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\VED~ESDAY, 21 JuLY, 1903 

The SPEAKER (Hon. ,J. I'. Bell, Da/Uy) took 
the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

ADDRESS IN REI'L Y. 
WANT OF CONFIDENCE MCTION-RESl:MPTION 

OF DEBATE. 
Mr. JONES (Burneti) said : When 

jourmnent of the House was moved last 
by the Premier, he intimated tu 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 anxiou~ 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 wa.s 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. 

Th,e'. SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Vel!, let 
us get to it. 

ThB TREASURER: Give us a chance, and we 
will very soon show you. 

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

The PREMIER: 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 hen. gentleman contri­
biuted a speech of three hours' duration to 
this deba.te, which speech is circulating· 
throughout the State--

Ivlr. JVluRPHY: At the country's expense. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No. 
J\Ir. ARMSTRONG: \Ve never were. 

Mr. JONES: 'fhat statement was made by 
many members of the party led by the hon. 
member for Townsville. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION: 
lt rs absolutely incorrect. 

Mr. AR:IISTROJ;G: There is no truth in it. 
Mr. JONES: I was opcaking only this morn­

ing to a gentleman who was a member of the 
party of the member for Townsville at 
that time, distinctly told me that they 
were willing-so great was their hatred of the 
Premier and hi$, party-to support the Labour 
party in office just simply to defeat the Pre­
mier. 

The SECRETAHY FOB [VliNES: Just the other 
way about. 

Mr. JOKES: I do not say for a moment 
that the party led by the hon. member for 
Townsvi!le 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 support the Labour party in office for 
the being to defeat the Premier. 

The SECRETARY FOR P<:BLIC INSTRUCTION: 
That is not correct. 

Mr. JONES: Manv 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 is that they were sitting 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. MUHPHY: 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 
Trades 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-

That lett-er was addressed to the hon. the l•2ader 

Mr. -Tones J 
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of the Parliamentary Labour party, ;Hr, Bow­
man, and in it the Premier desired the 
Parliamentary Labour party to agree to do 
certain things which they were powerless to 
do. The party replied courteously to the 
Premier, and submitted his letter to a joint 
meeting of the Parliamentary Labour party 

the Central Political Executive. But that 
not say that we have to go to three 

men at the Worker office· for instructions be­
fore we can deal with any legislation in this 
Chamber. It is a well-known fact that 
Labour members in this Assembly are re­
sponsible to the electors they represent, and 
that when the:y present themselves for election 
it is for the electors to say whether they shall 
be candidates or not. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Doesn't 
bon. member mean the organisations, not 
electors? 

Mr. JONES: The Minister for Works 
knows that he is responsible to the electors 
of, Kennedy. A number of electors must 
nominate him for a seat in this House before 
he can l::ecome a candidate, and it is the 
same with members on this side of the House. 
The difference is that members on the 
olher of the House have to go to their 
electorates and seek a certain number of 

to nominate them, whereas we. who 
are organised, wait 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

expressing want of confidence in the 
=lmw•nnoa,,+ That is the question he should 

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

A LABOUR MEMBER: The Premier wandered 
all over the shop. 

Mr. JONES: j',.f<Jmbers of the present Go­
vernment and their supporters, Ministers 
particularly, have stated repeatedly, on the 
platform and through the Pn,ss, that the policy 
of the Government is land settlement, rail­
way construction, and immigration. With 
those three subjects I purpose dealing briefly 
this tevening. 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 opponents. \V e 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 my humble opinion, rail­
ways, espe.cially in agn:iculturaJ districts, should 
precede !and settlem<Jnt. No matter what Go­
vernment is in power, they ought to ma.ke 
that a principle of their policy. In the <Jar!ier 
pioneering days of tbis State, many ao-ricul­
turists desiring to s<Jttle on land had "to go 
ont many miles from a railway in order to get 
the land they required. I know settlers in 
the 'Burnott district who selected land 50 and 
60 miles away from a railway terminus. How 
could you expect men who had to cart their 
produce so many miles to a railway to 
succeed •m the land? 

LMr. Jones. 

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

:i'.Ir. JONE.S: Certainly they were com­
pelled to go 50 and GO miles away, b<Jeause 
Government in the past had locked up the 
best agricultural lands within a reasonable 
distance of railway communication. I can 
qnote one case in point. The railway was 
extended from Kilkivan into tbe Burnett dis­
trict. The terminus of that railway is now 
Kingaroy. Before a selectm 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 mil<Js through freehold property in 
order to develop Crown lands. That country 
contains the hest land in the Burnett district, 
and it is 'not being put to its best use <Jven 
at the present time. ·where there ought to 
be may happy farmers' homes, there are only 
a f<Jw 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 
Secr~tary for Railways, the Secretary for 
Pubhc Lands, and the Speaker, who have all 
trav<Jl!ed over the Burnett lands, will, I 
think, bea.r me out when I say that district 
contams some of the finest agricultural land 
to be found in the State. 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: In the 
southern part. 

Mr. JONE.S: 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 RAILWAYS: Let us get 
to work on them. 

!Vlr. JONES: The Minister for Railways 
belongs to a party-the party led by the 
semor m<Jmber for Townsville-which kBpt 
that clistrict back for many years by extend­
mg the leases of pastoral lands. 

Mr. HAMILTON: They are doing that every. 
where. 

Mr. RYLAND: And no restrictions as to 
prickly pear. 

Mr. JONES: Y<Js; and, as I am reminded 
by the hon. member for Gympie, no restric­
tions are 1mposed in regard to prickly pear. 
The Secr<Jtary for Public Lands, in .referring 
to the Upper Burnett lands a f<Jw days ago, 
stated that he had travelled through many 
m1les of that country, and it was absolutely 
cl<Jan-that there was no prickly pear on it. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: There was 
no prickly pear on it. 
. :i'.1r. JONE.S: They made a week's inspec­

twn of the Upper Burnett lands. I made a 
three weeks' insp<Jction at the s&me time. I 
rode across country on horseback, and I had 
a prevwus knowledge• of the district, and 
had a much better opportunity of viewing 
the lands than they, because they travel!<Jd on 
the soft cushion seat of a buggy. To see the 
country properly, you need to cross it on 
horseback. 

The SECRETARY FOR 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 be1ieve. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: ()h, no! I'm 
just as uSBd to it as you are. 

Mr. JONES: Tbis is rather an important 
matter m regard to the Upper Burnett lands. 
Had the party gone a little further they 
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would have come into a large area of good 
agricultural count.ry, which is infeste·d with 
prickly pear, and is in such a state that it 
needs dealing with at once. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Where? 
:\Jr. JONES: That is from Gayndah right 

up on the southern side of the Burnett River 
a.J;d right across to the Auburn and Boyne 
R1v·ers. 

The SECRETARY }"OR RAILWAYS: I was up 
through that country. 

:\Jr. JONES: "Cp as far a.s Red bank 
Station th0re are about lOO miles of prickly 
pear infested country, and it is in such a 
stat-e that unless it is dealt with immediately 
it will oo absolutely useless for many years to 
come. In fact, I think it will be ruined 
altogether. The :\Iinister for Railwavs inter­
jected a. short time ago, "\\'hy don't- you let 
us deal with it?" It ,hould havB teen dealt 
\Vith very many year,;, ago. rJ.lhm:;e leases 
have bcm1 extended to the pa-.toral lessees. It 
is good agrieultural country, and, ~as I stated 
before, there are no restrictions in regard to 
the prickly pr ar, which is, after all, th<? worst 
form of land monopoly. One form of land' 
monopoly has given "ay to another and 
worse form. \Ye agree wi t.h these three very 
important que~tions--a vigorous land settle­
went policy, a v-igorous railway policy, and 
immi:ration. I say I agree with the three­
I am speaking for mv,elf-lmt our methods 
differ greatly. It w.t~ stated last night by 
the hon. member for \Yarwick that the two 
parties who contested the last election-the 
party led by the hon. member for Town~­
ville, anJ the partv led bv the Premier-that 
their policies were- very nca.rly the same, and 
that therefore they were quit-e justified in 
coalesciwr. \Yere we to judge th<:>ir policy 
b;y the titles of Bills introduced into this 
Chamber and the speeches of hon. members, 
our policy is the same also with n':rard to 
land settlement and railway construction. 
\Ye, a.s a. party, have never opposed land 
settl<ement. \Ve have never opposed raih1 ay 
construction, except qndicate ra.ilways. 

The SECRETARY FOH ::\hNES: You do not 
beline in fre.eholds. 

:\Jr. 11ANN: I\ either does the hon. gentle­
man. 

Mr. JOI\'ES: I will deal with that matter 
directly. As r0"arcls the policy of past Go­
v.ernments in regard to railway construction, 
in 1899 there ere 2,800 miles of railway 
open, and at the end of 1907 there were 
only 3,197 miles of railway open. That is in 
eight years an ad\ ance in railway construc­
tion, under the Philp Administration par­
ticularly, of only 397 miles-an av·erage of 
49 mil·es per year. Those are very small 
figures in a. vast area. of good agricultural 
land like we have in Queensland. 

The SECHETARY FOR RAILWAYS: That was 
not all under the Philp Administration. You 
are forgetting your dates. 

:\lr. JONES: The continuous Government 
at the end of 190/--

The SECRETARY FOH RAILWAYS: No. 

:\lr. JONES: I am not particularly dealing 
with the Philp Admmistra.tion. 

The TRE.\SUREH: Give us facts. 
Mr. JONES: The,e are facts. No past 

Govornm<mt has dealt with railway construc­
tion as the State of Queensland deserves­
as it merits. 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 

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 rail way c9nstruction. They 
have encouraged land monopoly, and kept 
back railway construction to agricultural dis­
tricts, w hi eh has retarded settlement. The 
svst.cm of land settlement for the· past few years 
has not been succe,,ful. I never did agree 
with the svstem a.dopted by any previous Go­
vernments~ As you, Sir, arc aware, I have 
always honestly and openly been opposed to 
the land agency system and the group system. 
l am very pleased to see that the private 
land agency system has been discontinued. I 
do not agree with the hon. member for Fassi­
fcrn, w h0n he stated in this House a. few days 
ago that under the private land agency 
system there was a very satisfactory feeling 
throughout the country. 

Mr. MA);N: No, he said there was bigger 
busines.~. 

Mr. JO='<ES: I think you will find they 
have not been doing gr· ater business, but if 
they were doing larger business the system 
led to corruption. 

::\Ir. ::\lAN);: Eliminate the had points. 

Mr. JOXES: In the Speech from the 'J'hrone 
it is pointed out-I am speaking from 
memory-that the system would lead to 
abuses. 

The TREASl:RER: Could lead. 
:;\lr. JOXE.::\: Could lead to abuses, and I 

say tlw abuses have be0n th0re for many 
years. I know of one instance where twenty­
two persons representing themselves a.s in­
tending selectors from L~cw South \Vales, 
c,tme into the Bumett district. Their fares 
were paid from Brisbane to Gayndah, guides 
wore 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 
='few South \Vales. He came to my house 
armed with a letter of introduction, and asked 
me to show him through the country. I had, 
as I saicl. a sorry experience with him, and 
the n0xt I heard of him was that he was in 
gaol here in Brisbane for embezzlement. 

The TuEASURER: ?\ice company you keep. 

::\1r. JONES: l'\o, I keep just as good com­
pany as thP 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. JONEil: I am only giving that instance 
to show that the abuses and the corruption 
were there. This man travelled up on a pass 
from the1 Lands Office. and took me down for 
a £5 note. 

The TREASURER: How can vou avoid that? 

::\lr. JONES: They are avoiding it now by 
making int-endin(\ selectors prove their bona 
fides, and adopting the old syst-em 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 wo have yet arrived at the 
solution of the difficulty with regard to la.J1d 
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 
a.ny per,on to acquire an interest in any land 
beyond a total of' 5,000 acres, but this limit 
applies only to third-clas:; land. The limit 
for secDnd-clae.s land is 2, 0'00 acre·s, and for 
first-claes land 640 acres. Hence that cDuntry 
has committed itself tD a closer settlement 
policy, and some of the other States of the 
Commonwealth have committed themselves 
to 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 l1e is not the only gentle­
man that advocated cheap land. 

1\Ir. LENNON: \Ve all advocate it. 

J\Tr. JO::'\iES: The price• of land in Queens­
land is too high, notwithstanding the fact, 
which I am well aware of, tA;at poople 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 che•ap. 

1\Ir. KEOGH: And then you are going to 
put taxation on the top of that. 

1\Ir. 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 la.nds to the best possible ad­
vantage. I would like to quDte from the 
speech of the hon. member for Nundah on 
this subject the other night. He said-

In Queensland there are betwf'en 18,000,000 and 
19,000,0(,0 acn:'s alienated, and a little over 500,000 
acres under cultivation. 

It doe3 not follow that the land is not utilised 
unless it is under cultivation, I would remind 
tho hon. member, because there is some land 
in Queensland that is not adapted for agri­
culttue. It is dairying land, and it may be 
utilisud although it is not under cultivation. 

'Tho SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Although 
it is not under the plough. 

::VIr. JOKES: Although it is not under the 
plough. \Ye ha Ye areas of land in Queens­
land that is not adapted for agriculture, but 
if we f1re to give the people cheap land, I 
think we must altel' 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 
uno acre of land. 

LABOcR :\lElllllER~: Hear, hear! 

Mr. JONES: So the Labour party is not the 
only party that sub;cribes to that doctrine-we 
are not tho only party who believe that it is 
unwise for this t\t~te to sell our best lands, or 
to sell land at ttll. I represent a large agri­
cultural district, and I have never shirked my 
duty with regard to land value taxation. You 
made that 'tatement on more than one occa­
sion, Sir, and I heartily agree with it. I 
think if it is wrong to sell one acre of land 
because a few acres ha vc been sold then it 
is equally as wrong to perpetuate th~ evil. 

Mr. KEDGH: \Vhat are vou going in for­
leasehold for ninety yeare, or what? 

Mr. JO~ES: 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 . .Tones. 

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 
svstern as under freehold tenure. I am re­
rnindcd bv the hon. member for Hcrbert 
that the 1Iount l\Iorgan Company have sur­
n,ndercd their freehold, and leased the areas. 
t\omo of the mo:,t valuable mines in Gympie 
and Charters Towers are held under leasehold 
tenute-~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. I am 
opposed to freehold tenure, because it will 
lead, in the future, as it has led in the past, 
to land monopoly. \Ve 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, thoro have 
been many suggntions in this Chamber re­
gar·ding land eettlemcnt. I believe that land­
less people should have priority, but o'ur 
system in the past has been to give priority 
and preference to those in other States, and 
people from ovcrsea. 'The present Govern­
ment are doing that. It is more difficult for 
a native-born QuePnslander 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 
.-erv best tre;ctment. I think that we Qucens­
la.n;lcrs should hold out the hand of friend­
ship and goocl 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
fereuce at the expc•nse of those natives who 
are the sons of the old pioneers of this State. 

:\Ir. KEocm: I am with you there. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. JOJ'\E::i: Then why are you sitting over 
there? 

J\1r. KEOGH: Because we are prepared to 
do that. 

J\It-. J 0::\'ES: I do not want any misunder­
standing of what I say. I think that the 
Gcrruans who have come here as immigrants 
are industrious people. and I think thev have 
done as much to settle our lands as anv 
other cite.,". But in all fairness to them-and 
I rlo not think they will expect any more from 
us-we should gi,·e 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
jer:ted to the tender system for one. 

Mr. CoYXE: It is the worst system m the 
world. 

'h. JONES: 'The auction svstem is a little 
better, l•ut not much better. :4,ll our syslems 
of land tenure go to encourage the man who 
hrts got the money, and it leads to land specu· 
lation in 11 very large degree. 

Mr. J. J\1. Hl'NTER: Land boom. 

:\Ir. JONES: Many people in Queensland 
take up land simply for land speculation. My 
suggestion is that the svstem of rand tenure 
should be altered. The fandless people should 
get the priority. An inquiry should be made 
into the applicants for land. and those who 
are bomZ 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-



Addras in Replp. [21 JuLY.] Addnss m liepl;y. 323 

selecting land in the Burnett district, and the 
local people would havo been glad to havB 
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 uncomhhonal form of selection. (Hear, 
hear!) . We h.ave three 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 p~ople 
comtng £rom oversea. 

i\Ir. KEOGH: I helieve that the present 
i\luustcr IS domg all that you wish now. 

Mr. JONES: \Ve know that the success of 
the country clepend·s on a vigorous land settle­
ment,, and on a vigor~us railway policy, and 
an!' Government woula be wiso to adopt the 
prmCiple of railways to precede settlement. 

The SECRETARY FOR Pl'BLIC LANDS: Do 
y~:m know what is proceeding in the Burnett 
distnct at the present time 1 

1\fr. JONES: If the Minister had be·en in 
the Chamber a lfttlf' while a."o he would have 
beard what I said about the" Burnett district. 

J\Ir. KEOGH: You wore very good on that. 

::\Ir. JONES: The hon. gentleman would 
have beard me deal with my own district 
with regard to land settlement. 

Tbe SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: Is it 
not progressing satisfactorily in your district? 

:\Ir. JONES: I am dealinrr with the whole 
State of .Queensland just no;, although I am 
only a d1stnct member. 

i\Ir. COYNE: You are not parochial? 

:\Ir. JONES: No. I know that there are 
some. injustices in my own district, and I will 

· mentwn one, so that the i\Iinister can have 
a": opportunity of contradicting it if he wishes. 
\i lule I know the Minister is desirous of 
settling the Upper Burneit district by means 
of closer settlement-agricultural settlement 
and grazing sclection-I ask him is it not 
true that he v.cts applied to to have a certain 
area of land thrown ope11 into certain area.s 
for small grazing farms, and quite recently 
he leased the whole of this in one block of 
GO square miles? 

The SECRETARY FOR Pl'BLIC LAc-ms: What 
area is that. you refer to'! In what locality 
is it? 

:\Ir. JONES: On Back Creek. The hon. 
member has been up there. l 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 1n'iles. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: \Yith­
out. referring to the papers, I can gi.-e it a 
dBtmct demal. I have no recollection of it. 

:\lr. JO~ES: Probahly it has not come 
under the .:\Jinister's notice. I make tlw 
sta.t€ment and give the :\linister a.n oppor­
tunity to deny if he wishes, and if my state­
ment is not correct thPn I will Le manly 
enough to withdraw it in the Honse. (Hear, 
bear!) I do not want to do an inju-tiee to 
any bon. momLer. I am informed, however, 
that suoh is the case. aud I l:;elieve it is true. 

The SECRETARY l'OR Pl'BLIC LAND8: Where 
is Baok Creek? 

:\Tr. JO:\'ES: Between Eidsvold and Raw­
belle. 

The SECRETARY FOH Pl'BLIC L.\NDs : I do 
not know it. 

:\lr. JOKES: 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 LANDS: Pro· 
bably it wa.s given to him as a.n occupation 
licensD pending railway development. 

l\lr. JO::'<!ES: I am not sure of that. 
l\Ir. CoYNE: There ;bould not be any occu­

pation licenses granted where people are 
willing to take up selections. 

i\Ir. JO~ES: The remark of the l\Iinister 
reminds me that the Lands Department are 
not doing a very wise thing just now. In 
the l:pper Burnclt they have many miles of 
good grazing 'land which is not revenue pro­
ducing- at the present time. It has been 
held back pending- railway construction. It 
is not teing used and the Government are 
not getting any revenue from it a.t all. 

The SECRETARY FOR Pl:BLIC LANDS: Is it 
under the control of the Lands Department? 

Mr. JO~ES; Yes; it is under the cantrol 
of the Lands Department. 

The SECRETARY FOR Pl'BLIC LANDS: Is it 
under occupatiou license? 

i\Ir. JO:r-.<ES: No. If the hon. gentleman 
hu.cl gone further on his trip he would have 
seen it. He would have been able to bear of 
these injustices, and he would also ha.ve seen 
some prickly pear. If we have a proper land 
policy more people will come oversea t{) 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. vVe are not against immigrants 
coming here at. all, but we are against the pre­
sent method adopted by the Government. We 
want t{) make the conditions of life here much 
better so that we can increase our prosperity­
our boasted prooperity-and then very many 
more people will eorne here. 

l\Ir. KEOGH: vVhat inducements are you 
holding out to them to come here? 

l\Ir. l\IANN: Cheap land. 

?.Ir. JONES: We want to hold out the 
inducement that our lands are available for 
them when they c.ome here ; that they caJl 
get cheap land here, a.nd that there is work 
for them to do when thcv come. 

:Mr. KEOGH: Cannot they do that now? 

Mr . .TONES: Under such a system a steady 
flow of pt·oplc would come and they could 
be encouraged if our primar)' and .secondary 
industries were encouraged much more than 
thev are to-da.v. Heference is made in the 
Spc:euh from t.he Throne to the "judicious 
method of advertising in the old country-in 
England." Other mmnbers have quoted from 
extracts about the aclyertising in England and 
I do not want to read through the whole lot 
again. Young ladies are being induced to 
come out hero be"al!Se 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 got married, and it i,~ pointed out 
to them that they are merely umts themselves. 
in a country where marriage facilities are not 
so great. 

The SECRETARY b'OR PcBLIC LANDS: You 
know that the malea exceed the females m. 
Queensland? 

Mr. Jones.] 
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:M:r. JO;'>;ES: But when they come out here 
they find that all tho best men are married. 
(Loud laughter.) I do not wish to offend the 
bachelm' c f the House, but we will probably 
introduce, a bachelors' tax by and by. 

The Ei<::RETARY FOR PPBLIC INSTRcOTION: 
What a!Jout the young Australians? 

Mr. JO::\ES: 
young men who 

::\ir. KEOGH: 
(Laughter.) 

'fhere are a number of 
are not married. 

But they ought to 

our 

be. 

Mr. JONES: Yes, but the conditions do 
not allow them to get married. \Vork is too 
scarce ; wages are too low ; and they do not get 
a fair share of the product of their labour. 
The Agent-General, ::lir 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 w hi eh I represent. 
He says- -

"From the point of view of the immigrant, the possi­
bilities of land selection in Queensland are particuhn·Iy 
attractive." The immigrant from this ~ide 
knows exactly what he is going to get, and what is 
going to happen to him when i1e gets then'. rrhen 
there is this to be remembered: C~ucen~Jand has anv 
amount of good ltnd :.-;till unalienated \Vhich the GO­
vernment are ab:ie to offer to new settlers. The exten~ 
sion of one branch railway inland from Gaynd)th opened 
np no less thHn 9,0 0,000 acres of agricultural Jand. 
This is all within the rain belt. Drought does not af­
fect the coastal an:as. . . . There is no srason of 
the ye:Lr in whi("h the fnrmer may not work; there are 
all the conditions er...snring vro~perit~v for the prudent 
agriculturist. . . There is no climate to surpass 
that of Southern Queensland, and the conditions of life 
are as free and eaRy as possible. 

Mr. GRAYS02'!: Is not that true? 
Mr. KEOGH: Quite true. 

:Yfr. JOKES: It is not quite true that the 
railway is extended from Gavndah 90 miles, 
and that 9,000,000 acres of land haYe been 
made available for settlement. Part of it is 
true; it would be hard to write so manv un­
truths to the square inch as this article b.y Sir 
Horace Tozer contains. If :m intending 
selector goes to the Gayndah land agent. and 
asks if there are 8,000,000 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 PcBLIO LANDS: In the 
Burnett district there are 291,720 acres de­
signed and being designed. 

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

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

Mr. JO::-JES: 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 arc 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. MULCAHY: 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 " Gayodah instead of "from" 
Gayndah-and I should be sorry to take ad­
vantage of . Sir Horace 'I'ozer or anyone else 
on that whrch may be "n error. I say. how­
ever, that area of. land does not exist in the 

[Mr. Jones. 

Burnett district; for I believe the total area 
of the Bnrnett district is 8,500,000 acres. Sir 
Horace Tozer goes on to >ay-

It may be of inter~_ :::;t to show how the new Rettler ~an 
g'O about his bu~ineSS. , . . rrbc :State ~<lrl~lS gn~e 
him his experience for next to nothmg, and h1~ little bn 
of capital will secure him all he l'BllUires in the way of 
land, labour, and stock. 

Will the Secretary for Public Lands inform 
me how many acres are aYailable for selection 
within a reasonaUe 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 em1ble bim tD work his selection? It 
would take him two days to get to the State 
farm from the land now being designed. 

The SECRETARY FOR Pc:BLIC LXNDS: You 
cannot have a State farm adjoining eyery 
selecti<Jn. 

:VIr. JONES: There are tDo many of them 
now. He says further-

In additiOn lO Crown lands the ·e are many large 
private utatcs now being cut up <!lid offered to the 
agriculturist and flairyman. Let us take the case of 
a would¥be d·1irnnan on oue w..Jl-known estate only 
50 111ilr':l from !he rnetropolir.: He js a yovn7 n:nn 
\Yith, sas. £::3.0!10 to iovc~t. He takes 500 ac1es at 
£0 pe1· ,·lcre---J;;),flOU. He deposits £;~ 0 on signing 
the HgTeement, and }lay.:-; the same, aiHonnt in_ annual 
inRtalments, with interest at 5 per cent. It eoRts 
him, for his br•use and 1nbourers' quarter..-, £250; 
fencing and subtllviding, £150; clearing 100 acres 
and preparing for C'n!tivation. £:WO; horse'\, imple­
ments, and drays, £lOO: 150 cows at £6 per lwad, 
£\JOn; two hulls at £20 cad1, .£·!0; totaL £1,'190. 
}'rom his 110 eow~ llo has lOt) alw:1ys in mill\. at 
the nte 0[ :l('O gallOns per day, wl1ich mean~ G,tlOO 
gallons per month, at 4~(1. per gnllon, or £112 per 
month. ,Yhich means £1.350 ver year. Count increase 
in stock a.t the rate or 1:-3) a year, £!00; dctlnct £±00 
tor wages, and a sure income of £l,o-,o is the re.;:.ult. 

