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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

WEDNESDAY, 10 NOVJ<mBER, l!J09. 

The SPEAKER (Hon . • T. T. Bell, Dal!Jp) took 
the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

ANSWE.I:t TO ADDRESS IN REPLY. 

The SPEAKEE,: I have to report to the House 
that I have this day presented to the Lieutenant­
Gove;nor th~ A~dress in Reply to His Excel­
lency s Openmg Speech, and that His Excellency 
wa" pleased to make thereto the !ollowing 
answer:-

"MR. SPEAKER AND G>JNTLEMRN 01<' THE LEGIS­
LATH'>: ASSEMBLY,-

'' I receive with great pleasure the assurance 
of your continued loyalty and devotion towards 
the Throne and Person of His Most Gracious 
Majesty the King. 

"I feel assured that you will give the most 
careful consideration to all matters that may be 
brought before you, and am satisfied that it will 
always be your earnest endE<avour to promote 
the advancement and prosperity of this State." 

PAPER. 

The following paper, laid on the table was 
ordered to be printed :-Twenty-fourth a~nual 
rep?r~ of ~h<; ~egistrar of Friendly Societies, 
Bmldmg flocietJes, and Trades Unions. 

QFESTIOXS. 
IvERAGH LANDs. 

Mr. BRESLIN (Port Curtis) a;ked the Secre­
tary for Public Lands-

l. Why, after having been thrown open to public 
selectwn, were the Iveragh lands withdrawn? 

2. Is it a fact that a group from Southern Queensland 
afte~ refu~ing t~ pay 15s., were allowed to select anY 
portiOns they w1shed at lOs. under •pecial terms, the 
balance being- then offert'd to loc.al people at 15s. : 

3. I! so, whyc 

Tbe SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. D. F. Denham, O:cley) replied-

!. It was considered preferable to have the lam! sur. 
veyed before selection. 

2. Xo. 
3. SeP answer to No. 2. 

GERl>l.'\:s' SETTI,ERS AT B.u·~'LE CREEK. 
Mr. BRESLIN asked the Chief Secretary-
1. Lnder what conditions or arrangement were the 

German settlers, now at Baffi.e Creek, introduced into 
State; 

.2. Was _any com~ission or bonus :paid in connection 
With the mtroductwn of the said settlersi-

3. If so, what amount was paid, and. to whom? 

~:1e PREMIER (Hon. W. Kidston Rock-
hampton) rc~•lied- ' 

1. In ac~ord~nce ,.,. .. ~b the provisions of the Queens­
land Immigratwn Acts-that i .. ~ :O'l. the same terms as 
anyone else. 

2. No. 
3. Se·s answer to ~a. 2. 

THE ESTIMATES. 
.Mr. i\fAUGHAN (Ipswich): I would like to 

ask the Pren.ier, without notice, if he will in­
form. the Hou"' when the Estimates vnll be 
cou3Jdered? 

The PREMIER: I think it would have heeD 
better to have asked the Treasurer when he will 
make his Financial Statement. It will probably 
be some time next week. ' 

Mr. MAUGHAN: I will ask the Treasurer 
that question, 

The TREASURER (Hon. A. G. C. Hawthorn, 
Enogperct) : I think I may promise the House 
that the Financial Statement will be laid hefore· 
the House next week. 

Mr. MAUGHAN: Hear, hear! 

PUBLIC SERVICE SUPERANNUATION 
BILL. 

INITIATION. 
On the motion of the TREASURER, it was­

formally resolved-
Tbat this House will, at its next sitting, resolve itself· 

into a Committee of the whole to consider or the 
desirableness of introducing a :Sill to provide a 
superannuation fund for the benefit of officers or the 
public service and their dependants, and for other­
purposes. 

METROPOLITAN WATF.R AND 
SEWERAGE BILL. 

INI'l'IATION. 
On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR 

PUBLIC WORKS (Hon. W. H. Barnes, 
Bulimba), it was formally resolved-

That the House will, at its next sitting, resolve itself 
into a. Committee of the ",.hole to consider of the desir­
ableness of introducing- a Bill to make bfltter provision 
for the water 8Upply and sewerage of the city of Bris­
bane and its suburbs. 

LAND ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
INITIATION. 

On lhe motion of tbe SECRETARY FOR 
PUBLIC LAXDS, it was formally resofved-

That the House will, at its next sitting, resolve itself 
into a Committee of the "\\rhole to consider of tbe desir­
ableneSR of introducing a Bill to further amend the 
Lu.nd Acts. 

PITTSWORTH TO MILLMERRAN 
RAILWAY. 

APPROVAL OF PLANS. 
CoMMITTEE. 

(lll'r. W. D. Ar1nstrong in the chai1·.) 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 

(Hon. W. T. Paget, Mackay), in moving--
That the Speaker do now leave the chair. and. the 

House resolve itsele into a Committee ol the Whole to 
consider the following reSolutions :-

l. That the House approves of the plan, section, :tnd 
book or reference of tbe proposed railway extension 
from Pitt:::;worth to .Millmerran, in length 26 miles 60 · 
chains, as laid upon the tallle or the House on Wed­
nesday, 3rd November, 1909. 

2. That the plan, section, and hook of reference be· 
forwarded to tbe Legislative Council for their approval, 
by message in the usual form-

said: I think, before I proceed to place before 
the Committee the details of the railways tabled· 
last week, it might be advisable if I let the 

ommittee know in a few words how the present 
railways are g-oing on with respect to their 
cou•truction, (Hear, hear!) 'Ve have at the 
present moment thirteen railways being built in 
the State. One qf these which is being built by 
the Chillagoe Company-theAlmaden toCharles­
ton line-was practically finished last week. It 
is finished so far as the heavy earthworks are 
concerned. The Caboolture to 'Voodford line 
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we expect to have finished nexb month-that is, 
December. TheN ew Zealand Gully to Yeppoon 
line will be finished next month-December. The 
Goo.n~iwindi to Tal! wood line we also expect to 
be fin1shed next month. That is, that three of 
the lines at present under construction are to 
·be finished during thi~ year. Then, in February 
next, we expect to fimsh the Clermont to Blair 
A~hol line, and in March the Boyne V alley line 
Will be finished. \Ve are very anxious to get the 
Boyne V alley line finished as soon as possible, 
as there is a great deal of work waitin"' at Many 
Peaks, and men are waiting for the ~ompletion 
·of this line. From June until October of next 
year we expect to finish the whole of the lines 
that we now have under construction-(bear 
h~a.r !)-that is, with the exception of the War: 
WlCk tn Maryval~ line. The st•tt·t in the con­
structi~n o! tnat_line was !':ept waiting owing to 
the vahdatmg Bill not havmg passed this House. 
\V e expect to finish that line by December of 
next yea1·, assuming, of course, that the validat­
ing Bill is passed, aud I do not think there will 
be any trouble about the passage of that Bill. 
Probably hon. members would like to know the 
approximate number of men engaged on the rail­
way construction works. The approximate num­
bei· of men engaged is 3, 100. Tha; is not counting 
any ~en who are working on contract. I did 
1;ot Wish to weary the House with a long list of 
figures. 

Air. LENNON : They are labourers? 

The SECRETAltY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Yes. 

Mr. LESINA: Are you going to apply the 
contract system to the construction of any of 
these lines ? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
These lines are being constructed by day labour. 
I just mention these facts so that hon. members 
might know exactly where we stand with respect 
to the construction of the lines that have been 
.authorised by Parliament. These are men on 
wages working on the construction. There are 
many more men than that eng.aged in contract 
work- sleeper-getting and men working with 
teams-but I do not wish to give all these par­
ticulars, as it would probably take an honr. I 
want to give the Committee a general idea as to 
how the construction work is pro-:eeding at the 
present moment, and I will say that we have at 
the present time room for a th'ousand more men 
on these con~truction works. 

Mr. MANN: Then there is a shortage of labour 
on the lines? 

The. Sl':CRETARY l<'OR RAILWAYS: 
There IS a shortage of labour in so far that it is 
the policy of the Government not to push the 
construction of the railways on during the last 
six m~nths of the year very rapidly, because 
there IS plenty of other work in the canefields 
and in harvesting on the Downs, and also in 
other indmtries, for a great number of men who 
have nothing to do in the beginning of the year 
say to .Tune, when there is not so much work i~ 
those industrie•. The complaint of the Chief 
Engineer, that he cannot gee on quickly enough 
wich those lines, will be removed in a very short 
period, when the men will be leaving the cane­
fields from now onwards, as the mills will be 
cutting out. Therefore, from this time onwards 
we may be able to push the construction works 
on much more quickly than we have been able 
to. do during the past four or five months. I 
thmk the large"t number of men working on any 
one line in the State is on the Atherton-Evelyn 
Railway. 

Mr. MANN: How many men are engaged on 
that line? 

1fr. MuLCAHY: Give decent wages and you 
can get plenty of men. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
There are 575 men eugaged on the Athertnn­
Evelyn railway. In moving the resolution be­
fore the Committee, I have to say that in 
January this year I received an invitation from 
the settlers in the Pittsworth district, the 
valley of the Oondamine, ttnd Millmerran, to viHit 
that district with a view to inspect the best of 
the routes that had been suggested for some 
twenty years, for the construction of a line west­
ward from Pittsworth. I visited that district 
with the Commissioner, Mr. 'l'hallon, and Mr. 
LAtham, who is the officer in charge of surveyR. 
\Ve travelled from Pittsworth 1!irZ St. ltonans to 
Turallan. That is what I call the northern 
route, and we then went southerly by the Do m ville 
cheese factory down to Millmerran. \Ve then 
made the return journey ~·i(i Y andilla and 
Tummaville back to Pittsworth. The route that 
has been decided is the best, in the interests of 
all those concerned, of the routes that had 
been >'Uggested and reported on by the Rail­
way Department. We gave this matter very 
serious and earuest consideration, ttnd it was 
decided to recommend the route from Pittsworth 
t•ifi Brookstead to Tummaville and thence to 
::\Iillrr.erran. I might say here that it is not 
possible, in my opinion, for one line of railwa.y 
to serve the whole of the fertile valley of the 
Condamine. (Hear, hear!) Thi•, I think, is a 
step in the right direction. Practically the 
whole of the three routes suggested are eettled 
upon, and thickly. At one time the "lion in 
the path " of building this rail way was the big 
Y and ilia station, but some 50,000 acres of that 
station have been cut up and sold, and people 
are now settling on the land ; and even if there 
is still an area in the hands of the original 
owners,. I was given to understand that thev were 
cutting up the whole of it into farms, and they 
were only waiting a f;wourable opportunity to 
remove the whole of the sheep and so clo8e the 
station. But under the 1906 Act they, of course, 
have to bear their share of ·the responsibility, 
exactly in the same way as the man who owns 
160 acre•. 

Mr. COYNE: The railway will gh·e them a 
good opportunity of selling the land. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
I say 50,000 acre~ have been cut up and sold. 

An HoNOURABLE ME}fBER: They still have 
40,000 acres. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
I do not know how many acres are left ; but I 
•aw plans for the cutting up of the whole of it. 
That is some ten months ago. Probably the 
hon. member for Cambooya will be able to give 
some information in re~rard to it. I wonld like 
ta say that the proposal is to extend the Pitts­
worth line 26~ miles. The present terminus is 
36 miles from 'roowoomba, the present extension 
is 27 miles, and from the railway point of view, 
when this line is extPnded this further 27 miles, 
the whole of that line can be worked much more 
economically than it is at present-it will be 
worked with the •ame service, and will require 
no more men or rolling-stock. 

1\fr. CoY NE: The maintenance will be greater. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It 
will cost more for maintenance, of conrs<>. The 
line is paying its way now, and it is ho'[led it 
will more than pay its way when this shott line 
is extended "'further 27 miles. Last vear the 
line to Pittsworth earned £?,925 above :;vorking 
expenses, and it provided £3 12s. 6d. per cPnt. 
on the capital cost, and in the previous year the 
return was £3 19s. 5d. per cent. When I was 

Hon. W. T. Paget.] 
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in the district I made particular inquiries, as I 
always do, as to how the settlers were getting 
on, and what carriage they had to pay on their 
:wheat . and other produce they desired taken 
mto P1ttsworth. I found that the carriage on 
wheat to Pittsworth Railway Station was 2s. 6d. 
to 3s. 6d. per bag. 

1\Ir .• J. M. HUNTER: That is from Millmerran. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
In the locality. I did not make inquiries in one 
pl;~ee only, but J inquired generally in the dis­
tnct. I. was told the great difficulty in coming 
froJC!l Jl.hllm_erran was in crossing the black·soil 
plams, and 1f they got any rain at all it was an 
absolute impossibility for them even to cart their 
wheat or other produce. Around Millmerran the 
area,s that are held are larger than what are held 
at Y andilla. 

:\Ir. COYNE: It is a lighter soil. 

. '!'he SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
The area• were sele0ted as Crown lands Rnd is 
of n?uch lighter soil, and is suitable fo~ "heep 
reartng. Some cultivation is carried on, but 
n_ot the amount of eultivation that is de­
stred on such a class of country. It is a very 
excellent class of c•nmtry, and.I would ratht;r 
work thRt myself than the heavy black soil 
Whilst I was there I was very pieased to se~ 
that t~e Rettlers were endeavouring to cope with 
the prickly pear. They werP clearing the pad­
docks that were not heavily infested, and where 
tb~ P';ddo?ks were heavily infested they were 
p01sonmg :t. In. other places, where the land 
":'as very hghtly mfested, they were falling the 
t1~ber, and not only were they clearing the 
prJCkly pear country, but were keeping it clean. 
Further west we have the U"ptain Mountain 
and Peak :\fountain, but probably one or two 
hon. members know the country better than I 
do. I did not go beyond the foot of the moun­
tains, but therf> are large areaR, I am given to 
understand, of Crown scrub lands there. 

Mr. ,T. l\1. HUNTER: It is infested with prickly 
pear. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Yes, t~ese. rich 8cru~ lands, I regret to say, are 
becommg mfested w1th pear, so that if this rail­
way is built-as I think it will be-these scrub 
lands will be available for settlers, and instead of 
being a source of dan~er to the whole surround­
ing country, we will be able to allow the people 
to take up areas of that rich land, and they will 
at once start to cope w1th the pear. (HeaT, 
hear !) If hon. members will turn to the Com­
:nissioner's report, they will see that the proposal 
IS to extend the line 26 miles 591, chains and the 
route, as I said, shortly will rm1 via B;ookstead 
from Pitt.nvoTth to Millmerran. It crosses the 
9ondamine River at .34?, miles, and the terminus 
IS reached at 43 miles 14 chains. As regards 
the character of the country, Mr. Tballon re­
ports-

The district immediately beyond Pittsworth is un­
dulating, with black soil. From 23 to 38 miles the sur­
vey tra¥erses the valley ol the Condamine-a wide 
~xpanse. or very fine bla('k soil country, some of it 
lightly timbered, but th~ greater portion being open 
plains; a good d~al of th1s country is subject to floods, 
but the water IS not deep, and there is no strong 
current. The plain on either side of the Condamine is 
lav?ured with a plentiful supply of underground water, 
wh1ch can be tapped at from 35 to 40 leet. 

That, of course, was the information ga~hered 
whilst we were on that trip. The report goes 
on-

The district is one of the richest on the Downs · but 
on acconnt of black~soil roads and the distance'frorr{ 
railway, there is at present not much agriculture. 
Beyond Grass~ tree Creek lighter soil is met with but the 
land is still good for a considerable distance' beyond 

[Hon. W. T. Paget. 

Millmerran. All the forest land that is available has. 
been selected, and the soil upon it is easily worked and 
very suitable for agriculture. 

Although I was speaking as though I bad not 
been beyond the terminus of the line, as a mat-· 
te, of fact we travelled a number of miles be­
yond the terminus-we took a trip all round the 
distric~. 

Mr. LESINA: Large areas of land there are 
unselected. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Yes; I have just said in the "outh-west, at Cap­
tain Mountain and Peak Mountain, there are 
large area. of Crown lands-very rich ecrub soil 
-available. Then, about 12 miles to the south­
west there is the settlement of Cooloongatta, 
where there are large areas of Crown lands un­
selected. 

~lr. MAt:GHAN: The district is thickly settled. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Yes, the district is very thickly settled indeed. 

Mr. Thallon reports that the bridges 
[4 p.m.] must be low-level bridges, owing to 

the prohibitive cost of high-level 
bridges in such country. 

l>Ir. LESINA: \Von't vou have to resume ,. 
good deal of private land·? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I 
am just coming to that. There is a paragraph 
in the repor~ which states that it is quite pos­
sible that a considerable resumption will be 
necesf'ary, aggregating about 300 acres, but tha~, 
of course, is inevitable if we build railways to 
succeed settlernen t and not to precede settle­
ment. If we resume the land from the people 
who purchased it from the Crown, it is necessary 
that we should pay compensation for it, but tha~ 
is done under a system--

Mr. MANN : And charge them for any better­
ment. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
They take up the responsibilty, at any rate, 
under the 1906 A et. That practically is a 
be~terment. 

Mr. LESINA: They might be like the Wienholt 
Estates Company-give the whole lot away. 

The SECRETARY l<'OR RAILWAYS: 
I will probably be able to make an announce­
ment that on one of these proposed lines some of 
the owners have offered to give the land for 
nothing. (Hear, hear!) ·where the railway de­
partment have a very large number of owners tt> 
deal with, it is extremely difficult to get all those 
owners in a mind to say, " If you will build us a 
railway we will give you the necessary land." 
The estimated cost of the railway is £75,871,. 
equal to £2,836 per mile, and to this must be 
added £8,110 for telegraph line, rolling.stock, and 
survey, making a total of £83,981, or £3,146 per 
mile. With regard to the working expenses-I 
won't refer to the first part of the paragraph­
the Commissioner says-

Meantime. I expect a revenue of £5,325, with an· 
expenditure of £2,963, leaving a net revenue ot, say,l 
£2,362 per annum, or £2 16s. per cent. on the capita 
expenditure of £84,000. 

l\ ow, interest at 3 per cent. is the rate stated in 
the 1906 Act, so if the revenue is £2,500 per 
annum I do not anticipate that there will be any 
necessity for the levying of a railway rate to 
make up any deficiency. We may say there is 
no danger at all of those who live within the 
benefited area-or the railway district, as it is 
termed-having to bear any responsibility for a 
shortage of interest; more especially when it is 
found, as I said before, that the much shor~er 
length of line from Pittsworth to Wyreema and 
Toowoomba haq been paying £3 12s. 7d. per 
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cent. I do not know that I need detain the 
Committee at any greater length, except to say 
that the railway district is Bet forth in the Com­
missioner'> report, and if the Committee in its 
wisdom choo,es to approve of this line, then in 
will remain for those who are interested within 
three months to say whether they desire to have 
the line or not under the provisions of the Act. 
I formally move the resolution. 
* Mr. LENNON (Herbert) : Thi>' railway seems 
to m~ to traverse some very excellent country, 
and no doubt it will bring about the results 
anticipated. Apart from the fact that it is likely 
to cement the allegiance of the hon. member for 
Cambooya to the Government, I think the line 
is one which is desirable in the interests of the 
country. It will touch very good land, which 
unfortunately is private land, and this calls the 
attention of the House to the clanse dealing 
with the resumption-

As private property will be traverfl.ed for nearly the 
whole distance, considerable resumptions will be neces­
sary, aggre~ating about 300 acres. 

Now, hon. 'members opposite are very fond of 
extolling the system prevailing in Canada in re­
gard to immigration and other matters, but they 
neglect to refer to the fact that the Canadians 
adopt a very much wiser course than we do in 
regard to our railwayc~. They make the railways 
precede settlemeut, and if we adopted the method 
of making railways, as far as possible, precede 
settlement, we would not have to vay these 
large sums for resumption. In the Northern 
districts, a great deal of country that is 
practically unknown to · the great majority 
of the people in this State is languishing for 
want of railways. I saw an announcement in 
a daily paper that 180,000 acres of land on the 
Tully River will shortly be available for selec­
tion. I think the Government should not open 
up that land for selection without providing 
means of communication. It IS impossible for 
anyone to settle on that land and work it suc­
cessfully without means of communication, and 
the Government should deal with the matter in 
a vigorous statesmanlike way, and give that 
district, which has not an inch of Government 
railway in it" whole area, a railway line before 
opening up the land for selection. I would like 
to say al8o in regard to railway construction 
generally, that this party has been malignantly 
attacked by the prejudiced Press of Queensland 
over and over aga.in as being opposed to railway 
construction. I venture to challenge any mem­
ber on the opposite side of the House to point to 
a oingle railway measure-either Government 
lines or lines guaranteed by local authorities­
that has ever been opposed by this party. This 
party has loyally supported and given evidence 
of its desire to encourage railw11y extension in 
every posHible manner, but when syndicate 
railways are brought forward then this party is 
up against them every time. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. LENNON : And it may possibly be that 

this party may take leave to express its objection 
to the railway line which is proposed to be con­
structed by the c0ntract system-not to the 
measure itself, but to the method of construc­
tion. It has been amply proved-the Chairman 
is about to rise to correct me ; he thinks I am 
travelling too far afield. However, on his inti­
mation I will confine myself. 

The PREMIER·: You were not, were you? 
Mr. LENNON: I have not said whether I 

was so or not; I accept the Chairman's intima­
tion. (Laughter.) However, I do not wish to 
say one word against the construction of this 
line; but I do think that, although we have had 
this report of the Commissioner in our hands for 

a week, railway measures, unfortunately, appear 
to be rushed somewhat too hurriedly through. 
Members do not have sufficient opportunities for 
making themselves familiar with the district. 
However, we are to a large extent prepared to 
rely upon the opinions of the officials, and of 
members on the other side of the House. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: They told me 
I was the seventh Minister who had been over 
the rout<e. · 

Mr. LENNON: It seems this route has been 
travelled over many times by railway expert", i':­
cluding the Minister, and no doubt each party IS 
prepared to accept the opinion of various gentle­
men and the· officials who have gone over the 
line, and who report upon the practicability 
of the proposal. Readmg the report '.'f t~e 
Commissioner, it certainl.y seems that 1t .will 
open up a very desirable adju,nct to the Plt~s­
worth line. The few remarks I have made will 
put the House in possession of the fact that th!s 
party has no objection to rail ways of th1s 
character. 
·• Mr. MANN (Cairns): I went over the route 
of th.is railway, and I do not rise this afternoon 
for the purpose of blocking it, but rather to ex­
press the opinion that this lil!e should h:tve ~ee;'l 
built some years ago, and IS .one whwh It IS 
hicrhly necessary should be bUilt. Of course, I 
m~y reserve my opposition for othe~· lin<;s, the 
routes of which I have not seen, but m thrs case 
I can bear out the remarks of the Secretary for 
Rail ways and the Commjssioner's report t~at 
the land is good and the railway should be bUilt. 
I just wish to ernphasi~e the remarks of ~he 
leader of the Opposition that during the electwn 
the Press took occasion to say that the Opposi­
tion were responsible for blocking the constr';'c­
tion of 400 miles of railway, and the Premier 
said so, too, I believe. We now have the con· 
fession of the Minister for Rail ways that on the 
lines now being built there is a scarcity of 
labour. I tried to get information from him the 
other day, and I went to the Minister and asked 
the question. I notice that Hansard states that I 
said, "Silence gives consent." "\Vhat I asked 
the Minister point blank is, ""\Vas there a 
scarcity of labour or not?" and as I got no reply, 
I said, "Silence gives consent." Now they 
allege that with the finish of the sugar season a 
lot of good labour will be available for these 
lines. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! In courtesy to 
the House, the Secretary for Railways made a 
statement with regard to the lines un?er con­
struction, and I cannot allow that quest1on to be 
debated. The question is the passing of the 
resolution before the Chamber. 

