry his policy through the House. The
leader of the Opposition wants to have a solid
party behind him, and is it not a very natural
thing for the Premier, after having worked for
one or two years with the Labour party,
and having found that he was not able to
get a solid party behind him to carry out his
policy, is it not natural, I say, that he should
form an alliance with some other party who are
willing to support him in getting his platform
placed on the statute-book ? That is exactly the
position. In the first session of 1908, as soon as
we got back, and the hon, member for Towns-
ville had resigned, and the difficulties with
regard to the Speakership and Chairman of
Committees had been got over, the Premier
went on to carry out the policy which he had
previously failed to carry out owing to the ob-
struction of the Legislative Council. And in
that first session we passed the Wages Boards
Act, the Old-age Pensions Act, the Factories
and Shops Act.

Mr. Brair: Who are “we”?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member was one, I think.

Mr. Bram: Exactly; and members of the
Labour party assisted.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I do not
dispute that; I have never disputed that the
Labour party assisted to carry those measures,
I do not mind including members of the Labour
party in the ‘‘we,” if they are anxious to be
included. We passed the Wages Boards Act,
the Old-age Pensions Act, the Factories and
Shops Act, the Act abolishing the two-thirds
majority required to amend the Constitution Act,
and the Referendum Act. Those measures were
passed.

Mr. RYLAND : By us.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I give

hon. members opposite credit for their share in
the work. Then the so-called “syndicate rail-
ways ” were introduced. Whether the question
of semi-Government railways was included in
the Rockhampton policy ur not I am not going to
discuass.

The TREASURER : It is.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Well,
whether it was or not does not affect the ques-
tion.

A Lasour MeMBER : Don’t you know whether
it was or not ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
supporters of the Premier, the Kidstonites,
surely had a right to get something! We had



Address in Reply.

passed legislation that the Labour party wanted ;
but when it came to a question of putting through
a couple of railways that were for the benefit of
Queensland, the Labour party cpposed the
Government. Iguarantee that, if those railways
had been submitted to the electors of Queens-
land, they would have been approved by an
overwhelming majority. But when it came to
a question of getting something which the
Government desired for the benefit of Queens-
land, what was the attitude of the Labour
party ?

Mr. Bratr : You didn’s vote for the railways
yourself,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I wish
the hon. member would refrain from making in-
terjections of that character. I would reply to
them if there was time, but there is not. Itis
now nearly 10 o’clock, and I have still an im-
portant matter to deal with, Coming back to
the two railways which were introduced last
year, I again ask what was the attitude of

the Opposition with regard to them? They say
they had to oppose those railways. I know

there is a plank in their platform opposed to the
private ownership of railways, but that is not a
sufficient reason for their opposition to those
two railways. It dces not matter what pro-
posal of that kind was submitted by the
Government to the House; it does not matter
how favourable the terms were in connection
with a railway of that character, the Labour
party, true to their platform, as, T suppose, they
would say, would have voted against it. No
matter how liberal the agreement might have
been they would have voted agaiunst the proposal.
That is an absolute fact. I am not quarrelling
with the Labour party for voting against the
Albert River Railway and the Burketown Rail-
way; but I would point out that in 190€¢ they
had the same plank in their platform, and they
did not then stonewall the Ftheridge Railway as
they stonewalled the two railways I have
mentioned.

Mr. Bowyax : We voted agaiust them.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member says they voted agaiust them, If they
had satisficd themselves by voting agaiust those
two railways last year there might not have been
any split—there mizht not have been any
trouble, but they were not satisfied with
voting against them. I have said we would not
have found any fault with them tor voting
against those railways, but they organised a
stonewall. In caucus they agreed

Mr., Bowsax: Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY ¥ORMINES: Theleader
of the Opposition admits it. They agreed to
stonewall those railways.

Mr. BowMaN : Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : Why did
they, in 1908, agree to stonewall those two rail-
ways, when in 1906 —when the ¥theridge Rail-
way Bill was introduced—which was, in my
opinion, not nearly as much a Government ratl-
way as these two, because the two railways
introduced in 1908 are built by the Commissioner,
and run by the Commissioner, whereas the
Ttheridge railway was built by a private con-
tractor—they satisfied themselves by simply
making one or two speeches and voting against
it. They took up prsctically no time af all
What I want to point out is the inconsistency of
the Labour party.