The Agent-General co,ts the State £1,50{) a 
year in ,a.lary be,-idcs the upkeep of his office, 
a.nd he circulates this through a large adve-r­
tising medium in Great Britain. 

:'.Ir. KEOGH: \Vho is the expert in this 
matter? 

:'.Ir. JO::\ES: 
::\Ir KEOGH: 

about it. 

Sir Horace Tozer. 
He knows nothing at all 

:'llr. JONES: Judging by what he has 
written, he knows nothing about it. I am 
not here lD rcpre,sent the capitalist, but I oay 
it is not fair even to a young man with a 
capital Df £3,000 that he should be induced 
to come here by a report like this, in whic_h 
he is practically told that all he has to do IS 

to squat on the land and there is a surt m­
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 tD 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!) Its resources arc great; it has 
vast potentialities; and the least we can do is 
to tell the truth. If we do that, and if the 
la.nd 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 glo~ing accounts which are not 
true. :'.Ia.ny 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 stateements 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 
Dogilbo, in my electorate, I saw no ]e,,s than 
thirt£en swagmen in ono day; and it would 
take a lot to make me believe that the whole 
of them wo"''o unemployable or >''<JUld not 
work. But what can they expect when they 
go to legislators in this Chamber who offer 
them I"· 6d. a week-->Yho sit on the opposite 
side of the House? 

An HoNOURABLE :\IE}IBER: Does your party 
offer that? 

Mr JOKES: The hon. member for Cam­
booya admitted that he offered that. 

The TREASURER: Ko; he said the man 
dfcrcd to tako Is. 6d. a week. 

J'.Ir. JOKES: I am sorry if I am doing the 
hon. member an injLhtice. The stat€ment was 
mado in the Pittw.orth paper and v.as read 
in this Chamber; all(i Lh2re is onlv one man's 
\\ore! against another alter all. \Vo know that 

wages are low in this State. \V e 
[4.30 p.m.J know that there are men carry-

ing what is vulgarly known as 
the cnr B of lJucensland in two saddle-straps 
on their backs. When thirteen big able­
bodied men seeking work camp in a little 
place liko DogilLo in one night, do you mean 
tc1 tell me that there is sufficient work for the 
people who are already here? 

~fr. \V RITE: There are some men making 
£5 a "\Veek on fann_,, 

::>.Ir. \Voons: Konc from vou. 
~Ir.' \YHITE: They are n;t making it from 

you, any way. 

Mr. JOKES: If we cheapen our land. and 
give assistance by widening the foundations 
of the Agricultural Dank, 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? \Vhen thev land 
here, their first feeling is one of disappoint­
ment. and, "\vhen a man arrives in a new 
country and his first fe€ling 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 immigra"t 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. Ho said~ 

I am quite sure that you will not be disappointed 
at the result of my labours. Any of the follm.ving- would 
suit me, viz.:~ Estate agency, imm M nee ngent, com­
mercial traveller, storekeeper, shopman, advertising 
agent, timekeeper, coachman, ca1·ter. ploughman, or 
tallying ship stores and loading, etc., ete. I am experi­
enced in all these. I 11uty say that, even if there is a 
job about the llonse Hs messenger or something like 
that. I would be glad to have it. 

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

Mr. JO='!ES: Yes, he is a good man. His 
handwriting will show that he is an educated 
man, and yet hr is willing to take any posi­
tion, high or low, and is ready either to wield 
the pick or the pen. \Vhen good men are 
seeking position;;, 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 

secondary industries, we can then talk about 
bringing more people here. In the five years 
ending 1901 the Philp Gm·crnment spent 
£130,05i on immigration. To prove that the 
rnoncy spent on State-aided irnmigration 'vas 
not ycry successful, th0 population during th0 
ten year,; ending in 1901 only increased by 
42.72G pcri'ons. in' lv.ding the natural increase. 
The population in 1891 was 321,431, and in 
lUOl it was onlv 363.151. The result is not 
satisfactory, ancl it never will bE> until we 
Pncourage onr primary and secundary indus­
tries. The hon. member for Clcrmont. in a 
Ycry brilliant speech last night, devoted a 
great deal of tim0 to the question of land 
taxation. I rather object to the term ''land 
taxation.'' I like to apply the term "land 
value taxation "--

~lr. LE SIN A: H0ar, hear! 

Mr. JO='IES: Because it giYes the impres­
sion that we on this side o~ the House, who 
advocate a land tax, 3rc desirous of taxing 
acres. and not land values. 

Mr. \YHITE: You are qualifying now. 

Mr. JO::\ES: 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. 

::\1r. COYNE: If he did that, he would not 
be on that side of the House. 

::\Ir. JO='!ES: The hon. member for Cnnn­
ingham stated that he was opposed to land 
yalue taxation because the people on the land 
arc already heavily taxed. 

1-lr. GRH30N: So they are. 

::VIr. JO::\'ES: 'rhus, by inference, the hon. 
member accused thi,, party. or the people who 
advocate land value taxation--

Mr. GRAYSON: Ko: I did not accuse your 
party. 

::\Ir. JOKES: Of being advocate' of an addi­
tional tax on the people who are engaged in 
the agriuultura.l industrv. That is not so. 
The hon. member for Cunningham made use 
of this argument, "I contend there is no 
class in Qwoenslancl more heavily taxed than 
the farmer." 

Mr. GRAYSON: That is quite true. 

:\Ir. JOKES: He might well have added, 
" \Vhile the city landowner gets off soot­
free." 

Mr. GRAYSON: The city landowner is 
heavily taxed, too. 
·Mr. LESINA: J'io; but he will be if we get 

a chance. 
Mr. GRAYSON: I hope you will not get it 

yet. 
):Ir. JO::-.JES: The junior member for 

Macka v stated~ 
If we r~annot stop yon from securing freehold, as soon 

as we can we will impose a. hmd tax which will be 
equivalent to confh;cation. 

::\lr. GRAYSON: Quite right. 
Mr. vVHITE: Hear, hear! 

::\Ir. JONES: The hon. member for M us­
grave says "Hear, hear!" to that statement. 
I do not know how he accuses this party of 
confiscation. The hon. member for Clermont 
]e,nt 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 rather 
sorry for. 

Mr. LESINA: No; that is opposed to land 
taxation. 

Mr. Jones.J 
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Mr. JONES: The hon. member is reported 
to hav-: said that he ag,-eed with a land tax 
of 3d. m the £1. That was his basis. 

l\fr. GRAYSON: And up to 1s. in the £1. 

l\fr. JONES: And that we ewers desirous of 
in traducing a land tax. 

Mr. LE SIN A: About £500,000 a year. 

::\lr. JO:\fER: The hon. member is reported 
as havmg 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 .i ustified on the ground that it would 
prevent further land monopoly, or that it 
w~uld break up the large estates that are held 
pnvately, I agree with him entirely. 
. :\Ir. MAXWELL: \Vhy, there is a difference 
m the camp! 

~h. JONES: There is no diffecrence of 
op;m:m. A land value tax is quite sound in 
prmmple. The hen. member for Clermont is 
not the only member of the Labour party 
who Is courageous enough, either in this 
House or I_ll the· country, to advocate land 
value taxation. 

1\Ir. MANN: He has no farmers in his elec­
torate. 

Mr. AIREY: There are some grazing farmers, 

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

Mr. MANN: Yes, I agre·e with it now, 

:\Ir. JONES: Well, say it straight out so 
that Hansard may record it. (Laughter:) 

:\Ir. MANN: I have never been afraid to 
announce that I am an advocate of it. 

. :\[r. JONES: I have been returned on three 
dtffeTent o~aswns for the Burnett which is 
a rather important constituency--' 

Mr. Conm: And yet there's more to follow. 
::\Ir JO:\fES: I hope so. I have nev;er 

ceased to advocate land value taxation. I was 
return~d op the first occa.sion advocating an 
altDratwn m our land tenure and advocatiiw 
land value taxation; and the' statement mad~ 
by one hon. member by interjection when 
the hon. member for Clermont was speakin~ 
''You go in !'a the farming districts and s;,'~ 
how they Will accept land value taxation " 
doe·' not make me afraid. ' 

.The SPEAKER: I hope the hon. member 
wtl! k<:ep before him the fact that it is the 
elements of the. Government that are now 
under constderatwn~an amendment express­
mg want of confidence in the Government. 

:\Ir. JO:\fES: Yes, Sir. I give the same 
reason for my references to the s:ubjoct as the 
hon. member for Clcrmont gave last night 
for pursu1n.~ h1s argurnDut in favour of land 
value taxatiOn. 

The. SPEAKER: The hon. member shonld 
e.stabhsh a connection between his ren1arks 
and the question before the House. 

. :\tr. JO:'\ES: Yes, :\Ir. Speaker. I should 
I~ko to 'eo the. Goveru;ocnt repla.ced by a 
Government whiCh will mtroduce la.nd value 
taxatwn m lt.i proper form. l am always 
w1lhng to l:ow t.o your ruling, t;ir, and hope 
I always shall be; but the hon. member for 
:\[ackay and the hon. member for Cunning-­
ham both discussed this question, though 
probably not as lengtluly as I am doin~ and 
I thi~k I may Le pcrmitteJ to put before 
thi.; Chamcer, and possibly before my elec­
tors-

GOVERNMENT :\IE;IIBERS: Oh, oh J and 
la.ughter. 

[Mr . .lonf.q 

i\Ir. JONES: :\ly opinion with regard to 
land value taxation. 'The statement has been 
made that farmPrs do not approve of a tax on 
land values, but I contend that wherever land 
value taxation has been properly and iightly 
explained to fanners they have a~opted it. 
l knm" thoy have accepted it very heartily 
in the Burnett district, and that tlwy are 
eager that it should come. 'The proof of that 
statement is to be found in the fact that I 
got 75 per cont. of the farming vote in the 
Burnett district, notwithstancliug that I a.dvo. 
cated la.nd value taxation. I hold that the 
priuciplc is a ~ound and g;ood one, and I am 
not gain~· to alter my principles for the sake 
of a seat in this Cha,mber. I would rather 
go outside and advocate the principle of land 
value taxatiou as an ordinary citizen than 
retain n1y seat by giving up the principle. 

;,1r. ~,In.LAN: Educate the people up to it. 
11r. JONES: The farmers of my electorate 

do not I,eod ycry much education in regard 
to this matwr. Again, I e.ay this party do not 
suggest laud value ta"ation as additional taxa­
tion. Our opponents tell the people in the 
country, whom ihey allude to as "the back­
bone of the country," that we want to tax the 
peopl0 off the laud. The hon. member for 
Cunningham made that statement, but did 
not attempt to justify his opposition to land 
value taxation. :'\cit her of the members I 
have mentioned, nor any other hon. member 
opposite, has given ono 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 prcYent land monopoly, and, 
abm·e all, it will encourage the utilisation of 
land. Ono of the worst forms of selection~ 
a form which the present Government agree 
with~is unconditional selection, under which 
men take up scrub land, do nothing with it, 
but wait for the industrious sGlector or the 
State to cuhauoe the value of that land. and 
then reap the bcnf'£it of that enhancement in 
value. :\lanv of those suub sdections arc in 
cousequeuco '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 muue:- enhances the value of land. some 
of that enhanced Yalue should come back to 
the State. The hou. member for Drayton and 
'Toowoontba ha~ been twitted with being 
associat('cl-1 ilo not kno\'V how far the as,ocia­
tion goes~with the party who advocate land 
value taxation. Let me call attention to 
the views of Mr. Tolmie, a former member 
for Drayion and Tocnvoomba, for whom every 
momber of this House entertains a very high 
respect. 

:VIr. i\IA;<;N: The Premier said ho would not 
givi' a penny fm his support. 

Mr. JOKES: Mr. Tolmie. speaking in this 
House in 190-i, made use of those words. which 
will bo found on page 621 of Hansard for that 
year-

The tjme must inevitabh· eo m"' \Vhf'n it \Vill be neceR­
sary to introduce a bnd titx in Queen!:-htnd. A land tax 
is nmongst the re,·enne pro .. os~tls of almost every 
country, and Qncensland must inevitably come nnder 
the same condition-.. 

I am trying now to prove that members of this 
]nrty are not the only men who aprr"'·e of that 
form Clf direct htxRtion. Your predeces:;.pr, Sir, 
the late Mr. ,Tohn Leahy, ft]sq expres•ed similar 
viewo, as will be found by referring to Hansarrl, 
for 1905, page 422. He saicl-

There is no vossible get a\vav from the fact that in 
the near future there rilust be' a land tax:. It is no 
arg-ument t'l say that the great bulk of onr hmd is not 
sold. The same arguments were advanced in ~outh 
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.Australia and Yictoria and New Zealand. Although in 
the last t·w·o colonie~ a greater proportion of the land 
is sold than iu Queen~ land, the same principle applies, 
and we will have to eonsider a la nU 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 btst. 

There you have the opinion of two gentlen,en 
who have never been members of the Labour 
party, but who agrRe with the principle of land 
value taxa. Lion, and have expresRed their opinions 
in no nncer•ain rnanner in this Chamber; and I 
dare say there are nlen1bers nu\V sittinb on the 
Governmtut s1d8 of the H JU88 '"'ho recognise 
that land value t«xation is iHPVitable. That 
grea\ 'tate-man of the old country who has 
paesed away, the Right Hou. \V. E. Glad>tone, 
in a speech at \Ve>t Caider, said~ 

In my opinion, if it ls l{nown to be for the welfare of 
the commumty at large, the Legislatnre is perfectly 
entitled to buy out the landed proprietors. . . Those 
persons who po$sess lar:c portions or the earth's space 
are not alto~ether in the same position a~ the possessors 
of mere personalty. .1'Bl'.:'On1-Llty does uot impose limita­
tions on th~ action and the indnstry of man and the 
well-being of lh.J commnni1y as pos-ession of land does, 
and, thererore, I freely m.Yn tl1at compulsory expropria­
tion is admissible, and even 80und in principle. 

The present Secretary for Public ·works at 
one time advocated a land t&x. Does he advo­
cate it now? I should like· the hon.-gentleman 
to declare> himself on this matter. The Labour 
party do not advoca.te land value• taxation as 
an additional tax. \Ye wish to encourage the 
agriculturist and all those who are eng·aged 
in our primary industries, and we ha"e an 
exemption of £300. That exemptjon has been 
fixed by the party, not because they think it 
is not right to tax landowners, but simply 
oocause they desire to encourage the strug­
gling farmers and those engaged in primary 
industries. The F<:'deral Labour party intro­
duced land taxation with a ve'l'Y high exemp­
tion. That proposal, however, I shall not 
deal with on the present occasion. At the 
time of the last election the Sych1ey Bulletin 
published a very able article, in which theCY 
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 4()() acres of ]and, valued at £4·00, would 
h<' taxed under that propo~al to the extent of 
£30 a vear, and the Bullccin ··howed very 
clearly "the fallacy of that statement. I say 
again, we do not advocate land value taxation 
as additional taxation. \Ye are p;>ying land 
taxe, now in the shape of rates to shire coun­
<:ils, but with a land tax settlers will haye 
better roads and more bridges. Some mem­
bers have C'lmplained of the withdrawal of 
endowment to local authorities. If we had 
land value taxation, we could treat the local 
authoritie~ more liberallv than we can do at 
the pre,ent time. and they would also be com­
pemated by getting more railways and better 
roads and bridges. 

::\Ir. Trmm:: \Vho is going to pay for the 
railways? 

:\Ir. JONES: The whole of the landowners 
. tnd 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. 
'Curler the exemption, the man who has a 
small holding aml 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 valued so high 
that he would be burdened with the imposi· 
±ion of a land tax. ..ci.lthough hon. members 

opposrte do not agree with this, they are not 
slow to accept a great deal of State socialism 
~thcv want State railways to carry therr 
produce. 

l\Ir. GRAYSON: They pay for the carriage 
of their produce. 

J\Ir. JO="ES: When any legislation in this 
Chamber, which we term socialistic, benefits 
Downs constituencie~ and Downs represenLa­
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. 

l\lr. GRAYSON: 'i'hey pay for it~they pay 
interest on the cost. 

2\lr. JO='lES: Tlwn, when it is proposed to 
establish a State battery or a State m<et&llur­
gical office for the benefit of the miners, they 
aro the very fini to jump up in this Chamber 
and oppose assistance being given to miners. 

:\ir. GRAYSON: I have never opp<>sed assist· 
ance tD miners. 

:i'vfr. JO;\fES: I have a little table here which 
shows the wages paid and the fares charged 
uncler a corporation and those under prrvate 
companies. This is in one city of Traws, 
Darwen. They are as follows:~ 

Vr AGES. 

Drivers-3P~ .• corporation; a2s., private company. 
Conductors-28s. 8d., corporation ; 18s. to ~ls., 

private company. 
Inspectors-2 "S., corporation; 25s. to ~7.s., private 

company. 

An HONOuRABLE :\fE;~!BER: \Vbat has that to 
do with tbe qu-·stiol!? 

l\Ir .• JO~ES: This shows the benefits of State 
socialism-

Hours-72, corporation; 103, printte eompnny. 
Farcs-2~l1., corporation; 3Li., private comp~wy. 

COMPARISON. 

'Yages-\Ytere the company pays £100, the corporaM 
tion 1~ays £ l66. 

Fart''-'~- "~lwre the comtmny charge.s £lOO, the corpora .. 
tion charges £85. 
That proves the wisdom of this party in 
opposing the Government at the time they 
rlid 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 "e bcheved, 
and what I firmly Lolieve to-day, to be syndi· 
cate railways. ~ 

l\fr. OoYNE: There is no question about it. 

Mr. JO;\fES: The Premier said he could go 
no further with the Labour party~that we 
had left him and that he did not leave us. 
That stateme;,t, which shows that 'where the 
trarm are munieipalisc•d they can pay higher 
wages and charge less to the pa.ssengers in the 
way of fares, prm·es that tt is a wise thir:g 
for this State to still keep control of the rarl­
\\&ys, and allow no more railways to be built 
under the svstem of priyate enterprise. The 
hon. member for 'Varwick. in dealing with the 
pricklv pear questiOn, gave a great deal of 
credit' to Senator ~fcOoll for his r<•port. Tl1is 
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-traYcllino- in ono district where you 
saw 'Ono solitarv b~nch of prickly pear. Some 
hon. members," who do not kno" what the 
effecL, 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 
t.hat district if that one bunch were allowed to 
grow and spread all over the district, which it 
yery quickly would have done. (Hear, hear!) 

Mr. Jones.] 
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I remember in the town of Gayndah, where I 
was born, I could JUmp oYer the highest 
pnckly pear bush there when I was a lad 
l:mt llO'< you would need a balloon to get DYe; 
Jt. 

::\1r. KExx ': A man in America has been 
liYillg on prickly pear. 

::\Ir. KEOGH: Your speech in Ga;-ndah was 
the rnost diRgraceful eYer n1ade in Cilleensland. 

The SPEAKER: Order, ord0r' 

Mr. COYXE:. I rise to a point of order. 
Is the hon. mem!·er for Roscwood in order in 
charging the hon. 1nen1ber for Burnett ,vith 
making a disgraceful speech? 

The SPEAKEH: The hon. member is ccr­
tain'y noi; in order, ancl I should like to saY 
that tl1r• hon. n10rnber's knovvlcdge of parlii­
n;ent~ry _Procedure must point out to him 
~nat :-1e .Is q;.ntr' out of order in continuallv 
IntcrJ~Chilg >d1cn anothC'r hou. 111Cl1Iber i's 
spcn.kFJg. 

~lr. JOKES: I >ms dealing· with tho 
pnckl.J: pear question, and this is an opnor­
tune hme, becaU.Y' the Government reco12l1i;;:a 
that this has become a uational qu<>stio;}. .. i 
d'? not behe.-e, w1th Senator ~\lcC<Jl!, that it 
;vdl become a blec,smg. A gentleman speak­
mg on the Downs the other da v stated that 
there was oni:v between 3 per· cent. and 5 
per cent. of fibre in the prickly pear, a.nd 
therefore It could not. be profitahly us·ed in 
the manufactur~ <>f paper, and thos-e who 
haYe had any experience in using pricklv 
pear as a fodder £or stock have not had ;;, 
¥ery £1ap~y experi<>nce. The !Ion. member 
for \\ arwick eulo:'ised the Agricultural De­
partment for ~'?tting e<>rtain reports by 
Senator :\fcColl tram Amcnca. If we are 
t<> bt>lieYe it-and I ha.-e nevf'r yet seen it 
controYerted--a letter appeared in the Cmtrirr 
d_ated 19th June. in rE' •ard to prickly pear, 
swn<>cl by :\fr. A. T. Clerk. You will see 
there that that gE'ntleman, two and a-half 
years agn, >upplied the then Minister for 
;Lands. Hon. D. F. DL'nham. with the verv 
mformation that Senator :.\JcColl has col­
lected from AmPrica. 

Mr. KENNA: D<> you mean to say you 
be!ieye in the Courier? 

::\Ir. JONES: I am n<>t makinrr anv stak­
ment about the Courier at all." I am not 
dealing w!th the policy of the paper-I am 
dealmg with a. letter which appeared in the 
op:en column, and I am going to read it to 
this Chamber. although it may take fiye 
mmutes. It r<>ads as follows:-

Sir,-In your issue of Saturday the 19th I noticed a 
sub-leader as well as reading ·matter copied from 
Senator :\:1cCo'l's re~~ort to the Queerslancl Agricultural 
Department, on the subject of prickly pear. Sow sir 
in all common jusUce to rr y~elf I llaYe been for the' last 
eight years m.aking a st nrly of pear and its probable 
usa~es, and smce 1g05 ha Ye bren endravouring to find 
out ~f the snme ~a~ be turned to some usHge purposes. 
Havmg a son rrs1?mg in America I have been getting 
the most exhall~tJve rPpcrts of Hll and evrr~' experiment 
made bv the Umt• d States Department of Agrirulture 
Bnre}-111 of Animal and Plnnt IndustrY, R. T. Galloway 
{Chief of Bnreau nf Plant Inflnstr;r), A. D. 3Telvii1 
(Chi~f of Bl~l'f'f~n flf Animal lndn~try). 1Y. J. ~pillman 
AgriCultunst m Charge of Farm Management Investi­

gations), 3-lr. Alexander Sinchdr of San Antono ).fr. 
1Yilliam SinC'lnir, and :J.Ir. 1'. A: Coleman. Tbes~ ex­
haustive reports I have heen getting right up to 1908. 
No oflicer in this ~tale has taken the same intPrcst in 
the mHtter ns I have done or ~one to the 
s~me trouble to ~et all the irlform:~tion pos­
SlblA from the other side of the world. The 
present ~1inister for Lands (Hon. D. F. Den­
ham) some two and a-half months ~go a::;ked 
me for the reports, and still has them. Bnt to­
day, sir, we are startled by a most glowing 
acco·mt nnd report in all the newspaprrs of 
the wonderful uses to which pe~n·can be put, theinfor-

[Mr. Jonu. 

mation being gathered expres~ly fm· the Agricultural 
Department b~T Senator !\1cCJil. I wish to point out 
that the greater and most import<.Lll1 part of tne report 
is (!Ontained iu tlle report~ I have been getting from 
1905 to 19Utl, and had the Qneen.slatHl AgriCllltural 
Depart1nent done it~ c1nty to tlJe State in such an 
important matter a~ this it ·would have been ln posses­
sion of tbe :mme docnmeuts as I have. 1\.:Jrh:;p,<::lt does 
pos·-.ess them, but llas not suflkient intere:-t in the mat­
ter tn peruse them. As -oou at> I get tllc reports from 
the :Jlinistet' for Lunds I \Yill plaee them in J onr l1ands, 
as they ll!ay be ot so we iuterest. In them.\ ou "ill 'f'C 
vhoto~. of [he very two <"•ws t'cnator :JlcUoll speak::. of 
as well as ~tore bnllocks being fed and fattcned on 
chopped pear, the pear being sm~rd and catt e feeding­
on it, pear being chopped np for nse, vhotos. of the 
::.implB machinery, pear bOJn~ planted for f od purpoFes, 
an(l photos ot' the fruit bemg- sold m tlJC stn ets. I 
tlriuk there \Vere in all some tweuty·six: pliotos. t.akcn. 
It is a pity Senator :JicOoll d1cl not 1 ry to indut:e ~ome of 
the \\'Caithy Americans to eo me tn-er to Qnennsland and 
elutr off the land that ·which iF\ to-dHy Qneenshmd's 
gn ·ttest curse and blot.-I am, 8il', etc. 

That pro,-c, that the hon. member for \Yar­
v:ick was not quite correct in his ~tatcment 
laot night. >Yhcn he gave all the credit to 
::lc'ua tor ::\lcColl for furnishing the depart­
meEt,; with th2se r~porls, when the J\1inister 

for Lands was supplied with the 
[3 p.m.J same reports two and a-half years 

ago. I wouid repeat, while deal­
ing v:ith 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 tako some steps to eradicate 
that pest. I do not bc'lieYe it is a blessing, Ol' 

that it wiil be turned into use; but, if it eyer 
does turn out LO be a blessing, I think there 
will bo a good many plants left in Queensland 
from which they can grow fodder. There is 
one Yery important matter I wish to deal with 
ngarding; pric~dy pear and the administration 
of the Lands Department. 'Ihe Lands Depart­
ment have issued notices of forfeiture to those 
who have selected under agricultural selec­
tion, giying them sixty days' notice to clear 
the pear. It has the t>ffAct, in case of appli­
cants for concPs::sions for wire netting in 
another branch of the departm<>nt, and appli­
cants for assistance from the Agricultural 
Bank, ,Lfter tho loans have been approved 
and they haYG paid the inspection fee of £3 
and the fee for registration of mortgage­
that their orders which were suppli~d to them 
by the Agricultural Bank haYe 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 
<'ncourage men who have taken up prickly 
pr ar selections. 