1\Ir. MANN : I pointed out that the resolu­
tion is that the House ap[Jroves of the plan, sec­
tion and book of reference of the proposed 
rail~ay extension from Pittsworth to Millmerr!1n· 
Now, what is the necessity of the House approvmg 
of the line if we have not got the men to have 
the railway constructed? Our labour i? J?assing 
the Bill would be wasted, and I am pomtmgout 
a good reason, inasmuch a;s the Secretary for 
Railways admits that there IS now a scarmty of 
labour for the lines already under construction. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: I made'a 
statement as to my information. 

Mr. MANN : I am going on the information 
that we have a shortage of labour, and if the 
House does approve of this line of railway, I 
may be justified in asking the Minister. where he 
is going to get the men to have the railway con­
structed. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The five rail­
ways I mentioned will be constructed within 
three months. 

Mr.Mann.] 
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Mr. MANN: There will be five railways 
finished, which may give a full complement of 
workmen on the other lines under construction. 
If, as the Minister alleges, the Government are 
looking to the sug-ar-fields to get workmen for the 
·Construction of this and other linee, and it is neces­
.sary nnd desirable that work should be provided 
for sugar-workers during the slack season, why not 
start a rail way in the North? These men are 
in the North at present, and we do not wish to 
bring them from, say, Cairns to Pittsworth. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: Aren't there 
four railways being built in the North? 

Mr. MANN : 'rhat may be so, but we are 
told that they will be finished soon. The 
Premier has stated that his desire is to construct 

.a. certain number of railways in each division of 
the State. 

The CHAIRJIIIAN : Order ! 
Mr. MANN: I do not wish to digress from 

the question before the Committee, but I would 
point out that we should be very careful in 

.approving of these lines. 'When I was on the 
Downs I was told th%t the Dalby-Tara railway 
ran through very useless country, and if I had 
not been over the country which this proposed 
railway will traverse, and knew that it was good 

·country, I should have opposed the resolution. I 
do not believe in expressing approval of every 
line brought in by the Government. We know 
that we cannoL keep up the present rate of rail­
way construction, and we ought to endeavour to 
settle on the land as many as possible of the work­
men employed on railway construction. If the 

·O.?mmittee approve of thisline, I hope the Minister 
wrll take' care to see that as many of the navvies 
as possible are settled on the scrub land in that 
district which is being overrun by prickly pear. 
I trust that the Minister will give a guarantee 
that a certain area of that land will be set aside 
for the men who will be employed on the con­

.struction works, and that when the line is under 
construction he will give instructions to the 
engineer in charge to give those men who are 
preparc.d to take up block< of country the first 
·Chance of <employment. \Vhen the Bill is before 
the CommitteP I intend to move an amendment 
to the effect that the line shall be lmilt by day 
labour, and that the rate of wages shall be Ss. 
per day. The Minister claims that from Janu­
ar_y to J nne next th~ construction of rail ways 
w1ll be pushed on w1th greater speed than is 
the case at present. The hot weather is 
approaching, and hon. members know that men 

·.cannot do as much work during the hot weather 
as they can during the colder months of the 
year. Then in the North we are nearing the 
wet season, which will interfere with railway 
construction. The Government should, there­
fore, be very careful about submitting many 
more railways, because there are lines under 
construction which should be pushed on and 
finiehed as soon as possible. If the Government 
do not :pus~ on with .the 1'olga-Johnston Railway 
they w1ll find that m a couple of months, when 
the wet season is on, the work will be interfered 
with to a considerable extent. I hope that the 
MiniHter will not be so anxious to start a Jot of 
new lines as to push on those already under 
construction. The time to push on with rail­
ways is in the dry season and the cool weather. 
If the Government were wise they would ]JUsh on 
the Tolg ... -.Jobnston Eailway in the months of 
,Tune and ,July, instead of attempting b do so 
during t,he wet season. 

Mr. XEVITT (Ca1'peutarin): 'I do not rise to 
object to this line, because, with other member", 
I bad an opportunity of visiting the country last 
year, ,md I think the railway is one which we 
are perfec~ly ju,tified in building. It goes 

[Jir.ll1ann. 

through as finA a country as there is on the Dar­
ling Downs. There is one feature in connection 
w1th this line that should be an objec~ lesson to 
hon. member-, and lead them to op]Jose the 
alienation of land in large areas, an<l that is that 
in this case we have one man owning 40,000 
acres of land, though he has sold dlll'ing the past 
five or six years some 40,000 or 50,000 acres in 
order to get this railway. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS : Probably the 
land was taken up forty years ago. 

Mr. NEVITT: It does not matter how long 
ago the land was taken up. The fact remains 
that a very larg<e area fell into the hands of one 
individual. The Minister stated that-the people 
of the district take upon themselves the responsi­
bility of guaranteeing this railway. 

The SECRETARY E'OR HAIL WAYS: I said they 
would have to take their share of the responsi­
bility. 

Mr. NEVITT: Quite so; but in the snme 
breath the hon. gentleman said that there was 
no likelihood of the people being calletl upon to 
pay under that guarantee. 

The SECRETARY FOR 'RAILWAYS: No, nor the 
farmers along the line. 

Mr. NEVITT : I consider that the time has 
arrived when the Government should introduce 
a Betterment Bill. If a Betterment Bill was 
passed on up-to-date lines that gentleman who 
owns such a large area of land in this particular 
district would not be able to retain for himself 
the enhanced value given to his land by the 
expenditme of public money in the construction 
of this railway. 'l'he members of this party 
consider that it is the duty of the Government to 
protect the residents of other parts of the State 
by calling upon people whose land is enhanced in 
value by public works to return a portion of that 
enhanced value to the consolidated revenue. 
There is another matter that I should like to 
bring under the notice of the Committee, and 
that is that the present railway policy of the 
Government includes about 150 miles of rarlway, 
and that all those railways, with the exception of 
about 8 miles in the Mackay district, are in thB 
Southern part of the State. I bow to your 
suggestion, Mr. Armstrong, that I am out of 
order, but I wish briefly to state that at the tail 
end of last session I presented a petition 'from 
residents in my district asking for a railway, and 
before this session closes I shall take an oppor­
tunity of laying before the House the needs of 
that particular district in regard to railway con­
struction. The district I have thfl 'honour to 
represent contains something like 70,000 square 
miles, and it is entitled to the expenditure of 
some loan money in bL1ilding railways. 

* Mr. MACKINTOSH (Cambooya): I have 
much pleasure in supporting this resolution, not 
merely because the rail way is in my electorate, 
but because it will be a great benefit to the com­
munity at large. This line has been promised by 
different Governments for many years, but has 
not been constructed became it was alleged that 
one man who owned a large area of land in the 
district would be chiefly benefited, inasmuch as 
he would get an enhanced price for hie hnd at 
the expense of the general taxpayer. \Vhen the 
present member for TownBYille was Premier, I 
approached him with a view to getting him to 
construct the extension of tberailwayfrom Pitts­
worth to l\Iillmerran, and I pointed out that the 
people holding land beyond the large property 
alluded to should not be penalised simply because 
one per,,on owned a large area of country. There 
is no doubt that under the guarantee system the 
interest on the cost of con~truction would be 
assured. \Vhen Sir Arthur Morgan was Pre-
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mier, he was willing to build the rail way if the 
proprietors of that large area of land would cut 
it up into suitable blocks, and dispose of it, 
so that peoJJle could settle on the land and 
<:ultivate it, and raise produce which would 
bring traffic to the railway. Since that time 
a large portion of the land has been cut up and 
sold, though the proprietor still retains about 
20,000 acres. The railway will not go to the land 
·which is unsold, but it will run within 6 or 7 
miles of the sold portion. I brought the question 
of construction of this Pittsworth extension under 
the notice of no less th"n seven Ministerial par­
ties, and have induced them to visit the district, 
and they have all declared that the land was the 
finest they had set eyes on since they had been 
in Australia. The fertility of the soil is unques­
tioned. It would be impossible for me to ex­
aggerate its fertility, and it is so well situated 
tha~ no land is bettm: suited for settlement pnr· 
poses. It will produce cereals and fodder for 
dairy c:tttle, and on it sheep and pigs will 
thrive. There i~ a good rainfall, and water 
can be obtained almost anywhere by •ink­
ing 'from 20 to 40 feet. The strip of coun­
try between wbat is called North Brauch and 
the Condamine cannot be excelled as lucerne­
growing land in any part of Australia. Two 
of the members opposite went up to that 
district, and I had the pl!'asnre of their company 
on the excursions they had there, and they were 
enjoying themselves at the expense of the 
settlers. I am sure that the hon. member for 
Cairns has not quite forgotten the entertainment 
he received from the se•,tlers when he was down 
m that <listrict. 

~[r. ::HA"'N : I am supporting the line. 

Mr. MACKIN!i'OSH: There are people in that 
district who have been carrying on farming for 
years in the hopes that this railway would be 
built, as it would be a great convenience to them 

to bring their produce by rail in­
[4.30 p.m.] stead of having to cart it by teams. 

It means, at present, that they have 
to use their teams, and it is not only expensive., 
but it wastes a lot of their time. The farmers 
c<trt their wheat from Millmerran, Back Creek, 
and other places to Pittsworth, at the mte of 
ls. 6d. per bag, and I believe it has cost as much 
!'s 2s. per bag. The more railways we construct 
It enables more settlement to take place, more 
produce to be grown, and the country gets the 
benefit of it. Lately we have had to pay a 
heavy subsidy to get suitable steamers to take 
our perishable products away from here to 
the tune of .£30,000 a year, but if we 
were able to grow ten times the quantity of 
produce that we now grow, we would have 
these boats competing with each other, and, 
instead of our having to pay them, they would 
probably give a bonna to come here for the 
cargo they would get. These railways bum in 
these agricultural districts are more benefit to 
the merchants of the cities and the miners ,,f 
Charter> Towers than they are to the struggling 
farmers. These farmers havH to put in lon·g 
hours on their farms in order tn get a living our. 
of them. It is not a case of working from 9 
to 5 with them. as they really have to work 
from 5 to !J. Those, arp the hours which we 
ha.ve to work on our farms, in order to produce 
thPse products that ar•l keeping the workers of 
Quee11Sland going. ~o one knows that Letter 
than the hon. member for ::\Iaranoa and the hon. 
member for \V arrH(O. There is one thing I 
cannot understand, and that is why this line 
should cost .£3,140 pPr mile. 

The SECRETAI\Y FOI\ RAILWAYS: The rails are 
much clearer. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH: The railway from Dalby 
to Bell cost only 21,250 per mile. 

1!)09-K 

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: But there 
was no ballasting there. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH: It has given satisfac­
tion ; aud if that is so, why have not all the rail­
ways been built without ballasting ? 

Mr. MAUGHAN: This section is cheaper by 
.£500 than the first section. 

Mr. MAUKINTOSH: I think that we have 
had a fair trial of this day labour, and I wonld be 
glad to see some of these lines come under the 
contract system. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : No, no ! 

Mr. MACKI::-.ITOSH : Let us have a turn at 
the contract system and make a comparison, and 
I am sure it will be found that the country will 
gain a benefit by it. I know the men who are 
working on some of the railway lines, and while 
some of them are good men some of them ar<' 
not. No Government gang will give as good a 
result with day labour as a contractm·'s gang. 

li!Ir. Jl.fAUGHAN : R~ad the Engineer's report, 
and yon will •Jter your opinion. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH: If I were :Yiinister for 
Railways, I would have the contract system. 

Mr. MURPHY: But you are not. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH: I might be before very 
long. Yon cannot open up the whole of that 
wide country with one railway. Two more rail­
ways could easily be bmlt in than country, and 
not one of them would be within 30 miles of the 
other in a p:trallel direction. That is one 
from Oakey Creek to Jl.fount Rnssell, and another 
from Cambooya to Ellangowan, through Felton. 
I do not wish !o occupy the time of the 
Committee, as I see that the feeling of the Com­
mittee is in favour of this line, because it is for 
the benefit of all nnd not for the benefit of a 
few. It is not for tbe benefit of that electorate 
alone, and I do not say tbat because I have the 
honour to represent it. I was advocating the 
construction of this railway for ye~rs before I 
came into this House at all, because I could see 
how necessary it was in the interests of the 
settlement of that part of thE' country. Building 
a line of this description will bP the means of 
bringing people up into Queensland to settle 
there when they would not otherwi~e do so. 

Mr. CoYNE: Don't slouewall it. Y on will get 
it. 

Mr. ::YIACKI:NTOSH: I just rose to show 
what .;ort of country it was. 

The SECRETAHY FOR RAn WAYS: We have 
four other lines to put through. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH: As hon. members have 
expressed their desire to see this line passed, I 
will conclude by saying that I will support the 
construction of the railway. 

Mr. RYLAIS'D (Gympie): I regret very much 
that the Government have not furnished more 
information with reg.u·d to this line, and I am 
sorry that we ha\·e not got a map to indicate the 
part of the country through which this line 
travertles. When we were discussing railway 
proposal" previously, we always had a map on 
the wall to guide us, and we could sBe at a 
glance wh~t extension wtts proposed. I regret 
very mnch that th"t has not been provided 
to-day. I noticB from the Ciorrnnissionflr's report 
that it is anticipated there will he'" deficiency in 
the income. There iR an injtu~tice in connection 
with the Railways Act of 1()06, which we are 
now working under, which the t-icnr.~:r.·nnlent 
ought to amend. The people who live 1~ or 20 
miles from the railway, if the,y 11re in the beue­
fited area, have to pay O'l the enhanc<<l \alue at 
the Rarne rate as those who are closer. A rnan 
whose enhanced value is £50 P"-Y" <tt the <'a rrJL 
rate for any deficiency as the man whose 

Mr. Ryland.] 
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enhanced value is .£7,000 or .£8,000. That is a 
great. injustice to the men in the benefited area, 
and the sooner it is altered the better. There is 
another thing in connection with the construc­
tion of rail ways, and I regret that the labourers 
employed by the Government in constructing onr 
rail ways are not paid >L fair wage. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 
Mr. RYLAND : I was just going to point 

out under what conditions I think this line 
should be built. Before I sit down this after­
noon it is my intention to move that a minimum 
wage of at least Ss. per day be paid to the 
workers t>n this line. I think it is quite com­
pPtent for this House to say under what con­
ditions this line shall be built. We are going to 
vote .£H3,000 < f Government money to build this 
line, and it is only fair that we should know 
that the men who are engaged in that work are 
working under comfortable conditions and are 
getting fL decent wage. 

Mr. MAGGHAN : It might be buUt by contract. 
Mr. RYLAND: We ha1•e no guarantee from 

the Minister that this line will not be built by 
contract. 

Mr. M VRPHY: Fight the line until yon get that 
guarantee. 

Mr. RYLA;'~D : Look at the conditions on 
the Caboolture to \Voodford line. There are a 
lot of good mE-n working there, and they are only 
getting 6s. 6d. a day. 

A LABO\IR ~fEMBER : Shame! 
Mr. RYLAND: It is only right, now that 

the Government are bringing men out here to 
work in thiH ::ltate, ·chat w~ should see that they 
get something better than 6s. 6d. a day for work­
ing in the broiling sun. 'rbat is what they are 
getting at Cabooiture. Then there is the B'oyne 
Valley line, which is at present under construc­
tion, and the men then: had to ask for a fair 
wage, :tnd, as they did not get it, they had to go 
on strike. 

The CHAIRJ\IAN : Order! I have followed 
the hon. member as closely as I can, but I can­
not allow a general discussion on what is being 
done in connection with the construction of other 
railway linm. If the hon. member confines his 
remarks to the wages paid and the conditions of 
labour in connection with the building of the line 
before the House I can follow him, but I canno~ 
allow members of the Committee to discuss the 
whole railway policy of the country. 

Mr. RYLAND : I will move that the resolu­
tion before the House be amended by the inser­
tion of a new paragraph after paragraph 1, to 
rAad as follows :-

2. That the House approves that a minimum wage 
of· eight shillings a day be paid to the adult worker. 
thereon. 
If this paragraph is inserted, it will be an in­
struction to the Railway Department that fair 
wages will be paid for the construction of this line. 

Mr. MuRPHY: The Minister will accept it. 
Mr. RYLAND : The Minister will accept it 

as an instruction from this Committee. I hope 
that members opposite will fall in with the idea, 
as it will make the me11 more contented with 
their surroundings. The work will be done 
better, and it will really be cheaper, as it will be 
done in the best manner possible. I move that 
amendment. 

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: I ha' e very much 
pleasure in supporting the amendment. I would 
like to ask the Minister if it is the intention of 
the Government to construct this railway by day 
labour. Perhaps the Minister will give us that 
information ? 

Mr. MuRPHY : Perhaps there will have to be a 
meeting of the Cabinet a bout it. 

[.M1'. Rylr,tnd. 

The ::lECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
I hope this amendment has not been moved for 
the purpose of blocking rail wny construction in 
this State. 

OPPOSITION ME:IIBERS : No, no ! 
Mr. LENNON: You know that io not so. 

The SECHETAllY FOil RAILWAYS: In 
reply to the hon. member for Maranoa, 1 will 
say that it is not the intention of the Govern­
ment to depart from the system of building rail­
ways by day labour. 

0PPOSITIOX .MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

The SECRJ~TARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
But the department, so as to check their esti­
mates-and I think it is a very good thing· 
myself-desire that a tender should be called for 
the construction of oue line by contract. 

Mr. ,J. M. HUN'rER: \Vhich one? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAIL \V AYS : No 
line has been fixed upon. 

Mr. LENNON : We will ask you this question 
on every line brought forward, so that it would 
save time to give the information now. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS; It 
is quite impo•sible for me to say which one, but 
I may tell the Committee that I desired--the 
Department desired-to call tenders for a con­
tract for the Maryvale line--

Mr. MANN : I asked you if that was so, and 
yon said uo. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS, 
But owing to the delay in starting the construc­
tion of the Maryvale line, it is not the intention 
of the Department to call for tenders for the 
constrnction of that line by contract. But I 
certainly do think it wonld be a wise thing-we 
have been construcling lines now by day labour 
for some seven years-I think it would be a wise 
thing, in the it1terests of the people genera,lly, 
that we should be able to check the depart­
ment's estimates by calling for tenders for the 
construction of one lino by contract. 

Mr. MAUGHAN : Surely we can trust our 
engineers. 

'rhe SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
In reply to the hon. member for Ipswich, 
I might say that it is the engineers themselves 
who desire this done. 

Mr. THORN : And the labouring men also. 
Mr. JYIAUGHAN : It is most astonishing. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS~ 
I am giving a statement of fact. I am speak­
ing quite to the point, I think, when I say 
it is the engineers themselves who desire that 
this should be done. I am giving you the 
information that is in my possession. 

Mr. MAUGHAN : It is very interesting inform­
ation, but it is very astonishing. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I 
do nnt see that it is astonishing. 

Mr. MAUGHAN: \V hat do we pay our f'ngineers. 
for? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
When we consider that for seven years past 
there has been a departure from the system of 
railway construction that obtained in this State­
for over thirty years, and the cost, practically of 
everything, has been rising for some long time 
past, I think it is only within the province of 
those who are controlling the construction of 
railways to say whether it is not advisab_le tha:t 
they should have some check upon the1r esti­
mates. 

Mr. MULLAN : \V by not another engineer? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS, 
Really, I do not seem to be able to make myself 
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plain to the hon. member. I say that it is the 
officers of the department who are in favour of 
having tenders called for the construction of one 
railway. 

Mr. UOYXE: They are reflecting on them­
selves. 

_The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
)\ot at all. 

Mr. l\Ln:GHAN : ·wm you mention the name 
of the officer? 

The SJWRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
The enginPer in charge. 

Mr. MVLLAN: What line? The Chief 
Engineer~ 

The SECR]<;TARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Yes ; and also the Commissioner. "With respect 
to the amendment, I would like to point out 
that the Railway Department is paying the 
current rate' of wages in the districts where 
railways are being constructed. 

Mr. M.-1.:-;N : No ; they are not. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It 
is ·ruite easy for hon. mPmbers to interject and 
say, ''No, they are not," but the fullest inquiries 
are always made, and the wages that are being 
paid, I understand, for ordinary work, are from 
is. to 10s. per day. I do not think it. is ad­
visable that the Con.rnittee should pass the reso­
lution with this amendment added, for the 
reason that, when all is said and done, if hon. 
members will think awhilE', they will sefl that it 
will not act in the interests of those who desire 
to get work. 

Mr. RYLAND : "Why not? 

The SECRETARY J''OR RAILWAYS: I 
do not think the hon. member h'!s had much to 
do with the employment of men. 

Mr. LENNON: He has had a good deal to do 
with being employed. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
There are men who are physically incapable of 
doing the amount of work that o~her men are 
capable of doing, and if the Committee chooses 
to say the minimum wage of Ss. shall be paid on 
the construction of this line, or any other line 
that may be brought forward, I would just like 
hon. members to think whether they desire those 
men who are unfitted physically to do the 
amount of work done by those who are stronger 
and more able to do the work to be without that 
w0rk. 

Mr. RYLAND : "With regard to the amend­
ment. Many years ago the recognised standard 
for railway work was Ss. per day, and the men 
were never offered anything less. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: That was 
by contractors, whom, you say, sweated their 
men. 

Mr. RYLAND: I do not see why the 
Government should not pay a fair wage. The 
working men themselves would sooner see the 
railways built by contract than that they should 
receive the practically low rate of wage paid by 
the Governm•mt. One thing in connection with 
this matter that the Minister should give atten­
tion to is the competition between the different 
resident engineers. One resident engineer wants 
to do the job cheaper than another resident 
engineer, and they are competing against tbem­
•elves, and the working man has to suffer for the 
whole thing right along the line. There should 
be a fair wage paid for railway constructirm in 
Queensland, and I think in the Southern divi­
sion S;;. a day is as little as the Government can 
fairly offer the men working on railway construe-

tion. It is the hardest work that is possible for 
any man to do. If the Committee accept the 
amendment, the men will be contented, and 
everything will go on all right. 

l\'Ir. J. l\'I. HUNTER (11Irwanoa): I hope the 
Committee will accept the amendment, because 
I would not like to see this rail way delayed by 
the amendment. The railway has been delayed 
long enough. }'or that reason I should like to­
see not only the amendment passed, but the rail­
way passed. I know the district from one end 
to the other, and the only regret I have is that 
this rail way is passmg through a lot of freehold: 
land. In fact, a large number of the settlers, a par~ 
from the station owners, have large area" of land, 
but as this line must be built, the sooner we 
build it the better for the country at large. 
I would like to see all the rail ways on 
the tab!P passed, and let us try and get 
even with railway construction The principle 
that should be adopted in connection with 
rail way construction is that rail ways should 
precede settlement. (Hear, bear!) A num­
ber of these railways is a long way behind 
aettlernent. Twemy-fi ve years agn there was 
settlement at the proposed terminus of this line, 
and if the line had been built then, it would hlwe 
added very considerably to the wealth of this 
State. I just wi>h briefly to say, like the deputy 
leader of the Opposition, who referred to his di-­
trict, that in my pwn district there are sev.eral 
very fine areas of country to which railways 
should he built, and built before very long, be­
cause there is an agitation for settlement, and if 
settlement took place now, it would be in large 
areas. Later on, when a railway is built, men 
will be wondering why those large areas are 
held. Under the pr~sent system we are cmn­
pelled to construct railways to phces where 
the land is held in large areas, instead of 
to places where every acrA is being put to its 
full use. Another 20 or 30 miles beyond the 
proposed terminus of this line there are abont a 
quarter million acres of Crown lands, and the 
people are asking that that land be made avail­
ablenow, and a lot of the settlement will be in large 
areas, and the same tronhle will be found there 
as we· find in the construction of this line. I 
hope the Government will hurry this line along, 
and look round for other districts where there is 
good agricultural land to which they can build 
railways. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: "\Ve are doing 
that all the time. 