Mr. HARDACRE : We opposed the Bill strongly
in 1906.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I said
that T would show that the Labour party were
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not true to their platform ; that when it suited
them they let their planks go overboard., I am
going to prove that now. One of the planks of
the Labour platform is ““ No freehold.” We have
heard that from hon. members themselves,

LaBoUr MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They
adopted that plank in 1905. Previous to that
they had a plank which read “No Crown land
sales,”

Mr. Lusixa: That is the first plank in the
New Zealand Labour party’s platform,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That
plank only referred to the sales of Crown lands,
not to selection.  That plank was put in mainly
at the suggestion of the Western members, who
objected to the sale of large areas of the
Western country. In 1905 they made that
plank more drastic. They adopted the prin-
ciple of no freeholds at all, not even for the
selector. Seeing that that plank is one of the
most important in their platform, what I want
to know js: Why in April of last year they
allowed a Bill that was introduced by yourself,
Sir—a Land Act Amwendment Bill—I want to
know how it was the Laboar party sunk their
principles in connection with this most vital
part of their platform, when you introduced a
clause in that Bill providingfor free homesteads?
How is it the hon. members allowed their plat-
form to go overbourd when it suited them ?

Mr. Harnacre: You are only twisting.
The PreMIER : Tt i3 freehold just the same,
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T am

referring to the Act that was introduced last
session, providing for free homesteads ; and hon.
members on the other side allowed that Act to
go through without even calling for a division on
it, I will tell the House and the country why.
Because they recognised that it would not be a
popular thing to attempt to block free home-
steads. I will read what the leader of the
Opposition said when this clause was in Com-
nmittee last year, and the Labour party’s plank
of ““no freehold” was adopted in 1903,

Mr, MaAvuGHAN AND LABOUR MEMBERS : There
is no such plank as ‘“ no freeholds.”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: What, no
freeholds?

Lapouvr MEuBERS: No, and you know it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am
simply astounded at what the bon. members say
—that there is no such plank. Here is the plank
dealing with the matter—

Immediate stoppage of all further sales of Crown

lands (fixity of tenure). Leasehold only, with periodic
reappraisements of rent,
That is the plank in their platform. Last year
there was a clause in the Land Act Amendment
Act providing for free howesteads, and this is
what the leader of the Opposition-—the leader of
the Labour party—said—

As leader of the Labour party he desired to enter the

protest of the party against land being alienuted at gll.
One of the prineciples they advocated was that leasehold
should supersede freehold, because they believed that
in every country freeholds had led to the curse of
landlordism.
e made his protest. He said that one of the
principles advocated by the Labour party was
that leasehold should supersede freehold, because
they believed that in every country freehold had
led to the curse of landlordism. Hon, members
on this side do not believe in landlordism either.
The hon, member goes on—

If they supported that clause, they would be doing
something contrary to their platform. Speaking on

Hon. G. Jackson.]
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behalf of the party, he desired tosay they could not sup-
port any measure which involved the alicnation of land.
They ¢-uld not support any mweasure which in-
volved the alienation of land—

They did not propose to take up any time in discussing
the guestion.

A question of the most vital importance to them
—the main plank of the Labour party’s plat-
form,

The PreMIer : They stonewalled the two rail-
ways.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Yes, they
stonewalled the two railways which were more
Government railways than private railways,
But on this cecasion they did not want to take
up any time.

Mr. HARDACRE : One is a small thing and the
other is a big thing.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.
member further said—

They intended to vote against the clause because it
involved a principle they did not believe in.

Look at the records of Hansard and see if they
voted egainst it.  They did not even call for a
division. They were not game to call for a
division, because they knew it would be unpopu-
lar to prevent a selector getting a freehold.
will deal a little further with the land question,
It has been contended, and may be contended
again during this debate, that, really, there was
no change in the plank 1 have just referred to.
In fact, Mr. Mat Reid, who was president of the
Central Political Executive, and tock a very
prominent part at the Labour convention in
1907, referred to fault-finders—those who found
fault-with the alterations wade in the land plank,
He contended that the land plank was the same
now as it had always been.