Mr. Tt!ORC>: Let them stop on there and 
not clear it? 

Mr. JOKES: No; but the man who has 
taken up 320 acres does not take it up to 
allow it to be oyerrun with prickly pear. 
:Many of the selectors must clear the prickly 
pear in their lciwre time, many of them clear 
it at night. if they S<'cure other work; but 
they will 1'wt be able to do so, because the 
Lands Department harass the people on the 
land. 

The TREASURER : That is a. condition on 
which they took it up. 

:\lr. JONES: 'I hat is a regulation which 
ha.s been enacted since, which .i am referring 
to. They get a notice that, if in sixty days 
they do not clctr it, they forfeit their holding, 

::\Ir. :'\IANN: The Treasurer dces not know. 

::\Ir. JOKES: A man doos not take up a 
small area of land to a.llow it t<> become· 



.Address in ReplJJ. [21 JULY.] Address in Reply. 329 

infested with prickly pear. This i '· ,erferes 
with another department.: I know of one case 
where a loan has been granted, and the mort­
gage been ready for registmtion, and the 
Agricultural Bauk has had to dishonour tho 
order because of this notice of forfeiture. 
They say that they cannot registe·r a mort­
gage on a selection which is liable to for­
feiture. Whose fault. is it that it is p<car 
infested? The past Government, led by tho 
hon. member for Townsville, leased all this 
land, and now the agriculturist who is en­
deavouring to put that lttnd to the best use is 
being burdened with the mistake, of a pre­
vious Administration, which allowed the lease­
holde·rs 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 leniency towards those 
who have taken up the pnckly pear selections. 
The Lands Departme·nt have very many re­
serves which arc badly infested with prickly 
pear to-day. Surely we, in our wisdom, could 
adopt some system o£ allowing that land to 
be put to use, with the proviso that the 
prickly pear must be taken off it. \Vhile the 
Lands Department are harassing the small 
farmer with regard to pnckly pear conditions 
they are keeping reserves of their own thickly 
infeste~l. 

1\Jr. THORX: They are not harassing them 
at all: they are helping them all they require. 

Mr. JONES: I would suggest to this Cham­
ber-and I think no one, tlir, knows the en! 
of prickly pear more than yourself-that the 
Lands Department, in connection with prickly 
pear country, and especially that big area in 
the L pper Burnett district, should run a rail­
way through it. You used the same argu­
ment when the :\Iount Debatable E6tate 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 pea.r. One of the best 
things we can do is to run a railway in the 
Upper Burndt district, and allow selectors 
to take up that land on a lon!! lease-say, for 
twenty-one years, with no rental at all, but 
with a restriction that they clear it of prickly 
pear. 

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

JI.Ir. JONES: The· present Government aro 
charging more for prickly pear land than 
Governments in the past days have charged 
for clean land. \Ve 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. KENNA: What about getting the land 
free. on perpetual lease? 

Mr. JONES: Ye', that is a clause· in one 
of the Land Acts, but 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 lac,\ week 
-a policy which has been advocated for years 
by this party. The senior membe·r for Too­
woomba is not the only one who has advo­
cated cheap land. If we are to judge the 
leaders of the diff.erent partie·s by their 
speeches, it cannot be said that there is very 
much difference in the policy, as the·y appear 
on paper, of the three parties in the House. 

Mr. KENNA: That is in the paper policy? 

Mr. JONES: Yes. The policy introduced 
bv the Government to-day is a democratic 
policy, if we are to judge it by its title; but 
our experience has been, m the case . of the 
Olcl-age Petlsions Bill and the l\Immg on 
Private Property Bill, that it was only a 
policy which loo;<& well on paper; that there 
i ., no busim•,. in it, but only snare·, and delu · 
sious when wo come to cons1der it 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC INSTRUCTIOX: 
Did ~·on not support them for a long- timo 
after: 

:\Ir. JO="ES: The policy announced by the 
senior n1en1lwr for IpnYich is si1nply a copy 
of a part of the L>tbour platform. That is 
the policy which we haYe been ach·ocatmg for 
vears. 
• ::\Ir. KEOGH: \Yhv not support the present 
Aclministration thor;' (Laughter.) 

:\h. KEXNA: It wants support badly. 
}Jr. BL,UH: It is on its last legs. 

Mr. JO="ES: The Labour party have sound 
principle" ancl high ideals. Our policy is 
formulated in the beet poc,sible manner, and 
1 he people of Queensland would be wise to 
aclopL a straight-out Labour policy; and I 
think, if tlwy get. the opportunity, ancl. ',Ill 
0lection eventuates ant of the present cnsrs. 
thPy will do so. Our policy i·- not a one-man 
policy, but is formulated in the broadest pos­
,ible manner. \Ye will not allow one man to 
dominate us. \Ye know that members oppo­
site haYe to accept the policy of the Premier. 

:\Ir. MAxN: Ko; the Courier. 

:\fr. JO:\"ES: I am making the speech, 
thank you. (Laught·er.) The members 
oppooi te have to a.ccept the policy of one 
man, but the policy which the Labour party 
aok the people of Queensland to accept is 
formulated in the broadest possible manner 
at a properly constituted convention. \.Ye db 
not Low to the leader of our party_ Vie all 
ha.ve the greatest re.spect for our leader, Mr. 
Bowman; he knows that, but we do not bow 
to our leader or the chairman of our party. 
The hon. mcmb<er for Barcoo knows that was 
so when he was the lBacler of thB party. \Ye 
do not follow men: we follow principle<. 
Personally, I ha.-e nothing but the grBatest 
a.dmiration for the leader of our party, but 
still I sav that we are here to follow prin­
ciples and not men. If we had followed any 
man-if the party had followed any loader­
we would now be sitting on the other side of 
the Hou ,o following the leacher of the Go­
vernment. \Ye follow only the policy which 
was formulated in the broadest posstble wa.y 
that we could g·et it. No member who has 
spoken yet has alluded to the timber industry. 
I do not know if the Covernrnent are d'Oll1£r 
their duty with rega.rd to that industry, which 
I consider is a great industry. \Ye want to 
pay more attention to reafforcsta.tion. Al­
though Queensland is so much larger ~han 
Victoria, yet in Victoria they have three tnn~s 
the area reserved for timber that we have m 
Queensland. (Hear, hear!) The i\'linistcr. for 
Lands, speaking in reply to a dep<utatwn, 
said that he would not allow timber to be 
sold without compBtition. There was a regu. 
lation which in the past allowed ttmber to 
l:c sold without competition, but I quit<e agree 
with the present i\linister that that should 
not be so. The fa£t remains that we must 
pa.v some attention to our tim bcr 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 underst~nd that 
they ca.n land Manchurian pine. and pme from 
Siberia, in Melbourne much cheaper than we 

Mr. Jones.] 
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can land pine from Kingarov at the mills in 
Brisbane. They can bring it ov<>r thousands 
of mile·s at less cost than it takes us to bring 
it a few miles. 

J\lr. KENNA: It is brought over in tramp 
steamers. 

::\1r. JONES: The timber-getter should re­
ceive more consideration than he does. He 
lives a hard life; he makes his own roads­
in manv 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 h1lt. 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
gette_rs only be asked to pay the railage on 
the timber that they are paid for by the mill. 

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

::VIr. JONES: That is so. and probably the 
sma.Il wages paid in the other countries has 
something to do with it, and probablv 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 fares_ and freJghts and encourage that 
mdustry a hitle more than they have done; 
a_nd the Government should pay some atten­
twn to our for~sts. There is one question I 
want to deal w1th, and that is the mining in­
dustq•. I_ wa_s drawn off the track by mem­
bers mteqectmg. otherwise I intended to con­
fine my remarks to ono hour. The mining in­
dustry 1s an 1mportant one and it does- not 
receive the assistanct" it de~erves. It !s the 
second industry in Queensland, and, in times 
of drought, hon. member" 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 miner' get from 
this Government? 

::\Ir. McLCAHY: None at all. 
J\fr LESI"A: The~' are sta.rving Gym pie. 
::\Ir. JONES: '•Ye hac] dc~;mtation after depu-

tatwn when we were hclpmg the Premier to 
pass democratic legislation. and we had pro­
mises that cortam sum- would be placed on 
t!~e E\timates: _but how .much did we get? 
vv e had. as l\Im1ster for l\1ines. the hon. mem­
ber for Albcrt, who is now Home Secretary, 
and ho scarce! v knew a shaft from a winze 
(Labour laught'cr.) · 

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

:\fr. JONES: He knew more than that. 
Hon. R. PHILP: I clo not think .. o. 

_::VIr. JOKES: I do _not think that the pre­
YJcJUs lY1nuster. for 1\hncs, the senior member 
for Ips•;nch, chd attend to his rlut.v in that 
Pmt~er: but probably he wa·' ouh·oted in the 
Cabmot by our bad system of Cabinet go­
~~crnment. 1\._ boLly of n1cn n1cet in secret, and 
i!wy eay that they will deal with the mining 
mdustry. 

'The SECRETARY FOR ::\liKES: Doesn't your 
part.r InePt in secret'? 

:Hr. LESIKA: 1\o. 

l\Ir .. JONES: All parties meet in secret· but 
the only difference is that we have mi1;utes 
taken of our meetings, but the Government 
doe'. not have any minut0s taken at their 
meetmgs. 

The TnEASDRER: How do you know? 
::\Ir. JON.ES: vVe have official records made 

at our meetings, which we arc not ashamed 

[Mr. Jones. 

to publish in the whole of the Press of the 
country; but the hon. gentlemen do not keep 
any minutes of their caucus meetings. 

::\1r. l\IcLL.\N: It does not matter much, be­
cause we have hoard all their caucus secrets. 

Mr. JONES: Th'e Home Secretary is in his 
place now. I say that when he was Minister 
for ::\fines he did no': do his duty as the hea!i 
of that department. The first speech b>-rnnele 
in this House he said he was a State socialist, 
and it will be found in the records of H an­
sard. 

The Ho~m SECRETARY: Does he deny that? 
:Ylr .• JOXES: Yes: he rleniE'd it down at 

Beenleigh. Speaking at Beenleigh, he said, 
" \Ve must put all our enNgies and revive 
our forces," or words like that, "to fight the 
Socialist party." And yet he says he is a 
State. socialist. 

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

1\Ir. JONES: vVe have yet to learn that. 
The hon. gentleman is not well learned on the 
subject. Now we have a chan.ee in the l\1inis­
try and we have the hon. member for Kennedy 
as ::\Iinister for Mines. Now, we remember 
the hon. gentleman, when he was a private 
member, advocated State batteries for this 
Sta.te. 

The SECRETARY FOR 1\IrxEs: The hon. mem­
ber is quite v, rang th0re. 

::\Ir. JO~ES: Did you never advocate State 
batteries? 

The SECRETARY FOR 1\IIKES: No. 
::\Ir. RYLAND: Onlv a State battery of his 

own. (La.bour laughter.) 
Mr. JOKES: I think I have a recollection 

of the hon. member advocating it. 
The SECRETARY FOR J\liNES: You are quite 

wrong. 
J\Ir. 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 1\Iinister for :\Iines. They applied 
for a State batterv in a field where there is 
a quantity of metal 

An IfoNOcRABLE l\IE~IBER: The Cabinet was 
aga.inst him. 

1\Ir. JONES: The Mount Perry applicants 
guaranteed a certain quantity of stone. and 
interest on the cost of the construction of the 
battery, which was £1,500; and the applica­
tion was refused. \Yhv do not these State 
socialists, when they get into the Cabinet, try 
to bo true to their principles, and give miners 
or farmers a little of that State socialism 
which they advocated as private member,? I 
am pleased that the late :\.1inister for ::Y1ines 
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 :'\liuc"-I rlo not thin 1< he know sufficient 
about the industrv. I have here a circular 
showing where ; company applied to the 
1\lini.<tcr for a grant, and the Minister refused 
the grant. They wanted a Government geo­
logist sent to report on their mine; and their 
motive in applying for the grant was that 
they might get the services of the geologist. 
The geologist was sent to report either in 
favour or against a grant being made; and the 
company expected him to g1vo a report to 
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guide them as to the future working of the 
mine. That is how our finances are being 
usetl~in the interests of companies, not boncZ 
fide miners. The l:\finister told the deputa­
tion that they would get further exemption if 
they applied. Kow, 1 would ask whether the 
}1inister can grant exemption over the head 
of the warden~whether he can override the 
:\lining Act? B"nder 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 
:\linister for Mines said it would bo all right 
~he would give the exemption when it came 
before him. Are we going to have that sort 
of administration in the C'ifines Department? 

·I say that the sooner a Government which 
administers its department in that way is put 
out of office the better. 

0PPOSITIOK :\In!BERS: Hear, hear! 
The SECRETAHY FOH Mnms: \V ill the hon. 

member give the name ·of the company? 

:\Ir. JONES: Yes; I am a member of the 
company myself. It is the Mount Shamrock 
::\lines, 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 
bonci fide miners work it. ' 

The SECHETARY FOR :Wnms: Dof's the hon. 
member say the Minister overrode the 
warden? 

::\fr. JONES: He promised he would grant 
exemption. 

The SECHETARY FOR :\fiNES: But did he do 
it? 

:\fr. JONES: He is out of office. The hon, 
~em be: for Kenned~ _will. do it, I suppose. 
.there IS a lot of political mfluence at work, 
and a lot of the shareholders are in this and the 
other Chamber. I was one of the original 
shardwlders, and what I have in it I had to 
work :rery hard for. \Ye supported the Mining 
::\lachmery Advances Act. Has that been of 
any use to the miner and prospector? I be· 
hevo only two adYances have boon made so 
far~one of £1,000 and the other of £1.450~ 
at the instance of the hon. member for 
Charters Tower"', Mr. \Yinstanlev. Is that 
th.e proper way TO ~ssist this gr,,;:t industry? 
We. asked the PremJc'r 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
ber J made certain suggestions, but he did not 
aclopt any orw of them. In my opinion we 
should establish State batteries and State 
metallurgical worL. 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
nwnt does not even assav his ore so that he 
will know its value bcfor~ it lcav~s the State. 
I am not going to take up the time of the 
House on the mining industry at any great 
length. be c" use I hanl dealt with the subject 
on more than one occasion. I am longing to 
.'ee the industry better a.ssisted than it has 
been in' the pagt, and I think a Government 
could be; formed even out of this Chamber 
that would do it. Here is another instance 
of tho 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 wa.s refused on the ground that they 
did not require it, as the reef was payable. 
Tlw other day there; was an application from 
Cania, and it was refused because the reef was 
not payable. Is not that quibbling? No 

miner can see a pick's point in front of him, 
and whenever they have bonci fide applications 
they should assist the industry. It would 
have the effect of opening up and developing 
now fields, and the benefit to the State in the 
shape of revenue would be very great. The 
present political situation is clue, in my 
opinion, to the present system of government 
by Cabinet. Our present system encourages 
intrigue and corruption, and also maladmin­
istration. These lightning changes in the 
Cahinet~while I am desirous of seeing another 
change--are not conducive to good administra­
tion. :Ministers go to an electorate and pro­
mise a Iailway or some other concession to 
the district; then they come here and through 
the treachery probably of ono man they are 
put out of office or sent to other department~. 
and people have to go to the same trouble of 
dcputationising and banqueting another Min· 
ister and exacting from him the same promise. 

Several members interjecting-, 
The SPEAKER: Order, order! 
l\Ir. 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 
[5.30 p.m.] have tried not to be personal; 

hut I think too few members 
recognise the responsibility that we have 
ta.ken on our· shoulders. I think, generally 
speaking, that most men. no matter to what 
party ;,e belong, and though our methods 
may differ, a.re actuated by the desire to 
sene their country. I hope that is the feel­
ing. I know that is what prompt-ed 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~not to say that 
members are unfriendlv when the.,. meet out­
side~there have beer{ charc:es ,';f intrigue; 
and 1nen have been chanxed ith going about 
the street with portfolio,- in their pockets. 

Mr. RYLAND: The hon. member for Towns­
ville. 

lllr. JO:\'ES: Charges ha.ve abo been made 
about promises oi railways Leing' rna~de. The 
present Government have approved of the 
construction of a ra.ilway in thf" Burnett dis­
trict~a railway which has been a;:itated for 
for years and vr·ars, and which was promised 
bv the hon. member for Townsville. when he 
v.::as leader of the c;overnment. \\"e have 
heen told that tho hoD. m<'mber is responsible 
for the railway going to Na.nango. N_ow, I 
ta.ke a little credit myself for that railway. 
I have pPrsistently advocated the linking up 
of the line from Kingaroy to Blackbutt and 
on to the Darling· Downs, thus builtlin;-, up a 
centre in the Lower Burnctt--a district rich 
in agricultural land and timl;er~which will 
be equal to the city of Toowoomba if tha.t 
linking up is only done. 

l\lr. GnAYSOK: It must be clone. 
\fr. JONES: The people of the district nee-d 

not be afraid of a betterment tax, or of the tax 
under the Railwavs Act of 1906~which is a 
form of land tax,;:tion, I might remind hon. 
members, they have supported in the past. 
I have persistently advocated railway con­
struction in that district. What I sav to the 
Government is this: There have been" charges 
of bribery in the way of railway promises. 
For the p·resent Secretary for Railways I have 
the greatest regard. I think he is one of the 
most approachable gentlemen who have ever 
occupied a scat on the front Treasury bench, 
although I do not agre€ with him politically; 
and I can honestly S"-Y that I have never been 

Mr. Jones.l 
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approachc,] and asked for a vote, or for any 
support, in return for the ratlway that has 
been tabled from Kmgaroy to ~ anango. I 
have alwa,ys held the opinion that railways 
should be constructed purely on the merit. of 
the respective districts, and that . experts 
should decide the route. I do not tlnnk that 
a member of Parliame01t should say that a 
railway Jwuld go across Sanely Creek or Billy­
<roat U.ullv. overriding the opinion of the 
~n!YincE'r.s 'U.ncl survPyurs, who are paid for the 
puq1ose of dc~icling as to the hest rout·e .. ..._~Il 
we can rla~o11al)lv be expected to do 1s to 
point out. in this ·chamber that ·ve represent 
larg.r, agriCultural an:'as vvlnch arC" dcser.v~ng 
of ra,ilwav construction, and leave the clectswn 
as to tl;e route to the expert<., 'l'hc late 
lamentr·d :\Ir. J. D. CampbeU, when Secretary 
for Railwav '• expre.,,ed himself in that wa.:y, 
and I l·elievo the present Secretary for Pubhc 
Lands did the same·. I never "a·, approached 
with r<"'arcl to the railwa.y; but I will say that 
I have·'=' never known another Goven1nwnr. 
which introduced a railway policy at the 
beginning of a sPssion. That is. usually leit 
to the end of the sesswn. I beheve tt IS un· 
prececlented in the history of Queeneolancl for 
rail':"ays t.o be brought m at the opemng of a 
sess1on. 

j\lr :'lfA:N~: And the railways pas.-ecl last 
sessia'n are• not started yet. 

Mr. JONES: One is put in an awkward 
position of having to vote a:ga.inst a Govet!1-
ment that on the same clay mtroduces a nul­
way proposal in his district. That was my 
position the oth0r day. and I unhesttatmgly 
voted against the Govern~ent. Am I. to b~ 
accused now of voting agamst 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? 

::Ylr. 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 
surelv do not expect me- -and if the people o£ 
mv district expect me to sacrifice my prin­
ciples for a railway, although they are desir· 
able and I am pleased to advocate the ex­
tens;ons they are Yery much mistaken. I 
think w~ have very much higher motives even 
than railway construction in coming into this 
Chamber. Now, ail these charges have been 
made 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 hts re· 
marks. It has been ably dealt with. In this 
Chamber a private member does not have the 
power of initiative that he should have. If 
wB introduce a Bill on private members' clay, 
it is talked out. If we introduce any measure 
on anv other dav, the Government say, "The 
member for so:ancl-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 Cabine~, 
who sit in secret conclave and formulate their 
policy, and we are told to take it or leaye it. 
Now I think we should elect the i\hmsters 
in this Chamber on the Swiss system; and if 
we adopted tho Swiss system, Ministers would 
not be allowed to carry on any pnvate bust· 
ness. In Switzerland they are not allowed to 
engage in large businesses 

Mr. RYLAND: Tho butter industry. 

[Mr. Jour~ 

Mr. JOXES: Without casting any reflec­
tion at all upon members of the Ministry, we 
haye two members of the l'llinistry who are 
the two greatest middlemen in Queensland. 

:\ir. HYLAXD: Hear, hear! Barnes Brothers. 

J\[r. JO:\ES: Is it not only hun1an nature 
to exncct that thee; will shape legislation in 
their ·m,·n rlireccion? I remember when the 
Dairy Bill was passed--· 

The SECRETARY FOR Pcnuc I~STRUCTION: 
I thought we had no say in that at all. 

Mr. JOXES: I am dealing with the system 
of govcr11n1cnt. I an1 only taking: this as an 
illust,·ation and not b,- wav of chsrespect to 
a.nv- hon. gentlPmaJt. 'rho 'present Secretary 
fo; Public Lands introduced the Da.iry Bill, 
and it wa. stipulated in the Bill that a poor 
littlo dairv inspector getting £120 a year 
should not" own one share in a dairy factory. 
He could hardlv ow11 a cow or a share in a 
.covv and vet ihc ~Jinister who iutroduccd 
and 'wa.s to V adn1inister the 1neasure can be the 
larg·ost shareholder in the factories of 9ueens­
lancls. \Vhero is the consistency in tliat? 

'l'Jw SECUETARY f'OU PCBLIC LANDS: 'l'h& 
Act was well administered, too. 

Mr. JONES: I think there should Le a 
certain amount of honesty in politics. \\'hen 
a Bill is introduced, tho fate of the Go.-ern­
ment should not hinge on the passage of that 
Bill. The Government maY introduce five or 
stx mPasurcs. The first introduced may be 
a twopenny-half-penny, unimportant little 
thiug \vhich is not acceptable to ho11. n1e1n~ 
bers, while the other five may all be of great 
importaucD and acceptable to the House. 
\Yhon the unimportant measure is introduced, 
if the Premier thinks that it is not accept· 
able to the majority of hon. memLers, h& 
immediately say>, "The fate of the Govern· 
rr1€nt hinges on this measure. I regan1 it as 
a party ~Jeasuro, and I am going to di&solve 
Parliarncnt {)f re:3ign if 1t is n?t ca.rricd." 
That is our present system of Govemment. 
In Switzerland, if a measure ts defeated, It 
is put aside-thrown into the waste-paper 
basket-and :\linisters go on wtth 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 po":ers.- Under 
the sy,.tom of referendum, tf a Btll ts passed, 
it clof's not immcdiatelv Lecame law. It 
rc~ceives ninety days' irace, and if within 
that time a certain percenta.ge of the people 
object to it, it is held in a.beyance until the 
next oeneral election, when a referendum 1s 
taken" on it. and the people can say "Yes" 
or ''No" with rcJarcl to the measure. There 
political harmony reigns, and the same thmg 
would obtain herD if we adopted the system 
of elective ministries. The hon. member for 
Warwick stated last night that we are a p~rty 
who want to level down, that our process IS a 
levelling clown process, and that we want to­
drau every one down into the gutter. I deny 
that. Our process is a lifting up prooe,.s. 
There is not very much wrong with the pro­
duction of the world to-day. The fault hes 
in the uneven distribution of the wealth. vVe 
do not advocate absolute equality. That can­
not be h=ght about. \Ve arc not all Lmn 
equal; we are not born w~th the same• physi.cal 
strength or mental capacity, and we, as soctal­
ists-ancl I have never denied that I sub­
scribe to the doctrine of socialism-desire t<> 
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, hoored," at 
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the sarno time a:king hin1 to con1c oyer and 
sit in the corner with us. N uw the hon. 
bentleman would give the people in the 
"Country the impresoion that a so<:ialist is a 
per:-on to l1e dreaded-a person who is going 
about the countrv to tak<' the land from the 
people. How ,_a;l ,,ye take the land'! \Vhat 
would we do with the land! \Ye de·-ire 
nothing of the kind; we bdieve that the 
·whole of th<e people should own the land, and 
tha.tJ it should Le pnt to its best use. The 
propPr U8e of the land is a thing at w'hich 
we :cim, because the holding of land in large 
areas and its non-utilisation lies a.t the root 
of our social and inclustrial evils. \Yh-en vou 
get that qu<>tion settled you will bring about 
State socialism. l think it was the Countess 
of \Varwick who ,aid that she was nev{;r a 
Christian until she became a. socialist, and the 
"Encyclopredia 13ritannica," in its definition 
.of socialism, savs socialism is identical with 
Christianity. T}w Right Hon. Joseph Cham­
berlain, who cannot be accused of being a socia­
list, gave a very good definition of socialism 
when he ~~-id it \yas gov-ennnent of the people 
by the people for the people, the co-opera­
tion of all to secure to every man his just 
Ti·J,hb. lle :--a.icl the poor law and ev-ery 
kindly act of l(•t;iolaJion by which the com­
rnuuity sought tD dise:ha,rge its obligations 
to the poor and needy wa,, soeia.lism. 

The SECRETARY FOR Pt:BLIC INSTRUCTION: 
Art> th{;n' no other quotations you can give 
bo, ides that? 

:'llr. JOKES: Yes, I can give more quota­
tions. King Edward said. "\Ye are all 
socialists nowadays.'' 

Tlw SPEAKER: Order ! I hope the hon. 
member V'ill show the connection between his 
present remarks and the question before the 
House. 

i\Ir. JOXES: Y<'s. I am just concluding 
my remarks on this subject. The Secretary 
for Public Instruction has asked for moTe 
quotations, and I might just nefor to the 
speech made by Lord Chelmsford on the eve 
of his departure from Qweensland. Lord 
Chelmsford in that speech used these words-

Queensland should start nt the root of things-start 
with the eternal principles ot justice, e(1uality, and 
freedom. 