Mr . • T. M. HUNTER : These lines are not 
opening up Crown lands. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: Yes, they are. 

l\'Ir. J. M. HUNTER: I believe there is a 
small area there all covered with pear, which 
men have hesitated to takl.' up even under an 
occupation license. I know all about that 
country, and I know that the land is good, bnt 
there is pear on it. Closer settlement is. 
what we want, and we can only get it by rail­
way construction. Closer settlement is wanted 
to put a barrier in the way of the advance 
of prickly pear, and I believe it is the only 
effective method, at any rate in sight at 
present. You may have various schemes for 
the destruction of the pear, but as far as 
I have seen, the cost will be very much 
too high to justify them becoming general. 
I wanu to see the railways Pll.Ssed, and then to 
see the Government decide on a system of rail­
way construction different to what we have bad 
in the past. Do not let us be dragging behind 
settlement, but let us get ahead of it. 

The SECRE'£ARY FOR RArr~wAYS: \Ve must 
not neglect those already on tbe land. 

Mr. J. M. Hunter.] 
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Mr. J. M. HUNTER: I have .-ery much 
pleasure in supporting the amendment, and I 

hope it will be accepted by the Go­
[5 p.m.] vernment. There is no question 

that the Government are not dis­
tinguished by the fair wages they pay. Even 
the lengthsmen on the hon. member for Cam­
booya's line are only getting 6s. 6d. a day, and 
men are offered lOs. a day and their keep on 
some of the farms. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH: ·where? 

Mr .• T. M. HUNTER: I was up there last 
week, and I know they were. I know there is 
no contractor putting down tanks, or wells, or 
fencing, who has the effrontery to offer any 
workmen fls. Gd. a day for the time that these 
men put in on the. maintenance of our railways. 
Not only are the Government paying their main­
tenance men too little, but they are trying to pay 
their workmen right through less than a fair 
wage. 

* Mr. MANN : I am very pleased that the 
junior member for Gympie moved the amend­
ment he did, because I overlooked the fact that 
we should have bad an amendment in when I 
spoke. In the past, as long as the Government 
g:cve a promise to pay the ruling rate of wages 
in the district, we thought things would be all 
right. I had a, bitter experience in rega,rd to 
that, and that is the reason w by I should have 
tried to move the amendment this afternoon. 
On the construction of the Tolga-.Johnstone mil­
way the Government put on men to clear out 
scrub at Ss. a day and at 7s. 6d. a day, and the 
men employed by the shire council were getting 
9s. a day. I understnod that the Government 
would pay as the ruling rate of wage& in the 
district the wages paid by t be local bodies. They 
have not done that, and in consequence we have 
had various strikes on the rail ways. 

Mr. RYLAND: \Ve had one on the Boyne 
Valley. 

Mr. MANN: \V e had one on the Boyne 
Valley, and another on the :BJtheridge railwa,y, 
and these strikes were brought about simply 
because the men thought they were not getting 
a fair deal. ·when the men went on strike in 
the Boyne Valley an ultimatum was presented 
by the Government saying that if the men did 
not go back to work in a certain time, tenders 
would be called to build the line by contract. 
Anycne who baR ever worked on a railwa.y for a 
contractor knows very well that the work is not 
properly done. For instance, on the third 
section of the Cairns rail way, the contractor was 
supposed to put in so many yards of ballast, 
while I know from experience that the ballast 
which went out was big stones, and these. stones 
were taken and thrown awa-y by the men in­
stead of being used as ballast. A man who 
was workin~ on the line had a quarrel with 
the contractor, and he came down ,~nd told 
the Government not to pay the full price to the 
contractor for the railway, because the stones 
which should have been used for ballast were 
buried in the sand, >tnd the Government were 
not getting value fm·their money. An inspector 
was sent up with the man, who was doing lift­
ing, and he ,,,rified his words by to king a pick 
l'otmd, and showing t he'll big boulders in be· 
tween the sleep<Ors, and instead of the contractor 
1>eing called over the coals, the man caliAd over 
the coalo wos the Governm<-mt inspector, in spite 
of the fa"t that the inspector had to oversee the 
platelaying gctng as well as the lifting gang, and 
while be was away the other me-n were throwing 
these 9tones away in the bushes. On the railway 
from Gladstone to Rnckhampton, I wa' told by 
residents there that it took twelve months after 

· the line was taken over from the contractor 

[.Llh. J. M. Hunter. 

to get it in good running order. The con­
tractor does all the work in the most slipshod 
fashion. He is out to make money, and if he 
can in any shape or form dodge the Govern­
ment inspector he does it. I remember work· 
ing in a ballast pit, where the ballast gomg 
out was supposed to be clean, but we threw in a 
lot of muck along with the sand, and the last 
day, when the Government inspector was to come 
round, the contractor came and said, "::"< ow, 
boys, just for to-day I want you to .be very care­
ful and not put in any muck, or d1rt, or leaves, 
or branches, because the Government has been 
very good to me, and I want the inspector, when 
he comee into the ballast pit. to see a lot of good 
clean ballast." The men simply tnrneJ round, 
and told the contractor to "never mind whether 
the ballast was full of dirt, or not, but sprinkle 
a little champagne over it, and it would be all 
right." That i, what has happened in the past, 
under the system of contract, and I, for one, do 
not wish to see the Government do that, I am 
just reminded by the hon. member for Croyclon, 
as to how badly the Etberidge line has been 
constructed. As a matt er nf fact, the Ubillagoe 
line was constructed so badly in the first place 
that when they ran o•1er it with the engine to try 
it, the engineer found the gauging _of the line .so 
bad that he would not take the engme along 1t, 
and they had to go over thE> line again and 
regauge it before the engineer would allow the 
engine to go over and test it. In every case the 
contractor makes the ba.nks too low and too 
narrow, he does not tn,ke sufficient depth for the 
cut.tings; and even 1f a line wos built by contract, 
and it was shown tba,t the line had cost £500 or 
£600 a mile less than the same work would do if 
performed by day labour, I would say the Htate 
was losing, because it would take months of hard 
work to get the line in a fit state. I remember 
when the, third section of the Cairns line was 
finished, that for weeks and months after the 
line was taken over by the Government, lengths­
men had to go out every night and work as long 
as they could see, making up the ballast. The 
train would run over the bank, and you would 
see the sleepers hanging loo•e, and you could 
crawl through the sleepers, and every night men 
had to go and make up the bank after the train 
had gone over. That happened for weeks after 
the line was taken over by the Government. I 
would urge the Chamber to insist not only on 
the minimum wage, but that every line passed 
by this House shall be built by day labour, 
because you have fewer inspectore and more 
honest work done, and the work is done cheaper, 
hecanse you can safely reckon that it has been 
well done. There is not the inducement on the 
part of the day labomer to cheat the Government 
that there is on the part of the contractor. I 
have seen cement and concrete work that you 
could break in with a blow of the pick it was 
so thin. The stuff put in was bad; it was not 
proper cement, but practically mud. 

The SEcm;TARY FOR RAII,WAYS: Not five to 
one concrete. 

l'!Ir. l\1AXN : I remember a man was engaged 
doiug a job for the Government on contract, and 
he put in some stud~ that were rottea at the tup. 
Instead of starting to put on the weatherboards 
at the bottom, they started to put them on <1t 
the top to hide the rAten studs. Tbe inspector 
came along, and asked what they wera doing, 
and the carpenter in charge of the job said, "Ob, 
that fellow is a bit silly. He start"d at the top 
instead ,,f at the bottom.'' I ha,·e seen a 
hollow pile pnt ·in" bridge, >tnd they got a plug 
and drove it in os hard as they could, and then 
sawed a pie 'e nff the ~nd of the log to make it 
c.tppear solid. If the Mini>ter will go over the 
reports that ought to be made in regard to the 
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Cairns Rail way, he will find that a lot of sleepers 
and bridge timbers were rotten. At the end of 
five or six yPars a lot uf sleepers could be dug 
out with "shovel. Instead of being b'oodwood, 
they were what is called " maiden's blush," 
and it. just shows that a maiden's blush is 
very fleeting, for the life of those sl8epers was 
very short. Of course a contractor naturally 
takes the timber he ge~s close handy, and the 
Government inspectors apparently do not know 
sufficient to check him. In the bridge crossing 
the Barron at Biboohra they were supposed to 
put in a certain class of timber, and the inspector 
did not know one kind from another, and the 
timber that was put in did not last. We shall 
always have that sort of thing while contractors 
are out to make money. I would seriously ad­
vise the Minister to give the Co,nmittee a pro­
mise that this line will be built by day labour, 
and that be will accept the amendment. I do 
not know how it works out in the South, but in 
North Qneeusland, taking a job rig·ht through 
and allowing for broken time, Ss. a day will only 
work nut at ab·mt Jll a week and tucker. 

Mr. D. HUNTER : What would you say is the 
minimum wage in North Queen•land? 

Mr. MANN: It should be 9s. a day for any­
body who is a capable navvy. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Ve are pay­
ing that. 

Mr. MANN: .No; You are paying Ss. 6d. 
I am speaking from experience, because I worked 
at the occupa.tion f•>r years. I have always 
voted hitherto in favour of p~yingthe r«te ruling 
in the district, but that has bP-en proved to be a 
delusion and a •nara, and I wish the amount to 
be clearly and Rpecifically set forth in connection 
with every railw.<y. I look to the members for 
the various districts to say what is a fair thing 
in connection with a railway, and I hope the 
hon. member for C<ombooya will say that Ss. a 
day is not too much. 

Mr. THEODORE (Woothakata): I think it 
is necessary to have a minimum wage clause 
inserted in every railway agreement, whether 
the railway IK to be constructed by the Govern­
ment, by a local authority, or by a syndicate. 
Exp,,rience in theN orth goes to show that unle<s 
we regul•te these things by statute we shall 
always find men being employe i for less thotn 
the rate ruling in the district. The Government 
had to be furcerl to pay a fair wage on the 
Atherton-Evelyn railway. They started at 7s. 
6d. a day for men working in the muck gang.o. 
Late last year they raised the minimum rate to 
Ss. a day, and this year, after a good deal of 
agitation, they increasetl it to Ss. 6d. "day, and 
~nly four or five months ago a deputation waited 
on the Pt•emier wh'en he was at Herberton and 
aoked the hon. gentleman to increase the rate to 
the minimum rate ruling in the district-that 
was to increase the r:tte for men working in a 
tunnel to 10s. a day. They had only been paid 
9s. fld. a day previously, Ss. 6d. in the cuttimrs, 
and 9s. fo~~> hammer and drill work. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It was 10s. a 
day in the tunnel8 on 20th April last. 

Mr. THEODORE: Yes; after the deputation 
waited on the Premier. I was on the deputation. 
The lowest wagb that is pair! to miners in any 
part of North Queensland is 10s. per day for a . 
week of forty-eight hours. It is necessary to 
regulate the wages even on railways constructed 
by tltP Government. I think that the cost 
of living in North Queensland is not much 
more than it i~ in the district where this 
railway i" to be built ; and, if R<. 6d. is 
recognised as a f~tir minimum wage in the 
North, 8s. should b, a fair minimum in this 

district. I would rather favour an amendment to 
make it Ss. 6d. a day. The Secretary for Rail­
ways, when giving his reason for object.ing to 
the amendment, stated that, if it were carried, 
it would e.xclude. from employment all the men 
who were unable to do ordinary work. 

The SECHETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: No; I said 
who were not physically capable of doing such 
work. 

Mr. THEODORE: Well, the Government 
do not extend anv privileges towardo tho•e men 
in any ca,e. The Government officials will 
always look out for the best men, just the same 
as do private employers. They do not extend 
any privileges to the slow worker or to the 
physically incapable man, so that a fair minimum 
wage should be fixed without giving considera· 
tion to any of these things. The Secretary for 
Railways also stated that the Government were 
going to let one of these rail ways by contract. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: No. I said 
"a" railway. 

Mr. THEODORE : The hon. gentleman said 
that he was going to let a railway on contract in 
order to compare the cost of construction with 
the cost oi lines constructed by Government 
enterprise. I think that is unnecessary. They 
can easily arrive at. whether the work is being 
well done anrl whether their engineers are capable 
of getting good work out of the men wit?out 
havin" a line built by contract. I am entirely 
oppos~d to the principle of contract work, 
whether applied to railway construction or to 
any other kind of work; and I hope bon. mem­
bers will vote against letting any railway on 
contract, and th<>t they will als_o vote for the in­
clusion of a minimum wage clause in all these 
agreements. 

lYir. COLLINS (Burke): I also quite agree 
wiLh the amendment.. Having had a little 
experience in helping to build railways, I am in 
accord with fixing a minimum wage in connection 
with all Government rail wayti. I rose to speak 
on behalf of the women and children, because 
unless you raise the standard of comfort of rail­
way employees you are doing an injutitice to the 
women and children. At the commencement of 
a railway the employee does not take his w·ife 
and family with him; and when yon take into 
consideration that a man may have one day 
a week lost time, he has a very small amount 
at the end of the month to send home to support 
his wife and family. There is a minimum wage 
for members of Parliament, especially Ministers. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order! There are about 
nine conversations going on in different pttrts of 
the Chamber, and I think it is only due to a 
young member to observe a certain amount of 
decorum. 

HoNOURABLE :\IEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. COLLINS: My contention is that if the 
Government are wise they will raise the standard 
of comfort by paying the propnse.d minimu!ll 
wa"e to those who have to do the d1rty work m 
con~nection with railway building under hard­
ships which very few people realise. 

*Mr. D. HUNTER (Woolloongaliba): I am 
very glad to see that the Labour part.y have at 
last taken my advice. (Opposition laughter) 
Their attitude is very different now from their 
tactics eighteen months ago, when it was only m 
connection with certain measures that they 
moved a minimum ~wage clause. It was only on 
two occasions out of thirteen that they made any 
attempt to bring in a minimum wage clause. 
\Vhy has this alteration come about? Let the 
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hon. member for Cairns answer. In volume ei., 
1908, page 938, it will be found that he then 
said-

This line would be built by the Commissioner, like all 
the other railways they had passed this session. Yet 
hon. members in the corner-

He was then supporting the Government= 
Yet hon. members in the corner had allowed all these 
railways to pass without saying one word about the 
rate of wages to be paid. 

Mr. MURPHY (Croydon): I rise to a point 
of order. Is the bon. member in order in quot­
ing from an old Hansard? 

Mr. D. HUNTER: ThJ hon. member then 
stated that they would not have heard a word 
about the minimum wage in that casE', only that 
members in the corner were trying to put other 
members in a hole by asking them to vote for 
10s. a day. I bPlieve thE'ir object now is to put 
members in a hole by asking them to vote for Ss. 
a dRy. If it is true that contractors and other 
private employers are paying better wages than 
the Government, as the hon. member for Cairns 
says--

Mr. MANN : I did not say that. I said the 
local bodies were. 

:Yir. D. HUNTER: He said they were not 
paying the current rate of wages. If the Go­
vernment are not paying the current rate of 
wages, is not that an argument in favour of the 
eontract system? I have never supported any 
Government that pays 6s. 6d. a rl.ay. I always 
advocate high wages, and I always say that 6s. 
.Sd. is too little for any man working on a rail­
way. Some time ago we passed a vV ages Boards 
Act. That Act contains no provision for a mini­
mum wage of Ss. a day, yet members opposite 
have proclaimed it to be a glorious Act p•ssed 
by thein. We only advocate that the Ss. a day 
should be paid to competent men. Members of 
Parliament havP men coming to them-I have 
had them myself-and saying they are hard up. 
They have never done a bit of navvying, but 
they have families to keep, and they want a job. 
The only work we can think of is on the railways, 
and we try to get them work. Are you going to 
give them all Ss. a day ? 

Mr. CoYNE : Yes. 

Mr. D HUNTER: Would you do it youD~elf? 
Mr. RYLAND : He could do other work. 
Mr. D. HUNTER : But there is no other 

work. If you apply the principle of the Wages 
Boards Acts to the railways, you will find me 
voting with you ; but if you say that every man 
who comes along is to get s~. a day on the rail­
ways, the result will be that the rail ways will be 
over-capitalised. .The hon. member for Cairns 
made the statement that the Government are not 
paying the current rate of wages to the men 
they employ in railway work. If that is so, is 
it not one of the •trongest arguments in favour 
of having the work done by contract? 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : No, no ! 
Mr. D. HUNTER : Let me again quote the 

hon. member for Cairns. This is what he said 
less than two years ago, when he was supporting 
the Government-

There were number~ of boys of sixteen or seventeen 
engaged in carrying wa.ter on the railways. Were they 
to get !Os. a day? I! they applied to the ganger for 
work he would •ay, "Well, m) lRds, I would like to 
give you a job, bnt I have to pay lOs. a day to adult, 
.able~ bodied men. H, when you are finished carrying 
water, :you can go into the cutting and can take your 
share of the work, I will employ you." There were 
-other young men engHged in carrying dog-spikes and 
bolts and laying them alongside the sleepers. There 
were others engaged sitting on the bars and holding up 
the sleepers for tle men who did the spiking. Were 
they to get 10s. a day? Then he had seen men ol over 
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sixty-five years of age engaged iu breaking the stones 
among the river ballast. Were they to get lOE~., or 
would they be put on piecework? • 

Let the hon. member for Cairns answer. The 
danger of a minimum wage is that unless it ls 
safeguarded by a clause like we ha vein the \V ages 

Boards Act it benefits those who are 
[5.30 p.m.] able to take care of themselves, and 

throws out of work many men who 
would otherwise be able to find employment. 
That is the real danger we are suffering from at 
the present time. Apply the principle of the 
Wages Boards Act to this work, and I will vote 
for such au amendment. If you declare that no 
man working on this line shall receive less than 
Ss. a day, y.ou will defeat the very object you 
have in view, and the working man will suffer. 

Mr. HAMILTON (Gregm·y): To anyone who 
has read the election speeches of members in the 
metropolitan areas with regard to the Wages 
Boards Act, the argument of the hon. member 
for vVoolloongabba is rather amusing. The hon. 
member says that we should apply the principle 
of the Wages Boards Act to this railway. It 
was owing to the action of the Labour party in 
getting that mAasure introduced that the. hon. 
member for Woolloongabba has a oeat m the 
House to-day. The hon. member knows per­
fectly well that a lot of employers in Brisbane 
and in his own electorate discharged a number of 
their hands just before the Plection, and that 
pe:>ple then went abont "aying that the discharge 
of those employees was due to the \V age" Boards, 
and that they had to thank the J,abour party 
for that. Now, the hon. member says "Apply 
the principle of the 'V ages Boards Act to this 
work, and I will supporc you," which is "!'thing 
else but bosh Then the hon. member "a1d the 
Labour party introduced the minimum wage on 
two railways only. \Vhy was that? Because 
only two of the railways passed that session were 
syndicate railways, and we trusted that the 
Government would pay the rates ruling in the 
Centre and North where railways were hPing con­
structed. 'Ve took that for granted. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: It has been 
paid. 

Mr. HAMILTON : I do not know whether it 
has been paid or not, but, as I have said, we took 
it for granted that that rate would be paid by the 
Government, on the railways which they were 
going to construct hy ?ay labour, and we want~d 

. to insure that the m1mmum rate would be pa1d 
on the two syndicate railways. \Ve have been 
put here by the workers, and we have a ,right to 
protect their interests in this matter. and I do 
not think the minimum wage asked for by the 
hon. member for Gym pie is too much to pay, not 
only on this railway, but do>yn here in Bristane, 
where it is supposed that the cost of living is 
cheaper. 

* Mr. MANN : I rise for the purpose of show­
ing how unfair it is for a member to quote from 
Hansard without giving the context of the 
speech quoted. If the hon. member for Wool­
loongabba had read my speech carefully he 
would have found that I was ~arguing in favour 
of amending a motion submitted by the hon. 
member for Clermont, to the effect that everyone 
employed on that particular railway should be 
paid a certain rate. I was arguing that only 
adults should be paid that amount, and that is 
what is proposed in the amendment now before 
the Committee. The hon. member also pur­
posely put words into my mouth that I never 
used. He said I stated that contractors in the 
Cairns district paid higher w,Lges than the Go­
vernment. \Vhat I said was that the local 
bodies were paying more, and I showed clearly 
that the Tinaroo,Shire Council were paying men 
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:at the rate of 9s. a day, while the Government 
staff of men who cleared the Tolga-,Johnstone 
line received only 8<. a rlay, and that is the 
reason I am supporting this amendment. Pre­
viously I trusted that the Government would 
be model employers and pay the rate of wages 
ruling in the d1strict. 

'.rhe SF.CRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: We are pay­
ing 9s. a day on the Atherton railway. 

Mr. MANN: The ruling rate is what is paid 
in the district for the same class of work, and I 
daim that the work done on the roads by the 
shire council-that is, felling scruh and making 
·cuttings-is the same class of work as was done by 
the navvies on the rail way in that district. If 
the shire council paid 9s. a day for that work, 
then the Government, in order to get the best 
·class of labour, should pay the same rate. It 
has been said that those who are physically unfit 
will not get work at that wage, but I would 
remind hon. members that on every line there 
are jobs that infirm men can do by piecework, 
such as breaking stone, making side drains, and 
little jobs of that character. \Vhen, in the 
speech which the hon. member for \Voolloon­
gabba has quoted from, I spoke of boys carrying 
water and holding up sleepers, I was arguing 
that they should not get the same wages as the 
men. I have always had the idea that a 
boy of fourteen or fifteen should not expect 
the minimum wage paid to an able-bodied 
adult, and I still hold that opinion. Twenty 
years ago when I went to the Cairno district 
and worked on the mil way the p•ty "as 
ls. an hour, and I remember that for a whole 
nine months during the best time of the years­
that is, from May until the wet Heason starts-I 
only got one full month's work, and I was not 
sick at the time. A little thing happened to 
.(!elay work ; possibly a dray broke down, or some 
gangs were not fini,hed their particular part of 
the work, or a bridge was not finished, so that 
men were knocked off for a time. On one occa­
sion men were knocked off for three weeks until 
a bridge was finished. I maintain that not lf!ss 
than Ss. a day should be paid to men working on 
rail way construction, even in the South of 
-Queensland. 

Mr. GRANT (Rockhampton): I shall vote for 
the amendment, because I think that Ss. a day 
.and eight hours a day are a fair thing. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear! 
Mr. GRAN'.r: New South Wales is getting 

the pick of our men because we :lo not pay the 
,game rate of wages as they pay. I was at the 
Railway Department yesterday, and I was told 
that they could give employment to 1,000 men. I 
.asked, '' \Vhy don't you get the men?" They 
replied, "Because they are paying better wages 
in New South Wales than we are paying here." 
{)ur day labour system is being brought into 
·disrepute. I do not know who is respomible for 
it, but that is a fact. Take, for instance, the 
Yeppoon Railway, which is only 20 miles 
in length, and presents no great engineer­
ing diffi.culty, and yet they have been over 
two years building that line, and it is not 
finished yet. Again, the Blair-AthoLRailway 
is only J 1 miles long, and presents no en­
gineering r!ifficulties whatever. It runs over 
perfectly flat countt-y, and there is only one 
ereek to cross. Yet they have practically been 
over a year building that line, and it is not 
nearing completion yet. Some radical change 
will have to take place, in order to push on con­
struction work more rapidly. I think 8§. a day 
is a fair thing for a man working on a railway, 
and I believA the Government will get better 
men if they pay good wages. High wages are 
eheap wages in the long run if those high wages 

are paid to men who are worth the money. 
(Hear, hear !) When Captain Richards can;te 
back to Rockhampton after an extended trip 
over the great mining centres in America, I 
asked him what he had learnt from his trip, and he 
replied that the main thing he had learnt was that 
high wages were economy in the long run. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. GRANT: I have pointed out the delays 

that have occurred on the only two lines that are 
being built in the Central division. Whether it 
is due to the fact that the Railway Department 
are not paying high wages, and not attracting 
good men to the work, I do not know, but the 
delay that has taken place on both of these lines 
is simply scandalous. I think that eight hours a 
day and ls. an hour is a fair amount for men 
working on the railway line. 