Mr. HarpACRE: The same, only a little more
emphatie.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Let me
try and prove to the hon. member that it is not
the same. Mr. Reid, at the convention in 1907,
in his address said—

Our methods and platform are no more extreme than
when we took those backsliders into our ranks. If
anything, it1s 1ailder owing to the conservative reac-
tionary influence they always exerted upon the move-
ment.

Bvidently we were considered reactionaries and
conservatives even in those days, before we
joined the Philp party.

LaBour MeEMBERS : Hear, hear!
The SECRETARY TFOR MINES: DMr,

Reid goes on—

Why this ery of extremism? Because Labour will
not agree to the alienation of the people’s land, and
these fault-finders have becn signing onr platform con-
taining that plank for years.

Mr. HanrpDACRE : Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The hon.
member enderses that : T shall take up a little
more time to knock that argument out. I am
going to show, by one or two quotations from
speeches of Labour members—:till  Labour
members—that that plank of the Labour party’s
platform was not aimed against the selector
wetting a freehold.

Mr. HARDACRE : Not until it was allered,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Oh! That
is only trimming. I am going to show this by
one or two extracts. I havean extract here from

the speech made by the hon. mem-

[10 p.m.] ber for Leichhardt on the Special

Sales of Land Bill in 190}, I may
explain that we were working under the old
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platform in 1901, It was only in 1905 that the
plank was made more drastic.  On that occasion
the hon, member for Leichhardt said—

The money realised by the sale of land will really be
realised from the sale of our assets—our capital—and
therefore stould not be put to revenue.

That was quite a legitimate contention. In facs,
the Premier adopted that principle—that money
derived from the sale of lands should not be
placed to revenue, but be put to a special fund.
Then the hon. member goes on—

hut shouid go to a special fund.

The hon. member was quite right in arguing that
way—

It is a part of our national assets. What kind of

financing is it that would propose to sell our assets,
and put the proceeds into current revenue! It is the
kind of financing that _a reckless spendthrift would
induige in.
The hon. member was not finding fault with the
principle of alienating in fee-simple; he only
dealt with the principle that was adopted of sell-
ing land and placing the proceeds to revenue
account. IL.et me now give a short extract from
a speech delivered in 1904 by the hon. member
for Clermont. He said (see page 1121 of Han-
sard)-—

The late Mr. W, II. Browne, the then leader of the
Opposition, and since a member of the present Cabinet,
sald he was 1 favour of seiling land Lo pay off the
public debt, but not for ordinary revenue purposes.
Now, hon. members wiil see my point. The
Hon. W. H. Browne, who was then a Minister,
said that he was in favour of selling land to pay
off the public debt. Is it likely if the plank as
it now stands in the Labour party’s platform
had been in the platform then, that Mr. Browne
would have made a statement like that ?

Mr. J. M. Hunter: Ave you defending the
Government or accusing the Opposition ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Here is
another extract—it may be s bit wearying, but I
want to give evidence; I am not satisfied with
having one member to prove my case, I am
quoting two or three. I have quoted the hon.
member for Clermont, and now I will yuote the
hon. member for Gregory.

Mr. HarbaAcgE: You have only half quoted
me.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was
on the same debate on the Land Bill, page 115
of Hansard. The hon. member for Gregory
said—

A man who takes up an agricultural farm can buy
the freehold on the time-payment cm extending
over twenty years, and town allotments are continually
being put up for sale. To that we do not object.

He was speaking as a Labour man on the old
platform. Hov. members opposite will find it
somewhat difficult to get away from that—

But what T and the party I belong to object to is the

system carried on in the past of selling land out West
in large areas,
Now, that is the position. I think hon. members
will find it somewhat difficult to dispose of what
T have said. But coming back to what Mr.
Reid said at that ¢onvention of 1907 in connec-
tinn with the plank *“ no more freeholds.” Why,
Mr. Reid himself admisted that no party could
carry the people of Queensland with them in a
policy of that sort.  Mr. Reid said—

Public opinion may favour a freehold system—

I think some hon, members on the vther side get
a freehold for themselves if they can. (Hear,
hear!) I am glad to hear hon. members acknow-
ledge that—

and no Government could keep office who would
refuse a freehold.