Is not that the doctrine of socialism? Mv 
own knowledge of the subject is that ail 
v~-criters on socialism, ancient and modern, 
have based their doctrine upon those three 
principles of '' ju Jice, 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 ancl put thorn in a State nursery, and 
he said to mothe"', ''How would vou like 
your children to be taken away from you? 
How would you like it if Mr. Jones, the 
socialist, can1c to yoll, and said, 'I want your 
child to go and work in a hat factory or a 
mcatworks' ?" 

An Ho;~~orRABLE :i\IE,IBER: Who said that? 

J\.1r. JOXES: One of the Ministers. I can­
not "ay which one just now, as I have lost the 
extract, but anyhow the report appeared in 
the CouTier. The speaker furl her suggested 
that the child would be taken from his 
mother in Brisbane, and perhaps sent to 
Townsville. In the same report reference is 

made to the n1arriage tie, \\ hich, it was said, 
wcialists would loosen. All these statements 
arc mere bogey.s put up to frighten people 
a way from the true doctrine of socialism. 
\Ye do not advocate a Jeyelling-down process, 
as was stated by the hon. member for \Var­
wick, but a lifting up process-a process 
which will secure to the worker a better share 
of the product of his labour than he receives 
at present. VVo arc not likely to bring that 
about in a day or two, but l think it is only 
reasonable to ask hon. mernbers to assist us to 
bring about a better distribution of the wealth 
of the world than is made at present, so as to 
give thA labourer more for his labour than he 
IS receivi11g. I haYe here an extr~1ct from a 
report of the British Board of Trade, which 
show, tho percentage that the workers of the 
\vorld rcceiYc from ihe ean1ings in the most 
importaut industries. In the beer trade the 
\Vorkcrs receive £7 out. of every £100 oarued, 
and a sorr1ewhat sin1ilar distribution takes 
place in other industries or trades, the per­
centage receiyed by the worker being highest 
in the mining industry. In Great Britain 
U3 per cent. of the population owns 7 per cont. 
of the wC'alth of the country, and 7 per cent. 
own U3 pt•r ce:-tt. of the vJaltb. In the Cnited 
States of America the unfair distribution of 
\Vealth is even grP.ater. Ther0forc, is it not 
a noble thing, i::; it not a noble ideal, to aim 
at securing a fuller return to thr- v;urkcr-the­
weaith producer-for hi· labour: I think it 
is. It is only right that we should got as,ist­
ance from hon. members opposite and other 
members in this Chamber to bring about a 
more• equal clistrihution of the w0alth of the 
world to-da v. and a better share' for the w0alth 
producer. " There is no lcyelling-dov.n pro~ 
cess in that. \Vith the very few rich on the 
one hand and the very many poor on the 
other. there is something ra<lically wrong; 
and when we take the responsibilities of office 
on our shouldcr~.-vvhen we come here to legis­
late and fran1c laws in a young country, \VC 

ought to he guidE'<l by the mistak< of the 
older countries of the world. \Ye (mght to 
aim at righ1,ing very many of thP \Vrong:;;, and 
thny can only be righted by taking the policy 
that is advocated by this party-taking it 
plank by plank. They arc taking it now. 
If the hem. 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 vvould 
have been relegated to political oblivion long 
ago. They are only existing to-day by steal­
ing-! use the word politically-by takin!l' and 
passing thE' most popular plariks of the Labour 
platform, which the people arc clamouring for, 
and thov leave us in a minoritv, still advo­
cating the unpopular planks of the platform, 
The Yerses that I wish to road are for the 
benefit of the hon. member for \Varwick, and 
are as follow:-

Suppose you gained a dollar yesterday, 
Or gained a seore, 

Or made your fortune by some clever play 
A million mol'e, 

And ma<le life harder for your fellow mPn 
What then F 

Suppose yonr plans for profit all succeed, 
And you are ·worth, 

Acr-ordi.nz to the reckonings of greed, 
Say, half the eartb, 

But of the worth of sen·ice have no ken, 
Wbat then? 

Suppose you give a little of the wealth 
You cannot u!'le, 

And steal its double by some artful stealth, 
Or 1egal ruse, 

And men are fooled to give you chance again, 
What then? 

Mr. Jones.] 
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Suppose that by and by the people wake, 
And take their own, 

Not· ask for jnst a nibble at the cake, 
X or for a bone, 

And ·will not longer hide in hole and den, 
What then: 

Suppose the fellows you have sneered asiile 
As fools and cranks, 

The world's to-morrow with their counsels guide, 
And win world thanks, 

And truth flows frcdy from to-morrow's pen, 
What then t 

Aye, and suppose there is a realm aboYe, 
\'\~here Right is throned, 

~·\.nd men are weig-hed in balance of love, 
X or crime condonert 

Becau.se 't\vas wronght among the "upper ten," 
'Yhat then F 

I justify my action in supporting the amend. 
ment moved by the leader of the Op["'"ition be­
cause I believe bat the two parties that have 
coalesced and formed the Government do not 
possess the confidence of the country, and are 
nut a true reflex of the will of the people as ex­
presoed at the last general 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 legi.<lation. Jf 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. G. 
J ackson, Kenncdp) : I heard hon. members yes· 
terday interject that they wanted a Minister to 
speak. 

OPPOSITION MEMBEHS : Hear, hear ! 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : So I 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. 

J\Tr. BowMAX: He is more moderate than you. 

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

OPPOSITION 1Y1EMBEHS : Hear, hear! 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I would 

point out to hon. member•, if they are in favour 
of Ministers beit g elected by the majnrity, 
which means elected by the majority of the 
Hon"''• the chances are the very same l\finisters 
wonlcl be choeen as are now chosen by the 
Prem1er. 

OPPOSITION :\IE:I!BERS : No hope; and other 
interjection.:::. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: There 
are so many interjections being nnde, that I 
cannot c·•tch 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 elected--

LABOUI\ MEniBE!lS : That is not true. 
'!'he SECRETARY FOR 1\HNES: Do hon. 

members contradict the stateruent that the 
Federal :Ministers were elected by caucus? 

0PPOSITIOX }1E1IBERS : Yes, yes ! 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I can 

assnre ban. members that it was given to me, 
on the very best authority, that the Federal 
:Ministers were chmen by Federal cancu>. If 
hon. members propose to adopt that method, I 

[H on G. J ackson. 

see some little difficnltv ahead when wa are dis· 
missed from the posit1on we occupy, becanse I 
take it they wili sbnd by their platfmm. Hon. 
members declare that they never deviate from 
their pla tfurm, bnt I will show that they 
have done so before I sit duwn. As one of the 
planks of their platform is elective :.VIinistries, I 
take it for granted that they will crtll all hr•n. 
members sitting on that side of the House 
tngetter to choose a :l>Iinistry from amongst 
those numbers. The hon. member for Clermont 
endorses what I am saying. They know very 
well they cannot form a Ministry by themselves. 
They will therefore call I he members of the 
Independent Opposition into their caucus and 
choose a Ministry. The Labour party do not 
possess a majority, otherwhe they would 
elEct a 1finistry th .. mselves. 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 Labour caucus • 

Mr. 'Woons : \V e will get you to draft a reso­
lution. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: I have done 
that on previous occasion", and have vtery often 
saved them a good many difticulties. I am quite 
prepared to do that again if they will rEquisition 
it. I would point out to those hem. members 
who are advocating an elective 1\finistry, and 
who take the Swiss federation as an illustration 
of the advantages of elective Ministries, that itJ 
is not a fair comparison to quote one particular 
country in the civilised world where they hav& 
elective Ministri3s. Th" Swi>s 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 HoNOt:HABLE MEMBER: Their Constitution 
is similar to the Federal Constitntiou. 

The SECRE'l'ARY FOR MINES: Anybody 
who knows anything about the Swiss Constitu­
tion knows it is entirely different to ours, and, 
although the experiment mHy be successful there,. 
it is no argurr.ent that it will be successful under 
our Constitution. 

Mr. LESINA: It depends on the genius of the 
people. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : I admit 
that the genius of the p€O>•le has to d•J with the 
matter. \V e know that some of the South 
American Republic~, where they have similaF 
Governments to our own, cannot work them the 
same as the British people do, and you could gh·e 
those countries in South America the mcst per­
fect conditione, and owing to a defect in the 
genius they ha1e in themselves for self-govern­
ment, they make failures of them. I would just 
remind hon. members that J\Ir. Kingston, 
Premier of South Australia, some years ag,, pro­
poeed to introduce into t.he Sonth Australian 
Constitution the princip!e of elective Ministries. 
But, after giving it more consideration, he 
decided that it was not a desirable thing to do. 

Nuw, I have in my hand,. copy of 
[7 p.m.] this evening's Brisbane 'l'elegraph, 

in which I notice that Mr. Fisher, 
the learler of the Federal Labonr party, makes 
reference in a speech of yesterrlay to this ques· 
tion. 'Whilst l\Ir. Fisher was speaking, Mr. 
Fowler interjected, "Let Parliament elect its 
Ministries." 1\Ir. Fisher said-

If th:~t comes about we shall ha Ye a greater ~tate of 
abuse than we have yet had. 

No"', 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 rerorted, and I have no rloubt he is. 

The PREMIEH: How shocking that would be. 
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l\Ir. BowoiAN: l'\ot much worse than it has 
been. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: What I 
want to know is this : How can they reconcile the 
principle of elective Ministries by cmcus, or by 
the House, with one of the planks of the Labour 
platform which states that a L~bour Gm ernment 
must have a majority of portfolios? The mem­
bers of the L<tbour party, as is well known, 
cannot take uffi.ce in any Governtnent unles.s 
they have a majority ofportf,,lios in that Govern­
ment. 

l\Ir. BoW)!AN: A ve•y wi,e thing, after pa.st 
experience. 

The SECHETARY FOR MINES: Jf the 
hon. member admits that it rs 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 Burnet.t in connection with mining. 
The hon. member complained that mining got 
no encourag-ement from the present Govern­
ment. 

l\Ir. MIJLCAHY: Qnite true. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The 
answer to th&t is that the Kidston Government, 
latterly, ha,·e spent more in mining--

Mr. MULCAHY : Ordered by the Labour party, 

The SECRETARY FOR l\IINES: During 
the last twelve months. 

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

The SECRETAl1.Y FOR MINES: The 
Labour party always makes the Government do 

nything that happens to be good ; but if it is 
anything that is bad the Labour part.y have 
nothing to do with it. 

The TRRASURER: 'fhey cannot help it. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Thev 

cannot help it. The hon. member for Burnett 
insinuated that the Premier h~td made a promise 
of £50,000 for mining. 

::\Ir. \VooDs : Is not that true? 

The SECRETARY FOR MDTES: No; if 
the hon. member for \Voothakata ~tdrnits what 
the hon. member for B•1rnett said is tru~, he is 
quite wrong. 

Mr. vVoons: Don't you believe it is true? 

The SECRETARY :FOR MIKES: 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 Estimates. 
Althou~h I was just as anxious as th~ hon. 
member who is interjecting that a larger sum 
should be placed on the Estimates, still it is onlv 
fair to say that the Premier made no distinct pro­
mise of that particular sum of money. 

Mr. "WoODS: \Vas£50,000placed on the Esti­
mates? 

The SECRETARY :B'OR MINES: It was 
not. I do not mind an interjection if it is relevant; 
but it is impos,ible for me to answer a series ot 
questions which the hon. member seems pre­
pared to &ubmit 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 goilrg 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 

that the minir,g members were not united when 
they cn.me bef<'rP the Minister for l\lines or the 
Premier to make a request-that some wanted 
State battmies, others smelting works. 

l\lr. i\IULCAHY : 1'\ ow you are making a deli­
berate misstatement. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon. 
m em her charges me with making " delibErate 
misstatement. I don't know wher her he is quite 
in order, bu', at any rate, I will let it pass. 
(Hear, hear !) '\Vhat I am saying is correct, 
that some of the mining members at that deputa­
tion W<l.nted one thing, anrl HOme another. I 
know that the hon. memuer for Cook was par­
ticularly strong on the question of State batteries. 
I myself favoured smelling works, though I am 
not sure whether I rnentirmed it at the deputa­
tion, but I have advocated t:ltate smelting works 
in this House. Either the last year or the year 
before I made a sreech and advocated State 
smelting works, but I have no recollection of 
ever advocating State batteries. I have been on 
a deputation, some of the merr,bers of which may 
have asked tor State batteries, but I my>elf 
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 battedes in my own district 
and the district smrounding Charters Towers, 
and that report was very adverse. Now, in con­
nection with State smelting W<>rks, I might alsn 
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 bon. member for 
Burnett was a hearty advocate of State 
smelting war ks-g-ot their chief inspector to 
make a report on the desirability of establi.bing 
a State smelting works. That report I have not 
yet seen, although I am Minister for Mines ; I 
understand that it is being rninted, but I have 
not bad an oprortunity of seeing it yet, so that I 
cannot say "hetber the chief inspector b in 
favour of establishing a State smelting works or 
not. Now, we all know that as regards tbe 
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 recognige that, seeing 
there are so many mining fields in Queens­
land-mining fields are scattered over the 
immense areas of Queensland, and the mining 
industry is an impnrtant industry--but they 
c~n eee 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. JUy own district, I c:mtend, 
h,td been ne~lected as regards advances by the 
Mines Department. 

]\.Jr. \\'oons: l'\ow they have got a chance. 

The SECRETARY .FOR J\IIJ'\Et:l: I can 
assure the hon. member that, since I have <>ccu­
pied this position, I have not advanced a 3ingle 
penny for my own electorate-to any mrrn who 
appealed from my own district. 

Mr. MULCAHY: You ha,·e not had an oppor­
tunity yet. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Well, I 
bave been here two or three weeks; probably if 
I had been di,posed I should have been able to 
do it at the prE,ent time. 

Mr. MULCAHY: No money available. 

TheSECRETARYFORMINES: Atptesent 
I am going on the principle that no adva'lces 
ought to be made until we know where "e 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, I think the 1\Iinister should 
stay his hand. As the hon. m em her for Croyrlon 
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. 1\IUI\PHY : The Premier promi.sed us 
.£10,000, and he owes us £3,000 yet. (Hear, 
hear!) 

The SECHETARY FOR MIKES: The 
R<tvenswood di,;trict has not had a great deal 
in the past. Twelve months ago, when their 
application CJ.me in, there were a number of 
other applications coming along. Ravenswood 
was given a lirtle out of the deep-sinking fund 
last year, hut before that they practically got 
nothing. I would like to cleal 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 Chamber now, but I unclerstuod him to 
make a chRrge against my predecessor-the pre­
sent Ho:ne Secretary-that he had promised a 
deputation tn grant an exemption to a rnine 
n.nd would override the warden. lion. rnem bert~ 
probably know in regard to clain1 exemptions 
that that matt"r i~ under the r mtrul of the 
warden.;:;, but \V hen it is a ca~e of an t:Xelnption 
for a mining lease it <· nne;, to Brisbane tu the 
l\fines Department tJ be dealt "ith. The late 
l\Iiniscer fur Mines assures me that he never told 
a depntation anythillS' of the sort, and he never 
interfered with the warden in the matter of claim 
exempti<•Il';:. 'ft1e h(•ll. n1ember f(Jr Burnett al:"~O 
saicl that it was customary for the :\lines Depart­
ment to get reports, not for the purpose <•f c,m­
sid<'ring whether a pHticular mine s'wuld get a 
gran~ out of the deep-sinking fund, hut in order 
that the companY might gee a fa-.onrable revort 
from the .Mines Department, so that, I presume, 
they could use that ret,ort for flntation purposes. 
l\1y predecessor tells me that on one occ.tsion the 
:\Iunnt Shamrock mine-I am not sure if that is 
the mine that the boo. member for Burnett re­
ferred to--

Mr. BO\ni.\:-1 : Yes. 
Mr. ;yiGLCAHY: Th:tt IS the mine he men­

tioned. 

The SECHETARY FOR MINES: My pre­
decessor tells me that the Mount Shamrock 
people came to him and asked the department 
to >end a g-eolngist. t'' the mine to report on it. 
They had nut made any application for an 
advance out,,£ the deep >inking fund, and the 
l\Iinister ah,o'ntely 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 
mu:-;t have got wrong information, in connection 
with what he is saying. Now, in <lealing with 
mining 1natter.~, I rnight refer to some of the 
criticisms made by one or two members last 
week. The hon. member for Herbert, Mr. 
Lennon, had some complaints in connection with 
mining matters in his district. The hon. m em­
her corn plained that certain mineral leases in 
his distdct had been granted exemption and the 
miners could not get into the lea,es on account 
of them bei"g locked up. 

Mr. \Voons: Quite true. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hem. 

meruber says "quite true." I have ruade in­
quiries at the department in connection with 
that matter, and I am informed that there is 
only one lease under exemption. 

Mr. \Voons: There are others, and you know 
it. 

[Hon. G. J ackson. 

Mr. LEl';l';ON: What about the dredging 
areas? 

The SECRETARY FOR :\IINES: 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 di,;trict 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 m11tter? 

The PRE1JJER: \Vould he like the warden to 
be interfered with? 

The SECRETARY FOR ~liNES: I was 
just asking- the hon .. member t_ha~ .. Does he 
wi;h me to interfere w1th the JUnsdictwn of the 
warden in that matter? 

~fr. LEl';:-ION: If the warden won't act fairly 
to the people, I think you should. 

The SECRETARY :FOR MINES: I think 
it would lc.<d to a great deal of criticism, and 
possibly ab1~se. if you interfere~ w_ith the warden 
in the carrvmg out of Ins duties m tt:at matter. 
Bnt before these exemptions were granted the 
department 'ent np a geologist t'! make a 1:eport 
on the country, and see whether It was_ adv!s<tble 
that these exemptions to the dredgmg areas 
should ue granten-to the injury P""ibly uf the 
allu dal rniner. 1Ir. Odrneron was the geologist 
who wots sent up, aud he furnished a report to 
the department pointing out that a great deal of 
that country was not snitable for the worki'?g 
n1iner. The ground was too poor or too deep In 
a majority of Cdse~. It was desirable that the 
dredging areas should be grantd. ThB was 
done So the hon. member will eee thr,t he has 
really no complaint ag-ain.>t the :'>lines Depart­
ment in that connection. 

:VIr. LE:<>XON: That district has maintained 
200 miners for five years. No company has ever 
been successful on it, and it is essentially a work 
ing m<>n's district. 

The SECRETARY FOR :\liNES: The hon. 
member may see J'vir. Cameron's report if he 
wishes. 

J\Ir. LENNON: I have seen it. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If tbe 
hon. member has seen it, then he kno~s that 
the department acted in accordance w1th th_at 
of!icer's report. J'v1r. Carneron has no speCial 
interest in it one way or the other. I can 
inform hon. members that whilst I am :Minister 
for ;yiines the interests of the alluvial miner and 
the reef miner will all be well con>idercd by me. 

Mr. J\IACGHAN: And the coal miner? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: But, 
whili;t doing that, I am not going- to discourag:e 
the investor or the speculator. The mve.>tor IS 
the wm king miner's be>t friend and the P':O''pec­
tor's best frienrl, and I shall make It my 
business to encourage to the great~st extenJ: ~he 
possible introduction of capital In our mmmg 
fields. (Hear, hear!) The senior member for 
Charters Towers, :\Ir. \Vinstanlev, and the junior 
membor for Charters Towere, l\Ir. Mullan, both 
had a grievance against the department. The 
senior member for Charters Towers CC>m­
plained that £500 had bee'? ad vanc~d \;>Y the 
Mines De[Jartment to a partwular mrne m 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 ~xolain for a moment or two how this 
may have happened. \V hen I got back from 
England twelve months ago, I found that the 
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vote was pretty well exhausted-that there was 
{)nly £2,000 or £3,000 left. The hon. member 
for Ipswich, Mr. Blair, was then .l\Iinist.er 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. MT.:LCAHY : The Premier promised it to 
us. 

Mr. 1\IT.:RPHY: As a matter of fact, £50,000 
was placed on the Estimates. 

The SECRETARY FOR :\liNES: The 
Premier gave no distinct promise at all. 

:Mr. BLAIR : Y cs he did ; and the Treasurer as 
well. 

The SECRETARY FOR l\'IINES: I knew 
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 l{avenswood had got very little 
money. I s:nd I thought that Ravenswood should 
get s?me money. The reports h•.d not then 
come m from the Charters Towers or Ravens wood 
mines. 

Mr. \VINSTANLEY : Charters Towers was in 
long before that. 

The SECRETARY FOR MI:'\!ES: They 
were not before the :\Iinister. I was informed 
that they were not before the JYiini~ter, and I 
went to the :aiinos Department to inquire. 

:a:Ir. \VINSTANLEY: That is not correct. 

The SECRETARY :FOR MINES: I found 
that the Minister bad Eet 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 last, on my return from England­
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 those mines. 
But the hon. mPmber wants to know how it was 
that this grant was made afterwards in connec­
tion with the eastern portion of Charters Towers. 
I believe there was a small sum pf money left 
after other grants had heen made, and it was out 
of this small sum that the £500 was granted. I 
imaginb that ~he applications from Charters 
Towers must have amounted to many thousands 
of pounds. About that time some very impor­
tant discoveries were made in thA 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 minfs on account of the dis­
coveries they had ma.de 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 
I understand it. 

OPPOSITION lYh1!BERS : Very ingenious ! Very 
thin! 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am 
afraid no explanation would be s:tti,factory to 
the hon. member for Gym pie. The hon. mem­
ber for Ch:1rters Towers, l\fr. \Vinstanley, also 
ventilated a grieva.nce in connection with what 
is a Inines regulation matter-ventilation, sani­
tatinn, 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. l\fullan, also dealt 
with some mining matters. He referred to the 
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question of tributers. Ij have a great deal of 
sympathy with tributere. On account of the 
depression in gold mining on Charters Towers 
it has been found neccosary by a great many 
men to take to 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 tributcrs 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 \Vestern Au,tralia is con­
cerned. There is a section in the Mining Act of 
1904 which provic!es 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 it all depends on the 
agreement. I ·don't think it matters much 
whether you put this into an Act or a regula· 
tion, if the owners are not prepared to make an 
agreement with the tributers. 

An HoNOURABLE ME~!BER: You can CJmpel 
them to work their mines. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: Exemp­
tion can be refused, of course, if they do not 
n1ake out a ca~e. 'rhe provision the hon. rnetn~ 
ber mentioned in the Victorian Act has been 
repealed. I have here an extract from the Min­
ing Act of 1897 in regard to sustenance money. 
That was repealed by the Act of 1004, so that 
evidently it w<s not found to work very well; 
but they substituted this sectiun-

The cost of all prospecting work, such as mu..in drh·es 
levels, cross-cuts, 0r shaft-sinking, which the tributers 
agree to do under their tributA agreement, and which, 
in the opinion of the Inspector of )fines, 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 
co~t before the warden. Sueh cost if not stated in the 
tribute agreement shall be fixed by mutual agreement, 
or, in the event of disagreement, by the warden, 'vhose 
dechion as to the amount of such cost and of such pro· 
portion shall be final and conclnsi ve, and without 
appeal. 

That might be a very desirable provision to make 
when amending our mining laws. I am not pre· 
pared to S''Y at present, but evidently the sn;ten· 
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 vercen tage was a! so repealed hy 
the Act of 1904; but there is a provision in the 
Victori11n Act to this effect-

The percentage or proportion to which tha owner 
and the tributm· are respectively entitled. under 
any tribute agreerr.ent shall be calculated upon the 
gross value of the gold or minerals obtained under such 
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. MVLLAN: Do you think it was a good 
thing to repeal them? 

The SECRETARY FOR ::\IINES: As I 
have already pt>inted ou•, I think it j, a matter 
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 I have been 
dealing with are questions that could be very 
much better dealt with on the Estimates. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : If you get the chance. 
\V e are getting in early to avoid the rush. 

Hon. G. J ackson.] 
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I ex­
pected that reply. Hon. members say there is 
no opportunity to discuss the adrninistration of 
the Government. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Not for two 
years. 

The SECRETARY l<OR MINES: If that 
is so, would not one have expected to have barl 
so1ne hair-raising disclo~mres rnarle during this 
debate? But what grievances have hon. mem­
bPrs brought forward in c mnection with any 
Government department? I have dealt with 
one or two questlons in connection wi.th mining; 
but they are not serious questions of administm­
tion. After two years, during w bicb they Ray 
they have had no opportunity of discussing the 
administration of the GovernmAnt, 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 \Vorks Department. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: Have you finished 
the mining matters? 

The SECRETARY FOR 1\II"'ES: I cannot 
talk all night about mining; but I ha,·e dealt with 
the points raised h:v hon. members so far as I 
have taken a note of them. I have not read the 
speeches, but I have sat in the Chamber most d 
the time, and have made a note now and aKain 
of matters brought forward. I will now take 
the Department of \Vorks. After three weeks' 
debate there has been only one small matter 
brought forward by way of fault-finding with 
this department. It was the hon. member for 
Charters Towers, 1\[r. \Vin,tanley, who raised 

this grievance. The bon. member 
[7.30 p.m.] complained that the \Vorks De-

partment, after calling for tenders 
for the erection of police barracks at Charters 
Towers, restricting tenderers to the aupply of 
Brisbane-made bricks, went hack on that at the 
instigation of the senior member for Towns­
vi!' e, and c~lled for fresh tenders under which it 
was t>ermi··•,ible to supply either Brisbane or 
Townsville bricks. I think that was the hon. 
member's complaint. 