* Mr. MULCAHY (Gympie): I do not wish to 
prolong the di•cmsion, but I just rose to say that 
I think a minimum wage of 8~. a day is only a 
reasonable thing to a,k, A number nf men from 
my electorate go to work on these line8, and I 
think it is only right that they should get 18. an 
hour. I know a number of men who have been 
working on the Blackbutt line, and, what with 
the broken time and only being paid at th9 rate 
of 6s. 6d. or 7s. a day, it is not worth their while 
to remain there, and they go off. The engineer 
told them that there was nothing wrong with the 
men, and they could come.ba?k at any time they 
wished ; but the wages paid 1s so low that, when 
the broken time is taken into consideration as 
well, these men could not keep their homes going. 
I could name twenty men who told me that. It 
is not because they cannot do the work, or 
because they are not wanted, but, w1th the 
broken time and the low wages, they cannot get 
any good out of it . 

Mr. \VHITE (Musgrave): Members of the 
Opposition strongly obje~t to th~ contr:;c~ sys­
tem but I think that by mtroducmg a mmmmm 
wage of Ss. a day they are working into the 
hands of the contractor to a large extent. 

Mr. COYNE : Why? 
Mr. \VHITE : Because the Government will 

find that they will be able to build railways more 
economically and speedily by contract than by 
day labour. That was shown by the remarks of 
the •enior member for Rockhampton. 

Mr. MJ::LCAHY: No. 
Mr. WHITE: The Renior member for Rock­

hampton pointed out that railways which pre­
sented no engineering difficulties were taking a 
long time to construct. I believe myself that if 
those railways bad been in the hands of con­
tractors they would have been finished long "'go. 
But if you mtroduce a minimum wage, and in­
sist on every man being paid Ss. a day, whether 
he is worth it or not, it will be putting the rail­
ways into the contractors' hands. Men should 
only be paid what they are worth. 

Mr. RYLAND : If a man is not worth Ss. a day, 
give him the sack. 

Mr. WHITE: I consider that the constructing 
branch of the Railway Department will look 
after this matter anrl see that the men are paid a 
fair wage. In Government contracts at the pre· 
sent time the contractors have to sign a contract 
that they will pay the minimum wage. I have 
contracts myself, and I have to agree to pay the 
minimum wage. At the present time we are 
paying a higher wage than we are aske~ to uu?er 
the minimum wage clause, so there IS no diffi­
culty with us so ~ar .as the ~nini~um wag!l i_s con­
cerned. If you ms1st on msertmg a mwunum 
wage of Ss. a day in this resolution, and compel 
the Government to pay it whether a man is 

Mr. White.] 
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worth it or not, then you are forcing the Govern­
mPnt to adopt a contract system instead of a day 
labour system. I do not want to see contractors 
making £10,000 or £12,000 out of the construc­
tion of our railways. I would rather see the 
Government get that amount. If the Opposition 
members insist on inserting Ss. a day to be paid 
to men, whether they are worth it or not, then 
they are not doing what is best for the country, 
but they are doing it for political purposes. 

OPPOSITION ME~1BERS : No, no ! 
Mr. \VHITE : It is not proposed for the sake 

of the country, but for the "ake of a useless 
obstruction to railway building at all. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : No, no ! 

Mr. WHITE : Members opposite say that 
they do not object to railway construction, but 
they object to borrowing money. 

Mr. RYLAND: No; we do not. 
Mr. WHITE : How can you build railways 

if you do not borrow the monev? If we cannot 
trust the Railway Department· to pay the best 
wages ruling in the district, we should drive 
them out of office altogether. 

Mr. MDLCAHY: Well, they are not doing it. 
Mr. WHITE : I am quite confident that Mr. 

Pagan and his officers will pay the best wages 
ruling in the district, and if they get good men 
they will pay them more than Ss. a day. I find 
myself that it is better to pay high wages than 
to pay low wages. . 

OPPOSiTION MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
:Mr. WHITE: I know that the higher wages 

you pay the better men you get. 
OPPOSITION ME!fBERS : Hear, hear I 
Mr. WHITE : But it is no use forcing a 

minimum wage on to the Government, because 
many men are not worth 4s. a day, and' ~hey do 
not ev~n want to earn 4s. a day, as they want to 
do as httle as they can. The sooner those sort 
of men are got rid of from any department the 
better. 

* Mr . .:YIAUGHAN (Ips11Jich) : I wish to sup· 
port the amendment moved by the hon. member 
for Gympie, because I am of opinion that if any 
State department can afford to pay first-class 
wages to it& workers, the Railway Department 
can. (Hear, hear!) Just consider for a moment 
this mighty Railway Department with its 
enorl110U8 revenue. 

Mr. \V RITE: 'I'here is no revenue from con­
structing works. 

Mr. ::\IA"GGHAN: The railways last year 
paid £3 19s. per cent. over and above working 
expenses m the Southern Division, £316s. 4d. in 
the Central Division, and £31s. 2d. in the North­
ern Division. 

Mr. D. HUNTER : How are those figures made 
up? 

~Ir. MAUGHAN: There· is no occasion to 
go into figures to show that this department can 
afford to pay better wages than any other of our 
State departments. Surely the Railway De­
pa!tment ought to_ pay as good wages as any 
pnvate contractor! The hon. member for :i\Ius­
grave implied that. the Labour party are against 

·borrowing for building reproductive works. No 
member of the Labour party, so far as I know 
during the last ten or twelve year-;, has ever op­
posed borrowing money so long as the money 
borrowed is spent on reproductive works. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. :NIAFGHAN: That is the position the 

Labour party take up. 
Mr. RYLANIJ : The Premier knows that is 

correct. 

[Mr: White. 

Mr. JI..IAFGHAN: I have heard the hon. 
gentleman who leads the Government advocate­
the same thing wben he was over here. I am of 
opinion that unle"s the Railway Department 
rises to the occa.sion and shows itself to be a 
model employer then it will be a very difficult 
thing to get men to enter our railway service. 

Mr. CoTTELL : I thought there were hundredS­
of unemployed? 

Mr. MAUGHAN: This is what the Com­
missioner reports_ oh page 4 of his report, and I 
will take the liberty to quote it-

The policy of constl:'ucting railways by day labour 
was introduced in ~901. the first railway to be com­
menced under this system being the line from ~erang 
to Tweed Heads. Since then some 619 miles of railway 
have been so construCted, the estimated cost of which 
was £1,763,244, and the actual expenditure to 30th 
June last was £1,573,867. This latter amount will be 
slightly increased before all the accounts are closed. 
In addition to the 617 miles of railway already con­
structed under the day labour system, there are at the 
present time 376 miles under construction. 

Now we have a proposal that certain lines should 
be built by contract. I would point out that if 
all the lines which have been constructed by day 
labour had been built by contract, basing the 
profit of the contractors at, say, 10 per cent., it 
would have meant that no less a sum than 
£157,000 would have entered tbe private con­
tractors' pocket•. 

The TREASURER : Where do you get the 10• 
per cent. from? 

Mr. MAUGHAN: No railway contractor 
will construct any railway line under 10 per· 
cent. 

'.rhe PREMIER : How do you know that ? 

Mr. MAUGHAN: The hon. gentleman­
know" tbat quite well. He does not need to be­
a railway expert to know that. No railway 
contractor of any standing can go into this busi­
ness unless he is going to make his 10 per cent. 
I am glad to know tbat the hon. member for 
Rockhampton and the hon. the senior member for· 
Rockbampton are going to support this amend­
ment. With regard to what the hon. member 
for Woolloongabba says about the application of 
the wages boards to a Ill'1tter like this, I would 
just like to tell him this: If it would take as 
long to bring about a determination in connec· 
tion with the wages on railway construction 
works as it does to bring about a determination 
in connection with· the wag-es being considered 
by wages boards now-well, I say, the less the 
Railway Department has to do with wages­
boards the better. 

Mr. COY NE ( War1·ego): I just rise to say a 
few words in reply to the statements made by the 
hon. member for lHusgrave. He seems to be 
afraid that if we insist upon carrying this amend· 
ment that it. would force the Government to carry 
on rail way construction by private contract. The 
inference from that is thaL tbe hon. member is. 
opposed to railways being built by contract. In 
fact, he admitted that hb would rather see the­
profits m<tde by the cont!actors put into the 
pockets of the people_ of the State. There is 
nothing in the world to prevent the Government 
at any time, if they have a railway built by con­
tract-nothing to prevent the Government insert· 
ing a minimum clause in the Bill, so that yon see· 
we would not be playing into the hands of the 
eont.ractors at all. \Ve have heard a lot during 
the last twelve or eighteen months about bring· 
ing out immigrants to fill up our vacant places. 
This p<trty has always_said we should make this 
country attractive for immigrants, and that they 
would then come here without the necessity of 
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the unfortunate taxpayers of Queenslanp putting 
their hand' in their pockets to pay to bring them 
here. 

Mr. IVHITR: The distnnce has a lot to do 
with that. 

Mr. COYNE: But if they find WP are not 
prep;,red to give an able.bodit-d adult £1 n week 
and tuc1:er, what must they think of this grand 
country? 

Mr. ·WHITE: \Ve pay the best wages in the 
world. 

Mr. COYNJ<~ : Who pays the best wages? 
Mr. \VHITE: Queensland. 

.Mr. COYNE: That is not true. The senior 
member for Rockhampton stated what is correct 
when he said a while ago the men are getting 
hetter wages at rail way construction in New 
South Wales than they are in Queensla.nd. 

::\fr. \VHITE: He gave no proof of that. 

Mr. OOYNE: The proof the hon. member 
had of thiH was that it was told to him by the 
officers of the department here. 

Mr. RYLANll: It is general knowledge. 

Mr. COYNE: Yes; it is general knowledge. 
I have been employed at this class of work, and 
I know what the hon. member for Cairns said is 
absolutely correct: That a man who can manage 
to get £1 a week and tucker out of r,rdinary rail­
way "construction work is very lucky indeed. 
When we consider that Ss. a d~y only allows for 
that--I was getting Ss. a day at all the places I 
worked in both Victoria and New South \Vales 
at railway construction, and that was abont as 
much as I could earn. 

::\fr. McLAC'HLAN: Eight shillings a day was 
not too much. 

Mr. COYNE : Eight shillings a day was cer­
tainly not too much. How on earth is a man 
who has to live 500 or 600 miles away from his 
family-how is he to maintain that family at .£1 
a week. becau-e that is all he has left after keep­
ing- hims8lf? He cannot take his fandly all 
round the State on railway construction work~, 
and if the Government acted wisely in this 
matter, n.s it has a direct bearing on their irr1n1i~ 
gration policy, tbt·y should accept the amend­
rnent. It is a \rery reasonable one, and is in the 
best interests of the State. As for the suggestion 
of the hon. member fur \Vuolloongabba to apply 
the principle of wage' board", I hope the sugges­
tion "us made in jest, because I dn not think 
any man in the pus~ession of his right senses 
would make such a suggestion. The case was 
quite correctly stated by the hon. member for 
Ipswich-if they desire to have the principle of 
wages boards applied to railway construction 
works, then before they got an award, unless 
they were very slow in the construction of it, the 
blessed thing would be finished before the award 
was given. 

::\fr. D. Ht:NTEH: You could apply it to·night. 

Mr. COYNE: You cannot apply it to-night. 
That is all the hon. member l{nows about the 
matter. You must take a vote in the first place, 
and sea that you have a majority of the workers 
who desire a wages board. However, I do not 
want to labour the question any further. I trust 
the amendment will be carried, as it is a just and 
reasonable one. It is a humane one, and it is 
one that I believe will be in the best interests of 
the State, and will be an inducement to people 
over-s~a to come here. Surely, if a man only 
earns £1 a week and his food, that cannot be 
called a very high wage? I hope, when it comes 
to a division, there will he hon. members on the 
opposite side who are free to act in the same way 

as the hon. member for Rockhampton is in this 
matter, and that they will adopt a democratic 
attitude on thiK matter. 

The PnEmEH: \Ve are quite convinced there 
is no independent attitude on that side. 

Mr. COYNE : The hon. gentleman is quite 
wrong. Hon. members on Lhis side realise that 
they were "ent. here by the workers ~f the State, 
to act in their intere<t•, and there IS not a solt­
tary member on the other >ide who is here for 
the same reason. 
* Mr. MORGAN(llfurilla): OnPwould nat.mall;r 
think, judging by the speeches from the o.rpns!­
tinn, that they were the only members m this 
Chamber who wisherl to see the working man. 
receive a fair living wage, but I can "'"sure hon. 
mPmbers that there are men on this side of the 
House who are equally "nxious to see that the 
working man is treated fair and square, and that 
it is their intention to do so. (Hpar, hear!) I 
think hon. members on the Opposition sidP, by 
including a minimum wage clause in this R!'il­
way Bill, are making a miotake from the workmg 
man's point of view. 'There is nothing whatever 
in this rail way propo,al to say that the wages 

•paid on the construction of this line shall not be 
9s. a day, so that by including .a mini'!'"'!' wa-ge 
clause in this Bill you are practJC~tlly bmdmg the 
hands of the Government to pay 8,;. a day, and 
Ss. alone. 

OPPOSITION lVIE11llERS; No, no! 
Mr. M ORGAN: It is a recogniseed fact, and 

in Victoria when the minimum wage was first 
introduced, it was a recognisPd fact that the em­
ployers, and the Go,·ernment a' w:ll, who were 
paying Os. or lOe. a day tn their workmen, 
reduced the wage down to the miniwum the 
moment the Act wttq passed, and the workmen 
who received Hd. a day had to work for 8s. 

Mr. UoYNE: Are you willing to support 9s. as 
a minin1um? 

Mr. MORGAK: I do not intend to sunport a 
minimum on this occasion at. all. If the Govern­
ment 6xed in the H.ail way Bill a rate of Gs. or 
7s. a day, I would vote against it. I do not 
think a man should work on railway construction 
for (k or 7s. a day, bnt the Government have nut 
done that. ThPy have not fixed an~ wage. wha:t­
ever; they simply s~y that they w'"h th.Is Bill 
to go through the House, and that they will pay 
the current rate of wag·es in the North, Central, 
and other parts of (~uet•nsland, as they do now. 

0PPOBI1'IOX MEMBRHS: No, no! 
Mr. MORGAN: \Vagee, I always contend. 

are regulated by the law of supply and demand. 
At the time of constructing this !i11P men may he 

able to receive 9,,_ or 10s. a day for· 
[7 p.m.] other work, and if this is so the 

Go,·ernment, in order to get men to 
const.rnct the railway, will mo~t likely ha:ve to !?ay 
9s. or 10.;. a day as well. It was not my mtentwn 
tu ar!dress the House, or to make "'Y maiden 
speech on this occasion. but seeing how things 
were prngree8ing, and thinking it was practi~a:lly 
a political dodge on the part of the Opposttwn 
in moving an amendment of this description--

Mr. MUHPHY : The senior member for Rock-
hampton does not sa.y so. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 
::\fr. MURPHY: I rise to a point r.f order. 
The CHAIRMAN : I recogni<e that the hon. 

men1her for Murilla is a new member, but I would: 
point ont to him that his reference to the action 
of the other side as a political dodge is not quite 
parliamentary. 

:\fr. MORGAN : I am very sorry if I have 
offended, especially on my first speech. but I am 

Mr. M organ.] 
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sure it would take much stronger language than 
that to offend the hon. member who complains 
of my remark. It is my intention to justify the 
stand I have taken. If this comes to a division 
I am not going to be caught napping by the 
Opposition. I am equally anxious to see that 
the working men receive a good wage as any of 
the so-called friends of the working men's party 
on the other side. 

GovERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. ~I ORGAN: In using the words "so 

-called" I have some justification when past 
actions are taken into consideration. It is purely 
and simply an attempt on t.he part of the Oppo­
sition to make thi• Ss. a day on rail way 
<Construction in Southern Qneensland, not a 
minimum wage bnt a maximum wage. That 
has been the effect in other States, and it will be 
the same here in Queensland. And not only 
is it m:tking a maximum wage of Ss. a day for _ 
'LIJc strong working man who is ahle to earn 1nore 
than thar. but it will prevent the weaker and 
le~s ablc men from getting work. (Opposition 
.cJissent.) I say that railway constmction has 
not only in this State, but in the other States 
been to a certain extent what may lJe termed 
relief works-works to give employment not only 
to the strong and the able, but also to the weak 
and the old and young men who want to earn a 
living, and cannot do it in many other classes of 
"!'ork. It is by adopting the Government prin­
Ciple that these men will recPive employment. 
·On the other hand, were we to accept this 
amendment moved by a member of the Labour 
party-I am sorry it wa< not moved by the 
deputy leader of the Labour part?, so that he 
.could have taken the full responsibility--

Mr. ::VIULCAHY: ·we will take it. 
Mr. ::YIORGAN: I am sorry that the hon. 

member for Cairns was deprived ot the honour of 
what may be termed standing up for the rights 
·of the working man. \Vhy he was deprive.d of 
that honour l cannot understand, but the Labour 
party, on this occasion, at any rate, prevented 
the hon. member for Cairns. and will claim the 
<Credit-if there is any credit-for the carrying of 
this amendment, if they succeed. But I feel 
<Certain t.ha.t it i' not going to be carried by the 
{)pposition. I am sorry, as a new member, to see 
the stand taken by the senior member for Rock­
hampton. (Opposition laughter.) I wa• re­
turned to support this Government in anything 
I thought would be fair and just, and until the 
Government show~ .that it is nrJt fair and just, 
or that it is going-' to "sweat" the working man, 
I intend to stand by them and vote for the way 
in which they intend to have matters carried 
-out. The Government have not been proved to 
have sweated the working man in the past, and I 
feel sure that they are goin<? to pay a good living 
wage to these men-rnDst likely more than Ss. to 
the man who is capable of earning more than 
that, while the Opposition want to place every­
-one on an equal footing. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: No, no! Not at all. 
Mr. MORGAN: The system adopted in Vic­

toria, in many instances, in regard to the men 
who are capable of earning m'Jre than :tn average 
wage of 6s., 7s., or Ss. a day, is to let sectiom of 
the line by contract, or perhaps on what the 
hon. member for Cairns c«lls the butty gang 
·system. 'fhis system may have been adopted in 
Queensland-! cannot speak for certain-but it 
is a very good system, and enables a man who 
is strong and willing to work, to earn more than 
those physically weak or old. It enables him 
to get the full benefit of his htbour, while it also 
enables a man who is notable to earn as much to 
be paid according to the work he does. As I said 
before, I feel sure that it is the intention of the 
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Governtpent to see that the working man re­
ceives fair pay for a fair day's work. I am cer­
tain it is their intention to see that the working 
man receives full compensation for the labour he 
gives to the State, and it is on these grounds, 
and these grounds alone, that I intend to sup­
port the resolution as introduced by the :Minis­
ter. If, on the other hand, the GovernmBnt 
deceive me in this direction-if I find they are 
not doing justice to the working man-then 
there will he no one more willing to cross the 
floor and vote against them than I will be. 1'he 
reason I mentioned the seni0r member for Rock­
hampton was becanse I was surprised at the 
action he has taken, but no doubt he has had 
more political experience than I have. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! and 
laughter. 

Mr. M ORGAN: It may be justified. But, 
on the other hand, he certainly sets a very ba~ 
exarr,ple to new members of the party-( Opposi­
tion laughter)-especially upon an occasion of 
this description, land, perhaps on that account, I 
may be pardoned for making the remarks I have 
done. 

An 0PPOSITIOX MEMBER : Y on will be over 
here directly. 

Mr. MANX: I ean prove that they are paying 
7s. a day at Cairns to able-bodied labourers. 

Mr. M ORGAN: I quite admit that they may 
he doing that, but that does not prove that the 
Government are not going to pa.y m on• than 7s. a 
day for the conRtrnction of this railway, and 
while 7;;. a day may be a living wage in Cairns­
! am surprised to hear it. I thought p~ople were 
deservin~ of more than that in a place of that 
description. (Oppo•ition laughter.) I honestly 
believe that labourers up in Cairns get more than 
7s. a day. As I said before, it was not my in­
tention to address the House on this occasion, 
but I wish to place my position cl<early before 
the House and the electors. When I stood as a 
candidate at the general election, I stood as a 
democrat, equal to any democrat in Queensland 
or on the other side of the Chamber, and I claim 
that I am supporting the most democratic 
Government we have ever had in Queensland. 
(Opposition laughter.) 

* Mr. BRESLIN (Po1·t Curtis): I am consider­
ably surprised at the attitude taken up by the 
Government on this question of a minimum wage 
both now and in the past. When the proposal 
was first . made to construct railways by day 
labour, there was a twofold object in view. One 
was t•) save the nrofit of the contractor, and the 
other was to enable the men to better their posi­
tion and protect them from sweating and imposi­
tion. Possibly the money proposal has worked 
out all right, although, as the Secretary for Rail­
ways intends to try the contract system again on 
one line at least, there seems to be a doubt in the 
minds of the Government about it. I am very 
sorry, as it shows that there is something funny 
about it. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : It only exists 
in your mind"Tthat there is something funny 
about it. 

Mr. BRESLIN: As regards the men, the day 
labour system has proved an absolute failure. 

GOVERNMEXT l\IEMBEHS : No, no ! 

Mr. BRESLIN: If the hon. members who 
interject, likewisA the hon. member for M urilla, 
had had railway lineh running throug-h their 
electorates, they would know the dissatisfaction 
that has existed among the men. 

The PREMIER: They might never bave heen 
her~, like your predece>sor, if there had been 
railways building in their districts. (Laughter.) 
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Mr. BRESLIN: We might have had just as 
'good men. It i• rather peculiar that the Go­
vernment took over the construction of railways 
by day labour with the idea of bettering the posi­
·tion of the men, and yet you find men who have 
worked at railway construction for years who are 

·dissatisfied with the result. I met a "trong, able­
bodied man lately-a man one might say who 
was well educated-a man who is first class at 
his work, and be said to me, "I have been bar­
racking for Government control for years, but 
after the Boyne Valley line I have had enough 
of it as long as this Government is in power. 
I am going to leave it and try something 

·else.'' I sa:d, " "\Vhy ?" He said, "Because a 
.man cannot make a living on it. There is no 
minimum wage. Sometimes you are shifted 

.about, and the storekeepers are charging such 
big prices that 7s. a day is not equal to 7s. 
a day in town." He told me the prices that 
·were being charged by the storekeeper~, and 
I could not see how a man with 7s. a day could 
keep himself in "tucker." I asked one of the 
storekeepers about it afterwards, and he admitted 
that it might look as if he was charging exorbi­
tant price•, but he said there were so many men 
slipping him up and going away without paying 
him, that he had practically to make the men 
who stopped pay the bills of those who left. 

'The senior member for Rockhampton expressed 
his surprise at the delay there was in finishing 
these Government lines. 'rhe delay simply 
arises from the fact that the men are not ~uffi­
~iently wPll paid. They are not able to make 
tucker. Sober, industrious men are unable to 
save any money. As hon. members remember, 
there was a strike on the Boyne Valley Railway 
.some time ago-ill-advised, perhars-I am uot 
prepared to discuss it-but, as a consequence of 
that strike the completion of the line was delayed, 
and, worse still, the best men left. They would 
not stay under existing condition•. Some of 
them went to other occupations, and a good 
many went to the railway works in New South 
Wales. "\Ve are starting new lines; if these 
lines are intended to be a success, if the men 

.are to be treated fairly, I fail to see :l.nything 
wrong whatever in introducing a minimum 
wage provision. The hon. member for ::\-1urilla 
said that we would be making it a maximum 
wage as well as a minimum. We all know 
that bridge carpenters and other skilled workers 
must get better pay-they are a separate branch; 
but we are talking of the actual navvies. We 
want to see that they get a minimum wage. 
Hon. members opposite should remember that 

·<>n all railway 'lines men have to pay very much 
higher rates for everything they consume than 

-m,n in cities. I would not ·be surprised to 
hear that the Brisbane City Council pay their 
labourers Ss. a day, and I dare say 6s. a day in 
Brisbane is far better pay than 10s. a day on the 
Boyne Valley Railway. I cannot see why this 
railway should be any better than the Boyne 
Valley Railway. We have always been told 
that a railw"y is a non-party measure, therefore 
I hope that hon. members on the other side who 
have a seme of right and justice, who have a 
little rE>gard for their election promise•, who pro­
mised to do the best they could for all classes of 
the community, will now remember that a very 
big class' is a'king them for assistance, and I hope 
that those bon. members will vote strongly in 
favour of the amendment. 