That was the opinion of Mr. Reid, who is now
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the president of the Central Political Executive,
I think the prospects of the socialistic party, if
an election comes, carrying the people of Queens-
land with them on these two points — the
socialis‘ic objective and that land plank, ‘““no
freehold for s-lector, no freehold for anybody ”
—T1 think their chances of getting into power are
very remote indeed. Now, I want to make a
few remarks about the objective. 1 have no
fault to find with that,

Lasotr MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! and laughter,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: A poli-
tical party should be judged not only by its
actual platform, but it must be judged by its
aims and obj-cts. I propose to briefly inform
hon. members on the other side, who want edu-
cating probibly, as to what is the objective of
the People’s Progressive League.

Mr, MvurrHY: Their objective is £1,000 a
year. (Laughter.)

The SPEAKER: Order! I should like to
point out to_the Minister that this is a debate
on an amendment to the Address in Reply, I
have given a great deil of latitude to the Secre-
tary for Mines.

OPPOSITION
laughter.

The SPEAKER: I think that not many
people listening to his speech would have realised
the question before the House is a vote of want
of confidence.

OPPOSITION
laughter.

The SPEAKER : The hon. gentleman should
say something in regard to the question before
the House. (Oppasition laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : I think
you, Sir, will recognise that really the want of
confidence motion is based on the fact that a
coalition has been formed between what is called
the Kidstonian party and the Philp party, and it
was necessary to justify how that coalition was
brought about. I have been doing that by
showing the change made in the platform or the
policy of members on the opposite side—that it
was owing to that change having been made that
really forced the Kidstonian party to accept the
help of what is known as the Philp party.

Mr. BowsaN : Which made it possible for you
to get your position?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That is

_ the argument I have been using during this de-

bate. S:eing that the objﬂune of the Opposi-

tion has been quoted and discussed, I think it

would be quite legitimate for me to show the ob-

jective of the party that I belong to now. It
reads as follows :—

The objects of the Progressive League are—

To promote the progress and prosperity of the people,

To secure and maintain sutisfactory relations between
the Commonwealth and the State.

To preserve the individual and collective rights and
liberties of all citizens, and to promote improvement
in the svcial, industrisl, and material conditions of the
people.

To advance the principles of progressive democracy,
and genera'ly Lo secure such reforms as are necessary
in the interests of the whole community.

To secure the registration of all persons entitled to
vote at pariiamentary clections.

To select or assist in the sclection of suitable candi-
dates for election as members of the Federal and State
Parliaments.

MegmBERS : Hear, hear! and

MEMBERS : Hear, hear! and

That is the objective of our party, The objective
of the Liabour party has been menticned by hon.
members opposite as the nationalisation of all
means of production, distribution, and exchange,
That is not disputed.

Mr. HArRDACRE ; Yes, it is,
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The hon.
member for Charters Towers, Mr. Mullan, speak-
ing about the Labour objective, tried to show
that the Premier had gone back on the belief
that he once entertained in connection with this
question of socialism. I want to say to the
House, and to whoever reads my speech, that
the hon. member for Charters Towers, Mr,
Moullan, misled the House. The hon. member
referred to the pronunciamento of the Australian
Labour Federation in 1890, but the Premier was
not present ak that convenrion at all. The hon.
member said that the Premier was there, but he
was not, and he had no more to do with that
platform than I had.

Mr. Bowman: He was at the first political
conventiun after that. I just want to put you
right.

Mr. BARBER : He was present at the 1892 con-
vention.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The Pre-
mier was uot present at the convention whenthe
pronunciamento was adopted.  But at the con-
vention of 1892 the Premier was there as a dele-
gate, and a platform was framed. I will not
read ou$ the platform, but you can see it in the
Courier of 1892, It was published just at that
time. That platform was adopted by the Labour
party when they went to the country in 1893—
the following year. I was a candidate at the
1893 election, and was returned to this House. I
forget whether T signed the platform on that occa-
sion or not. I know that I was opposed by the
Worker. The Labour movement was in a rudi-
mentary condition then, and they did not know
much about North Queensland in Brisbane, I
do not think I signed the platform on that occa-
sion, as I was opposed by the Worker, and they
wrote an article against me, although the Labour
people of Kennedy chose me as their’ candidate.
My point is that the Labour party’s platform,
adopted in 1892 and used at the election of 1893,
was not a socialistic platform. It had no
reference whatever to socialism in it. But the
pronunciamento of the Australian Labour
Federation, which was adopted two years before,
was socialistie,

Mr. Murrnax : The platform adopted by the
Australian Labour ¥ederation was adopted ab
the 1892 convention, and it was included in the
fighting platform in 1893,

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
junior member for Charters Towers says that

the Australian Labour Federation platform
was included in the 1893 platform, but he is
wrong,

Mr. MuLnaN: I can prove if.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I would
like to have some proof of it. The platform of
1843 did not include a land tax or an income
tax.