Mr. \V!NS'l'A~LEY : That was not my point at 
all. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: Then I 
have not understood the bon. member at all. He 
complained of the interference of the hon. mem· 
ber for Townsville. \Vben the department pro· 
posed to restric~ the supply of bricks to bricks 
made in Brisbane, by way d showing the 
dominance of the hem. memter for Towns­
ville in the Cabinet, the hem. member com­
plained that, at the instigation of the hon. 
meml'er, fre,h tenders were called for, per­
mitting alternative tenders to lJg "ent in for 
Brisb'"tne or Townsville bricks. Xuw, the hon. 
member foe 'l'ownsville wa" quite justified in 
a nratter conc"rnirog his en11stltuency in asking 
for alternati,,e tenders, permitting of the supply 
of Townsville brickt'. It is not a, new rnatter in 
eunnection with tendnrs in the department to 
provide that the l>ricb supplied shalll>e Brisba,le 
made. The same thing hapt,eHed a little while 
ago in Gympio, and there \Vas ~n ont.cry frcnn 
Gym pie when it was proposecl that only Brisbane 
bricks shvnld be me d. The same thing has hap· 
lJ8!l8d in other provincial toWDR, because it has 
been found by the derartmcnt that., unless bricks 
are machine-made, they are DIJt a'il good in quality, 
and \ ery oftt--n in Ron1e of the prnv1ncial towns 
they do not I ake the same care in mixing the 
clay. The hon. mem hor for Townsville sent a 
telegram, or a letter, to the department asking 
that the matter should ue reconsidered. There 
is no serious offence there. If the hon. member 

[Hon. G. Jackson. 

harl gone to my predeceswr and said to him, 
" You must give the contract to a certain 
Northern firm, which proposes to provide Towns­
ville brickR,"tbat 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 
\V orks Department. Let me now come back 
again to the hon. member for Bnrnett. In the 
course of his speech this afternoon the hon. 
memLer dealt very largely "itb the question of 
land taxation, and the substitution d the lease­
hold principle for the freehold. The hon. mem­
ber pointed out that, if we established the lea"e­
hold principle in connection with agricultural 
and tuwn land8, it "ould be the same as we have 
in conmction with the mining fields. 

Mr. Ml:RPHY: There are freeholds on mining 
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 free holds-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 no reason 
w by we should not have freeholds on the mining 
fields. 

Mr. McRPHY: The homestead leases are prac­
tically freeholds. 

Tbe SECRETARY FOR MINES: I thank 
the hem. member for mentir,ning the matter. 
There is, of course, a difference between miners' 
homestead leases and mining 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. \VrNH~'ANL};y: The one pays rent and the 
other does not. 

The SECRETARY FOR ::\IINES: One does 
not pay rent after a certain time-that is where 
the hon. n1ember icl wrong. 

Mr. \Vr~S1'ANLEY: After thirty year>. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Well, 
after thirty years it practically becomes a free­
hold. Does the h(Jn. 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,) 

1\ir. AmEY: "In vain is the net spread in the 
sight of the bird." 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Does 
the hon. member propose that the homestead 
le-sees ~honld be con,l,elled to pay the same rent 
to the Uuvernment after the thirty years are 
expired ? The hon. member for Burnett seems 
to ha Ye a terrible down on the freehold system. 
\Ye had a speech yesterday from the hem. mem­
ber for Clermont in which he aloo denounced the 
freehold tenure. 

1\Ir. MvnPHY: Formerly :von did not like free­
holdo-when you &igned the platform. 

The SECRETARY :B'OR .MINES: 'l'he bon, 
member is ']Uite wrong. There was nothing in 
the platform I signed with regard tn freeholds, 
as I will show by and by. The m em bc·rs of the 
Labour 1·arty have a plank in their platform 
now~ ~• ~o Ill ore frt:ehnld~." They '"'ant to have 
a land tax, and they propoRe 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. \Yell, if thc1re is 
such a thing as an unearned increment-if they 
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can p~ov~ that there is such a thing-I suppo 
there Is, m many cases, also a decrement. 

1\Ir .. McRPHY: You are becoming quite con­
serYatJsed. (Laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR J\IINEB: The 
views I am now expressing I have often ex­
pressed before, and it woulrl be much better if 
hon. rr1embers, instead of interjecting, would 
quote ~rom an:\:' of my spe,eches to show that I 
ever sa1rl anythmg d1fferent to what I am saying 
now. 

Mr. MANN: You have always been a con­
servative radical. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I do not 
know what that means. \Vhen I belonged to 
the Labour party I was just as good a democrat 
-and I am now-as any hon. member opposite 
-that is, as far as anything reasonable and 
practicable is concerned. I was saying a moment 
ago that, if it is fair that the State should get an 
:'nearne~ increment-if there i; such a thing-it 
Is also fa1r that, where land has depreciated in 
value, the owner of such land should receive 
some compemation. Last 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. McRPHY: I am afraid they cannot be 
much good, George, or you would not give them 
away. (Laughter.) 

The SPEAKER : Order, order ! 
The SECRET AllY :FOR MINES: The 

hon. member says, I understand, that I would not 
give away the deeds of goorl land. \V ell, some 
of this land, so far as quality is concerned is 
good. Some of it consists of town n,llotments.' I 
would be most happy to hanrl the deeds to any 
hon. member on the other side if he will pay the 
rates on them. As a matter of fact, I am not 
asking for the transmission of the deeds. Here 
is the deed of 28 perches-that is, a town allot­
ment. I may say all the land is within a few 
miles of the Queensland coast. The next is the 
deed of one rood-a town allotment. The next 
is another rood-another trnvn al!<Jtment. This 
is for a one-fourth undividc-1 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. BARBER : \Vhy, you are quite a bocdler. 
(Laugl::ter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR :\fiNES : The last 
is for a 10-acre block. I think the hon. member 
for Clern,ont last mght, when pointing out that 
the Labour party were willing to respond to any 
political party who would make them the best 
offer, said, "Any offf'r ?"' Nnw, I a~k hon. 
members is there any offer? 

Mr. 1IL'RPHY: \Vhy not sell thPm t > the 
Government? 

Tbe SECRETARY FOR MINES: Here are 
the title>, and they can ha,ve them for nothing 
if they will pay ti1e rate, on the lands. 

J\Ir. :\lcRPHY: \V e know thev are ll'>t worth 
the rates or you wonlcl not offer them. \Vhy 
not make a present of them to the TVorker ne\n­
paper. (Laughter.) 

The BECRETARY :FOR MINES: My argu­
ment io that if the State is going to take the 
unearned increment in the value of land, then 
it should compensate the J"Urchasers of land who 
have lost by their investment. The lands to 
which I have referred were bought at a Crown 
lands sale twenty or twenty-five years ago, and 
I ccnleml that it is only fair if people buy land, 

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 
v:ould prefer a freehold tenure any time and every 
trme. I do not say anything about town allot­
ments. It may be desirable that the l::itate 
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 agr> in this 
House that it is aboolutely necesssary that 
the freehold of agricultural lands should be 
((iven to "electors. It is patent to everybody that 
If we are to compete with other countries, like 
Camda 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 adnpb the leasehold system. 
Now let me make one or two references to the 
speech delivered by the hon. member for Cler­
mont last evening. I am not going to deal very 
extensi,·ely 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-clas' 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. \Vho gave old-age pensions in gngland 
about twelve months ago? Not the Labour 
party. The Labonr party had not influence 
enough to get old-age pensions in England. 
\Vhen 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 "·ere there at the 
Federal Conventions in Sydney, Melbourne, 
and Adelaide when that democratic Constitution 
was framed? 

Mr. MuLCAHY: What about Kingoton? 
The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: Kingston 

was not a Labour member, and the hon. member 
knows that. I do not think there was a single 
Labour de:egate at any of those com·entions, 
unless it was J\1r. Trenwitb, 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. I mention that as 
an answer to the hon. member for Clermnnt's 
str<tement that no refonns can be expected from 
the Liberal party. I h>we said that I have 
listener'! to the speeches which have been made 
during this want of confidence debate, and I 
must my that the criticisms have been weak, and 
the excuees weaker. The Premier was charged 
with having marle an electioneering speech. Just 
fancy the andaci!y of the Premier in making an 
electioneering speech! Hon. members on the 
other side, of coursP, never make electioneeriLg 
speEches-hardly ever, anyway. 

]\fr. BO\\':I!AN : They can't cay that about you. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I think 

hon. members opposite are determined that 
whether a drssolution will come about or not 
they will make speeches of an electioneerillg 
character-speeches which are addressed to thek 
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constituents. There has been plenty of abuse and 
plenty of poetry flung at the Premier during 
this rlebate. \Ve had some more poetry flung 
at this si !e to-night. Hon. members on the 
other sirl" ctppear to be determined that if they 
cannot J, i i l us with their criticisms they will kill 
us with their poetry, and they have even quoted 
the Premier's poetry. (Opposition laughter.) 

The PREmER: 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 any personal 
matterR, 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 I went for a trip to the old country just 
before the Government submitte1 what were 
called by hon. members opposite "syndicate 
railways," but which I would call Government 
co-operative railways-(Opposition laughter)­
which is mnch the better term fr,r those milways 
which were introduced at the end of last session. 
I went away to England just before that trouble 
started, and I fiOt back to Queensland after the 
coalition had been fixed up, so that I did not in 
any active way participate in the measure~ 
taken for bringing about that coalition. I 
am not going to talk about what happened in 
caucus, because I know nothing about it. Some 
personal references have been made to me by the 
leader of the L'1bour party, 1\Tr. B•1wman ; by 
the hnn. member for Brisbane South, ::\Ir. Airey; 
and by the hon. member for Bowen, JYir. Kenna. 
The leader of the Opposition said I had got my 
rewttrd for hvnest service to the man who has 
gone b·;ck on Labour. The hon. member for 
Charters Towers, 1\Ir. 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 
waut to interrupt my argnment by dealing with 
it just now, The leader of the Labour party said 
I had got my reward for honest service to the 
man who had gone back on Lctbour. 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 myoelf. 
(Labour laughter.) Hon. members may laugh. 
They won't bugh when I have finished witl1 
them. \Ve have been branded as renegades to 
Labour. Now they are trying to brand us as 
renegades to liberalism. The Premier has ~ot 
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 w.as a delega'P, 
when they proposed to introduce the >ocialistic 
objective, I w.ts one of the first men to ask the 
Premier and the hon. member for Brisbane 
South, Mr. Airey, who was then a Minister-

[Hon. ri. J"ackson. 

two members of the Labour party and Ministers 
in the J'llorgan Government-instead of dancing 
to the Premier's tune, I asked the Premier to 
come to that conveoti"n and do his best by argu­
ment to stop that Labour con vent ion 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 
\villin~ to li•t~n to the counsel and ad vice of his 
friends than thepre.sent Premier of Queensland. I 
do not say he listened to the ad vice of his enemies. 

::\lr. BmnrAN: You roever 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. 
(Oppusition laughter.) What I "ill provE', or 
try to vrove, befure I close my speech to-night iB 
this : I will show that the ex-Labour members 
have been true to Labour and to democracy. I 
will show that the S·,cialist 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 it that way. I will further show that 
the Labour party, or the Socialistic party, is not 
true to its own phttform. 

LABOuR MJDIBEllS : Ab, ah ! 
l\Ir. LE:>N0:-1: That's good-let us have it. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They 

take credit f<•r being a straight party, l!ever 
deviating from their platform. The hnn. mem­
ber for J\larylwrough claimed that a week ago. 
He said" \V e t:ever deviate from our platform." 
The hon. member for Ipswich paid them the 
compliment too, and several other hon. members 
have stated 1 hat the Socialistic p~rty is a 
straight party that never deviate; at all from its 
platform. 

Mr. LENK0:-1: Heat·, hear! 
The SECHETARY FOR l\II~ES: The hon . 

member says "Hear, hear!" I will show him that 
since be h"s been in the party it has deviated 
from the platform. The !•arty have deviated 
from the platform when it suits them. They 
have nllowd legislation to go through this 
Chamber which i,; diametrically opposed to their 
platform. The hon. member for 1::\outh Brishane, 
l\fr. Airey, in making comment upon my admis­
sion to the JYiinistry, pointed out that I was ;. 
conservative. 'rhe hon. member for Cairns a few 
minutes ago said that I was a radical conservative. 
I do not know what he means by that. The hon. 
member for South Bri,lune said, "con~equently, 
being a cnnserv,tthe, I was in my right place in 
a Conservative Government." But, strange to 
say, immediately afier stating I was a comerva­
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. 

Mr. MANX : He knew you would not do it. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon. 

member evidently considered that I was not such 
a very great conservative in that respect. I was 
rather a wild kind of revolutionist. The hem. 
member fnr South Brisbane should remember 
that when he was a 1\Iinister sitting here, a great 
many complaints came from the Labour party 
in connection with his conservative administra­
tion d Dunwich. Leaving out small details, I 
will show that the .criticisms of hon. ·me m hers 
opposite largely ar.swer 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. men.bers 
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opp~site, and showing how they absolntely con­
tr~dJCt ~ach ot~er, particularly in connection 
With this coahtiOIL :For instance one hon. 
;nember states the Premier is an autocrat, boss­
mg e\:eryl_JC dy. Another hon. member >ays the 
Premier I• the tool of the hon. member for 
Tmvns\ ille, Mr. Philp. There are two dia­
metrically opposite statements. They cannot 
both be true. 

1!r. MANN: They may be true at different 
periOds. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It is said 
they are true now. The hon. m ern ber for Fas.,i­
fern stRted the other night that the hon. member 
for 'l'ownsville had no hand in the appointment 
of members to the Cabmet when the coalition 
was formed. That seemed to be a complaint 
the hon. member had sgainst the Government. 
How can hon. rrH-rnhets reconcile those s' ate­
ments? Then one hon. member says the pro­
gramn1e submitted in the Governor's Sveech is 
?O good, but immediately afterwards-] believe 
It wns the same bun. member-he said 1 here 
wer~ Bills _in. thiR prngr~nn~e that n1any hon. 
members Ritting on this Ride of the House 
C?uld not vote for. Again, how can you recun­
crle these two t-tatenwnts? Son1e hon. Inem­
bers oppoeite want thou,ands of immigrants 
to cnn1e here, and other hon. rneinbers do not 
war!t immigrants at all; although they may 
pro.ess they do, they do not want immi­
grants. -Son1e hon. n1embers oppcJsite \Yant-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 recm,cile those 
statements? The socialist members want a land 
tax, and bon. members in the corner party do 
not want a land tax. 

Mr. MANN : That is not correct. I have 
a! ways ad voca.ted a land tax. 

The SECRJ:;~TARY FOR MINES : The hon. 
member is in favour of a land tax but he does 
not br-lieve in the exemptions. Th~ hon. member 
gave his reason" why he c"uld not adopt the 
platfor_m of other hnn. members oitting on the 
san:e side of th_e House; he could not accept the 
sociahstJC obJectne, which "ere very good 
reasons-reasons I_ approved of, and the very 
same reasons that mflueuced myself and other 
hon. members sitting on this side. 

Mr; 1\fAN~ : '\Vhy are you not sitting over 
here. 

The SECRETARY J:;'OR MIKES: The hon. 
member should not have deserted his leRder-the 
man he was elected to support. The hon. 
member was elected to support the Premier and 
the Rockhampton programme, and he should 
have remawed on this side of the HousP. Then 
we find the hnn. member for Fas>ilern stating 
!bat ~he hon._ memherfor Townsvi!le, Mr. Philp, 
IS bemg deceived by the Chi Pi Sfcretarv. Hon. 
members will remember that : but "the hon. 
member for Cook states that the Chief Secretary, 

Mr. Kidston, is being deceived by 
[8 p.m.] the hnn. member for 'fownsville. 

How can c ou reconcile those state­
ments ? Are they bo· h deceivin!)' each other? 
Then le~ me point ot~t to hon. members opposite, 
who thmk that this Govemment is such a 
terribly Conservative Government that accord­
ing ~o the admi,sion of the hon: rne~ber for 
Fassifern, we are getting into socialism bit by bit. 

Mr. LENJS'ON: That Government has done 
nothing at all yet. 

The SECRETARY FOR MJNES: 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. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We can 
quite imagine that the policy of the Government 
is just about the right one; a middle eo m se 
between the two extremes is the right course. 

Mr. BOW)!AN: You are rightly designated the 
leader of the mid-\\ay party. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : The 
middle course is the safe cour,e, I can assure the 
leader of the Opp.>sition, and he will find that 
ont if we go to the country in a short time. 
(Oppositicmlaughter.) He '~ill find where tbe 
votes of the peo1Jle will be. They are not going 
to supp0rt a socia]i,tic party like that which the 
hon. gentleman lrad~, and I atn quite certain 
that they will not snpport a party composed of 
men who have deserted from this party, and 
who h:1re a platform in no way dissimilar to 
that on this side of the House. 

Mr. MITCHELL: You did not sav that at the 
last election. " 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES: I want 
tn make reference now to another hon. me-ntber. 
'l'he hon. member for Nnnclah poiuted out 
~hat under party government speeches did not 
mfluence votes. That, I believe, as a generalisa­
twn, lS pretty correct-that under onr svstem 
party government speeches do not infl-uence 
votes. Iu the old timeq in the House of Com­
mons speeches were not reported, but it is quite 
different nowarlays. ::\Iembers' ,,peeches in the 
o)d time, not being meant for publication out­
Slde, wer~ not designed to influence people out­
side Pdrhfln1ent, but for nHtny years now it has 
been the cm• tom for parli•mentary speeches to 
be reported, and it is quite a legitimate thing for 
membt~rs of Parlian1Pnt to Rpeak to the "gallery!,. 
I do not mean that in the flippant oense in which 
it is often used. If a member speaks to the 
''gallBry" with the view of appf_ a1ing to sentirnent, 
to the passions of the electors, then that is not 
justifiable. A rnenber has no right to be 
insincere; but he is quite justified in speaking 
thron;;h Hancrt?'d and through the public Press 
to hi~ con:3tituent8 or to the elector::::. 

Mr. BowMAJS': Or to the dress circie. 

The SECRETARY FOR 2\:UNES: The hon. 
me1nber now refE-rs to the d.res'"' circle, an ex­
]Jression that the Premier marle nse of in a 
hunwurous sort of way. (Oppo,ition laughter.) 
Hon. members ma:v laugh, but they know very 
well that when the Chief Secretary said that he 
was speaking to the dress circle he was sim]Jy 
indulging in a little joke. (Opposition laugh­
ter.) 

1\Ir. lVIui.OAHY: Ynu are his apologist. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It is 

rather dang-erous for politicians to joke. I had a 
little experience of that not very long ago when 
I was with the Premier at 1\hckay. The Mac­
kay people were very nice tons when we hnded 
there. vVe had not time to stop a day, but they 
gave m a nice little reception, and some speeches 
were made. They were very pre9sing that the 
Premier and his party should stay longer to see 
their very fine district; they wantecl us to wander 
about, I suppose among the canefields. sipping 
sweets from e\·ery cane stdk. (Opposition 
laughter.) 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. I said it wa.s a pity there was 
any meeting of Parliament at all this year. 

Mr. BowMAN: It is not often vou are in 11 
humourous strain, you know. (Laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I think 
I 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 Worke1', the organ 
of the Labour unions, in which there wa~ 
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actually aspecialleader devoted to this little inno­
cent remark that I made at that ::VIackay 
fun~tion. They referred to George J ackwn as 
l~avmg made the startling proposition that Par· 
!rament should shut up altogether. As I say, it 
Is rather a serious thing for politicians to make a 
joke, and I think the Premier had better Le more 
on h_is gu.ard.m the future, because, judging from 
the mterJections of hon. membms opposite, they 
contend that the Chief Secretary was spe .king 
serwm!y when he spoke about addressing the 
dre,s Circle, Now, although members may not 
b.e co~vcrted hy the s~Jeeches made on the oppo­
site side (If the Honse, thev are converted son1e~ 
ti~1es. People outside are Saying very unpleasant 
th1ngs in ounnecr.ion with those Inembers who 
recently deserted the Government. Those mem­
bers may be acting in the public interests. They 
may be like the patriot, Brutns, who was " The 
noblest Ho man of them all" when his daao-er 
dipped in the blood of Cresar. "" 

lHr. BowMAN: Are you quoting poetry now? 
(Laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Well it 
ia tlhakcspeare. I am not going to quote v~ry 
much poetry. I was pointing out that Brutus 
was considered the noblest Roman of them all 
because hi, dagger was dipped in Cresar's blood. 

Mr. MuLCAHY : An honourable man. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Yes. 
Those hon. rnembfrs who have deserted the 
Chief Secretary may be patriots in the same 
way as Brutus was, when :\lark Antony said-

They that have done t.his deed are honourable. ·what 
vrivate grief!-l they have, alas, I ln1ow not, that made 
them do it. 'l'hey arc \Yise and honourable and will no 
doubt with reasons aU13Wer you. ' 

\Vel! now, we ba,·e heard their reasons. I think 
every member nf that party who deserted the 
Chitt SecrPtary has spoken and attempted a 
justification for their action with the exception 
of the hon. member for Port Curtis. 

l'.Ir. \Voons: There are five yet. 

The SECRETARY l<'OR MINES : I am not 
referrir g t_o the m ern bers who left last ye:tr ; I 
am referrmg to the members who have left the 
Government 'ince last Parliament. l am not 
referring to the hon. nwJuber for Cairns or the 
hon. member for \Voo•hakata · I am dealing 
with the lwn. members who de,,e;ted the Govern­
me.nt quite recently. I have listPnecl to their 
speeclJPs to 'ee if there was ar.y possir•le excu .e 
for their desertkn, and I ha ,.e not been able to 
find any at all. As I mid, I was not present at 
the c•ucus deliberations Lst. year, Lut we 
h•ne this fac~ standing out: that the hon. 
member for Toowoomba, the hnn. member 
for Cook, and the other hon. members, gave 
the Governrnent 8Upport durjug Jast sesRion. 
They were advocates of the coalition and havg 
not denied that they advocated the' coalition. 
\Vhat they say is that they aave the Prf'mier a 
free hand. That is the rinry excuse the hon. 
n;embers make. They say that they voted to 
grve the Prerrner a free hand. \V hat does that 
mean? \V hat does a free hand mean? It means 
a free hand to choose his colleagues, I suppose. 
And after the Premier exercised tbat free band 
they gave him, what rlid hnn. members do? 
Did they lea1·e the Go\'ernment as soon ns they 
found that the Premier had chosen certnin indl. 
viduals to become collcao-ues of his own in the 
Ministry? If t~ey had done that, there might 
have been pos·nbly some excme, although even 
then, unrler the CJrcumstances, I cannot see that 
they would .b.e justified i;r leaving- after voting 
for the coal! twn and gr vmg !.'he Pr' mier a free 
hand. But they remained supporters of the 
Government after the Premier exerci>ed 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. 

Mr. J. -:'11. HuNTER: They are waiting for the 
psychological moment. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: ~ow, 
with reference to the hon. member for Fas,ifern, 
Mr. J enkinson, I recognise that tbe hon. member 
for Fa"ifern is a very ab]~ member, and he 
made a \'ery able speech from his point of view 
the other night; but there is no jr1stific>1tion. so 
far as I can see, f,,r the action he is taking. I 
have not made a note of it, but I remember that 
the hon. mernb ;r complained about the Govern· 
ment's expenditure. He dealt with some exces­
sive expenditure <>f the Government, and he 
found f<tult with some administrative acts of the 
Government. But the fanlts which he found 
with the t+overnment would have applierl just as 
strongly last year as they do now. Tlwy would 
have applied just as strongly as an indict· 
rnent against. tbe Government at the very time 
th>t the hon. gentleman accepted the Chief 
Secretary as his leader. The hon. member for 
:Fassifern does not deny that he agreed to accept 
the Chief s,cretary f>S his ler.der, and his charges 
the other night would have applied just as 
stronglv as when he first accepted the leadership 
of the ChiefS 'cretary. So, what becomes of his 
speech? I think that the hon. ni<'Jmher for 
Fas3ifern is <:lis tppointed at not getting office. 

lYir. l\IULCAHY : He was offered office. 
The TmlASURER: By whom ? 
The SB~CRETARY FOR MINES: The 

hon. member for Gympie says that the hon. 
member for FJS>ifern wets offered office, but the 
hon. ruerr,Ler for :F'assifern did not prove thr,t.. 

Mr. HAR!JACH8: Yes. he did. 
The SECRETARY FOR l\HNES: The 

hon. rnornber said th"t the h.on. member for 
Tuwnsviile went to him and asked him if he 
would take a por:folio if it were offered to him. 
But the hnn. member did n•1t say that the hon. 
rnernber for To-.vnsville offt~red him a portfolio, 
because if he had said that he would ha,·e con­
tradicted himself, because the hon. memhAr for 
Fa>sifern s<lid that the hon. member for Towns· 
ville had no hand in the formation of the Govern­
ment. 

Mr. HAHI>ACIUJ: He sairl he was foolish not to 
accept it at the tin.e. 

The SECRETAHY :FOR l\II::'-JES: The hrm. 
men1bP.r for 1<-,<~S")ifern was Rent for bv the Pre~ 
wier, as he ::Jaid, and when the hon. tnBnlller was 
giving an ,,ccount of what happened at that 
interview with the Premier in his speech the 
other night, he WA$ pressed to s''Y if a portfolio 
had ever been offered tu him by the Premier, 
anrl he woul~ not reply. As a matter of fac•, he 
was never offered :1 portfolio by the Premier. 

lYir. BOWlllA'I: He was told that he was fitted 
for Cabinet rank. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That is 
another matter altogeth' r. He may have been 
told that he was fitted for Cabineo rank, and 
t~en not be offBred a portft~lio. Let us cousider 
for a tnoment or tVto the c~ueer of the hon. ruern~ 
ber for Fassifern, Mr .• Tenkinson. I do uot 
want to speak in terms of opprobium of the hem. 
n1en1ber, becan~e we are the best of personal 
friends, still I mmt point this out to thre House, 
just to show that the hon. member for Fassifern 
has shifted about from one side tu the ,,tber. 
(Labour laughter.) 