The PRE~IIER: I suppose that the opinion 
is quite general in thicl Chamber that the Go­
·vernment ought to pay good wages, 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear I 
:VIr. RYLAND : Fair wages. 
The PREMIER: That, if there is any dif­

ference in any district, the Government should 
-.rather lead in the matter of wages than the 

other thing. They are of opinion that the Go­
vernment should be the best employer. There 
is a very strong tendency that way, for the 
reason that the Commissioner and the "ngineers 
who manage the work and arrange the wages 
have no personal financial interest in keeping 
their men's wages down, while almost all private 
employers, if they keep their men's wages down 
have the money in their own pockets-that makes 
a very big difference; and the presumption is al­
ways-as it should be-that the Government 
should at leust pay the highest wages paid i!' the 
district for similar work. It may be sa1d of 
every railway work that there is nobody else in 
the district building railways, and that thto Go­
vernment have therefore no competitor. But 
that is not true, as everyone knows. The 
geperal labourers who constitute, perhaps, the 
larger bulk of the men employed on railways 
can easily get work at other occupations if the 
Government propose to pay them less than what 
is called the current rate of wages. I would 
like to point out that this Committee have 
not placed any limit on the Commis~ioner in this 
respect, and that the Government have not 
placed any limit on the Commi'"ioner in this 
respect; and that the Commissioner. and .his 
engineers have a perfectly free hand m paymg 
the men what they think they are worth. 

Mr. MAUGHAN: \Vhat about cutting down the 
Estimates? 

The PREMIER: It has no~bing to do with 
cutting down the Estimates. A lump sum of 
money is voted for a particular railway, and the 
Government have nothing to do with what 
wages the engineer pays to the men. I have no 
doubt that if the Government represented to the 
Commis•ioner that he was paying too high 
wages he would try to correct it, and that if we 
represented to him that he was paying too low 
wages, he would try to correct that also. I have 
had no difficulty in such matters with the Commis­
sioner nor have I found that the Commissioner, 
or th~ engineer, has any desire to unfairly press 
down the wages. Why should they? 

Mr. HARDACRE: To give the Engineer-in­
Chief credit. 

The PREMIER: There will always be a 
difference of opinion between employers and em· 
played as to what is a fair amount to pay. .I am 
only pointing out that in the case of the engmeer 
he has no per•onal financial interest in the wages 
paid. That is a safeguard for the men. I also 
wish to say this : This House is not a good body 
to attempt to fix wages. If it i.s !l' proper thing 
for this House to put wages up, It 1s also a proper 
thing to tlx wages down; and it would be a b~d 
doctrine to establish, as some members opposite 
might find out. I claim that any man who will 
try to think about the matter will see that as 
between the men anrl the producers, who have to 
ultimately pay for the rail way, the fair ~hing _is 
likely to be reached by mokmg the engmeer m 
charge fix the wages. He is not only much 
better acquainted with the details of the work 
than we can p~>ssibly hope to be, and . rnuch 
better acquainted with the w~ges paid m the, 
district than members can possibly hope to be, 
but he has no interest--

An OPPOSITION ::'tfEMBER : He has a profes­
sional interest. 

The PREMIER: He has no financial interest 
in pressing the wages down; and he is also free 
frorn something else-he is not wanting _those 
men's votes. It is about the last degradatiOn of 
representative government _when men come i~to 
this House and try to brtbe the electors with 
pubhc money. 

GovERNliENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
OPPOSITION ~!EMBERS : Ob, oh ! and dissent. 

Hon. W. K idston. J 
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The PREMIER: It is the cheapest, if not 
the naotiest, way of attempting to m'\tke oneself 
politically popular. 

Mr. RYLAND: Give them a living wage. 

The PREMIER: Hon. members are smarting 
from their ,,wn blunder which they made three 
or four months ago when they blocked a number 
of railways--

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : We never blocked 
them. 

The PREMIER : They blocked a number of 
rail ways for party rel\sons, and they had to go to 
the country. 

Mr. MURPHY: \Ve sent you to the country. 
GOVERNME:>IT MEMBERS: Ob, no ! 

The PREMIER: They bad to go to the 
country under the conviction that they had 
hindPred the progress of business in this House, 
and had stopped the work of thousands of men 
who might be idle in two months' time. Now, 
they are wanting to show that, after all-

Codliu~s their friend, not Short-

that they are the persons who would give the 
men Ss. a day. " 

Mr. COY NE: \Vhat about your colleague? 

The PREMIER: It is a cheap kind of 
generosity that gets the money out of somebody 
else's pocket. (Government laughter.) It is a 
most generous thing. They have only to dip 
their hands into the •rrE>asury and give the men 
the wages they would like. I say it is the last 
degred~ttion of representative government, and 
every man in this House who has any conception 
as to where this kind of thing may lead us will 
take care that in Government work some re­
sponsible person, not responsible to the elec­
tors--

OPPOSITION ME)!BEHS : Ah ! Oh, oh ! 

The PREMIER: Not responsible to the elec· 
tors, not re"prmsihle to this House, for the proper 
discharge <•f his duties-has charge of the work 
and power to fix prop"r wages. It would be a 
misfortune, hut our method of procedure will 
ultimately break down with its own weight if 
this House attempts to fix the wages on all the 
public works they authorise. 'l'hough I have no 
deeire to initiate a discnssion on the merits of 
a minin1um wage, I Inay say I have never 
belie,·ect that a minimum wage was a good 
thing. ::'\ot that I do not believe that the 
payment of good wag-es i• a good thing. I 
entirely beliAve what my colleague said when he 
quoted Captain Richards, who said on his return 
from Americ' that he found good. wages were 
the cheapesr. wages. I beJie,·e that now. But I 
d0 not believe the fixing of a minimum wage is 
the way to get good wages. I believe it will pro­
duce far more inj\lry to the wage-earners than the 
prasent method. 

Mr. HYLAND: That is what the old tories 
always say in the old country. 

The PRE:i'.IIER: I would like to remind the 
hon. member for Gym pie that this is one of those 
pretty things that look very nice before you try 
them, but, like annua1 Parliaments, when yon 
come to try them they are found to be not all 
they are cmck~d up to be. It is all very well to 
talk about no one getting less than 8;. a day, but 
it is not going to bring about the millennium ; and 
I say it will' produce more injury to the mass of 
the workers than the present system. That is 
why I have alwHys been opposed to it. If men 
were cows you could make them happy by turning 
them into a Jield with plenty of clover; but they 
are out cow", and thAy cannot be made happy 
by giving them a minimum wage. 

[Hon. W. Kidston. 

1Ir. HAMILTON: You used to believe in a mini-
mum wage. 

The PRE::YHER : No. 
Mr. LENNON : With a mental reservation. 

The PRJ<JMIER: Perhaps I was like a good 
many other hon. members-! have a mentaL 
reservation of my own. Another point which 
deserves serious consirleration is this : It is said,. 
I don't know with what amount of truth, that 
better wages are being paid by railway contrac­
tors in Northern New South Wales than by the 
Government in Southern Queensland. I do not" 
hesitate to say that if that is true-if it is reason­
ably probable that it is true-two things will have 
to be done-that is, the Commissioner will hav& 
to give instructions to pay higher wages in 
Southern Queensland for this kind of work, and 
the Government will have to immediately cast 
about for having one or two railways built by 
contract. 

GoVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Oh, oh ! 
The PREMIER: The hon. member for Port 

Curtis said a thing that ought to get the atten­
tion of hon. members on his own side. He 
quoted a man wh ) had been working on the line 
in his district who said be had formerly been in 
favour of conetrncting railways by day labour, 
but he had found it was not the best way for the 
workmen. 

~Ir. BRF:sr~IX: As long as the present Govern­
ment are in power. (Government laughter.) 

The PREMIJ<JR: I admit that that might be· 
a qualification. I have no doubt that the hon. 

member for Port Curtis thmks that 
[7.30 p.m.] if he could turn the present Govern-

ment out, that would remedy the 
whole evil. If the majority of members of this 
House agree with the hon. member for Port 
Curtis that that would remedy the whole evil, 
then it is within the power of members to do it 
now. But there is much more in this matter 
than the <1uip about the present Government 
being in puwer. \Ve adopted the day·labour 
system on railway construction eight years ago, 
believing twtl things : that it would be better for 
the men employed, and that it would be better 
for the State, which was employing them. 
Doubts are now expressed as to whether it is 
better for the men employed. 

OPPOSITION MEMBB:RS : No ! 
The PREi\fiER: There is practically no 

difference between the conditions in Northern 
New South Wales and Southern Queensland, 
and if I am told that railway contractors in 
Northern New South Wales are paying higher 
wages to their men than are paid by the Govern· 
ment in Southern Qu,eensland, then it is well 
that we should inquire into the whole matter, 
because it is quite clear that under such cit·cum-" 
stances the natural tendency will be for the best 
men to go over into New South \Vales. While 
I do not want men's wages increused for political 
reasons, or in order to make political capital out 
of it--

Mr.1\1:ULCAHY: Oh, no; you wouldn't d,o it! 
'rhe PRE:\IIER: As the hon. member for 

\V arrego told us, members are all independent 
on that side c)f the House ! They all vote-­

Mr. CoYNE: As they pledged themselves to· 
the electors. (Government laughter.) 

The PREMIER : I venture to say that when 
this vote iB taken it will be discovPred that every 
man jack on that side of the House will pledge 
himself to the electors in the same way. There 
is not a man on that side of the Hou.•e who is 
game to stop outside the bar when the vote is" 
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taken. The hon. member for \Varrego highly 
•complimented my colleague for his mdepend­
ence. 

Mr. CoYxE : Quite right. 

The PREMIER: What does the hon. mem­
ber for \Varrego call men on his own ~ide when 
~bey are independent in that way? 

Mr. COYNE : I admire them also. 

The PREMIER: No; the bon. member calls 
them "rats." And if my colleague hns not 
enough sense to know that, he has much less 
sense than I take him to have. 

l\Ir. CoYNE : You do think he is a "rat," 
then. 

The PREMIER: He is a very new member 
·of this House, or a very fooli•h member of this 
House, who does not know that this motion is 
moved, not because it is believed it will do all 
that is claimed for it, but simply for the purpose 
·Of earning a little cheap popularity. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : No, no ! 

The PREMIER: That is the real thing t.he 
motion has to do with. I VI ant the House dis­
tinctly to understand that I am not here to ad­
vocate the getting of railwayH construct.ed for 
the least wages we CJ.n get them constructed for. 
I do not think there have been many Govern­
ments in Queensland who have done more for the 
railway men than thie Government have done. 
GOVERN~IENT MEiiJBERS: Hear, hear! 

The PREJ\IIEH.: And we are just as willing 
to do as much for the men on construction 
works as we ha,·e done for those in the railway 
workshop• at Ipswich. 

Mr. COYNE: Aren't you referring to the last 
Government? 

The PREMIER: No, to this Government. 
They have done something that the hon. mem­
ber did 'not want them to do. I think it is rather 
a serious statement that contractors in X orthern 
~ ew So nth \Vales are paying higher wages for 
railway const.ruction than we are paying in 
Southern Queensland. 

Mr. RYLAND : It is true, all the same. 

The l'RRMIER: It is the firBt time I have 
heard it. For every reason, not only because I 
want to see men in Queensland getting a fair 
wage, but also because I do not want to see the 
best men attracted to New South Wales, the 
matter is one which shonld he inquired into. 

Mr. HARDAOI\E : The Government are paying 
higher wages in New South \V a h.'"· 

The PREMIER : If these things are true, 
then--

An OPPOSITION M~JMBI<R : Accept the amend­
ment. 

The PREMIER: No; I will not accept the 
amendment, ant! I will not, so far as I am able, 
permit this House to start the practice of deter­
mining wages, which wonld be a very wrong, and a 
very hurtful and a very ruinous precedent to set. 
\Ve will at once have inquiry made into the 
allegation which has been made. I do not know 
whether it is true or not, but any mere repeating 
<>fit over and over again to· night will not prove 
it to be true. We can easily find out whether 
the thing is true or not : and, if it is trne, the 
engineer in chHge of railways in the Southern 
district will have to pay higher v,-ag-e,. That is 
the beginning and the end of it. But I say the 
wages to be paid should he arranged by t.be m;m 
in char,;e of the work. There i" no other sensible 
way of carrying uut large undertakings, and any 
attern pt by Parliament to tix the rate of wage3 
would degenerate into a most corrupt kind of 

electioneering, and I am utterly opposed to that. 
This proposed amendment is nothing el•e. It 
has nothing at all to do with wages. 

::VIr. HAMILTON: Elect your engineers. 

The PREMIER: Hon. members opposite 
may be very good at election engineering, bnt 
they are not railway engineers, We pay men 
high salariPs because they are acquainted with 
the work of railway construction, and have the 
capacity to manage such works. If those men 
are not competent for the work they should be 
d,ismissed. They ought to understand that Par­
liament wishes these employees to get adequate 
wages-to get, if anything, the best wages paid 
for snch work in the district in which they are 
employed, but Parliament should not attempt to 
go beyond that, or to fix the rate of w;•ge~ in a 
hard-and.fast way, as is proposed in this amend­
ment. I sincemly hope that the Committee will 
reject the amendment. 
* Mr. CORSER (Ma·rybm·ough): I intend to 
support the amendment. 

OPPOSITION 1\f!ll.!BERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. CORSER : I do it on conscientious 
grounds. I believe this evPning, ,;s I have be· 
lieved for many years, that for railway men who 
have to work in Queensland in a climate like 
ours, the bad water they often have to drink, 
and the inconveniences they have to pnt np 
with, a rninimnm wage of 8::;. a day is not too 
mnch. 

OPPOSITION MmiiBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. CORSER: And in Queensland we ought 

not to expect them to accept a.nytbing less. I 
do not agree with the statements made by other 
members of this Honse that because you fix a 
minimum wage of Ss. a day yon are hound to 
employ all the riffraff at that rate. \V e have 
engineers in charge of onr works who are compe­
tent men ; they know the best men to nbt~<in, 
and they will only employ those men at Ss. a 
day who are worthy to receive it. 

OPPOSITION ME)!BERS: Hear, hear ! 

l>Ir. CORSER: And if in his judgment there 
are men who are not worthy of Ss. a day, he will 
give them piecework. Let me say here that 
these railways will not be constructed in my 
electorate. consequently I a.m not speaking to 
the men who will be thus employed, and I shall 
not receive one vote in my electorate from that 
class of man. 

Mr. COYNE : The same remark applies to every 
member of this House, 

Mr. CORSER: I have a conscientious convic­
tion that a man is worthy of his hire. ( Hern, 
hear!) I agree with the senior member for Rock­
hampton. I have heard the same statements 
made that our men are leaving Qneensla.nd, and 
going to Southern places for railway constrnction 
work. (Hear, hear!) If that is the case, then 
it is our own fault if we have the refuse left. If 
a man is worth Ss. a day, and is only paid 7,;., 
and a man only worth (is. is also paid 7H., I do 
not conHider it will raise the man only worth 6s. 
to the standard of the other; but, on the other 
hand, if the Hs. man is only paid 7s., it will tend 
to discourage him, and he will do no more work 
than the man who is only worth 6s. a day. 

::VIr. \VHITE: That is a ve•y poor argument. 
11r. CORSER: It it an argument I have 

seen applied in all walks of life. If you put a 
Htan worths,. a day on work11t 7s. a day, be will 
not work v. iLh the samedegreeof enthusiasm, as he 
will feel tbat there bless reason for him to do his 
best. I notice that in the \Vorks Dep.1rtment of 
Queentiland thel'e is a rninimum W3ge of Ss. 

Mr. Corser.] 
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If it is not found to be wrong in that depart­
ment, why should it be found wrong with these 
men who h~tve to work under much more dis­
ad val!J;ageous conditions on rail way construction? 

OPPOSITION .YIEMBER>:~: Hear, hear! 

Mr. UOR:'\ER: I rel{ret very much to dis­
agree with the leader of this party. I thoroughly 
believe in his democratic principles and his pro­
gramme, and I regret that I cannot ag-ree with 
him on this subject. Although I am a democrat, 
and have been returned to support the demo­
cratic policy, I am not bound to forfeit my inde­
pendence. 

OPPOSITION Jl.fE:l!DERS : Hear, hear ! 

JI.Ir- CORSER: I will not detain the House 
any longer, but just express my intention of 
supporting the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR (Ipswich): I am sure the Com­
mittee will forgive me for inflicting one or two 
words on them, and prolonging thi" discussion. 
I had not intE>nded to make any comments at all 
until I beard the extraordinary speech frorr1 the 
Chief Secreta1·y. 

JI.Ir. HAMILTON: :From the throne. 

Mr. BLAIR.: If he makP' manv more speeches 
like that it might dethrone him. • 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 

1\Ir. BLAIR: I was sorry to notice the Chief 
Secretary indulge in a somewhat heated argu­
ment, and resort to recrimination. I do not 
intend to follow that example at all. I think 
that this matter can be discussed temperately 
and comtenusly, and from the discussion I think 
that a good deal of good might ensue. 

;\Ir. MAGGHAN : It is a non-party motion. 

:!\Ir. BLAIR : \Vith regard to a matter of this 
kind, we ar,' :tll aware that it is largely a non­
party matter in the sense that an adverse vote 
does not involve the fate of t.he Grl\·ernment at 
all. I W<1< sorry to hear such insimmt ions hurled 
acroes the Chamber, seeing that this is a new 
Parliament and this just at the opening of :t new 
ses"ion, to the effect that the motion of the hon. 
member for Gympie savoured of political job­
bery. 

A LABOCJ{ MEMBER : Shocking ! 

Mr. BLAIR : In a sense it is shocking, 
because the amendment only rleals with a prin­
ciple which was recognised by the previous 
Government in ordinary works contracts. I 
understand that it is the practice of the Works 
Department of Queensland to stipulate in their 
specifications, in calling for tenders, that a mini­
mum wage of Ss. per day must be paid. 

GovERNMENT MEMBERS : The wages ruling in 
the district. 

Mr. BLAIR: I am obliged to hon. members 
for the. correction-that the practice they follow 
is that the ruling rate in the district must be 
paid. If it is not a fact that the minimum wage 
is fixed by the rs.te ruling in the district in which 
the con tract is taking place, then I am surprised. 
I have been handed by the hon. member for 
Leichhardt the notice issued by the Queensland 
Government with reference to the special condi­
tions and the rate of wages to be paid and the 
number of hours to be worked weekly in con­
nection with Government contracts. It reads as 
follows:-

Not less than the union rate of wages, or where there 
ls no union rate, the rate ruling in the district, shall be 
paid by the contractor or sub~contractors for the various 
services to be performed under this contract, and in 
case of dispute the decision of the Government Archi­
tect will be final. rrhe rates stipulated do not, however' 
apply to improvers, apprentices, or boys. 

[M"'. Corser. 

With respect to overtime, the recognised rules of the­
particular trade then prevailing in the district Where 
the work is situated shall be observed. 

The HOME SECRETARY : Well, is not that 
satisfactory ? 

Mr. CoYNE: Very satisfactory. 
Mr. BLAIR: Eminently satisfactory. I 

would be the last one in the world to quarrel 
with that. I am using it in order to develop my 
argument. 

Mr. MAUGHAN: It does not work out alf 
right. 

Mr. BLAIR: The Chief Secretary has laid it 
down as a principle that it would be unwise for 
this Rouse to attempt to fix wages. He said. 
that if they had the power to fix the minimum 
in the sense of raising wages they bad the power 
also to decrease wages. They have had the 
power, I take it, in fixing the wages wherever 
the Estimates obtain. Year after year that has 
been done. It has been said, in reply to some 
argument adduced here, that there is no power 
to increase salaries. But when they are rixed, 
tbat is the minimum. In the Commonwealth 
the principle of the minimum wage is recognised. 
-a living minimum wage must be paid. I hope the 
day is not far distant when we will have some­
thing similar a ppli0>1ble to the Queensland Public 
Service as well. (Hear, hear!) In the instruc­
tions issned to contractors by the Government 
it is provided that not less tban the union rate 
shall be paid. What does this amendment of 
the junior member for Gym pie amount to? It 
simply says that a minimum \Vage of Ss. per day 
shall be paid to the railway workers employed 
thereunder. It is not a question whether this is 
a political dodge to catch Yotee. It is not a 
question whether anyone voting for it is false to 
the party to which he belongs and is endeavour­
ing to obtain political kudos. None of these 
questions arise in my mind at all. The question 
that arises in my mind is whether ls. per hour 
for every day these men work is a fair wage or 
not. 

Mr. CoY!\'E : Is it too much? 
Mr. BLAIR : Is it too much? That is the, 

question. 
Mr. \VHITE: That is not the question. 
Mr. BLAIR: Other members may give their 

own views, bnt I am giving mine, and I am 
discussing the thing temperately and apart 
altogether from heat. It appears to me that the 
question is this : Is ls. per hour for eight hours a 
day too much to ask for peot,le engaged in navvy­
ing work? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: No; they 
are -getting it now. 

Mr. BLAIR: If they are getting it now, 
what objection is there to the amendment? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Good 
men are getting it. 

Mr. BLAIR: If, as the Secretary for Lands 
says, they are getting it now, what on earth is 
their objection to the amendment? It has been 
said that it will be a pernicious principle for 
this House to dictate to the Railway Commis­
sioner. If I thought there was any attempt to 
do that I certainly would not vote for this 
amendment, but the Premier absolutely gave 
the whole question away, because he says it is a 
most serious thing if men in New South Wales 
are getting more wages than the people of 
Queensland. 

The SECRETARY >'OR PUBLIC LANDS : From 
the contractors. 

Mr. BLAIR : I care not from whom. Surely 
the Government should be the model employer L 
Surely the Government should set a good 
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example, instead of the contractors ! The point 
I wish to make is this : It would be necessary 
then for the Government to inquire into that, 
because they are not against the principle of 
giving good wages, and there will be something 
in the nature of an instruction to the Commis­
sioner to pay these wages. Surely it is much 
better for the people of Queensland, if there is 
to be an instruction to the Commissioner, that 
it should come from members htre rather than 
from the Cabinet ! What the amendment pur­
poses to do i •·· to see that there shall be a declara­
tion embodied in the Bill which authorises that 
in the construction of the line no able-bodied 
adult navvy shall be paid less than Ss. a 
day. I heard from the hon. member for 
Murilla one or two statements that I think, 
on reflection, he will regret having uttered, 
because I think what he con,iders are ob­
jections to this amendment are really not ob­
jections at all, and the position he has taken 
up on this matter is entirely misconceived. He 
stated that this was a mere political dodge, and 
he went 'on to speak in this fashion : that 
possibly it would deprive a lot of aged people-­
the lame, the halt, and the blind, I suppose be 
meant--from work. I do not look at it in that 
light at all. I look upon it in this way: that 
that class of men are not the men who will be 
found at that kind of work. What on earth 
chan<".,-and I defy any reasonable answer to 
this question--what on earth chance has a man, 
who is infirm or physically unfit, of being em­
ployed in navvying work ? 

0PPOOI1'IOX MEMBERS; None. 
::Yir. \VHITH: \Vhat about the men at Ipswich? 
::\fr. BLAIR: As far as the men at Ipswich 

are concerned, and the hon. member can see 
them from the train, they are all healthy, stal­
wart, fine physical types of men. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS; They are 
n1aintenance nlen. 