Mr, Lusina : Those were oversights, (Laugh-
ter.)

Mr. HarpacRE : Yes, they did.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: And they
said nothing whatever ahout an objective. There
was_no socialistic objective in connection with
the 1893 fighting platform in any shape or form.

The PreyiEr: There was no objective in the
platform till 1905. ’

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: As the
Premier reminds me, there was no objective in
connection with the Labonr party’s platferm
until 1905. T had been a member of the Labour
party since 1893, and I know that there was no
objective till it was adopted at the 1905 conven-
tion. Then, in 1907, the party divided. Mem-~
bers had to make up ‘their minds one way or the

Hon. G.Jackson.)
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other. Some went with the Socialistic party and
accepted the objective and platform. Other
members, who could not accept it, went the
other way, and they followed the hon. member
for Roeckhimpton and his democratic policy.

Mr. MUxPHY : Yes, a democratic party.

Mr. J. M. HusteEr: You must be guilty to
make such a defence about it.

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

Mr. MorpHY : Will you explain why the
Premier burst up that democratic party ?

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

Mr. MuvrpHY: I beg your pardon, Mr.
Speaker,

The SPEAKER: T hope the hon. member for
Croydon will not disobey my call to order. I
cannot conceive of any member of Parliament
with any decency, or respect for parliamentary
procedure, disobeying my call to order in that
way.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Premier did not burst up any party. The
Premier was only too anxious to consolidate the
two parties so as to work together. The hon,
the senior member for Gympie, who now laughs,
was the most anxious of any member to leave
out the socialistic objective ; but when he found
there was going to be trouble with his organisa-
tion, he swallowed the objective and platform.

Mr, MULCAHY : Quite untrue.
Mr. Cowapr: And signed it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I will
just make one or two remarks in conclusion, Mr.
Frederic Harrison, in a lecture on Republic-
anism and Democracy, at New York, said :—

Try the effect of a right moral edneation in the world
before you seek to pull things to pieces by legal and
practical revolutions.

Then again, Mr. Harrison said, speaking on
national and social problems—

Society can onlv he regenerated hy sound religion,
true morality, right education, wise institutions, and
good government. And industry can only be re-
generated by regenerating society.

This, «ll wise and good peopls are continually striving

for, and only as human nature changes and man be-
comes more intelligent and altruistic can society
advance.
I could touch on that question at greater length,
but I have taken up so much time by explaining
the reasons of the coalition and the trouble with
the Labour party that I will not go turther into
that. I havedealtwith whatis, perhaps, ancient
history, but it was necessary for me to put it be-
fore the electors of Queensland and before my
own constituents,

Interjections from the Labour members.

A Lasour MEMBER: Stonewalling.

Mr. Murran : It is a deliberate stonewall.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am not
stonewalling. T shall be done in two or three
minutes. Hon. members opposite have not dealt
with me fairly. They have submitted me to a
continuous fire of interjections, and they have
not treated me as I have treated them.

The PrEMIER : That is to show an example to
their supporters outside.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That is
what some of their supporters have been doing
at the meetings at which the Premier spoke.
Hon. members on this side never interrupt hon.
members on the other side.

Mr. MITCHELL interjected.
The SPEAKER : Order! The hon. member

complains aboutinterjec'ions from hon. members;
but I must confess that he distinctly encouraged

[Hon G. Jacksom.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply.

those interjections himself, He was more respon-
sible for them than any one by the way he replied
to them.