Mr. l\IULOAHY: \Vhat about yourself? 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The• lwn. 

member for Gyml>ie interjects, "\Vhat about 
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yourself?" I would like the hon. member, or any 
other hon. mernber opposite, to get np and show 
me where I have been inconsistent. They have 
had three weeks to do it, 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 ynr ago issuing a challenge 
to hon. rnemhers when I was discnsc-;ing the ()ne::;~ 
tion of socialism, and the objective of che Labour 
party, on the Address in Reply, and I challenged 
them to quote from any speech which I bad made, 
or from anything which I had written, toshnw that 
I ever believed in the nationahsation of all the 
means of production, distribution, and exchange. 
Th<tt challenge still exists ; and to-day I again 
challenge anyone to pr,>ve that I ever advoc,ted 
such a thing. (Hear, hear!) To come back to 
the bon. member for Fassifern, that hrm. gentle­
man, in 1903, helped to defeat the bon. member 
for Town<ville, ~Ir. Philp. 

A GovER"CI!E~T ME>!RER : That is so. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES : He 
joined :iYir. Morgar1 in 1903 to help the coalition 
that was formed in that year. In 1904-the 
following year-the hon. member became a Philp 
Bupporter again. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICGLTURE: No. 

Hon. R. PmLP : Sir Artbur Rutledge. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Yes, he 
became a follower of Sir Arthur nutledge when 
tlmt hon. gentleman was commissioned bv the 
Governor to form a Government. The" hem. 
member for Fa'"ifern then became a supporter 
of Sir Arthur Rutledge, hut it was the same 
party that bad been previously led by Mr. 
Philp. So that the hon. gentleman at that 
time shifted a.bout from one side to the other. 
Then, in 1008, the hon. IEember for J<'assifern 
agreed to take the pros ~nt Premier as hid 
le~der, and then, in 1909, he g'>es back to 
another party-he shifts his support fn,m Mr. 
I{idstnn, \Vhotn he agreed to accept as l~-'ader, 
and he has gone over to another party. Does it 
not show a peculiar bent of mind on the part of 
the hon. member when be rno,·es about like that. 
\V~ether it is cli~Hppnintn1ent nt 11ot gettlng 
office or no!-, I do not kuow. I "'ill now refer tu 
the action< of the hon. n•ember for Cook, 11r. 
D,mgla~. That hon. gentleman came into this 
How:~e under very auspicious circun1."tances. He 
was a most loyal sup~orter of the present 
Premier when he first came into the HousP" I 
have made an extr~ct from IIansard from a 
speech delivered by the hon. member for Cook, 
but it was read last nivht by the hon. member 
for ·warwick, Mr. G. P. B.~rnes, and I do not 
need to repeat it to-night. That extract shows 
clearly that the hon member for Cnok announced 
himself as a loy.;l supporter of the present 
Prnmier. In another p•rt of hi~ speech not 
quoted by the hem. member for \Varwick, the 
hon. member for Co,,k said-

The question of the coa-lition so far as I nm con­
t:;Bl'lied did not crop np on the last occasion. I lllay tell 
the llou~e that in my election c·ampaig-n or J.1ay, 1007, 
I advo('ated a coalition between the Kidston partv ancl 
the Philp party. ~ 

The Treasurer informs rne that the hon. n1~n1ber 
for Cook acknowh·, lged it last week. I clo not 
want to deal fmther with the hon. member for 
Cook, as it i-, not nece:;;sary for rne to go over the 
whnle ground covered by the hon. 1nrmbcr for 
\Varwick yesterday. I jm<t want to deal with 
one nr two Cl itici~n1s rnade by the hon. rnember 
for Nundah, Mr. Snrrmer. I think the strongest 
justification that hun. member gave for not 
standing by the coalition was that he had pro­
mised his electors he would not support the 
.coalition. 

Mr. WooDs: Didn't you? 

The SECRETARY J<'OR MIKES: I .g~ve 
an answer to a q nest ion asked at a srnall m1n1ng 
field-\Voodville-when asked if I wonld mpport 
a coalition between the leader of the Opposition 
and the Premier. 

1\Ir. \Voons: You replied very distinctly, too. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I stated 
that I would uot support a coalition. But what 
is meant by a coalition? (Opposition bnghter.) 

An HoNOuRABLE J\1E1IBEH: You want to 
wriggle out of it. 

The SECRETARY FOR :\11NES: A coali­
tion n1eans a compro1nise of princivle on one 
side or the other-a give-and-take arrangement, 
the same as happened when Sir S>mnel Griffith 
and Sir Thomas :\[ell wraith formed a coalition. 
This is not a coalition in tlmt sense; this is a 
fusion. \Yhen I gave an answer like that., as 
other rnember.3 may have done, it was not ex­
pected that the member, of the Phi p 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 th"t kind. '!'hat hon. 
memner was elected to support the present 
Premier on the Eockhampton l,o\icy. 

OPPOSITION ::\1EMBEHS: 1'\o coalition! 

The SECRETARY FOR i\11::'\ES: No co~li­
tion in the sense hon. members spoke of it; bnt 
this is an absolute fusion of parlies on a con:In1on 
policy. 

Several members interjecting, 

The SPEAKE ft : Order, order ! 

The SECRETAI~Y FOH MI:\'Ei::l: Now I 
come to the leader of the Op)'O ,ition. He l•as 
been complimentcd by several members for 
having made a rnoderate speech. It was a 
moderate speech; I might go further and say it 
was a very, very weak ''peecch indeed, coming 
from the loder of an OpJJosition challenging the 
right of the Government to occupy these 
benches. \Vbat was the hon. member's indict­
ment? I know he spoke 8ome cnut'iderable 
time, but boiled down the !:on. member's in­
dictment consisted of three point,, 'l'be first 
was that the Governrnent were not t:\iving suffi­
cient facilities for land settlement. 

Mr. BoWMAN: \Vhicb was admitted by your 
~Iinister. 

The SECHETARY FOR i\11:\'ES: It was 
not admitted by the 1\Iinister for Lands. If 
eT,Ter a l\Iinister justified the Gnvernntent, it was 
that bon. gentleman when dealing with that 
mat','Jr. And the hem. mc,mber for Bm·nett this 
afternoon :cdmitted that he bad no complaint to 
make ahon\ his own district. I don't know 
what other places he has to complain about. 

Mr. J. M. Hc~>;TElt: Did he not complain 
that there wn,s not. 1,000 acres avaihble in hitl 
district? 

The sgCRETA1lY FOR :iYII?\ES: In reply 
to that, the Secretary for Lands pointed ont that 
over 200,000 acr-'s were either ready for settle­
rnent c•r WPre being de:.;igne(1 f11r Rettletnent. 
That is the first point m the indictment made by 
the leader of the Opposition. The second point 
waA in connection with i1nmigration; and the 
third point was that there wa;; a strike on at the 
Boyne Vall<'Y· \Vith regdrd to the first poin~, I 
do not want to t<Jnch on that, bec<tnse I thmk 
the Secretary for Lands compietely answered the 
hon. member. But with regard to immigration, 
about which there has been a grPg,t deal of talk, 
I would like to say a few words-though the 
Secret. ry for L:wds also dealt with that point in 
a very admirab:e way. The Secretary f<>r Lands 
quoted statistics showing the number of people 
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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 >quare miles, with a popula­
tion of 1,2~1,000; QuePnsland has 670,000 square 
miles-twice that of New South \Vales, and 
eight times that of Victoria-with a population 
of 535,000. These figures may be a yr~.n or two 
old-

Mr. HARDACitE: \Vhat does it prove? There 
is nu pupulation in the mo•Jn; but that 1s no 
argument in favonr of irnmigration there. 

The SECRJ<;TARY :FOR J\liNES: I think 
th~y prove a good deal. During the last few 
years-siuce the Rnsso~J apanese war-there has 
been a considerable change in the opinion held, 
not only by members of Parliament, hut hy the 
general pubrc, in regard to the question of immi­
gration. People who at one tim~ did nut favour 
State.as~it.ted. irr1migTation are nov ... · very k~?en 
and st"onQ' nnd arclont aclvoc~te., of State-assisted 
imrr11gr tion-not indiscritninate i1umigrat.ion. I 
know some members say they are not against 
irnrnir;ration, but are only a;::;ainst indiscrirninate 
immigrat!on .. They ~,ay, "\V e want the right 
brand of nnm1grant~. 

:\Ir. BmniAN: You have advocated the same 
thing in years gone by in this House. 

The SECRETARY Ji'OR MIXES: I am 
pointh1g out that a few years ago sotne members 
of Parliament-I wa~ one of them-did not be~ 
lieve in State·assisted inunigration ; but since 
the development of tJ.Je great pc)wer of ,Japan 
om opinions have chon:<ed, and we now recog­
mse that it is necrssary we should do all we c"n 
to fill up the waste sp:wes of Australia. That is 
the rexson why I, and probably thousands of 
others, have changed our opinions in connection 
with the question of immigration. Some years 
ago it wns recognised b:.r the Labour party that 
the question of irnn1igration was a Federal 
matter rather than a State m:>tter; hut they 
have continually got up in the Honse and talked 
against it. Now I want to read a little quota­
tion in connection with the matter of llnruigra­
tion-an extract from a Charters Towers paper 
of something said by :Mr. Collins. He said-

They hn.d two members in Jlarliament, who should 
receive their instructions direct from an organised bodv 
here. He advocated the election of mine inspectors b): 
direct vote or the miners. 1'bings wanted organising 
at the meatwork~ as well as on the field. Immigrants 
have mnre go in them than the people here, and should 
have the hanU of tellm.vshipextcnded to them and induced 
to join the union. Then the people ~houlrt go a\vay and 
kick themselves for having them here. 'rhPY are not 
res.ponsible for being here; the people of Queeill'lland are 
responsible for allowing the Government to bring them 
out. 

I don't 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 parly to any assisted immi­
gration is this: ThPy believe that the introduc­
tion of immigrants will rednce the standard 
rate of wages. That is their objection. They 
beliHe that wages will come down. The hon. 

memher for Charters Towers, Mr. 
[8.30 p.m.) \Vinstanley, admitted that money 

wages do not represent the true 
wages. The hon. member said that wnges boards 
are not doing such a graat amcnnt of good­
that, when every man becomes a member of a 
union and wage< boards ar~ 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 good, 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 
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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 matter if the wages go down so 
long as the cost of living goes down too. 

J\Ir. \VrNSTAXLEY: Ah! 

The SECRETARY FOR "i\HNES: That is 
an almost inevitable hw. In densly peopled 
countries the cost of living is lower than in 
conntries where the population is smaJler. 

J\Ir. HARDACRE: The United States are densely 
peopled, and yet the cmt of living is high. 

Hon. R. PHILP: That is because of protection. 
:Mr. HARDACBE: Never mind about that-I 

am replying to the argument of the Secretary 
for Mines. 

Hon. H. PHILP: Take China. 
The SECRET \RY FOH MIKES : I have 

been reading the articles by the hon. memberfor 
Clermont., which have neen appearin:' lately in 
the Cou,·icr. I have read them with a f(reab 
deal of intPre,t, and I comnliment the hon. 
member upon the wav in w hi eh he has described 
the conditions in ::'\ ew Zealand. The hon. 
member has told ns in those articles that, not­
withstandog all this le;·islation in New Zealand 
-notwithstanding wages boardB-notwithstand" 
ing their high tariff-everything has got clearer, 
and the workin;; men are no better r,ff, despite 
all these palliatives. The Labour party's plat­
form is loaded up with palliatives, which I 
imaginP th"Y will strike off now, b .cause they 
are comi11g to recognise they are no good to the1n. 

J\Ir. BowniAX: The hon. member for Clermont 
gave you a reason for it. 

The SECRETARY FOR J\IIXES: He has 
given no reason in the articles. 

Mr. BO\nl.'\.X: He did last night. 

The SECRETARY FOR J\HNES: l'robably 
the hon. member may give a recson for it., but 
he has not given any reason in his articles in the 
Cou1·ier. 

Mr. J\1ANX : Be fair. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I think 

am fair when compared with the hnn. member 
for Cairns. I imagine that the hon. member for 
Clermont puts the solution on the hnd question. 

Mr. LESINA: That is correct-chiefly. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Well~ 
when hon. member' have got leaseholds instead 
of freeholds, they will find that thE'y will still 
have the same troubl•s that they have now. If 
every acre of land in Queensland were held 
under lease, would there not he the same bad 
conditions if we had a series of dr0ughts? \Vhat 
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 FOR MINES: The hon. 
member admits that the conditions would be no 
better if we. had the leasehold system. 

Mr. LESlNA: 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. LESINA: I am a socialist. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES: The hon. 
member now s~ys that he is a socialist. :Many~ 
members 'f the Labour puty, including the hon. 
member for Charters TowPre, Mr. \Vinstanley, 
hold that the land question is at the bottom 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 sycitcm." 

lVIr. LESINA: Not the same. 
The SECRETARY J;'OR 1\IINES: Well, 

what do they believe in? What are they ad va­
cating? Is there any solution? I tell hon. 
members there is no "olutinn 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 immigr.ttion and money wages, and 
an interjection frnm the hon. member reminded 
me of his articlEs in the Co11rier. I have one of 
those articles her··, whid1 is headed, "New Laws 
by Hundreds. ::\'ew Zealand's Experience. A 
Statutf·-mark Millennium." I am not going to 
read the whole article-thoPgh it would be very 
goorl to get it n,ll into Hansa1·d, but I have some 
consideration for hon. membero' fee-lingo;. I 
shall, therefore, only quote two or three short 
passages. The hon. member said-

Another important feature or this "currrnt of ten­
deney, ., partin1larly noticenble in New Zealand, is that 
every extension of this regulative poliry involves an 
addition to the regulative agents··-fl further growth of 
officialisrn, and an incremdug povter of the organisation 
formed of officials, and \VC all know that an organisa­
tion of officials, once passing a certain stage of growth, 
becomes less and less resistable. 

I have only had a short exnerience as a '!'llinister 
in charge of a department:_only a week or two 
-hut it has alrearly come under my notice that 
there is '1 demand for an inspector here, and a 
demand from some other town for an inspector 
there, and the hon. m<mber for Cltrmont is . 
perfectly correct when be points out hnw the 
tendency is for more Government officials to be 
appointt cl under this mania for regulation. Too 
much regnlation ! Then the bon. member goes 
on in another paesage-

Only tlle othe1· night, spl<tking at a meeting of the 
Sydney La bout· Council, a representative of the CantC'r­
bury (.\'ew Zealand) Tranes' and Labour Council stated 
n that the experiment of raising wages by legislation in 
the Dominion had been a failure." 

The socialists think that the experiment of rais­
ing waf!es by legislation-if they can only get 
socialism-will not be a failure, but they would 
find that it would be a very much worse failure 
than the preeent industrial system. \Vhere we 
have enterprise now, we should have stagnation, 
if h<m. members opposite conld have their way. 
Going on with the quotation made by the hon. 
member, he says-

" Better wages, and in some eases shorter hours, bad 
been obtained, but the extra cost o! living left the 
workers where they '\Yere before." 

Then the hon. member goes on in his own words-
This is precisely what eve~·y union secretary and 

Labour supporter told me during my vis:it. 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 rhapsodiet5 of some visiting 
Labourites has lell tlle Government to declare th~t the 
New Zealand worker is better off than his fellow in 
AustraJia, and that it proposes to give the Dominion a 
rest from further e-xperimental legislation. 

Mr. AIREY: Anybody must "ee that the con­
dition of things in New Zealand iH entirely dne 
to their mad fin,-,ncial system. It is not a matter 
of industrial legislation. 

Mr. LEsiNA : That is only one factor. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hoo. 
member for Brisr ane South says that it is owing 
to their mad .financial system-thatN ew Zealand 
has been borrowing rather excessively, but as 
the hon. member fnr Clermont points out, that 
is only one factor. If you put tJigh duties on 
imported goods, those goods are bound to be 
dearer. I know that protectionists claim that in 
the end they will be cheaper; but they are 

bound to be clearer all the time. New Zealand 
is a Lighly TJrot<cted 'ountry; they have wages 
boards and all these Jegulations, and they ha,-e 
to pay 'ror them. But who is it pays for them? 
In the fir,t instance, the primarY prcdncer-the 
farmer has to pay a great deol of them. The 
miner-,vhorn the hon. men1b~=~r for Clerrrwnt 
represent<-has tc> stand a great deal of the cost. 

Mr. LEsJ;o;-A: A big share of it. 
Tbe SECRETARY FOR J'.HNES: And' 

after thev have borne their share of Rll this 
expe:nse, the wages rnen thernselveR !t·tYe to bear 
a share. The wageR n1an in a nnwn under _a 
wageR board get3 his wages rai~ed. Bnt, rE 
everything that the wages man conwmes be 
comes clearer, owing to the ratf.~ in wagei3 having 
been put up in all other industrie>, evid<'ntly the 
\V~gf'':i n1::tn is no better off 1 but probably worse 
off, bccau.~e he produces one article and buys 
twenty <•ther article~, so that it is quite evi .. 
dent that he is rea!ly worse ,,ff than he fore· 
Nov;.·, let rne 1etnrn fnr a shnrt time to itnlnigra­
tion. I sairl :t little while "go that the rea>'on why 
members of tho Socialist party object to immigra­
tion is that they believe that the introduction 
of immigrants will brh-g competitors into the 
labonr market, and that there wrilnot be as much 
work for the men who arc here as there io at the 
pre<:Jent tinlf'- 1 or, if there is work for the1n, that 
the remuneration for that work will l•e lower 
than it is at present. The be.st cure for ur.em­
ployn1ent is to expand our prodnctive industries. 
That is what members on this side beli,ve in. 
\Ve believe in expanding our productiv":: indus~ 
tries. I do not say that during an industrial 
crisis, or even during a time when there is no 
industrial crisis, it mRy not be desirable that the 
State or the local authority-the people collec· 
tively, whether through the Cionrnment or a 
local authority-should do its besG to assist the 
unemployed. I do not go back c·n the principle 
that we should do our best to assist the unem· 
played. And this Government hRve done their 
hest to help the unemployed. There are not 
many unemployed in Queensland at the present 
time. 

A LABOUR ME~lBER: Hundreds. 
The SECRETAHY FOR MINES: Well, 

hundreds may mean 200 or 300. I have got a 
return on this subject from thA Under Secretary 
fur \Vorks. Hon. members may not know that 
a return is fnrnished everv month to the 
Minister for \Vorks hy the L~bour Bureau 
showing the numbers of person.-; who have regis­
tered at the different labour bmeaus throughout 
llueensland. 

A LABOl:R ME:I!BER : That does not show the 
number of unemployed. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I admit 
that the return doe< not show all the unem­
ployed, but it shows all those who go to the 
Government Labour Bureau. The la,t return 
furni,hed 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 se>trch of employment. I do not know 
how hon. members opposite propose to deal with 
the unemployed qnestion. They may have some 
remedy for the trouble, but I do not know it. 
But, as I have already said, I think it is the duty 
of the State to lend a helping hand when there 
are unemployed i~ the country. The matter 
is a most difficult one, but in my opinion 
the best way to assist the unemployed is to 
encourage pn vate enternrise, to expand our 
producth·e industrie•. Now, I want to deal 
with one remark made by the hon. member for 
Bowen. The bon. member for Bowen alluded 
to the Premier's reference to a dissolution, and 
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made a great deal of capital out of that reference, 
trying to make out that the Premier had 
threatened a dissolution of Parliament. The 
hon. member pointed out what an impertinent 
thing it was for the Premier to talk about a 
dissolution, and assumed that the Premier was 
arrogating to himself the ri~ht of dissolu­
tion of Parliament. That is all bunkum, if I 
may use a pretty plain expression. The 
Premier never talked in that strain at all, 
and never meant any such thing when he 
spoke on the matter. \Vhat 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 rhfficulty 
about it-there w'lllld be no difficulty in fixing 
the time for a diss·>lution if both parties agreed 
and made known their agreement through their 
leaders. I believe it 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. 

l\Ir. BmYMAC'i : That did not happen before the 
last election. 

The SECRETARY FOR 11l~ES : 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. \Vith regard to a remark 
made hy the hon, member for Ip,wich, illr. 
Blair, I 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, l'.Ir. Blair, took advantage 
of the occasion when he lnade his speech to 
announcJ the programme of his party-the Inde­
pendent Oppo~ition. He stated that he i» in 
favour of a, vigorous policy of ass.i,~tance to farM 
mers and graziers. That i' exactly the policy 
we are in favour (,f; and I suppnse hon. members 
opposite will also oay they are in favour of that 
policy. \,Ve are carrying rut th:1t policy at the 
present tune. The hon. member for Ipswich, 
spe:1king about the que>tion of the ownerFhip of 
land, further said that, "After a certain number 
of years yo11 will only be entitled to retain a cer­
tain portion of that estate." The hem. member 
was not very clear when he oaid th•t. 

:VIr. P.LAII\: It did not appear clear to you, 
you n1ean. 

The SECRETARY FOR J\IINES : It was 
not clear to me, e,nd I shall be glad if the hon. 
1nember will a~-"'ist n1e as to his rneaning by 'vay 
of interjoction· 

l\Ir. BLAIR: I do not want to assist you: I 
want to turn yuu ont. 

The SECRETARY FOR ::WI~ES: Well, I 
vvill try to come to :'OD1e c·mclt;sion as to what 
the hem. member meant. If he means that it 
should be in the power of the Government to 
repurcha;;e a certain portion of the eshte for 
close 8ettlPnlent, then he i~ asking for nothing 
beyond what we already have the righf to do. 

Mr. J3LAm: You set up a bogey and then 
knock it over. 

The SECRETARY FOR l\IINES: If the 
hon. member will not explain what he means, I 
can only try to arrive at a cnnclusion 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 "' portion of that 
estate. {Uppositionlaughter.) 

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

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I imagine 
that the hon. member knows what be means, 
and what I desire is to underotand 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 tlut estate, or that tbAv 
should have the right to confiscate a portion of 
that estate? 

N[r. ::\IANX : He may mean a land tax. 

The SECRETARY FOR ::\II'fES: No, he 
said nothing about a land tax ; he does not 
mean that. The hon. member mid that "After 
a certain number of years you are only to be 
antitle.d to retain a certain portion of that 
estate." \V hat 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 •g•in 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 fn>m 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 hem. member's argument. 
He said Sir Arthur Rutledge made H.e f5reatesb 
mistake of his life when he.resigned his Commis­
sion into His Excellenc.\ 's hands. What is the 
deduction we must draw from t bat statement? 
I assume that when the leader of the Opposition 
accepts a. Comrnission frorn the Governor to form 
an Administration he should be able to assure 
the Governor that he has got sn fficient su ]!>port 
to carry on. I think tha\ is the first thing- the 
Gm·ernor should he told. Now, the bon. member 
for Ipswich evidently contends that nny hon. 
rnember who has a Comrnission to form a Govern~ 
ment should fling all that to the winds. 

:Mr. BLAIR: Nothing of the sort. 
The SECRETARY JWR !\liNES: That he 

should not tell the Governor he has not enough 
members behind him to carry on. I do n"t 
want to put \VDrds into the hon. rnemher's rnouth; 
but I am drawing a fair deduction, and the 
deduction is, that the leader of the Opposition, 
or whoever is commissioned to form a Govern­
ment, should cover ''P from the Governor whether 
he has any possibility of carrying on. 

Mr. BLAIR: ~o, you are altogether wrong. 
The SECRETARY FOR MI'fES: That he 

should accept the Commission and then take the 
opportunity of forming hi" Government--

1\Ir. BLAIR: You draw an absolutely wrong 
deduction. 

The SECRETARY FO.R l\IINES: To huy 
support. 1 am not saying that the hon. member 
used tho'e words, but that is a fair deduction 
from what the bon. gentleman stated. 

Mr. 3\.fAC'iC'i: Yon are showing how badly the 
hon. member for Townsville acted last year. 

The SECI\ETARY FOR MINES : Let me 
give another aspect of the question. The hon. 
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members supporting the Chief Secretary have 
been c0ndemned for accevting help from the 
party supporting the hon. member for Towns­
ville, Mr. Philp. \Ye 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. \Yhether they are going to Ccmtinue that 
policy remains to be seen. That has been their 
policy in the past. \Yhi•Kt they have been say­
ing "no coalition" they want to dictate to the 
Philp party and the Kids ton party as to what 
we should do. They are not mtistied with adopt­
ing a policy of their own, but they say to hon. 
members supporting the Chief Secretary, "You 
must n<•t join hands with the members support­
ing the hon. member for Townsl'ille ;" and they 
say to the supporters of the hrm. member for 
Townsville, "You must not do anything of the 
sort either." \Yhy do hon. members adopt this 
dictatorial attitude? 

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

The SECRETARY :FOR MINES: There is 
no going ag,dnst 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 members who are willing to 
go over and accept their phtform ? They blame 
us for accepting assistance from the Philp parLy, 
while they themselves do not object to assist­
"'nce. If hon. members are prepared to accept 
their platform, they would take them to their 
arms at once. \Yhy do hrm. members condemn 
us for doing a thing tlmt they themselves would 
be quite prep"'red to do? 1\lembers of the Philp 
party came oyer and accepted our platform. 
\Yhy sf ould we turn them away if they were 
prepared to accept the balance of the l{,,ckham­
ton p'.atform? 'l'hen h< n. membe'" opposite 
preach "'memmr1~s, not men." That is what the 
::locLdigtic party is cnntinnallypreaching, "mea­
t:ure~, not rnen." Xow, if it is a question of 
"measures, not men," why should we refuse to 
accept support from the hon. member for Towns­
ville1 

Mr. BLAIR: There is no busineos in your 
measure.s. 

Toe SECRETARY FOR MINES: Hon. 
members have been pro1Jhesying, of course, tha~ 
we have been con~er\~-ttised-tbat we won't bring 
in the balance of the Rockhampton policy-and 
to pro re tbat, they start to sconewall this side of 
the House. Lost session there was only a couple 
of months in which to do business, and yet look 
at the time they took np last, year, and the same 
~hing is happening this se>sion. 