::.\Ir. BLAIR: Yes, they are maintenance 
men, and they have to pass an examination 
before they are put on. They have to be passed 
by a doctor, and those men are a splendtd type of 
mar. hood. I say it is idle to endeavour to bring in 
the question of old, infirm, or men physicttlly unfit, 
when the work is navvying, which requires men 
o£ the best physical stamina to be able to do the 
work at all. I conld quite understand the argu· 
ment of the hem. member for Murilla W\Jill he 
speaking on a Bill such as theW orkers' Corl!pen­
sation Act, where the question arises of special 
consideration for men growing old in the ser­
vice, and becoming physically unfit. I am 
glad to see some hon. members on the other 
side take a stand on this matter. It is 
not a matter that affects the fate of the Go­
vernment a bit. There is no question of political 
engineering in the slightest degree. There is 
nothing to prevent an hon. member getting up 
and stating what his conscientious belief on a 
matter of that kind is. I am glad some of those 
hon. members have taken upon themselves to ex­
press themselves in no uncertain way. I look 
upon the amendment as a most legitimate one­
an amendment that should be considered on its 
meri te, and if it is considered on its merits-if 
there is not a return to the sandbagging and 
bludgeon tactics of last session-! have not 
the slightest doubt it will be successful, and to 
this House then will belong the credit of having 
secured to those men doing the hardest work any 
man can possibly be asked to do ls. for every 
hour of the eight hours' work. 

* Mr. TOLMIE (Drayton and Toowoornba): I 
am one of those who believe in the payment of a 
fair wage, and I can claim to have had a good 
deal of practical experience. Yet I am opposed 

to this amendment. I would not incur the cen­
sure of hon. members by saying it is a political 
job; nor do I say that it is a clever }Jiece of en­
gineering, but still I think it is an endeavour to 
haras• the Government. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERH : Ah ! Oh ! Oh ! 

Mr. TOLMIE : I am not going to be a party 
to harassing the Government. Nothing of the· 
kind. If the hon. member who has just sat 
down will cast his memory back to a not very 
distant period, be will remember that he opposed 
a similar amendment being introduced in Hail­
way Bills in this House. 

Mr. MAUGHAN : He sees the error of his ways. 
Mr. HAmr.TON : He took the J\finister'8 word 

for it. 
::.\Ir. HAIUlAGRE : He was taken down once, 

and he is not to be taken down twice. 
Mr. TOLM1E : When hon. members have 

finished the little discussion I shall resume what 
I have to say. We have the assurance of the 
Premier that it is not the intention of the Go­
vernment to pay a lower standard of wages than 
is paid in the district. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It has never 
been done. 

lYir. 'fOI,:MIE : :From our own experience, 
those who have taken al!y interest at all in work 
carried out hy the Government in any part of the 
State, we find there is every endeavour on their 
part to keep up to the standard by paying the 
fair rate of wages paid in the district. In all 
works that ba ve been let in the \Vorks Depart­
ment that provision is placed in the contract. 

An OPPOSITION ME)!BEII : At the instance of 
the Labour party. 

J\Ir. TOLMIR: I do not crtre whether at the 
instance of the Labour party or of the party led 
by the hon. member for Ipswich, or any otber 
party. The fact remains that that provision is 
put in the contract, and it is a good one. And 
the Government are going to act upon that 
principle in any work they are carrying 011, 
whether it be railway construction or anything 
else. But, as has been pointed out by speakers 
on this side of the Hou;e, and clearly demon­
strated by the Pre,nier, this is an endeavour on 
the part of some hon. members to secure a certain 
amount of cheap popularity at the expense of 
the Government. I think it would be unfair on 
our part to allow those hon. members to achieve 
their object withont pointing out clearly and 
distinctly to the people what their object is. 

Mr. HAMILTON: That is an insinuation. 

Mr. TOLMIE: There is no insinuation 
whatever, hut it is so plain that he who runs 
may read, and the hon. member who inter­
jected must not think that we cannot under-

•tand what the object of those· 
[8 p.m.] who are supporting the amend-

ment is, when it has been stated 
so clearly and distinctly by hon. members on 
the other side. This is the position : There 
is no disposition on the part of the Govern­
ment to reduce wages, but every dc:;sire f:o 
maintain as high a standard of wages as Ill 

paid in the district for that particular class of 
work. 

Mr. HAMILTON: They have never done it. 

Mr. TOLMIE: And when the Government 
are endeavouring to act up to that standard. 
I think it is the duty of this House to stand 
hv them and give them their support, rather 
than to harass and put them into an ·awkward 
position. If the amendment is carried, I do 
not think that men who deserve Ss. a day 
now will get any more through the carrying 
of the amendment. The Government will 

Mr. Tolmie.] 
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pay a man for the full amount of labour that 
he is giving, and I do not think we have any 
right to ask them to pay more than the just 
remuneration for work being done. We 
know very well that on railway construction 
works the nonditions are altogether different 
from those which have been so nicelv set 
forth by the junior member for Ipswich when 
he speaks of the stalwart men that we find 
along the railway line doing an honest 
day's work. Th<>y are healthy men. and have 
passed the doctor; but the position is en­
tirely different on construction work. The 
construction work is being carried on by men 
who do not pass the doctor. bv men who are 
very desirous of obtaining work. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Vho come 
and go. 

::\lr. TOLMIE: By men who come and go, 
us the Minister says. 'vV e know that while 
the majority of these men are thoroughly 
capabiP of doing the work rPquired of them, 
thoro is a cPrtain proportion of them who 
know j nst as well as th<:> ganger does, or 
anvbodv else, that they are not able to earn 
He.' a c];J,y. But those men desire to earn as 
much as they are capable of earning, and it 
is only right that they should have an oppor­
tunity oi doing so. t'ut a man such as this 
in th<' Raihmy Departmt>nt, and the natural 
remit will he that the engineer in char,ge of 
the department must see that he is going to 
get the Ss. worth of work for the Ss. paid, 
and in consequence many men will be deprived 
of an opportnnity of living. 

::\Ir: THORN: Hear, hear! 
::'.Ir. ::\IFLCAHY: The old gag-. 

::'.Ir. TOLMIE: It is a true gag. There arc 
1neu p;ho are not capable of earning 8R. a 
clay, but still requirt> employment, and if 
the"' cannot find employment in thP con­
struetion work going on, where are they to 
get it? 'They cannot go to private employers 
and ask for work at tlw standard rate of 
wages fixed by the wages board, because the 
employer is just the same as the ganger who 
is working for the Government--h<' must get 
the full valu<' of work for the monev he is 
paying. Then are we, after having legislated 
in the direction of withdrawing Pmployment 
from a <>;rt'at rnanv men by the operation of the 
wages boards, to' still further place embargoes 
on thosE> men to prevent them from getting 
work by this Chamher defining what is to be 
the n1inimum rate. of wages on Government 
contracts• I£ w<> do that, then I say there is a 
large class of workmen in Queensland who 
are going to [(O without thP opportunity of 
obtaining employment, and it is not right for 
us to take away from them that opportunity. 
but wr shall do so if we pass the amendment 
of the junior member for Gym pie. On the 
contrary. if we k'lve the position as it is. 
then those men who are capable of t>arning 
the 8 '· a clay know how to set about getting 
it if it is not given to them by the Uovern­
nwnt. The expc?ience of the Government in 
their constrnction work ha,, been such that 
they an• oniy too ready to pay mt>n the full 
V<tlue for sen·ices l'<'ndcrecl. Then let us 
lean' the porition as it is, '0 that men may 
;!<'t the hi~hcst remnnenLtion for their bbour 
it is possible to g-ive them. whPther that 
~~mount .i:--; Ss.. or ~on1ething lower. I shall 
C·'T~1i.nly ,~ote ar~ajn.st the ainenc1nn.:nt.. 

::\Ir. HA:'.HLTON: I haw listPned to the 
rc1narks of -=;on1e of the mernbf'rs on the other 
sid0. and there is no doubt th •t thev haY(' 

.fai1Pc1 to justify thPir position 111 "vonng 
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against the provision being inserted in this 
measure-that men who are working with 
pick and shovel eight hours a day in the 
broiling ,:;un shall receive Ss. a d_ay. TJ::e Pre­
mier said that he never believed m the 
minimum wage, and yet he was a Il!ember of 
this party for some years, and he signed the 
Labour platform. I would like to read one of 
the planks which is contained in the plat­
form which he signed. It is-

A minimum wage, and abolition of the contract 
system in Government work. 

OPPOSITION :\[EMBERS: Hear, hear! 

:\1r. HA::\HLTON: The Premier, when he 
wanted tb get into the House as a member 
of the Labour party, signed that pledge, and 
vet he stands up to-day and says he never 
believed in it. Vv as he a hypocrite then, or 
is he a hypocrite now? 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The question 
before the House is the amendment moved 
bv the member for Gympie, :Ur. Ry1and. l 
cannot allow the discubsion of any hon. mem­
ber's. conduct. 

::\Ir. HAMILTON: I was just pointing out 
the opinion of the hon. gentleman at the 
time when he was a strong advocate of the 
principl<' contained in the amendm~nt of the 
junior mem~Jer for Gympie, and !us declara­
tion on the floor of the House at the present 
time. I say that not only am railway Il!en in 
the public service of Queensland gettmp: a 
lower wag-e than is paid in the other States, 
but almost <>very other class of public servant~­
A~k the Comn'lissioner of Police the dJfficu!Ly 
he has in getting- men to join the polie<> force 
of the State. It is simply becaus<> l:w cannot 
g<'t good men Ior the money. They can get 
higher wages in the othPr States. an_d they go 
there. liP gets fine stalwart men m to-clay, 
and thev leave the force in a few m0nths, 
because , they g-et better wages down South. 
I am quite in harmony with the s<>nior me~?­
her for Rockhampton when he says t~1at m 
the ::"forthern Rivers of New South Wales a 
higher wage is being paid than on the Govern­
ment lines in Queensland, and people go away 
to work there. I do not say that the Govern­
ment should pay a great deal higher rate of 
wagelthan is paid by private individuals. but 
when the contracts let by the Public Works 
Department contain a stipulation. that a _trad_e 
union rate of wages shall be pate!. I thmk It 
is only right when they take on the w?r)<: 
themselves that they should also pay a tmm­
mum rate of wage. As to whether the ra:te 
of wage paid in Queensland has been :' r.atts­
factory rate of wage, I n<:>ed only po!nt out 
the strikes which have taken place durmg the 
last two or three years on railway construc­
tion work. Take the Cloncurry line-ther€ 
was a strike up there in order to get lfls_. a 
day. Hon members know that men workmg 
in the mines there get £4 a week, not 10s. a 
dav. \Ye know that strikes havt' takeu place 
on- the E.theridge Railwav. In fact. there 
have b~en strikeR for highei: wag-e~ on !!early 
every railway. ,,All that this amc>ndment seeks 
to do is to ensure that there ,,hall bP a fair 
rate of nav for a fair clav's work. It does not 
'av, as ~th:, hon. member for :vrnrilla tri<'s to 
m~ke oul, that tht>y shall hk<> the lame. the 
maimed, the> halt, and the blind-that th<:>y 
R~all go to Dun-r.-"ich for their men. _-\.11 that 
it pr<>pose, is that bs. a day shall b<' paid to 
tornpetent \.~orkm.en. There is nothinp- to 
f\top good n1en receiving n1o~.e. It is a.Iways 
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understood that railways are non-party ques­
tions, and it will be a bad day for Queensland 
when they cease to be treated as non-party 
que;tions. V\hen a question like this ari;,es, 
every hon. member should l1e at liberty to 
vote as bis conscience dictates: but we see 
the Premier trying to browbeat his follower" 
when he finds some of them are going to vote 
according to the dictates of their consciences. 

;'o.lr. VVHITE: You don't need to do that. 

2\Ir. HAMILTON: I am like the hon. 
member, "·ho has a brand-new conscience that 
he has never used. (Laughter.) 

:\!r. \'.':cuTE: That is better than none. 

l\lr. HA:\liLTON: It is contemptible to 
·tand up, as the Premier and others have 
done, and insinuate that because members 
propoc,c to vote for an amendment of this sort 
th<:'y a_re only catering for votes, and that it 
Is a pieoe of polltical fireworks, when, as a 
matter uf fact, we are only fighting for a 
plank in our platform which we were returned 
to this House pledged to advocate. 

:'IIr. D. liVNTER: Whv didn't you do it 
before? • 

:\lr. H.c\:\IILTON: The hon. member be­
Iieyed in it when he was a n1ernber of the 
LcbOUl' party-before he ratted from the 
party. I hope hon. members opposite will 
vot·-; as th~ ir consciences dictate. If they think 
that 8:-. a day is too much for eirrht hours' 
work in a hroiling sun, let them y~~te against 
the am<:'ndment. But the man who thinks 
that Ss. a day is only a fair thing ought to be 
found votin:-; in support of the amendment. 

Lmrr.-COLONEL RAJ'\KIK. (Rurrum): l 
,hould not have risen but for the fact that hon. 
mewber-. opposite have inviterl those who do 
not intend to vote for ~he amf'ndm<:'nt to giye 
the1r r;,,a~on:; for oppo ,,rng it. Their ohject in 
j)ropoHng the amendme1~t is merely to gain a 
httle cheap kudos by trymg· to make it appear 
that th"Y are thf' only friends of rhe working 
men in this House. I dare saY I have had as 
nnwh experience in en1ployillg men as any 
man on th.e other side of the Chamber. I 
beli<'':e just as much as anvbody in o-iying a 
fair day's wage for a fair day's work~ Every 
member "ttmg on this side b<'lieves in th<' 
same thing. but we do not see that tha.t is 
;wing- to be brought about. through this 
amendment. Listening- to the remarks of the 
scmor memJ:er for Ipswich rega.rding the 
railway sernce generally, one would think 
that the Government were the greatest 
sweat.P.rs. among employer.3. That being so, 
why d0 we find such a rush of applicants for 
employment under the Government'! For 
f'very vaC.::tnc:v in the railt.'l: a.--;- service there 
arc nunlerou~ applicants. In' n1v own' fhuto­
rate we have had twelve, fourtee'n. fifteen, and 
twenty 0n the list waiting for a.n -opportunity 
to get into this service. Can the- UovPrn­
Inent. t~lf-'ll b>0 such had emnloYer.'>? The 
J;eoplc know vrhat the Gov<:rnrnent~ s('l'".ric0 i~. 
an.d yet, in spite of that fact. we find all these 
men ~nxi·m~c;; to get into that service. The 
hon. 1nf1nbcr pointed to the raih\aV earnings 
and a,ks whv should not the waies of the 
men (•mploy~d by the dep,_rtnw'nt 'l'e in­
crea ,cd on account of those earnin-rs.? But 
v.that a.bout the priJ.._!aTy producers 'who pay 
the frewhts that enablo the railwavs to make 
thDsc fla.yn:ngs? Are tb{'y to recefye no con­
''rleration? 

:\Jr. LENNON: Thev had £100,0{)() considera­
tion paid to them la~t year. 

HJ09-L 

LIEt'T.-OOLONEL RANKIN: Vihy not. con­
sider the farmer and the pastaralist-~the Imm 
who are sending their gcods over the ra,ilways 
-and give them greater facilities .and cheo.per 
freights, and give them the assistance they 
are en titled to? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: And why 
not consider the people who find the balance 
of the interest? 

LmvT.-OoLONEL R-AKKIX: It is very ·oa'y 
to be ::enerous at somebody else's expense: but 
we must remember that this money that we are 
expending has to be made good by somebody. 
I dare say there are very few members in this 
Chamber who have been associated with a 
district where· the people have had to make 
good the money exrended on a ra.ih>,ay. In 
my elect-orate I have been associated with 
such a railway. I know what it is for the 
people to be called upon year after year to 
foot the bill, to make up the interPst charge 
and the loss in working the railway. Under 
the present Railways Act the people in the 
benefited area will have to ma.ke good any 
loss in ·working expen!';es and int{'re:,t, and is 
it not our duty, in our r.elationship with. those 
people. to see that the cost of construction is 
not any greater than it should be? It is a 
very simple thing for people outside to say 
that Ss. or 9s., or any other amount. should 
be paid, provided they have not to find any 
of the money. We ha.-e in operation in this 
State a system of n1inimum wage, and I can 
as~ure hon. meml:;ers opposite that it is the 
g-reatest failure imaginable. As most hon. 
members who have any knowledge of the 
sugar industry know, there is a minimum 
wage provided for in the agreement between 
the sugar-growers and the Commonwealth 
Government which the growers must pay 
before they can claim the bounty pava.ble in 
respect of white-gr-own cane. · 

:'IIr. FERRICKS: 3s. 9d. a day. 

LIEcr.-OOLO:'\EL RAN KIN: It is the prin­
ciple. I am dealing with. Inst<":d of tha.t haY-
mg the effect it was intended to have we find 
that during the off-s<'ason, when, 'perhaps. 
labour is more pl<:ntiful than at- other times 
the employer is compelled to take the best 
labour. He is not going to pay the minimum 
rate of wages to a man who is physically 
incapable, or in other respects is not a first­
class workman. ~\nd, if you insist upon this 
minimum rate of wages being in•,erted in 
this proposal, you will undoubtedly find the 
same thing apply. If the people in charge of 
raih, ay works ar, · compelled to pay a certain 
raJE' of 'Sages, thev will take all sorts of care 
!'hat they only employ the best class of 
labour. After all, it is only a matter of plain 
lmsiness dealing. I have no objection what­
ever to the clause in the agreement between 
th<' \Vorks Department and a contractor, to 
which the hon. member for Ipswich referred. 
There thE'y 'have a clausn that the wages paid 
shall t.e the rulin~_; rate of ~)\·ages pa.yablo 
in the dictrict. I would be quite agreeable to 
the insC'Ttion of such a clause in th-is proposal 
-it is fair and reasonable. 'l'h<>t is one of 
those things that right th•"meh·os. If you 
"c1nt to employ labour you mnst pay the 
rat? of \~ages ntling for that c!a,s of labour. 
I differ from the statement that the difficultv 
l-clrc is catHed b:-- the higher ratE' paid in 
Knv South Wales. I do not know the rate 
paid in Xow South Wales. but I know that it 
is within our own bor<lcr that we ha Ye to look 
for the rtason. It is owing to the n'1mber of 
people refjuired dnring the harvPst on the 
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carwficlds and wheat fields and in other 
places. In my own district during the last 
few wet>ks men have been offering as much 
as 10s. and 12s. a day for canecutters in 
ord0r to get their crops off the grom;:td. 
It is not because of the high rate paid 
.in ;'\ew South \Vales that men cannot be got. 
Perhaps another reai\on is that we have not 
enough people here. \V c• want mor0 immi­
gration to thi;; vast country: and perhaps the 
hon. member who brought forward this pro­
posal gave one of the strongest arguments in 
favour of thl' immigration proposals of the 
Government. It may be a good thing to pay 
high wages. but it is possibh• to overdo it. 
Nor do I think that a high rate of wages 
alwayR means a better .state of affairs for the 
working man. (Opposition laughter.) I know 
there have been instances in other countries 
where a high rate of wages has obtained, and 
the cost of living ha:; gone up out of all pro­
portion to the increase in wages. \\' e have 
the 'am0 thing in connection with our wag<'s 
boards, for which the Labour party clam­
oured so many yours. I know places where 
the wages have p0rhaps gone up 5 per cent. 
and the cost of living has gone up 10 
per cPnt. It is like putting 1s. into onE' 
pock0t and taking :k out of the other-it 
dop, not bl'nefit thP working man a bit. I 
believe in a fair wage, but I 'do not believe 
in stipul:.ting that a minimum of Ss. shall be 
paid. There is another thing that should be 
considerPd in this connection. The Premier 
said he thought the Government should be 
modPl employers, and I darP '"-Y he is quite 
right: but I would t1ot bP in favour of the 
Government paying a fictitious priqe for 
labour. After ali, the country is not made 
up merely of workmen. There an• the people 
who employ the workmen to bP considered. 

An HoNOURABLE ::>ILMBER: The drones! 

Lrn·T. -COLONEL RAJ:\ KIN : Thev are not 
drone.,. If you were to take the employers out 
of a country you might find the drones left 
very often. The Government are the large<t 
emp),,yen• of labour in thP State, and if they 
put a fictitious valuc> on labour the private 
<'mployer may not be a,ble to pay that rate. 
The Government has a banking account in 
the shape of the people and the revenues of 
th0 State; but the other man, who is 
struggling with some private enterprise and 
trying to make it pay. is perhaps forced to 
pay a. rate that cripples him. I say it is un­
reasonable. I hold no brief either for the 
employer or for the employee, but I say that 
one deserves as much consideration as the 
other. l' certainly think that if by any acci­
dent this amendment of the junior member 
for Gympie is carried it will fail in the object 
hE' has in view, and prove a curse rather than 
a blessing to the workmen of this State. 

* ::>Ir. ).fACARTNEY (Brisbane Torth): It 
appears to me that this amendment is being 
treated too seriously by this Chamber. I do 
not think this is the time or plaoo to intro­
duce a.n amendment of this kind. and I am 
not going to enter upon the merits of the 
amendment itself. I will only sav that I 
think it is out of place. The principal motion 
is in connection with the construction of a 
railway. That is the matter for the considera­
tion of the Committee, and the hon. the junior 
mc•mber for GympiP has, in accordance with a 
practice which has not been altogether absent 
during the last few years, moved an amend-
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ment which has turned the discmsion of the 
resolution hefor<' thP Committ00 into a side 
track having relation to an electoral appeal 
to the people. 

OPPOSITION ~IlmBERS: Oh, oh ! :Ko, no ! 

::--lr. :'IIACARTNEY: It is not as if the­
question was put forward as to whether a. 
proper wage is being paid. If that qu<'stion 
was put substantively before the Com'!'i!tee­
I would be pr<'pared to express my opnuon, 
and I do not think it would be found to be­
out of sympathy with the proper treatme1:t 
of the working classes. But wha.t Is the posi­
tion': 'I'he \\;ag<' we have heard stated from 
the Treasury bench this aft-ernoon a.s being 
paid is a wa.gG of Ss. a day t<) men with such 
wages, so th~t, after all, the motion practically 
"'eks to establish that the wa.ges shall not b.,. 
less than the wages paid now. BC'cause we­
think that amendment is not a proper one to 
insert in the motion under consideration, W€> 

are to be posted up to the country as people 
\vho are opposed to the payment of vnsges at 
the rat<• of Ss. a day. I object to be put into 
that. position. ~\.nd I am rather astonished 
that the hon. mf'mber for ::>Iaryborough has 
been caught by the sophistrv W<' have heard 
pr-€ a.ch<'d 'on the other side. -I think the hon. 
membi'r's idea was that only Ss. a day men 
should be employed on tha.t railway. Th.e 
effect of this motion is that no man who is not 
worth Ss. a day is to be employed on this 
particular railway, and the man who is. 
worth only 7s. a day or 6s. a. day will have 
no chance on this particular railWILY· That 
is the legitimate and natural result of this 
amendment. I would like to r<'mind the hon. 
member for Gympie that two or three years 
ago, when he was sitting on the Government 
side and I wa•, on the Opposition side, on 
manv occasions the hon. gentlemaiJ bad the 
opportunity of supporting planks of his own 
platform; but the hon. member, being under 
the discipline of party Government, did not 
r<'spond to appeals, and the consequence was 
that. over and over again he voted against 
planks of his platform. The hon. membE'r 
for Ipswich has also appealed to hon. mem­
bers sitting on this side to exercise th.,;r con­
ocience and vat<' according to the merits of th" 
proposition. The appeal, of course, sound& 
likely to catch new members, bnt not those 
members who understand what I may term 
''the tricks of the trad<'." I can assure the 
hon. member for Ipswich that he is not 
going to get my vote by an appeal cf that 
sort. That hon. member, although he has had 

experience for some years a.s a 
[8.30 p.m.] member of the Cabinet, told us 

that the a!llendment is a very 
proper one. But he dtd not tell new mem­
bers on this side of the House and new mem­
h<'rs on that side of the House, that when 
the hon. member for Clermont moved an 
amendment in connection with the Etheridge 
Railway Bill, to the effect that there should 
be a minimum wage of 9s. a day inserted in 
that. Bill, the hon. member for Ipswich, Mr. 
Blair, vot..d against that amendment. 