OPPOSITION
laughter.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I know
something about the rules and practice of this
House, and I know it would be unbecoming of
me to reflect on you, Mr. Speaker. I recollect
that on several occasions you called hon, mem-
bers to order for making interjections. You
say that I encouraged hon. members in their
interjections, I certainly did reply to one or
two interjections that were upropos to the sub-
ject that I was dealing with, but there is no one
in this House dislikes interjections more than I
do. They tend to put me off my argument,
and I do not like them. If we have an election
soon, and the electors of Queensland, who fairly
understand the position, and understand the
difference between the aims and objects of the
Socialist 'party and the aims and objects of this
party, T have not the slightest doubt as to what
the result will be.

GovERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !
Mr. Lesina ¢ Well, what will the result be ?
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon.

member’s party will be obliterated except in the
West and some parts of the North; and if a
Redistribution Bill—-

OrpposiTioN MEMBERS : Oh, ah ! and laughter.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Hon.
members should not object to vne vote one value,
considering that annual DParliaments and one
vote one value were in their platform fifteen or
sixteen years ago. DBut T am getting away from
what I wished to say. I have no fear of the
result of an election. The hon. member for
Clermont, in his nice scoffing way, pointed out
yesterday that the hon. mewmber for Kennedy ran
a chance of losing his seat if an election were to
take place. He knows very well that I have
been returned by the Kennedy electrs at the
last two or three elections when opposed by the
Socialistic party and the Philp party, and that if
I had not been oppcsed by the Socialistic party
I would probably have got their votes againstthe
Philp candidate. I have hada greater proportion
of maj rities than any othermemberin this House,
and 1 feel satisfied that the electors of Kennedy
will return me when the next election comes, 1f
T stand—and I suppose I shall—with a larger
majority than ever, If the bon, member is only
as safe for Clermont as T am for Kennedy he will
be all right., I have no fear as to the result
when the people of Queensland recognise that on
one side there is a Socialistic party that aims at
blocking all private enterprise. They cannot be
true to their socialistic objectiveand at the same
time encourage private enterprise. I say that
without any doubt whatever as to its truth, be-
cause to eucourage private enterprise is to go
in direct opposition to the objective which aims
at the nationalisation of all industries.

OprosiTiON MEMBERS : No, no!
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They say

the trend of society is towards nationalisation.
OprosiTioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Thatis
not true, and they cannot prove i, because the
facts are the other way. 1 say that private
enterprise is increasing in a greater ratio than
State enterprise. Lok at Australia! They
quote the railways and telegraph lines as in-
stances of State enterprise and socialism, but in
connection with those undertakings there is a
national debt of mare than £200,000,000. And

MrMBERS : Hear, hear! and
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even supposing we did not owe that money—
that these railways and telegraph lines were
not in pawn to people on the other side of the
world—I challenge hon. members to prove that
State enterprise is increasing in a greater ratio
than private enterprise.  They pI‘OfE‘aS that
they are in favour of close settlement but
every man settled on the land is an opponent
of their policy.

OprosrrioN MeEMBERS: No, no!

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Because
hon. members, to be true to their platform,
cannot allow a single individual to own his
own frehold. Look at what private enterprise
is doing! Clearing forests, settling people on
the land. and establishing industries. And
was not the Federal tariff passed in order that
industries might be established in Australia?
And is not that private enterprise? Not long
ago, I remember sceing an article relating to
the great negro problem in the United States
of America—one of the biggest problems they
have to face in that country. The writer of
the article pointed out that fifteen vears ago
their property was valued at £64,000,000, and
now It is worth £500,000,000. That shows how
private property.is increasing, cven amongst
the necgroes of the United States. And the
same thing is taking place in Australia. Hon.
members cannot shut their eyes to the fact
that private enterprise is increasing by leaps
and kounds.

Mr. Lesixa: That’s what makes the Labour
rarty.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I don’t
agree that that should make the Labour party.
Where is the Labour party? What do they
believe in? As soon as I nail them down to
one thing, they say they don’t believe in it.
1 say their theory is wrong in regard to
socialism, and their facts are wrong. They
dannot prove that State enterprise is increasing
at a greater rate than private enterprise.

Mr. LesINA: We don’t say that.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I thought
that was one of their contentions. They often
get up and say, ‘‘ Look how State soclalism is
progressing ! T say, in conclusion, that T have
proved their theory to be a fallacy and their
facts to be all wrong.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. ALLEN (Bulloo): I beg to move the
adjournment of the debate,

Question put and passed.

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

The House adjourned at twenty-eight minutes
past 10 o’clock.
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