An HONOVRABLE Th1E)!BER: You han ta,!<en 
up a good deal of tune. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES: I am the 
first :\linister who hcLs spoken fur smne time, and 
only two othel'd have spoken. Hon. members 
opposite say we are consenatiseil-that there is 
no business in our n1easnres. They have lYJade 
this forecast, and they mean to pro,·e it by stop­
ping us from doing business. I would remind 
the hon. members opposite that tbe coalition 
they are condemning-they am condemning us 
now for coalescing with tbe Philp party-but in 
1903 their party did not object to form a coali­
tion with some hun. n1e1nbers ~itting as indepen· 
dent nletnber.::; and son1e me1nbers who were 
supporting the hon. member for Townsville. 
If it was desirable to do it then, why do they 
objtct to it now ? 

Mr. BO\niAN: \Ye profi~ by past experience. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon. 
:memter has got wi>e. He knows very well tlmt 

~he result of the coalition that waR 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 MI:\'ES : During 
this debate it was ohown-I think the bon. mem­
ber for \Yoollnongabba gave an extract from 
Ha.nsm·d to show, or tried to show-that the 
Labour party last year were willing to coalesce 
with the Philp party. 'rhe hon. member read an 
extract from Hansa,-d which I will repeat, bEcause 
it will tit in with my argument. 

l\Ir. BOW)\AN : It was not true. 
lYir. D. HUN1'ER: I quoted from Hansard. 
Mr. BowMAN: I don'c care if you quoted 

from a dozen Hamanls. 
'rhe SECRETARY l<'OR MINES: In Xo­

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. 
lir. HAIWACP,E: Exactly. 
)fr. CoWAi' : And you tried to coalesce with the 

Philp party. 
:IIr. IIARDACRE: And what was the reason? We 

had at the closing hours of the last session exactly the 
same kind of thing as we had to fight against during 
the ::\lorgan-Kidston Governruent, and for many years 
of the Philp Government. They have the same sy.':ltem 
in force in America. Vfc had brought down two 
syndicate railways, 

Th•; hon. member for Leichhardt, when he said, 
"And what \vas the reason." 

Mr. HAHDACRE: That is incorrectly reported 
in Hansard. 

The SECRETARY FOR l\111'\ES: The hon. 
member repudiates it now-I never heard the 
hon. n:ember repudiate it before. I do not wish 
to discucs the t vo syndic:1te railways. That is 
the firo;t proof I want to submit to the House­
that the Labour party, or some of them, were quite 
read;- to coalesce with the supporters of the hon. 
men\her for Townsville in order to tum out the 
Prdnier, the hon. member for Ibckhampton. 

Mr. HARDACRE: I absolutely deny it. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINJ;~S: If the 
hon. n.ernber did not say it, he e or:ainly ought 
to correct it. 

l\lr. HAHDACRE: I did not see it before the 
other night. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES: I want 
to strflngthen my argtmHmt by g'iY­

[9 p.m.] ing an extract from the speech of 
the hon. member for Grfgury, who, 

speaking on the same debate, said-
I ~HJY that no sooner did the Premier land in Australia 

on hiR retnrn from tile old countt·y than he said hS~ had 
(tone \vith the Lnbour party. Of conrse, he knew we 
were done \Vlth him. 

Now that is the point I want to fasten on hon. 
members. The Chief Secretary has been blamed 
for le.tving the Labour party, and yet here is a 
statement from th•3 hon. member f,Jr (hef(ory that 
the Labour party had done with the Chief Secre­
tary. 

l\lr . .iYIT:LLAX : As a comequenc·• of having 
done with ns. (Government laugliter.) 

Mr. BOW)fAN: \Yhat did the Premier say 
bef•ll'e he left for the old country? ,T ust give us 
a reminder of that. 

The SECRETARY J;'OR 1\IINES: I am 
assured by the Chief Secretary thl>t there was 
no arrangement whatever when he left for the 
old country. (Labour laughter.) 13ut the Chief 
Secretary, I believe, recognised-I am not dis­
puting tbat-he recognised that the breach had 
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come between the L~bnur party and the Kidston 
party. That is not the point I am !aLnuring. 
The point I want to show is that the Ltbom 
party had decided--

The PHE~!IER: They also recognised that. 

The SECRETARY .FOR MI;'I!ES: Yes, the 
Labour part.y also ree:ogni,ed that a breach had 
come between the two partil s. 

The PnEo!IER: They were rejoiced. 

The SECRETARY FOR JYIIl'iES: If they 
were rejoiced, as the Premier interjectS11 they 
>hnuld not find any fault with the coalition. 
Here are a few words now frmn the speech made 
by the Prierner in April, which will prove what 
the Premier has just admitted-tlmt he had done 
with the Labour party and the Labour party 
had done with him. Each party had C<Jme to 
the conclusion that it had done with Lhe other. 
The Premier·, in a short speech at the clos8 of the 
SE-ssion, said-· 

Xow. this is not :1 penonalmatter at all. It maY be 
me, or it ma} be some~"'ue else, but, 1t is dr ;irable, ill the 
interests of Queensland, that the present. nns:-ttisfa-~tory 
-position of parties in the House should eome to an end 
before the House meets aga.in. 

::\'Ir. I,r:"'rX .-\ : It lla.s come to an end. 
'fhe PRE'IIIER: It really has come to an en a. 

It really has come to an end. {Opposition 
lau;bter.) I have proved from the speech of the 
hon. n1ember fnr Gregory, and the interjection of 
the h~n. member for Glermont, that tho working 
toi(etber, as far M they did work t gether, had 
come to an end. I want to make it clear-not to 
hon. rnernl erR, bee tuse they know it-but to the 
elfctor~ outside, who are being rni:-;led very often, 
when it iq pointed m~t by the newspaper,.::, or the 
L>tbonr PresP, that rt was the Chief Secretary 
who deserted the Labour party. 

::\Ir. BmniAN : You have not made it clear 
that the LabJur party wanted a coalition with 
the Philp party. 

The SECRETAEY FOR MIXES: I have 
quote l from the speech of the hon. member for 
Leichhardt. 

J\Ir. HAilDACRE: ;'l!o; he denies it. 

The SECRETARY J<'OR J\II~ES: I can 
only quote i.c from Hctn.'WTd. I want to give a 
short quotatJ<m now from a 8peech of the hon. 
member for Barcoo. 

I am ('ertain they would never have defeated him (it 
be had C'Ome down with his Rockhampton policy) to put 
the Philp party in power. 

1\Ir. KERR : And the first plank of that was no 
coaliliun. 

OPPOSITI0:-1 JYIEMBERS : Hear, hear! 

The SECHETARY FOR MINES: We have 
he<trd that during this debate. Aiter the hon. 
!"ember for Barcoo said that, JYfr. Le>;ina again 
mterJected-I want hon. members to listen to 
this point-

~Ir. LEsixA: 1 am not so sure about that. 

Now, I have proved by the hon. member for 
Leichhardt's admission--

Mr. HARDACRE: No. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINE:S: That 
they were ready to coalesce with the Philp party. 
Tne hon. member for Clermont, by that inter· 
jection, said that he was not so sure ab.mt that-­
implying that they were quite prepared to 
coalesce. I think I have proved as reasonably 
as anyon" can do--

Mr. BowMAN: 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 recogoised, 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 sen1i~Grn'ernn1ent ra.il­
ways-I will not call them syndicate railways­
were introduced, and I was not a witnes" of 
what took place. 

Mr. KBmR interjected. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: The hnn. 
member knows very wPll 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 ldt Brisbane then, so that I 
\Vas not a spectator or a participator, but I read 
the deho,te aftEr. I do not know whether it will 
he in order fnr n1e 1 o quote the langugge which 
the leader of the 0 ppuRition ,,sed in reference to 
the Premier, bnt I want to draw the attention 
of members and tLe people outside to the f•tet 
that when sucb language \Vas used it was itn­
possible for the two parties to work together. 

l\lr. 1\IANN : L:>ok what the hon. member for 
Nundah said about him. 

The SECRETARY FOR MI;'I!ES: The hon, 
member for Rucoo, speaking on the Address in 
Reply in the sec•md session, said this-

! bad reas,ons wby I conld not work with the Philp 
part.\, and I left tbe late J,Iinistry in an honourable 
manner. 

rrhe 1'REASURER: Of your own accord. 

Nlr. KERR : Yes, of my own accord. 

The SECRETARY FOR 11IXES--
:11r. KERR: I left of rnv own accord. did not 

believe that the coalition "'~as going to accomplbll the 
work that it was said it was going to accO!llplish. 

The hon. member was not dismi8sed from the 
:Ministry, evidently. !\"either the hon. member 
for Barcoo nor the hon. member for Brisbane 
South was di,;missed from the 1\Iini,try ; they 
left of their own accord. At any 1 ate, the hon. 
member for Barcoo admits that, and it was, 
simply because those two hon. gentlemen left 
the I\Iinistry that there was a certain :mwunt of 
suspicion created in the public mind. People 
begun to think there was something particularly 
bad or offensive about this coa.lition when these 
two hon. gentlemen left the Ministry r•f their 
own acc·ml. Tbey were not dismissed from the 
.J\.Iinistry by the 8o-called Conservative members. 
But I would like to ask the hon. memher for 
Barcoo how he reconciles the fact of his having 
accepted help from the Philp party previously 
on the question of those railways-how diu it 
come that the hon. member began to be so 
sensitive--

1\fr. KERR and several other hon. members 
interjecting, 

The SECRETARY FOR :\liNES: It is an 
effort for me to speak, because I have not a very 
strong voice. 'When these interjections take 
place, I have to rai•e my voice. I am asking. 
the hon. member for South Brisbane and the 
hon. member fnr Barcoo how they reconcile 
the fact that they were willing to help the Chief 
Secretary pas< those railways-su-c;lled syndi· 
cate railwayi'-to apply the cloture, and to get 
the help of the Philp party to do it? Why then· 
did the hon. members become so sensitive about 
receiving help from the Philp party? 

Mr. MANN: Why did you receive the Chair· 
manship of Committees from them? (Opposition_ 
laughter.) 



.Address in Reply. [21 JULY.] .Address in Reply. 349 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I will 
deal with that later on. I want to say a word 
or two later on about the vendetta of the L•.bour 
party against myself. 

Mr. BowMAN : Y on were never worthy of the 
position. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I want 
to speak about the vendetta of the Labour party 
ao-ainst mvself when I was nominated for the 
S

0

peaker;hip and Chairman nf Committees, and 
I will deal with that later on. 

Interjections from Opposition corner. 
Mr. MURPHY : It was the Premier who sacri­

ficed you. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: There are 
a number of bon. 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 for 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 hem. rmmber'; speech in the form of 
another speech. (Hear, hear !) 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I ask 
bow the hun. members for S·mth Brisbane and 
Barcoo reconcile their pn,iticms? Then we Hnd 
that hon. members made a point that they were 
afraid that they would be conservatised. 'l'o 
me the words of the hon. member for G>ok in 
speaking at Cooktown, they were afraid they 
·would be ''engulfed in the waterR of conserva· 
tism." Just fancy this party being c"nserva­
tised ! \Ve 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 shl)rt tinu•, even if this Parliarnent runs its 
full course, we shall have to go to the country 
again, so where is the consf'rvatising going- to be 
done when we have got a franchise like that we 
have? To talk about being "engulfed in the waters 
Df conserva'i"n" i3 simply ridiculous. The Pre­
mier described the policy of the Opposition as 
one of revenge, not ref,>rm, and I think there is 
a certain amount of truth in that. I spoke a 
moment ago abouo the vendetta which the Labour 
party took np against myself and other ex-mem­
bers of the L·tbonr party. I do them the justice 
to say that it was not ~gainst me personally. I 
believe it was not. There is no reply. I would 
like to know from the lea-ier of the Opposition 
if that vendetta was against me personally or 
against the ex-Labour melllbers sitting on this 
side. 

Mr. 130\niAN: Against the ex-Labour mem­
bers generally. One of our reasons was that you 
were incapable of holding the position. You 
were weaker than any man I know for the posi­
tion. 

The SECRETARY FOR :v!INES: The hon. 
member says that I was not capable of holding 
the position. 

Mr. BOWMAN: You were as weak as water, 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Ibeld that 
poeition tive years, but I am not going to say 
anything about my own qualifications. All I 
wanted to know was whet.ber the vendetta was 
against myself person"lly or ag-ain't the ex­
Labour members generally. In 1907 I was pro­
posed for the position which you now fill so well, 
Mr. Speaker - the SpeakcrRbip of this As­
sembly. The Worker--the Labour party's ne\\s­
paper-the socialist newspaper-the exponent of 
the Labour party's policy--

Mr. Bowli!AN: H suitEd your book once. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: On the 
day that the election of Sp~aker was to t~ke 
place the W01·k~r came out w1t~ a strong leadmg 
article denouncmg me, and telling the membe_rs 
of the Op,osition what they should do. It . ~a1d 
that they must vote against me for that pos1t10n, 
and so they did. 

The PREMIER : Of course they did. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Tbe 
Chief Secretary says, "Of course thPy did." . I 
am not suggesting that because. t~e Worke; sa1d 
that that the Labour party d1d 1t; but 1t was 
very significant, becau,e, in the followi_nf{ year, 
when I was again nominated for th_e posrtwn, the 
TVorker did exactly the same thmg. 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 agamst 
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 I was defeated for the position, I noticed 
that one or two other ex-Labour members were 
also proposed and defeated. It was 'luite clear 
then that the Labour pa.rty were not prepared to 
accept as Speaker or Chairman of Committees 
any member who had J;leen a member ?f the 
Labour party. \Vhat kmd of a party IS th1s 
which adoptsa policy of revenf(e against members 
who were once members of that party, and who 
left them in an honourable way? 

Mr. MVLLAN: It is not revenge, but retri· 
bution. 

The SECRETARY FOR :MINES: We never 
went back on our party at any time, and I will 
prove that right np to the hilt directly. \Vhat 
kind of a party iH this Socialist party that they 
take np an attitude of that kind? \Vehad never 
gone back on the platform. Is a party wrth 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 e1·ery ex-member 
of the Labour lJarty. He has just admitted 
it. What about the high ideals that they 
profe.,s 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 1ll07 the ~hilp party_ came 
to tne rescue and, votmg w1th the K1dston 
party, elected me Chairman of Committees. In 
1908 the Philp party would not do that bec~use 
the leader of the Kidston party was so anxwus 
to work with these hon. gentlemen that the Philp 
party said, "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 ~ocialists, 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 SECRE'I'ARY 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; 1t was 
not," and I explained to them how the Premier 
was trying to work wilh the Labour party 
in connection with the appointment of the 
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Chairman of Committees, and I said, "There is 
no fault at all to be found with the Philp mem­
bers for rtfusing to support me." 

Mr. MuRPHY: The Premier sacrificed you 
rather than s.writice himself. 

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

The PRE)IIER: It was a very strange attitude 
to take up on the part of the men with whom 
you were once a~sociated. 

l\Ir. BmnrAN: It was stranger conduct on 
your part as to whnm 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 I have taken up too much 
time. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS; Oh, no ! Plenty of 
time! Go on. 

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

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

The SECRETARY FOR MI~ES: On what 
occasion? 

Mr. KERR : The occasion 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 l\fiNES: I don'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 a< if they were particularly anxious 
to work with the Premier. And on th8 Premier 
making a nomination for the Chairmanship of 
Committees, they immediately nominated another 
man. \Vhatever may be said about the appoint­
ment of Speaker, the Chairmanship of Commit­
tees is usually 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. liinlPHY: They worked with him a long 
time after that. 

The SECRETARY JWR MINES: I agree 
that after the trouble in connection with the 
election of Speaker and Chairman of Committee", 
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 conrse they opposed it. As the 
hon. Inernber for Oook, I think, said on one 
occasion, "It is all take and no give with the 
Labour party." \Vhen the Kids ton party wanted 
reform", the Lahmr party '-aid, "Oh, no ! That 
is not. in our platform"; and they voted against 
it. That i.< all right-the Labour party have a 
right to do as they choose. 

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

Several Ho:s-Ol:'llABL~ 1IE)!BEHS interjecting, 
The SPEAKER : Order, order! 

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: Now let 
me come to the immedtate c"use 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, to sit on the Opposi­
tion side, and they wonld 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 a most demo­
cratic policy. Bur, notwithstanding thA 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. Tbe trouble started 
between the Labour party and the Kidston 
party in 1905-the trouble between 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 constitution what is known as the 
"socia.listic 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 tho 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 rr,ernbers 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 thP policy of compromise. 
GovERN~IENT :\!EMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

The S EGRET ARY FOR MINES: \Ve were 
elected in 1004 on the old Labour platform. The 
convention was held in 1905, when thB socialistic 
objective was introduced into the Labour party 
constitution, and the land plank was altered so 
that nn more freeholds could be granted. \Ye 
protested; and I appealed t.n the Premier and 
the hem. member for South Brisbane, l\1r. 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 repre,ented as a m;m who is 
always pulling the wires. On that occ1sion I 
saw the danger, and l appealed to those two 
hon. gentlemen, believing that they had much 
more persuasive power than I, and that they 
would be able to pnt the case better. .Mr. 
J\IcDonnell was a member then, rmd a delegate 
to the· convention, and we both felt strongly that 
it was going to wreck the Labour party; so I 
appealed to those M inisteu to come to the con­
vention. 'fbey c une, but it was of no avail. 
The com·ention 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 t'll the members 
elected on the old platform; so we worked along 
nnder the old platform until 1!J07, and the 
L1.bour party were ~itting on this sidP. Be­
tween 1905 ami 1907 we appealed for another 
convention. \Ve have been charged continu­
ally with a de"ire to wreck tbe Labour party. 
I want to show that that is untrue, and I 



Address in Reply. [21 JuLY.] Arldress in Reply. 351 

am proving it absolutely, because, if we had 
wanted to break up the L~bour 

[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 organiHations. That 
is to say, the members of the !>arty who did not 
agree with the socialistic objective made no effort 
to form organi.sations throughout the country. 
\Ye still relied on the convention that we knew 
was going to be held in the beginning of 1907 
rescinding the objective. 

Mr. MURP!!Y: It was the land que&tion you 
were most concerned about. 

The SECRETARY FOR 1\Ui\ES: It was 
not altogether the land question, although it had 
something to do with it, as I shall show later on. 
The ob.iective was the serious matter to me, any­
way, because I neyer in any way advocated it, or 
stated that I believed in the theory of the 
nationalisation of all the means of pro<luction, 
rlistribution, and exchange. As a matter of fact, 
I had spoken against it in this House and else­
where, anrl I can quote from my previous 
speeches showing that 1 harl always been against 
accepting an objective of that kind. 

Mr. BowMAN: You favoured the Federal 
objective. 

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

Mr. BOWliiAN : I would like vou to define the 
difference between the two. • 

TheSECRF-TARY FOR 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 stutlinC( out of that argument very easily. I 
was showing that np till the eve of the general 
elections in 1907 ex-Labour members were anxious 
to work with the Lab >ur party, if it were pos­
sible to do so, and we refmed to form organisa­
tions. \Ye took no steps at all before the R•>ck­
hampton convention was held. 

The PRE}!IER : Believing that the breach 
wculd still be healed. 

The SECRETARY FOR MI0IES: Yes, 
believing that the breach would still he 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 a] ways been 
trying t' burst up the Labour party. But let 
them offer some proof,; in support of their state­
Inents. I arn giving facts to show that we 
actmt!ly took no steps in 1907 until the general 
election was on us, hoping that the Labour party 
would come to their senses and drop the objec­
tivf 

Mr. BOW}! AN: You have not said anything 
about the official statement yet. 

TheSECRETAHY FOR MI::\'ES: No, but I 
have it here. 

Mr. CowAP : The party believe in it yet. 

The SECRETARY FOR MI~ES: 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 lurger number of th8 memberd of the 
Independent Opposition-that is, the hon. mem­
ber for Brisbane South, the hon. member for 
Barcoo, and a large number o! other hun. mem­
bers-left the Latour par-ty for thfl very same 
reason that we left it. I have only to quote them, 

as a mntter of fact, to prove my case, because 
those hun. members agreed with the :<tatement 
we published appealing for a fresh convention. 

1\Ir. ::\1UHPHY: The majority of them agreed 
with it. 

The SECRETARY FOR i\11::'\ES: 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 ut-<, as a nw .. tter of frtct. I 
suppose they went back on the statement because 
they got scared of the org<wisations. They saw 
the organisations were not going to support 
them. J'\ow 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. BmnrAN: It was you who published it. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon. 
member wanted to know about the statement, 
and he h'<,s got to know a little more than he 
wanted. The whole of the Labour pRrty pub­
lished the statement. It was signed by the 
chairman and the secretary. 

Mr. CowAP: And carried by a majority. 

Mr. HAHDACRE: \Yhere is that majority now? 

Mr. CowAP: Here. 

The SPEAKER : Order, order ! 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I propo*e 
to omit a good deal of what I wished to my, 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 Oppmiti<>n 
asking the Labour party to stand behind our 
party in the t:ght with the Legi,lative Council. 
I propose to show that the• Labonr rarty were 
not able to respoud to the Premier's invitation 
to work with us. I know what the exctBe is 
that has been made hy hon. mernberd 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 ngard to going to the 
country. 

::'.Ir. BmnrA:-;: That we could not grant 
immunity. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: It was 
not altogether a question of immunity. I inter­
jected, \V hen 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 did not mean, when I spoke of a." poor 
party" to use ~he word1'3 in any offensive sense ; 
but I do think that e, party should be able to 
nmke some tenns with another party if they rLre 
fighting· agait1st a common e11e1ny . . ~ kw;w all 
about the con,ent of the Ccnlral PolttJCal },xecu­
tive. I know that they arrange the election,. 
But this is the point I wish to make : ·when the 
cri:;is arosP, after the Pren1ier said in the House 
that he would giYeirmnunity to Labour members 
-that he would not endorse any man against a 
member of the Labour party-the le,.der of the 
Opposition got up, and on one or two occasion~, 
while he did not say distinctly that he would 
give immunity to n:amber' of the Kidston party, 
he said that the parties would go to the country 
working together in a friendly way. 

JHr. Bow:IIAN : \Vhat I said was that we as a 
party might rnr: indiviclu:t! m:mber~ •. but wh~re 
a Kidston candidate was runmng ag-a1mt a Ph1lp 
candidate, we would advi~e our supporters to 
vote for the Kidston candidate. 

Mr. D. HUNTER: Did you do it 
Mr. BO\n!AN: Yes, I did. 
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon. 
member &aid nothing- about individual members. 
On 12chNovemher, 1907, thehon. membersaid-

\Vhen 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 
Df gt,tting their legislation pas~ed in another Chamber 
-which is the will of the pPople 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-
So 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. \Yhile we will go as independent parties to 
the country-

Mr. BOW1HX: Hear, hear! 

The SECRETARY JWR MINES: 
I can sA.v this: that the personal ~pleen that was 
poured into the Kidstonians hy the Labour party nnd 
vice retsa-I believe that whatever differences haYe 
existed in the past, the parties at the IHB!?-ent time are 
determined, whatBver happens, that the Philp Govern­
ment, ~1t any rate, will never occupy that position after 
the elections. 

The hon. member in speaking as he did led this 
Hou~e and the country to belie,-e that there 
would be none of thl>t personal hitterne~s ag-ainst 
memhero of this party which had characterised 
previous contest", and that, gem·rally, while 
going to the country as an independent party, 
they "ould wmk with our party. That was not 
done. I was opposed as b1tterly as it was pos­
sible for h<·n. members opposite to oppose me, 
and other me m hers of the party were oppuse:i in 
a sin1ilar mannrr. 

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

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The 
Premier ne,- er endorsed any candidate against a 
member of the Labour party. \Vhat is the 
Labour party's policy? It is to get progressive 
members to work with them in the House, and 
then to try to appropriate their seats at elecLion 
time. That has been their policy. That i' also 
the policy of the Federal Lauour party. That is 
why the fusion of parties has taken place in the 
~'ederall:'arliament-b£cause the Federal Labour 
party were tryinK to get the support of the 
members of the Deakin party in the House for 
what they called progre;sive measures, and then, 
when it came to an election, they eHdeavonred 
to appropriate the seats of Deakin members. 
'rhat is exactly what the Labonr party are doing 
here. The hon. 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 friend,. 

Mr. l\1URPHY : That is our trouble; not yours. 
(Laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The bun. 
member admits that there is going to be trouble, 
then ! I imagine it will be a trouble, and it will 
be m"st interesting to find out whether the 
Labour party continue their policy of n<•n­
immunity. The bun. memcer for Ipswich, :VIr. 
Blair, has problbly gond reason to speak well of 
the party, and so probably has the hon. member 
for Bri;bane South, Mr. Airey, since both those 
hon. members managed somehow to keep all 
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Labour competitors out of the fidd in their 
electorates, and to pull together with the Labour 
party. 

::Ylr. BLAIR : \V hat are you worrying about? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am not 
worrying about the matter. I am simply show­
ing what is the p1licy 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 otht r 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, s·1 that the 
position is looking serious for the Independent 
Opposition. Fault is found with the Premier 
bec~use he want.; to have a solid party behind 
him. 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 Lahmr party, 
and having found that he was not able to 
get a solid party behind him to carry ont his 
policy, is it not natural, I say, tlmt he should 
form an alli:tnce with some other party who are 
willing to support him in getting- his platform 
placed on the statute-book? That is exactiy the 
position. In the first session of 1908, as soon as 
we got back, and the hon. member for Towns­
ville had resiKned, and the difficulties with 
regard t,, the SpPakership and Chairman of 
Committees had been got over, the Premier 
went on to carry out the policy which he had 
previ"usly failed to carry out owing- to the ob­
struction of the Legislative Council. And in 
that first session we pa>sed the \Vages Boards 
Act, the Old-age Pensions Act, the Factories 
and Shops Act. 