::>Ir. BLAIR: Quite so; an assurance had 
been g·iven by the Government. · 

i\I':· l\IACARTNEY: The hon. member ior 
Ipsw:teh was then a member of the Govern­
ment, which opposed the amendment of the 
hon. member for Clermont. The amendment 
was carried. 'rhe appeal to the oonsoiences 
of members was so strong that the Govern-
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ment were on that occasion beaten. I may 
tell you that 011 reference to Hansard it will 
be found tha.t the I\.Iinister for Railways of 
that day, :'dr. Denham, proposed at the re­
port stage a motion to the effect that the Bill 
be amended by the elimination of those words, 
and they were eliminated accordingly, the 
hon. member for Ipswich voting for their 
elimination. 

:\Ir. BLAIR: The rate of wages ruling in the 
distric.t wa:;; insert{?d. 

:.\Ir. :.\IACARTNEY: So much for thE> 
:;ophi:;try which has been dealt out by the 
hon. meni ,er for Ipswich and the hon. mem­
ber for Gympie, I hope the business of this 
session is not going to be delayed by drawing 
these red herrino:s across the track as if we 
were . going t.o have a. general el-ection next 
year. I hope we shall not ha.ve a general 
election before three and a-half years have 
elapsed ; I think hon. members oppos)te de­
voutly hope so too, and I trust they wrll per· 
mit bu"iness to be done with reasonable des 
patch. I can assure them that they are not 
g-oing to get votes from this side of the 
House by appeals of the sort they have made 
this evenino:, 'l'hose hon. members who have 
been here for a year or two have had experi­
ence of su<"h amendments. and will tr,•at this 
one as it de,erves to be treated. 

_),'fr. FERRICKS (Bowen) : I wish to sub­
stantiate the statement made by the senior 
member for Rockhampton, when he said that 
people are leaving Queensland to work on 
railways in New South \Vales. During the 
past twelve months I have lived on the coast 
in Northern Queensland, and I know that a 
number of men with whom I have worked 
have gone down South. They were able· 
bodied men, and when asked why they were 
leaving Queensland they replied that they 
were bound for New South \V ale., ,imply be­
cause railway work in Northern (~ueensland 
was what they called "no good." A good 
deal of crocodile sympathy has been extended 
to the workers by hon. members opposite, 
The poor worker has been placed on almost 
the samE' level as the poor farmer or the poor 
widow. I contend that any person who says 
by his vote that ls. per hour is too much for 
railway work in Queensland has no democracy 
in him. and has no consideration for the 
worker. That is my opinion, and I think that 
opinion will be shared by people throughout 
the country. I must congratulate the hon. 
member for Burrum on the way in which he 
dealt with this amendment, because he is the 
only speaker on that side who dealt with it in 
a candid and outspoken way. The hon. mem· 
ber said outspokenly that it was overdoing it 
to give workmen 8s. a day for railway con­
struction work in Queensland. Other hon. 
members opposite have not been so candid, 
although I think many of them hold the same 
view. Somo of them have not said so, and 
perhaps dare not say so. 

. Mr. RANKIN: I never said so, either. 

Mr. FERRICKS: Some reference has been 
made to men of sixty-five years of age having 
to receive 8s. a day for :railway work. I ask 
hon. members to imagine the spoota.cle of a 
man of sixty-five years of age looking for 
work on railway construction. Any man who 
knows anything about railway construction 
work in Queensland knows that the man who 
does such work must not be an effeminate or 
dandy man, but a man who is "all there." 
The applicants for work on railway construe-

tion are so manv right throughout the North. 
the Centre, and the South-notwithstandim: 
what the hon. member for Burrum said about 
employers in the sugar districts offering men 
12s. a day-that the man who is not up to the~ 
mark, and beyond the average mark, i.s quickly 
passed over. I have been in the sugar dis­
tricts, and I do not believe that such wage,; 
have been offered, because I know that everv 
crushing season and every slack season therec 
are hundreds of men l1nmping their swags 
from one place to another looking for work 
It is, therefore, idle for the hon. member for 
Burrum to tell the House that sort of thing. 

Mr. RAXKIN: I will give you any proo£ yow 
like. 

Mr. FERRICK::\: If ho11. members who-· 
hold that ls. per horn· is too much to pay for 
railway construction work in Queensland wero 
to give that work a trial they would very soon 
alter their opinion. 
,,. Hm;. R. PHILP (Tolmsz•illr): I think thi,_ 
discussion is altogether out of place, When 
we removed the control of the railways from 
the Minister, and placed it in the hands of 
the Commissioner, the management of the· 
railways went out of the hands of this House; 
and when we started to build railways by day 
labour it was distinctly laid down that thi~ 
House would not interfere in any way with 
the wages paid to the workers on those rail­
ways. Had we done otherwise, the wholec 
system would have broken down, and have 
proved a failure, as it has done in New South 
IV ales, I believe that the construction of our 
railways is costing much more at the prC~Sent 
time than they did when built by contract. 

Mr. NEVITT: The Chief Engineer says the 
contrary. 

HoN. R. PHILP: The Chief Engineer can 
say what he likes. He estimates the cost of 
a railway, and he is not likely to estimate the· 
cost lower than he would have to pay by day 
labour. I believe that several works would 
have been done much better, and that better­
wages would have been oaid on them, if 
those works had been carried out by contract. 

Mr. LAND: That speaks well for the· 
management. 

HoN. R. PHILP: I do not care what 
management you get, you can never ge.t the· 
same management on a Government con­
structed railway as you will on a privately 
constructed railway. What is the reason that 
so many railway men are leaving Queensland 
for New South Wales'? It is simply because 
a Queensland contractor, Mr. Willcocks, has 
a big contract in New South Wales, and you 
will find that railwav men flock from all parts­
of the State to work for Mr. Willcocks, who· 
pays good wages, and gets the best men pro­
curable in Australia. The best man you can 
put in charge of a State-built railway will not 
get the same work out of the men as a con­
tractor will do. They ha ye nothing to lose 
whether the railway pays or not, but with the 
private contractor he has to make something 
out of the railway, or he cannot pay his way, . 
You will find that tlie private firm is always. 
better than the Government firm, and always 
will be. That is not the fault of the workmen. 
but the fault of the system. They have not to· 
make the line pay; and, with the best of them, 
no matter how good they are, if they are in­
the Government service, there is no control 
of them when they are constructing railways. 
I remember when I went to Cloncurry I was 
speaking to one of the men in charo:e of the 
line, and he said to me, " Mr. Philp, there· 
a.re three men out of four being employed 

Hon. R. Philp.] 
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lwre who would not b€ employ<>d by any pri­
vate contractDr."' \Vhy is it that all the best 
men go to the priYate contractor for work? 

~Ir. RYLAND: Because he pays better wages. 

HoN. R. PHILP: No, in order to make 
more money. If the men are working on a 
GoYernmcnt railway they only work eight 
hours, and all men are on the same level; but 
\\ith the· private contractor, if the men like 
they can work overtime on piecework. and a 
g·ood many of them do eo, and I myself have 
known men to earn £1 a day with a private 
<:ontra.ctor. If the Government started a few 
of these railways on the contract system, in­
st·ead of by day labour, it would be the- best 
thing for the country. The private contractor 
would get through the worjq, much quicker. 
\Ye heard to-day about the slow progress that 
has beE'n made with several lines built by day 
labour. The Clermont to Blair .Hhol line has 
taken over a year alrea.dy, and it is not finished 
yet. The Government cannot get the men in 
Queensland. 

Mr. RYLAND: Because they will not pay 
the good wages. 

HoN. R. PHILP: You cannot get the 
san1e supervision. You cannot get men with 
experienc<> enough. The Goycrnment men 
are good men, but they have been engin~.Pr8. 
The engineer has only to look after the 
contractor; but the cm tractor has to look 
after the men, and the contractor will only 
c>mploy the Men he can get the va.lue out of. 
Tho Gm-ernment, howeyer. employ every­
body. I believe in paying men good wages, 
and havo always paid them ·myself, but it is 
not for this House to determine what wages 
should be p,:tid. \Ve have placed the manage· 
ment of our railway,; in the hands of Mr. 
'l'hallon, and, if he is not doing his duty in 
nu1naging those railways, we should remove 
him. But. I say he is doing it. Mr. Thallon 
is a good man. as good a ma" as you can get 
anywhere in Australia. (Hear, hear!) If we 
aro going to say wha.t wages shall be paid 
for this job and for that job, then we will 
make a thorough mess of it. It Is for 1\Ir. 
Thallon to say what wages 'hall be paid. No 
good men will work under the current rate of 
wages. ;y1en arc scarce everywhere, and they 
will not work unless they get the current rate 
of wages. 

:1Ir. LENO:O~: Then there is no harm in 
fixing a minimum wage. 

HoN. H. PHILP: If we start fixing the 
miniuum wage in this House. then we will 
go on and make a mees of these things. We 
are not competent to fix wages, and we have 
no right to sa,y \••hdher a man should get 
10 ., lls., or 12s. a day. I voted against the 
'amendment for the minimum wage in the 
Etheridge Railway Bill. because 9s. was not 
the current rate of wage. 'l'he wages there 
were 10s. a day. It is astonishing that the 
very men now sitting in opposition who 
voted against that minimum wage being in­
serted are now supporting l'vir. R'yland in his 
amendment to get it inserted here. I point 
out to the Labour pa.rty that they would not 
sup1,ort, an amendment moved by my party 
when we were in opnosi.tion, that all Govern­
rront worh,r· should be under the VVages 
Boards Bill. If that amendment had been 
supported by the Labour pa.rty. then this 
would not have occurred to-night. 

Mr. D. rlC'NTER: Hear, hear! 

[Hon. R. Philp. 

HoN. R. PHILP: Instead of that the 
Labour party voted solidly against that 
amendment of the Opposition when we were 
over there. 

1lr. HARDACRE: \Yhat motion was that? 
HoN. R. PHILP: A motion was proposed 

when I was in Opposition that all Govern­
ment servants should be brought under the 
·wages Boards Bill, and the Labour party voted 
against it. 

~Ir. I-hRDACRE: I do not think so. I think 
they supported it. 

HoN. R. PHILP: Xo. You can look 
through Hansard and you will find that on the 
Committee sta.ge of the \Vages Boards Bill 
the Labour party voted against us. 

Mr. ~Il:LLAN: Didn't you move it to wreck 
the Bill? (Government laughter.) 

The PRE::IIIER: That is what you are doing 
now. 

HoN. R. PHILP: It seems as if most mem­
bers of this House change their opinions as 
soon as they go over there. I am quite satis­
fied that a motion was proposed on that side 
of the House when we were in Opposition, and 
the Labour party yoted against it. 

Mr. IfARDAORE: :\o; I think we supported 
it. 

HoK. R. PHILP: If your party had ,up­
parted the amendment it would ha,ve b<-'{'n 
c:Lrried. 

Mr. HARDACRE: It was opposed by the Go­
vernment, but the Labour party supported it. 

HoN. R. PHILP: .:\.t that time the Labour 
party had the balance of power and carried 
anything they liked. Both the GoYernmilnt 
and the Labour pa,rty opposed it. The Labour 
party supported ::\lr. Kidston "hen he w:ts 
Premier for five vears. \V ere wages lower or 
higher at that time? They were evidently 
satisfied that the men in the Government em­
ploy were getting good wages then. As a 
matter of fact the men in the Government 
employ are getting better wa,ges to-day than 
they received when the Labour party wa' 
oYer here supporting the GovernmE'nt. I 
deprecate any motion of this sort iu connec­
tion with these railwa.y proposals. If we are 
going to have a motion of this sort brought 
in in connection with eycry Railway Bill. then 
there is no chance of finishing the business of 
the session before next year. 

~lr. HARD ACRE (Leichhardt): The hon. 
gentleman who has just sat down has shov:n 
that he is the most incons:stent member m 
the House. He sa,id that when he wa' oYer 
here he moved an amendment on the lines of 
the amendment now before the Committee. 

lion. R. PHILP: No; not on these lines at 
all. 

Ivlr. HARD ACRE: It was fixing the mini­
Inunl wage. 

Hon. R. PHILP: Kot at all. Our amend­
ment meant to bring Government servants 
under the ·wages Boards Act. 

Mr. IL\.RDACRE: The hon. gentleman 
moved an amendment that there ;,hould be a 
minimun1 wage. 

Hon. R. PHILP: No. WagPs Boards Bill. 
To come under the wa.ges boards. 

:\Ir. HARD ACHE: The hon. member de· 
claimed agtcinst our party for our inconsis­
tency in opposing this moti,m, when we op­
posed a motion of a similar kind proposed by 
him. 

Hon. R. PHILP : It was not similar at all. 
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Mr. HARDAORE: But the hon. gentle­
man is doing the reYene to-day of what he 
did himself then. 

Hon. R. PHILP: Not at all. 

Mr. HARDACR'I~: I will onlv talm a 
minute or two in dealing with soine of the 
abstract arguments which we heard to-night 
on the que,tion of a minimum wage. I am 
surprised at the arguments of some hon. 
members in the light of what we have done 
as a party. If we followed the arguments of 
hon. member,, theu we ought to wipe out all 
the wages mentioned in the scheduled lists in 
the Estimates, and we ought to cancel all the 
regulations in our Government departments. 
\Ve do the vcrv same thing in connection 
with our Police Force. The Commissioner 
fixes the rate of wages. and it has to be 
endorsed bv members of this House. Take 
the Railway Department, which we are deal­
ing with at the present time. There we have 
wages fixN] bv the Commissioner for all 
kinds of employment. The regulations have 
to be placed on the table of this House and 
do not become law until passed by me,;.,bers 
of this House. and approved of by the Gover­
nor in Council. So, actuallv, we do fix the 
rate of wages. It is the recognised practice 
that it is the right thing for us to do. To 
come down to a concrete case I will give one 
case in point. In my district three or four 
years ago the Alpha Railway det·iation works 
wer<;' in progress. There was a lot of heavy 
cuttmg to be done, and it was being carried 
out b:v day labour b:v the Government. For 
this heavy work the engineer in charge 
actually paid the small sum of 6s. per dav. 
'Just fancy getting strong energetic men to 
do this heavy cutting, in the broiling sun at 
a place 300 miles from the coast, for 6s. 'per 
day. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You were 
supporting the Government. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: Exactl:v so. They were 
paymg 6s. a day-actually less than the ruling 
wage in that district. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS; It is not 
being done now. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: That does not affect the 
argument. The Premier, in speaking said 
there was no financial inducement on th~ part 
of those in charge to pay less than the ordinarv 
rate of wage. That might be quite true, but 
there was, as one hon. member intimated a 
professional inducement. The induceme~t. 
as was found out afterwards. was that the offi­
cer in charge was desirous of getting kudos 
from h,, EUperi,,l· offieen by getting that 
work done cheaply-at a low estimate and 
because of the rivalry between the engineers 
in the different districts, he was induced to 
pay that extremely low rate of wage. The 
result wa.s that men were leaving every week. 
and bpfore many weeks had passed he could 
not get men to do the work continuously. He 
got the wor-;t kind of men, and it was bad for 
the men and bad for the Government work. 
There is a concrete justification for an amend­
ment of this kind. We know that we had 
trouble on the Cloncurry Railway for the same 
reason, and some years ago as low as 4s. 6d. 
a day was paid on earth works. If the Railway 
Department have regulations fixing the rate 
for ordinary work, surely there ought to be 
some minimum rate fixed also on construction 
works? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The mini­
mum rate of wages is the ordinary rate of 
wage.-; paid in the district. 

Mr. HAR.DACRE: That is indefinite. I 
have pointed out, by a concrete example, the 
necessity of a minimum of that kind. If the 
Commissioner was empowered to make regu­
lations as to the rate of wages on construction 
works, the same as for ordinary work, I would 
be quite willing to leave it in the hands of the 
Government. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwAYS: He does it 
now without regulations. 

Mr. HARDACRE: He does not do it with­
out regulations. It is left to the engineer in 
charge; and while this man was paying 6s. a 
day in Alpha, 300 miles from the coast, down 
in Brisbane they were paying 6s. 6d. and 7s. 
a dav for the same kind of work. So we have 
altogether different wages in different dis­
tricts, according to the will of the engineer 
in charge, for the purpose of giving the engi­
neer kudos of getting the work done cheaper 
than some other rival engineer in another part 
of the State. That kind of thing ought to be 
abolished. By fixing in the Act a statutory 
limitation-a statutory minimum-! think we 
shall have done good work for the workmen 
who do that class of work. I do not think it 
IS a fair thing for the Premier, when we try 
to do something for our constituents-the 
working men-conscientiously try to benefit 
them-to accuse us of trying some political 
engineering. \Vhen the Government brings 
in a railwav tD a certain district. it is be<eause 
they are desirous of developing the country­
they do not wish to confer a benefit on the 
tanners of that district, because that would 
appear to be bribery: but. when w.- desire to 
benefit the worker by raising his wages to ls. 
per hour, we are accused of doing all sorts of 
things that will lead to disaster. I intend to 
support the amendment. 

HoN. R. PRILP: I jtist want to remind the 
hou. member fDr H€rbert that. when the· 
IV ages Boards Bill went into Committee, I 
moved this provision--! moved nothing about 
a minimum wage at all. I moved that the 
tlovernment employees come under the pro­
visions of the Bill. The amendment of the 
IVages Boards Act which I moved was as fol­
lows:-

The prmri:;;ion~ of this section f>llall extend and apply 
to per~ons employed in the publie Rel'vjcP- of the State 
and to persons employecl by any lof"ll authority, water­
authority, or any public body. 

He was very glad to see that the memb.-r for 
Leichhardt was the Dnly solitary instance in 
the Labour party who voted for that a,mend­
ment. He was thoroughly consistent. I say 
it is far better that the rate of wages should 
be left in the hands of a wages board. 

lVIr. :YlANN: This is a quicker way to settle 
it. 

HoN. R. PHILP: It is only for one class 
of men-you do not fix the rate of wages for 
any other Government employee. 

xir. LENNON: \Ye do that on the Estimate~. 

HoK. R. PHILP: When the Estimates ~,r,.. 
under consideration vou can either reduce 
them or p!iss them_:_-you cannot raise them. 
The rate of wag€ ie fixed b:v the Government 
with the aid of the Public Service Board. If 
that amendment had been put in the Bill, a.!l 
this discussion would have been saved, be­
cause all wat:'es ;c ouid have been fixed by an 
impartial board. 

::\lr. FORSYTH (Jforcton): It is quite evi­
dent from the discussion tha.t has taken place, 
if we are to believe the statements made by 
different members who have spoken on this 

)}fr. Forsyth.] 
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matter, that there is a vrtry great demand for 
men in connection with railway building at 
the present time. We know that the New 
South Wales Government employ a certain 
number of ·men. We likewise know they 
have let some very large contracts in connec­
tion with railway building, and' we also know 
that in Queensland at the present time there 
.are some thousands of men employed in con­
nection with the building of railways. Now, 
there is one law which is above all minimum 
wages or anything else, and that is the law 
<lf supply and demand. Whenever you find 
an enormous demand, whether it is for labour, 
flour, tea, sugar, or anything else, up goes 
the price. \Vhen you have a surplus of labour, 
as a rule, down comes the price. 

}lr. LENNON: Then you treat a human 
being as mere goods and chattels. 

:\lr. FORSYTH: I do not think so. If 
the hon. member will take his mind back to 
the time of the qreat flood that took place in 
Queensland in 1893, he must know that in 
spite of the fact, although you had a fixed. 
rate of wa.ge in certain employment, the whole 
rhing broke to pieces, for the simple· reason 
there was no demand for that labour. I be­
lieve the man who gives the best wage, as a 
rule, gets the best labour. It is a good 
principle to go on. But I do say this: ln 
the time of that great calamity, I know first· 
class tradesmen who are now earning lls. or 
12s. a day, who, at that time, were very glad 
to take 6s. a day. 

}fr. HARD ACRE: That is quite true. 

:Mr. FORSYTH: If it is the case that there 
is a huge demand for men to build railways, 
and a lot of men arc likely to be induced 
away from here to go down to New South 
\Yalcs, there is not the slightest doubt tbere 
will be one or two things happen. We will 
either have to stop building the railways, or 
we will have to increase the wages. I think 
it wo·~ld be a great mistake to allow the men 
to go away. \Ve have a great many railways 
to build here, and I think it is the duty of 
the Government in a fair wav to endeavour 
to keep those men here. • 

::Vfr. LENNON: This amendment will do 
that. 

Mr. FORSYTH: This amendment will not 
do that. You can go into any gang, and you 

will find some men infinitely 
[9 p.m.J abler and more entitled to get 

an increase of salary than other 
men, because some men are much quicker. 
The hon. member for Townsville mentioned 
Mr. Willcocks. I know that ::VIr. Willcocks 
gives some of his men 2s. a day over the 
usual rate, because those men are able to do 
so much more than the average that he 
thought it was a wise thing to pay them a 
good wage. He paid those men more because 
they did more work, and now the thing 
comes in about a minimum wage. The ques­
tion has been raised about the average work· 
man. We all know that all workmen are not 
alike. There are some who can do more 
work than others, and if you fix a minimum 
wage for the man who <'annat do as much as 
the other fellow, then the man who is doing 
more work, when he sees that the man who 
is getting the same wages as he is is not 
doing as much work as he is, will simply say, 
" Why should I do so much when a man who 
does so much less gets the same wage." 

Mr. HARDACRE: No, that i~ not w. 

[Mr. Forsyth, 

Mr. FORSYTH: 'rhat is so, and I do not 
condemn the man for doing it. If a man 
does 20 per cent. more work than another 
man and gets paid the same rate as the man 
who' does less it stands to reason that the 
man will not ~ontinue to do that extra work 
for which he gets no extra pay. I believe in 
the principle of paying a man for the work 
he does. If a man does an exceptional day's 
work let him get an exceptional day's pay. 
Ther~ are men who, from exceptional causes 
it may be, who cannot do an aYerage day's 
work and it will be a great pity when, on 
acco~nt of the minimum wage, those men 
cannot get work at all. That is one reason 
why I am against this amendment. It is a 
remarkable thing that some of the men who 
have made earnest speech<,s, and have tried 
to introduce this principle, were the very 
men who in 1908 went dead against this very 
same thing. Why is it that .the men who 
were deadly opposed to thts very same 
amendment are now in favour of the opposite 
direction? What has happened to make them 
change their minds? 

Mr. l'IIANN: Because of the strikes. 

::VIr. FORSYTH: In connection with the 
Hampden-::Vlount Elliott Railway. only last 
year Mr Woods, the then member for 
Wo0thakata, moved the £allowing- arnend· 
ment:-

Provided that the rate of wag-es to be p:tid by the 
Commissioner to workmen employed upon tbe con­
struction of thfl railway shall not be less that. the t·ate 
of wages prevailing in the district for work of a :-oimilar 
nature. 
If I remember rightly, in a great many of tlJ,e 
syndicate railways passed some yea.r, ago thrs 
particular clause was inserted. 

}·Ir. WIIITE: In all the syndicate railways. 

:\lr. FORSYTH: In this particular railway 
the hon. member for Gregory thought the 
amendment did not go far enough, and in­
troduced another amendment. He said'--

The amendment wa.~ not definite enough, and he 
would endeavour to get in the amendment he had in­
tended moving by making an ~mendment in the amend­
ment of the hon. member for Woothakata. He moved 
that all the words after the word~ " Provided that " 
be omitted, with a view of inserting--
'' No workman shall be employed at any time upon 
the construction of the railway at a wage \Ybit>h is less 
than the rate of ten shillings for every working day of 
eight hours. " 

That was the amendment moved by the hon. 
member for Gregory. The hon. member for 
Cairns, who had taken a rather prominent 
part in connection with the debate, was en­
tirely against both amendments. 