Mr. BLAIR: Who are "we"? 

The SECRETARY FOR l\IINES: The hon. 
membe" was one, I think. 

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

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I do not 
ilispute 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 thev are anxious to be 
included. \V e passed the \V ages Boards Act, 
the Old-age Pensions Ac>, the Factories and 
Shops Act, the Act abolishing- the two-thirds 
majority required to amend the Conoiitution 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. ThPn the so-ca!led "syndicate rail­
ways" were introduced. \Vhether the question 
of Hemi-Government railways was included in 
the Rockhampton policy ur not I am not going to 
discuss. 

The TREASURER : It is. 

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

A LABOUR 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 
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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 
Qneensland, the Labour party opposed the 
Go1•ermnent. Iguarantee that, if those railways 
had been submitted to the electors of Queens­
land, they would have been apprc•ved by an 
overwhelming majority. But when it came to 
a question of getting something which the 
Government desired for the benetit of Queens­
land, what was the attitude of the Labour 
party? 

:Mr. BLAIH: You didn't vote for the railways 
yourself. 

The 8ECRETARY FOR ::\I!NES : 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 nr>t. It is 
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 OppoRition with regard to them? They say 
they bad to oppose those railw"ys. I know 
there is a plank in their platform oppmed 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 subwitted by the 
Government to the H<•use; it does not matter 
how favourabJe the terms were in connection 
with a railway of that character, the Labuur 
party, true to their platform, as, I snppose, they 
would say, would h~ve voted against it. No 
matter how liberal the agreement might have 
been thry wonld have voted against the proposal. 
That is an absolute fact. I am not quarrelling 
with the Labour party for vuting against the 
Albert River Railwa} and the Burketown Rail­
way; but I w •uld point ont that in 1BO!' tbey 
had the same plank in their platform, and they 
did not then stonewall the Etheridge Railway as 
they stonewalled the two railways I have 
mentioned. 

Mr. BOW3IAX : \Ve voted against them. 

The SECHETARY FOR MINES: The hun. 
member says they voted against them. If they 
had satisfi,d themselves by vuting against tho-e 
two railways last year there might not have been 
any split_:_there mi~ht not have been any 
trouble, hut they were not scttisfied with 
voting against them. I have s~id we would not 
have found any fault with them tor voting 
against those railways, but they orgamsed a 
stonewall. In caucus they agreed--

Mr. BOW3IAX: Hear, hear ! 

The 8ECRETARY ];'OR MINES: The leader 
of the O~position admits it. They agreed to 
stonewall those rail ways. 

:Mr. Bmnu.N : Hear, hear ! 
The SECRETARY :FOR MINES : Why did 

they, in 1908, agree to stonewall those two rail­
ways, when in 1D06-when the Etheridge Rail­
way Bill was introduced-which was, in my 
opinion, not nearly as much a Government rail­
way as these two, because the two railways 
introduced in 1U08 are built by the Commissioner, 
and run by the Commissioner, whereas the 
Etheridge railway was built by a private con­
tractor-they satisfied themc,eJves by simply 
making one or two speeches and voting against 
it. They took up practically no tune at all. 
\Vhat I want to point out is the inconsistency of 
the Labour party. 

Mr. HARDAORE: \V e opposed the Bill strongly 
in 1906. 

The SECRErARY FOR MINES: I said 
that I 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 Lobour platform is "No freehold." \Ve have 
heard that from hon. members themselves. 

LABOJ:R ME>IBERS : Hear, hear ! 

The SECRETARY FOR 'IINES: They 
adopted that plank in 1905. Previous to that 
they ~ad a plank which read " No Crown land 
sales.· 

Mr. LEST~ A: That is the firat 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 \Vestern members, who 
objected to the sale of l"rge areas of the 
\Vestern country. In 1H05 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 imp0rtant in their platform, what I want 
to know is : \Vby in April of last year they 
allowed a Bill that was introduced by yourself, 
Sir-a Land Act An•endment Bill-I \\ant to 
know how it was the Labo,Ir party sunk their 
principles in connectim1 with this most vital 
part of their platform, when you introduced a 
clause in that Bill proYidinf!for free homesteads? 
How is it the hon. members allowerl their plat­
form to go overbo~rd when it suited them'? 

::\Ir. HARDACI\E: You are only twisting. 

The PRE~l!EH: 'It is freehold ju.st the same. 

The SECltETARY FOR MINES: I am 
referrir:g to the Act that was introduced last 
seF!sion; provirling for free homesteads; and hon. 
ntembers on the other ,ide 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 
pOJJUiar thing to attempt to block free home­
"teads. I will read what the leader of the 
Opposition said when tbi" chuse was in Com­
mtttAe last year, and the Labour party's pLwk 
of "no freehold" wns adopted in 190:S. 

:\Ir. :'IIAUGHAX ·"ND LABOJ:R :\fF::HBEHS: There 
is no such plank as "nu freeholds." 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: What, no 
freeholds? 

L-\BO!:H :'IIE>IBEHS: No, and you know it. 

'The S.ECRETARY FOR MIJ\'ES : I am 
simply astounded at what the hon. 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 tenurel. Leasehold only, with periodic 
reappraisements of rent. 

That is the plank in their platform. Last yPar 
there was a clause in the Land Act "-\ mendn1ent 
Act providing for free homesteads, and this is 
what the leader of the or,pooition-the !Pader of 
the Labour party-said-

As leader of the Labour party he desired to enter the 
protest of the party against land being- alif'nated at all. 
One of the principles they advocated was that leasehold 
should supersede freehold, beeause they helieved that 
in every country ft•eeholds had led' to the curse of 
landlordism. 

He made his proteet. He said that one of the 
principles advocated by tbe Labour party was 
that leasehold should supersede freehold, became 
they believed that in every country freehold had 
led to the curse of landlorcli,m. 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 
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behalf of the party, he desired to say they could not sup­
port any rneat~nre which involved the alienation ot hmd. 

They c .uld not support any rreasure which in­
volved the alienation of land--

They did not propo:-e to take up any time in discussing 
the (lue~:>tion. 

A question of the most vital impnrtanc:o to them 
-the main phnk of the Labour party's plat­
form. 

The PnEMIEll: They stonewalled the two roil­
ways. 

The SECRETARY FOR MI~ES: Yes, they 
stonewalled the two railways which were more 
Government mil ways than private rail waye. 
But on this cccas:un they did not want to take 
up <~ny time. 

Mr. HAJWACRE: One is a small thing and the 
other is a !Jig thing. 

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

Thev intendt.d to vote ~gainst the clause because it 
invol\:ed a principle they did not believe in. 

Look at the records of Harzsarcl and see if they 
voted ngainst it. 'fhey did not even call for a 
division. They were not game to call fur a 
division, because thEy knew it would be unpopu­
lar to !-re,·ent a selector getting a freehold. I 
will deal a little fnrther with the land question. 
It has been c"ntended, and may be contended 
again during thi> debtte, that, really, there was 
no change in the plank I hwe just referred to. 
In fact, l\1r. l\fat Reid, who was rresident of the 
C,,ntral Political :Executive, and to<'k a very 
prominent part at the Labour convention in 
1907, referred to fault~findere-those who found 
fault·with the alterations n'ade in the land nbnk. 
He contended that the land plank was the- same 
now as it had always been. 

l\Ir'. l-IAHJHCitE: The same, only a little more 
eUJphatic. 

The SECRET/cRY FOR J\lil'\ES: Let me 
try and prove to thp hon. member that it is not 
the same. l\lr. Reid, at the convenlion in 1907, 
in his addre·" eaid-

Uur methods and p1atform are no more f·':treme than 
when we took those backsliders into our ranks. If 
anything, it JS rnilder owing to the conserYatiYC reac­
tionary in1lnencc: they always exerted upon the more­
ment. 

Evicl.,ntly \Ve \Vere considered reactionaries and 
conaervati ves eYen in thot:)e dayF, before we 
joined the Philp party. 

LABOUR J\1D1BgRs : Hear, hear! 

The SECRETARY FOtt i\IIXES: J\Ir. 
Reid goes on-

\Yhy this cry of ext1·euTi.l'm ~ Rerausc Labom· will 
not agree to the alienation of tbe reopk's land. and 
these fanlt-Unclt-'r:.:. have been sigmng mu platform con­
tahling that plank tor years. 

;\lr. HAllnACilE; Hear, hear! 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: 'fhe hem. 
membet· endorses that: I shall take up a little 
more time to knock that argurnc·nt out. I am 
going to show, l•y one or two quotations from 
speeches of LaLour members->tili Labour 
members-that that plank of the Lal.Jour party's 
platform was not aimed against the selector 
getting a freehold. 

J\lr. HAHDACRE: Not until it was allrrec'. 

'fhe SECRETARY:FOR :-.:IIXES: Oh! That 
is only trimming. 1 am g•ling to show this by 
one or two extracts. I have an extract here frr•m 

the ~peech m::tde by the hon. mem-
[10 p.m.] her fur Leichhardt on the Special 

Sales of Land Bill in 1001. I mav 
explain that we were working under the old 
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platform in 1901. It was only in 1 ~)05 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 renlly be 
realised from the sale of our assets-our cavital-ancl 
therefore sl;ould not be put tort- venue. 

Tha" was qnite a legitimate cont.·ntion. In fact, 
the Premier adopted that principle-that money 
derived from the eale of hnds should not be 
placed to revenne, but be put to a spccictl fund. 
Then the hon. member goes on-
but should go to a special fund. 

The hon. member wa" quite right in arguing that 
way-

It is a part of our national assets. Whnt kind of 
1i.nnncing is it tllat would propose to sell our as~et~, 
and put the proceeds into mu'l'enL 1·eyenue~ lt is the 
kintl of financing that._a reckle~s spendthrift would 
indulge iu. 

The hon. member wa' not finding fault with the 
principle of alienating in fee-simple; he only 
dealt with the principle that ;,as adopted of sell­
ing land and placing the proceeds to revenue 
account. Let 1ne now give a short extract from 
a speech delivered in 1004 by the hon. member 
fur Clerrnont. He said (see page 1121 of Han­
sard)--

The late :\Jr. W. !I. Browne, the then leader of the 
Opposition. and sin re a memhe1· of the present Cabinet, 
said be was 111 favonr 0f ~elliDg laud Lo pay off the 
public debt, but not for ordinary revenue purposes. 

No·~-, hon. members wiil see my point. The 
Hon. \V. H. Browne, who was then a Minister, 
;;:tid 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 
l111d been in the platform then, that Mr. Browne 
would have made a statement like that? 

l\Ir. J. :\I. Ht:l\TER: Are you defending the 
Government or accu8ing the Opposition? 

The SECRETARY FOR l\II~ES: Here is 
another extract-it may be a bit wearying-, but I 
want to give evidtncc; I am not sati,fied with 
having one rrwmber to prove n1y ca~e, I am 
quoting two or threR. I have quoted tlle hon. 
member for Clermont, and now I will quote the 
hon. n1ember for G-r egory. 

Mr. H_\RDACRE: You have only half quoted 
me. 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR l\IH\ES: It was 
on the same deb1te on the Land Bill, pagA ll?i 
of Hansarcl. The hon. member for Gngorv 
said- -

A man who takes up an ngricultnral farm can buy 
the frePllold on the time-payment sy:-::tcm extending 
over twenty ye:trs, and tmvn allotment::; are continually 
being put up for sale. To that we do not object. 

He was speaking as a Labour man on the old 
platform. Hon. members opposite will find it 
somewhat dJtlicnlt to get away from that-

But 'vbat I and the party I belong to object to i::;; tile 
systpm carried on in the pa~t of selling larH1 out ·west 
iu large area,-. 

~ ow, that is the position. I thiok hon. members 
will find it somt>what difficult to dispose of what 
1 have said. But corr,ing back to what l\lr. 
l~eid said at that c >nvention of Hl07 in connec­
tinn with the plank "no rn"re freeholds." \Vhy, 
:1Ir. Reid himself admittrd that no party could 
CMry the people of Queensbnd wit.h them in a 
policy of that sort. 1'vlr. Reid said-

I>nblic opinior~ may favour a freehold s.ystem-

I think some hon. meml::ers on the other side get 
a freehold for themselves if they ean. (Hear, 
hear !j I am glad to hear hon. memberd acknow­
ledge that-
and no Govermr.1ent roulc1 keep office who would 
refuse a freehold. 

That was the opinion of Mr. Heicl, who is no"-
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the president of the Central Political Executive. 
I think the prospects of the soci8Jis~ic party, if 
an election comes, carrying the people of Queens­
land with them on these two points- the 
so~iali,;'ic objective and that land plank, "no 
freehold for s~lector, no freehold for anyborly" 
-I think their cha~>ces of getting into power are 
yery remote inrlee 1. Kow, I want to 1nake a 
few remarks about the objective. I have no 
fault to find with that .. 

LABOUR l\IE)IBERS: Hear, hear ! nnd laughter. 

The SECRETARY FOR l\IIN:ES: A poli­
tical party should be jndged not only by its 
actual platform, but it must be judged by its 
aims and ol·j-cts. I propose to briefly inform 
hon. member,; on the other side, who want Pdu­
cating prob .bly, a~ to wh~t is the objective of 
the Peof.Jle's ProgreRsi ve Le<tgue. 

lVIr. l\IcrRPHY: Their objective is £1,000 a 
year. (Laughter.) 

The SPEAKER: Order! I should like to 
point out tu the Minister that this is a debate 
on an amendment to the Addrcs' in Reply. I 
have given a great detl of httitude to the Secre­
tary for ::\lines. 

0PPOSI1'ION l\1EMBEHS : Hear, he21r ! and 
laughter. 

The SPJ£AKEi{: I think that not many 
people listening to his speech wonld have reaJiged 
the qne,tion before the House is a v:ote of want 
of confidence. 

OPPOSITION J\IE~IBEBS : Hear, hear ! and 
laughter. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. gentleman should 
say Wlmething- io regard to the question before 
the House. (Opp,sition 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 
coaliti•m has been formed between what is called 
the Kidst,mian party and the Philp party, and it 
was necessary to jns'-ify how that co,,lition was 
brought about. I have been fining that by 
showing the clwnge made in the platform or the 
policy of men•bers on the opt,o•ite side-that it 
was ovving- to that. change having been rnade that 
really forced the Kidsronian pany to accept the 
help of what is known as the Pbilp party. 

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

The SECHETARY FOR ?.IIXES: That is 
the argument I have been no;ing during this de­
batP. S~eing that the objeutiYe of the Opposi­
tion has been quoted and discusoed, I think it 
would be quite legitimate f<Jr me to show the ob­
jective of the p.trty that I belong to now. It 
ren,ds as fnl!ows :-

The objects of the Progressive League are-
To prouwte tbc progre~;;;s and vrosperity of the people. 
'l'o seen re and maintain ~a.fislactory rl:lations between 

the Commonwealth and the State. 
'fo preserYe the individual and collective rights and 

liberties of all citizen'"", and to promote improvement 
in the svchtl, industrial, and llutterial conditions of the 
people. 

To advance the principles of progrest-iYc democracy, 
and genera 1ly to secure such reform<:; as are necessary 
in the iutcrests or the whole community. 

To secure tLc rcgit::'trat.ion of all llersons entitled to 
vote at. parliameutary elections. 

To select or assist in the selection of snitable candi­
dates for election as members of the J.i"c~1eral and State 
Parliaments. 

That is the objective of onr party. The objective 
of the L~bonr party has been mentiGned by hon. 
members opposite as the nationalisation of all 
means of production, distribution, and exchange. 
That is not disputed. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : Yes, it is, 

The SECRETARY FOR l\IINES: The hon. 
member for Charters To wore, Mr. 1IullaP, speak­
ing about the Labour objective, tried to show 
that the Premier had gone bark on the belief 
that he once entertained in connection "ith this 
question of socialism. I want to say to the 
Home, and to whoe,·er rearls my speech, that 
the hon. member for Charters Towers, l\fr. 
l\Iullan, misled the House. The hon. member 
referred to the pronunciamento of thB Australian 
Labour Federation in 1890, bnt the Premier was 
not present at. that convenrion o.t all. The bon. 
member said that the Premier was there, bnt be 
was not, and he had no more to do with that 
platform than I had. 

l\Ir. How>IAN: He was at the first political 
conventiun after that. I just want to put you 
right. 

l\Ir. BARBER: He was present at the 1892 con­
vention. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The Pre­
mier was uot pre,ent at the c·mvention when the 
pronunci,.rnento was adopted. But at the con­
vention of 189:l the Premier was there as a dele­
gate, and a platform was framed. I will not 
read out the platform, but you can see it in the 
Courier nf 1SiJ2. 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 I signed the platform on that occa­
sion or not. I know that I "as opposed by the 
TVorkcr. The Labour moYement was in a rudi­
mentary condition then, and they did not know 
much nbout i'\ orth Queensland in Brisbane. I 
do not think I signed the platf<ll'm on that occa­
sion, as I was opposed by the TVorker, 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 1803, 
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 beiore, 
was socialistic. 

Mr. l\Il:LLAI\" : The platform adopted by th& 
Australian Labour }federation was adopted at 
the 1892 convention, and it was included in the 
fighting platform in 1893. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: The 
junior member for Charters Towers says that 
the Australian L-tbour :Federation platform 
was included in the 1893 platform, bnt he is 
wrong. 

Mr. MuLLAN: I can prove it. 
The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: I would 

like to have some proof of it. 'fhe platform of 
18!!3 did not include a lnnd tax or an income 
tax. 

Mr. LE~INA: Those were oversights. (Laugh• 
ter.) 

Mr. HARDACRE: Yes,)hey did. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIXES: And they 
said nothing whatever ahout an objectiw. Tbere 
\vas no so.:.·ialistic objective in connection with 
the 1803 fighting platform in any shape or form. 

The PRE~IIEH: There was no objective in the 
platform till 1905. 

The NECRETARY FOR MINES: As the 
Premier ren1inds me, there was no objective in 
connection with the Labonr party's platform 
nntil1905. I bad bE>en a member of the Labour 
party since 1893, and I know that there was no 
objective till it was adopted at the Hl05 conven­
tion. Then, in 1H07, the party divided. 1Iem­
bers had to make up their minds one way or the 
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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 wa,·, and they followed the hon. member 
for Rockh •mpton and hi; democratic policy. 

Mr. l'.TChPHY: Yes, a democratic party. 
}fr. ,J. ::VI. HL'l'TER: You must be guilty to 

make such a defence a.bout it. 
The SPEAKER : Order, order! 
Mr. MuHPHY : Will you explain why the 

Premier burst up that democratic party? 
'l'he SPEAKEE : Order, order ! 
Mr. }lGRPHY: I beg your pardon, Mr. 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER: I 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 cnnsolidate the 
two parties so as to work together. The hon. 
the senior mAmber for Gym pie, who now laughs, 
was the most anxious of any member to leave 
out the socialis'ic objective; but when he found 
there was going to be trouble with his organisa­
tion, he swalloweu the objective and platform. 

Mr. 1\IuLOAHY: Quite untrue. 
Mr. CowAP: An<l signed it. 

The SECRETARY FOE MINES: I will 
just make one or two remarks in conclu;ion . .:\Ir. 
J!'rederic Harri;on, in a lecture on Republic· 
an ism and Democracy, at New York, said :-

Try tllP eft'<~ct of a right mornl ednt'ation in the world 
before you geek to pull things to pieces by legal and 
practical revolntions. 

Then again, 1\Ir. Harrison said, speaking on 
national and social problems-

Society can onlv he regenerated b~· sound l'eligion, 
true morality, right education, wise institutions, and 
good government. And industry can only be re­
generated by regenerating society. 

This, Rll wise and good peoplJ are cout;j.nually 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 p1rty that I will not go further into 
that. I have dealt with what is, perhaps, ancient 
history, but it wa' necessary for me to pnt it be­
fore the electors of (tneensland and before my 
own constituents. 

Interjections from the Labour members. 
A LABOUH ]\IE}!BEH: Stonewalling. 
Mr. MULLAN: It is a deliberate stonewall. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I am nob 
stonewalling. I 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 PREmEH: That is to show an example to 
their supporters outside. 

The SECRETAEY 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. 1\fiTCHELL interjected. 

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon. member 
complains aboutinterjec'ions from hon. members; 
but I must confess that he distinctly encouraged 
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those interjections himself. He was more respon­
sible for them than any one by the way he replied 
to them. 

OPPOSITION l'.IEiiiBERS : Hear, hear ! and 
laughter. 

The SECRETARY FOR .MI::'{ES: I know 
wmething about the rules and J•ractice of this 
House, and I know it would be unbecoming of 
me to reflect on you, Mr. Speaker. I rtcollect 
tbat on several occasions you called hon. mem­
bers to order for making int rjections. You 
say that I encouraged hon. members in their 
interjections. I certainly did reply to one or 
two interjections that were "propos to the sub· 
ject that I was dealing with, but there is nn one 
in this House dislikes interjections more than I 
do. They tend to put me <•ff my ctrgument, 
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 n,imH and objects of the 
Socialiot :part,Y and the aims and objects of this 
party, I have not the slightest doubt as to what 
the result will be. 

GovERN1IENT liiE}JBEHS: Hear, hear! 
l\Ir. LESIN.1: \V ell, what will the result be? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The hon. 
menliJer'H party will be ol•literated except in the 
\V est and sot;Je parts of the North ; and if a 
Redistribution Bill--

OPPOSITION }fE}!BEHS: Oh, ah ! and laughter. 

The SECEETARY FOR MINES : Hon. 
members should not ubjectto one vote one vulue, 
considering that annual l',trliaments and one 
vote one value "ere in their platform fifteen or 
sixteen years ago. But Jam 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 bun. member for Kennedy ran 
a chance of losing his seat if an election were to 
take ~.lace. He knows very well that I have 
been returned by the Kennedy elect,•IS at the 
last two or three elections when opposed hy the 
Socialistic party '"'d the Philp party, and that if 
I h:~d not been oppc sed by 1 he S"cialistic party 
I would prolnl.Jly have got their votes against the 
Philp cmdidate. I have ha·! a gre:>ter proportion 
ofmaj ·ritleS than any othermemberin eh is House, 
and 1 feel satisoe<l that the electors of Kennedy 
will return me when the uext election comes, if 
I stand-and I snppo'e I shall-with a larger 
majority than ever. If the hon. n,ember is only 
as safe for CJemwnt as I am for Kennedy he will 
be all right. I have no fear as to the result 
when the peovle of Queensland recognise that on 
one side there is a Sucialistic party that aims at 
blocking all priYa'e enterprise. They cannot be 
true to their socialistic objective and at the same 
time encourage private enterprise. I say that 
without ai•Y doubt whatever as to its truth, be­
cause to encourage private enterprise is to go 
in direct oppclsition to the objective which aims 
at the nationalisation of all industries. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: No, no! 

The SECEET ARY FOE MINES: They say 
the trend of society is towards nationalisation. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 

Tbe SECRETARY FOE MINES: That is 
not true, and they cannot vrove i•, because the 
facts are the other way. I say that private 
enterprise is increasing in a greater ratio than 
State enterprise. Look at Australia! They 
quote the railways and telegraph lines as in­
stances of State enterprise and socialism, but in 
con m clion with those undertakings there is a 
national debt of more than £200,000,000. And 
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even supposing we did not owe that money­
that these railways and tel<Jgraph lines were 
not in pawn to p<:;ople on the other side of the 
world-I challenge hon. m<Jmbers to prove that 
8tato enterprise is increasing, in a greater ratio 
than private ent<Jrprise. They profe·ss that 
they are in favour of close settlement; but 
every man settled on the land is an opponent 
of their policy. 

OPPOSITION l\IEMBERS: No, no! 
The SECRETARY FOR. ::\IIKES: Because 

hon. members, to be tru<J to their platform, 
cannot allow a single individual to own his 
own frehold. Look at what private ent<Jrprise 
is doing! Clearing forests, settling peoplt on 
the land. and ntablishing industries. And 
was not the Federal tariff passed in ord<Jr that 
industries might be established in Australia? 
And is not that private enterprise? Kot long 
ago, I remember seeing an article relating to 
the great negro problem in the "Cnited State's 
of America·-one of the biggest problems they 
have to face in that countrv. The writer of 
th<J article pointed out that- fifte.en vears ago 
th<Jir property wa.s valued at £64,000,COO, and 
now it is worth £500,000,000. That shows how 
private property\ is increasing. oven amongst 
the ncgroe.; of the l~nited States. And th<J 
sam<J thing is takin~· plaN> in Australia. Hon. 
members cannot shut their eves to the fact 
that private enterprise is incre·asing by leaps 
and bounds. 

1\Ir. LESIXA: That's what makes the Labour 
party. 

The SECRETARY FOR. :i\TINES: I don't 
agree that that should make the Labour party. 
Where is the Labour party? \Yhat do they 
behove in' As soon as I nail them down to 
one thing, they say they don't believe in it. 
I say their th<Jory is wrong in regard to 
socialism, and their facts arc wrong. They 
cannot prove that State e·nterprise is increasing 
at a greater rate than private enterprise. 

l\Ir. LE SIN A: \Ve don't say that. 
'l'he SECR.ETAR.Y FOR. :\TINES: I thought 

that was one of their contentions. They often 
get up and say, "Look how State socialism is 
progressing!" I say, in conclusi{m, that I have 
proved their theory to be a fallacy 11,nd thBir 
facts to be all wrong, 

GOYERX:JENT ::\lE11BERS: Hear, hear! 
:VIr, ALLEN (Bulloo): I beg to move the 

adjournment of the debate, 
Question put and p"ssed, 
The resnmp'ion of the debate was marle an 

Order of the Day for to. morrow. 
The House adjourned at twenty·eight minutes 

past 10 o'cl,,ck. 
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