Mr. ~lANN: No: I voted for the ruling 
rate of wages-you look down the list. 

Mr. FORSYTH: You are quite right. 
Now, the very arguments that have been 
raised to-night in connection with this matter 
were raised--! am speaking now about 10s. a 
day-I wish the hon, member for Cairns to 
notice this, because some of the very argu­
ments which he used during the debate last 
year have been brought forward to-night. He 
mentioned distinctly that he did not believe 
in the principle as laid down, because you 
could not have a hard-and-fast rule in regard 
to the payment of wages. On such work as 
this it would exclude many men who were able 
to do good work. but who might not be re­
garded; in the strict sense of the term as able· 
bodied men. 

Mr. MANN: Quite true. 
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::Ylr. FORSYTH: That is the statement of 
the hon. member for Ca.irns. You would ex· 
dude the other men who might not be con· 
eidered, as he states, able-bodied men in the 
strictest sense of the word, but men who could 
earn 6s. or 7s. a day, and it would be a mis­
take to fix a. minimum wage and thereby ex· 
dude these men. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I have been 
following the hon. member at some consider­
a-ble length, and I do not think, at this stage, 
that the Committee is very much exercised by 
the opinions held by individual members in 
days gone by. I would ask the hon. member 
to confine himself strictly to the question be­
fore the Committee. 

::Yir. FORSYTH: I am endeavouring to 
show by argument that the amendment of the 
junior member for Gympie is not required. 
I am quoting speeches made by hon. members 
on a Bill practically the same as this, and I 
think as far as one can judge that what I 
am saying is really to the point. 

The CHAIRJ\L\N: Order! I have ruled 
the hon. member distinctly out of order, and, 
if my ruling does not me<lt with his approval, 
he has his remedy. . 

Mr. FORSYTH: I have no desire to go 
against your ruling. The hon. member for 
Ipswich, who also spoke on this matter to­
night, voted against both the amendment.s I 
have referred to. I think myself, with a good 
many who have spoken on this question, that 
it would be a mistake on the part of the 
House to fix wages. How is any man in this 
House to know why Ss. a day should be a 
fair rate for any certain class of work? It is 
not a question of whether an able-bodied man 
is worth Ss. a day, because I quite agree with 
hon. members on the other side that any able­
bodied man who does a real solid day's work 
in connection with navvying deserves every 
i!hilling he can get out of it; but to fix a 
minimum wage places the man who is pre­
pared to do a good day's work on the same 
footing with a ma.n who is only worth 6s. a 
day is a mistake. I think it is better to leave 
this matter in the hands of the officers, who 
will judge what should be paid. I am certain 
that the Government do not desire the wages 
to be lowered, and if the demand is so great, 
it is almost certain that the wages of lengths­
men and men who are navvying on the rail­
ways will be raised. It is quite evident that 
one of two things may happen. If we are 
going to lose men because other people are 
willing to pay them higher wages, we have 
either to increase their wages or else stop the 
work. I am sure hon. members would not 
like to see the work stopped. If, therefore, 
the other alternative is necessary, I have not 
the slightest doubt that the engineers in 
charge will be forced to pay higher wages, 
whether they like it or not. to keep the men. 
Believing in the principle that every man 
should get a fair day's pay for a. fair day's 
work, I contend that it is not for this Com­
mittee to say what particular wages shall be 
pa.id. The man who has oharge of the men 
knows exactly what each is worth, and he is 
an infinitely better judge in fixing the wages 
than any member of this House can possibly 
be, therefore I intend to vote against the 
amendment. 
* The TREASL"RER: It seems to me that 
members on the other side are endeavouring 
to cloud the issue. They assert that those 
on this side who vote against the amendment 
a.re voting against Ss, a day-that they are 

declaring by their votes that Ss. a day is too 
much for men to get for this work. That is 
not so. Members on this side are not against 
Ss. a day. No Government has ever been in 
power in Queensland that has done so much 
in the interests of the working classes. Last 
year they passed the Wages Boards Act, and 
the year before they issued a minute giving 
the men in the Railway Department an eight 
hours dav. That was for thf' benefit of the 
working ·m~'n, and it cost this f'tat<' £46.000 
TJer annum. 

Mr. HARDACRE: You did that when you 
had us behind you. 

The TREASURER: In every contract be­
tween a Government department and a con­
tractor, we have a clause providing that the 
contractor shall pay the rate of wages ruling 
in the district. Is that not for the benefit 
of the wage-earners? I say without hesi­
t.::.tion that this Government have done 
more for the wage-earners than any other 
Government that has ever been in power in 
Queensland. It would oo a piece of inter­
ference if we attempted to instruct the 
Railway Commissioner to pay any amount. 
We have put him there with full power to 
manag"l and construct our railways, and to 
kPep them free from political influence. If we 
bring political influence to bear, and tell him 
to pay the ·men engaged in railway construc­
tion Ss. a day, we are interfering in a way 
we have no right to do. The Commissioner 
rs as good a man as we could get in Queens­
land. He runs the railways on sound business 
principles. If he wants men, he ha!! to pay 
them the ruling rate of wages, and he has 
been in the habit of paying the ruling rate of 
wages. 

OPPOSITION ::YfEMBERS: No, no! 
The TREASURER: Would he get men. or 

would men stop with him, if he did not pay 
1.nem the ruling rate of wages? Would. they 
not go elsewhere, where they could get higher 
wages? 

An OPPOSITION MEMBER : They are going. 
The TREASURER: The principle of a 

minimum wage will never be carried out. It 
broke down as far back as the time of the 
French Revolution. (Opposition laughter.) It 
has always been a failure, and always will be. 
The Committee would be doing a wrong thin~ 
if it attempted to dictate to the Commissinner 
in this matter. I hope, now that members on 
the other side have blown off steam, that they 
will allow the motion to go through. 

Mr. WINSTANLEY (Charters Towers): So 
far as members on this side of the Chamber 
are concerned, we were prepard to go to a 
division immediately after tea, and the debate 
has been kept going- for the last two hours by 
members on the other side, As far as I can 
understand, the question really before the 
Committee is whether Ss. a day is too much to 
pay men for railway work, 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: No! Not at all. 
Mr. WINSTANLEY: That is what we have 

to decide. I am satisfied that any man who has 
ever tried this work or who knows anything 
about it will say that Ss. a day is not too 
much. , Some reference has been made to the 
men. employed on the Cloncurry Railway. I 
was over that ra.ilway once or twice while it 
was being built, and I am satisfied that there 
were as g-ood a class of workers as were ever 
assembled· on any railway in Queensland. 
They were well worth the money they were 
getting. Many of them are no~ . back on 
the Charters Towers and oti1er rmmng fields 

Mr. Winstanley.J 
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·workin~- in the mine-~- and €arning their 10s. a 
day. Let ll18 hl:'fB just say a word or two in 
refert>nce to contra.ct work I'U'-'"·' day labour. 
Anybody who knows anything about building· 
raihYay~. or builchng a-nything else. knowh 
quite wPll that the ma.Jl who has a contract 
ru~ht'S rhe- \York along and tha.t hf' doe"- not 
put t.he same qualirJ· iuto his \York as when ht• 
is v;·orking by day lal,our. \Yhil<• it iR possi.b~e 
that >'ll1le railways ma.y cost more money 111 

£ "· cl. to the Quet>nsla.ncl Government when 
built bv day labour, in reality they are 
cheapt>r ·in the long run, beca.use there is no 
incentive to scamp the work. The work is 
solid and substantial, and the people of the 
country get better value for their money. It 
has been said over and over again that a 
1ninirnun1 rate of 8.:; a. dav mea.ns a maximum 
of 8s. a day, but I submit that it means 
nothing of the kind. The awrage man who 
is en1ployed on a ra.ihva.y i$ a navvy, wh~ is 
worth s,,, per da.y. If men are not earmng· 
their wage•,, the engineer will soon get rid 
of th<•m. The payment of a minimum wage 
does not prevent hin1 paying a higher wage 
to men who earn it. At the present time the 
rulin~~· rate of wages is what men can be got 
to work for. It has b<'en said that the Go­
vernment are payin1; the raw of wages ruling 
in the di,tricts in which railways are being 
built, where as they are doing· nothing· of the 
kind. ·rhev are in f:Ollle case~ paving ls. and 
1s. 6d. less· than the ruling rate,· and that is 
proved by the fact that on various occasions 
during the past twehe months the men have 
aski'rl for more a.nd have got it. That goes 
to show that. in the first instance, they were 
getting less than the ruling· rate. It has a.!so 
be"n asserted tha.t. while the engineers have 
no financial interest in tiw railways under 
their charge, they hexe a prof<·S•'ional interest. 
Son10 engineers can get more \Vork out of 
men than other' be.cause thev treat their m<'n 
as men. whilst 'others treat· them like dogs. 
I am confident that there a.ro engineers who 
do not treat their men a.s they should be 
treated, and, consequently, the m<'n are not 
satisfit>d, and the engineers do not get the 
same amount of work out nf them that others 
do who treat their men differently. There 
are engineers and engineers, and thB question 
is whether these men are being overpaid or 
not. The fact that members have voted 
again.<t a similar propo,,a[ in years gone by 
is be;1de the question. Two "Ton12s do not 
mak<> "" right. and I maintain that we are 
justified in the stand we are taking to.night. 
Something hns been said about this being an 
electioneering dodge. Nobody is looking for 
an ele.ction at the pres·ent time that I know 
of, but some of those that made that state­
men are past masters in the art of electioneer­
ing and have done far worse things than 
trying to get a fair wage for a day's work. 

:Yir. RYA);' (Darcoo): From the trend the 
debate has taken and the number of m0mbers 
on the other side who have add1'essed them­
selves to the question it would appear that 
the amendment is considered by members op­
posite to be of some importance. It seems 
strang<'. if they regard the matter as of so 
little imQortance, that so many of them should 
have spoken and that the debate should have 
been so protracted. :Members on this side 
were prPpared to go to a division at 6 o'clock, 
but members on the other side were not pre­
pared. I did not intend to speak but for cer­
tain statements that were made during the 
debate, principally by the Premier. The hon. 
gentlem~ accuses members on this side, and 

· L3f r. W instanley. 

two of those who support the Gove.rnm.ent, of 
being guilty of an act of degradatwn m sup­
porting this amendment. I have yet to learn 
that members are guilty of an act of degrada­
tion by coming here and advocatinf? the prm­
ciples and the platform they have signed, and 
supporting the pledges they gave to. t~e 
electors. In my humble opmwn,, our achon Is 
the most honourable under the mrcumstances; 
and I leave it to hon. members and to the 
country to judge between the nature of the 
degradation of which we are guilty and the 
nature of the degradation of the leader of this 
House, when, after having signed the Labour 
platform, he comes forward and says he ~ever 
believed in it. I think the relath-e ments of 
the two need only to be stated to be judged 
correctly. Personally, I support the amend­
ment as an act of justice to the men likely to 
be employed on this proposed line. I feel that 
Ss. a day is the lowest sum that can reason· 
ably be paid for that class of work, so th17t 
the men can keep themselves and theu:­
farnili<'s in any state of comfort and respecta­
bility. It is on that ground alone that I am 
supporting this amendment. We do not pro­
pose to fix the rate of wages, but we claim 
the right to say what is a living wage, and 
what shall be the minimum. The hon. mem­
ber for Musgrave put forward the proposition 
that we are supporting the payment of Ss. a 
day to men working on that line whether 
thej[ work is worth it or not. I must deny 
emphatically that I or any other member of 
this party is taking up that attitude. But 
experience has shown us that there is a ten­
dency, even in the case of work done by day 
labour, to reduce the standard rate of wages; 
and this amendment has been proposed with 
a view of preventing that. 'I'he Premier has 
told us that the Government should lead the 
way, and he says that the engineers have no 
financial interest in the matter, and, there­
fore, they should pay as high or higher wages 
than rule in the district. Theoretically that 
may be correct; but the great body of the 
supporters of the Government are those who 
employ labour, and it is not in their interest 
to raise the rate of wages. because it would 
be raising the rate to be paid to their em­
ployees. The hon. member for W oolloon­
gabba say~ that the mover of the amendment 
is actuated by a desire to put him and other 
members into a hole. I do not know what 
the hon. member means, but I take it that he 
means he is placed in the position of having 
to declare to the people of (~ueenslancl what 
his true colours are; and, in my opinion, it is 
very fortunate that by this amendment we 
have the opportunity of placing the hon. 
member and other hon. members on that side 
in a hole. 

Mr. LENNO~: Their natural habitat. 

Mr. HYAN: The strongest proof of the 
strength of the case put forward by this side 
is shown by the number of members opposite 
who deemed it necessary to speak. If they 
thought that our case was weak, they could 
have said nothing. They know it is strong, so 
they have to make some sort of defence. Th<' 
arguments used by the Premier and other 
members have been chiefly two; and the gist 
of them has been that members on this side 
are endeavouring to make political capital at 
the expense of somebody els<'. The men, fact 
of them saying it is at the expense of some­
body else shows that they think a higher wage 
will be paid if this amendment is carried. But 
they pretend to believe it will not affect the 
amount to be paid in wages-that the worker 
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will be in even a worse position ; and in the 
next. breath they tell us that our object is to 
get popularity at the expense of somebody 
else. The Premier tells us that we are at­
tempting to bribe the electors with publlc 
money. If the Government are only going 
to pay the same amount under this amend­
ment as before, how can he speak of bribing 
the electors with public monev? I onlv state 
the argument; the conclusion is clear: The 
hon. member for Vv oolloongabba used a very 

interesting argument, an argu­
[9.30 p.m.] ment which I feel certain will not 

be received as a compliment by 
hon. members sitting on the Treasury bench. 
The hon. member said that if under the pre­
sent syst-;m the Government were paying 
wages whwh were too low. that was a reason 
why we should go back to the contract system. 
~cause under that syst':'m the men would get 
higher wages.. T~at I~ what is generallv 
known as argumg m a circle. If a contractor 
can pay higher wages than are paid by the 
Government, and make a profit out of his con­
tract, that prm;es that the Government are in 
~he wrm;tg. 'What we are endeavouring to do 
IS to whip the Government into line with con­
tractors, and not to let work by contract. I 
do not desire it to be thought that I am sup­
porting this amendment, or that any member 
on yhis side of the_ Ho!-'se is supporting it, as 
a piece of class legislation. I do not think the 
amendment is in the interest 'of the working 
classes_ only. It is in. the interest of every 
c_la_ss m the commumty. Bv supporting a 
hvmg wag_e _for workers on this prol?osed line 
we are stnvmg to place thosp, men m a posi­
tl.O!l. to discharge their liabilities- and responsi­
hlhttes to other members of the communitv, 
so that the payment of this wage would assist 
the community generally. The amendment 
is proposed in the interest of the whol<> com­
munity. I fail to see that the Go-vernment bv 
their arguments-which have been many and 
varied-they have differed· among themselves 
-haYe justified their opposition to 'the 
amendment. 

:\fr. NEVITT (Carpentaria): Surprise has 
been expressed by members on the ·)ther s1de 
oF the Hous-e that so much tim<> has been 
taken up in discussing this very reasonable 
ame.ndm<'nt. I am also surprised that so much 
time has been taken up over it, when the 
Secretary for Railways might readily have 
accept-ed such a reasonable amendment. I 
should not have trespassed on the time of the 
House had it not been for some remarks made 
by the Premier. The hon. gentleman ,said he 
had never been in favour of a minimum wage 
a.nd that this House should not fix the warre~ 
to be paid to men employed on railwav c~n­
struction. Later on, when the hon. m'ember 
for Townsville was speal{ing, the hon. g-entle­
man said this House was not competent to fix 
wages. The Premier has not alwavs held that 
-.iew. be<Jause I find from Hansa;d for 1900, 
page 14,32, that he supported an amendment 
moved by the then leader of the Labour party, 
Mr. Browne, to this effect-

All J_abour employed on construction of railway shnll 
be pmd for at the current rates ruling in the district 
at the time of conEtrnction. 

The i:-lEC'RETARY FOR RAILWAYS : That is what 
we are doing. 

Mr. NI~ V ITT : Excuse me· you have not 
done th"~ in many in"tances i~ the past. On 
the occaswn to whwh I rpf,,r the Premier said-

It seemed to !Jim rather rema.rka-ble tbat hon. gentle­
men should pOint to the generous nature of the Chil-

lagoe Company, and then object to an innocent little· 
amendment like that, which only enjoined upon the 
company to tlo wha.t they were assured they would do 
in any case. If hon. members believed that, why did 
they object ro the amendment. · 

}fr. Cmn.EY : J3ecause 1t will reduce wages. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I do not know 
whether the hon. member heard me call the 
hon. member for Moreton to order for quoting 
ftom previous debates. If quotations of that 
kind are allowed the debate will be intermin­
able, and I must ask th<l hon. member for Car­
pentaria not to continue to quote at length 
from previous debates. 

?lfr. NEVITT: Do you rule that if I have 
evidence quite contrary to a statement made 
by the Premier I cannot give that evidence? 

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member will 
be perfectly in order in referring to the argu­
ment of the Premier and replying to it, and 
may read a quotation in support of his conten­
tion, but he will not be in order in quoting at 
length from speeches made on previous occa-
sions. · 

::vir. NEVITT: I am obliged to you for 
giving me the opportunity to read a short ex­
tract from the speech of the Premier on the 
occasion to which I refer. The hon. gentle­
man said-

Were hon. members really afraid of that? They 
could ensily find a remedy by amending the clause so­
as to provide that the comonny should pay double the 
current rate of wages. He tgtite nndert-~tood the Secre­
tary for Railways objecting to the clause. It was alto­
gether against his principles. The hon. gentleman 
believed that men who \%'·or ked for wages should be 
taken advantage of whenevt.:r there was a chance, and 
that if a man could be got for 2s. 6d. a day it was a 
mistake to pay him 3s. 

That is the attitude we take up in this in­
stance. vVe say tha.t when men can be got 
for 5s. or 6s. a day the different engineers in 
charge of railway construction works take ad­
vantage of that fa.ct and pay those wages­
they do not pay a living wage. The Premier 
said we are trying to cloud the issue. But it 
is the hon. gentleman himself who is trying to 
cloud the issue. The question is whether 8s. 
per day is a reasonable rate to pay the men 
who will be employed on this particular rail­
way? In other parts of the State Ss. a day 
would not be a reasonable rate. Speaking on 
the question to which I have already referred, 
the .Premier said he did not consider the 
Chillagoe Company should be allowed to 
sweat the men they were going· to employ on 
railway construction. We take up that atti­
tude now, and say that it is not right for the 
Government to sweat navvies on this or any 
railway. Last year I visited Sydney, and at 
a social function there- I heard the then Pre­
mier of South Australia, :Mr. Tom Price, 
a.nnounce that there was no adult working on 
the South Australian railways for less than 
7s. a dav. I should like our Minister for 
Railways' to be able to say the same thing 
with regard to the men employed on the rail­
ways in Queensland. If 7s. a day is a fair 
and reasonable wage for men emllloyed at 
constant work on the railways, surely it is a 
reasonable proposition that men employed on 
construction works shall be paid a minimum 
wa'-'" of 8s. a day. The hon. member ior 
Burrum said we should try to keep down ~the 
cost of railwav construction, in order to pro­
tect the people who have to use the 1·ailways, 
and so that the ,guarantors should not be 
called upon to make up too much shortage 
in revenue. I quite admit that it is the duty 

Mr. Nevitt.] 
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of members of this House to see that public 
money is properly expended, but, at the same 
time I claim that it is more their duty to see 
that'every man employed on the railways gets 
a living wage. 'rhe hon. member for Town•· 
ville said that the reason why he objected to 
the insertion of a similar provision in a Bill 
dealing with another railway was because the 
rate proposed was less than the currept rate 
of wag-es paid in the district. Well, only last 
year the men employed on that railway went 
on strike in order to get 9s. a day. The hon. 
member for Townsville said that 10s. a day 
was the rate ruling in the district, and, as 
I am reminded, the company promised to pay 
that rate but they did not keep their promise. 
Unless a' clause is inserted in a Bill or a re· 
solution where a railway is to be constructed 
by the Government or a private contractor, 
the men will have no protection. I claim that 
it is the bounden duty of every member who 
has a spark of hnmanitarian feeling in him 
to vote for the amendment. 

Mr. LAND (Balonne): .Just a word before 
this question is put. . 

'l'he SECRETARY l•'OR RAU,WAYS: I thought we 
were taking up all the time. 

:\fr. LAND: I will take mv own time. I 
bPlieve in a rninhnum wage. I Jo not believe in 
it only for railway construction, but I will go 
further than that. I believe that it. is the duty 
of the State to see that every man, woman, girl, 
and boy in the .State is paid a living wage. 
{Hear, hear!) It has been said that the ruling 
rate of wages in the district should be paid. 
There have been no railway works in this par· 
ticular district at all, but it happens to be in the 
Darling Downs. ,T ust recently "ome of our la.ds 
tried their luck on the Darling Downs, and they 
found that there were fine able-bodied men being 
·employed there for 15s. a week. If that is the 
ruling rate in the district, then what rate are 
they going to pay the men on the railway con· 
struction works ? 

Mr. COYNE : They offer to work for 7s. 6d. a 
week in some places. 

Mr. LAND : I am reminded that one of our 
ehaps looking for work on the Darling Downs 
eame across an agent making arrangements to set 
men to work on the Darling Downs at 15s. a 
week. Let the hon. member for Toowoomba 
deny that. 

Mr. TOLMIE : I would. 

Mr. LAND: There are any quantity of men 
working on the Downs for 15s. a week and glad 
to get it. The prosperity of Queensland is not 
shared by the working classes. If that state­
ment is correct that the men working on the 
Darling Downs are not gEtting more than 15s. a 
week, then let it go out throughout the length 
and breadth of Queensland. Let the men who 
are going there to work hear it. I have been 
handed Hansard, and it says here th>tt an hon. 
m em her said-

)ien have come to n1e and offered to work for 7s. 6d. 
a week. 

Can the hon. gentleman deny that? Is there 
anybody here who will say that 18: an hour is 
too much to pay a man? Is there anyone who 
has worked on railway construction work who 
can s~ty that ls. per hour is too much for that 
elass of work? I would remind the Secretary 
for Railways that on many of these railway con­
struction works if there is "' wet day, or it 
happens to be the wet season, there is broken 
time, and these men do not average 4s. a day. 

The SECRETARY l!'OR RAn,w.us: Shearers do 
not work in the wet time either. 

[JJ!r. NeV?:tt. 

Mr. LAND: But, with shearers, when ~he 
fine weather comes along they can go on with 
their shearing again, but the men on the ra:ilwa;y 
construction works have no chance of m:.kmg It 
up at all. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: It is just the 
same with them, as the work stops altngetber iu 
the wet and does not. Rtart until it is fine again. 
The work is there just the same. 

Mr. LAND: It seems to me that someone 
here is anxious to get in the thin e~ge of the 
wedge in favour of rail way constructiOn under 
the contract system. I noticed a short time ago 
th~t some re.ference was made to it m the 
Courier and the Premier and the hon. member 
for To~vnsville made reference to it. It is 
only a dodge to get in the small end of t~e 
wedge, but I hope the contract _sys~em will 
never be reintroduced here. Speakmg m fa.vonr 
of this amendment, I believe myself that 8R. a 
day is little enough, and if members on the other 
side do not think it is too much, then why 
oppose the amendment? We ought tn let the 
matter come to a vot" and decide it. 

"Mr. ORA WFORD (Fitzroy) : At this late 
hour of the evening, I have no wish to prolong 
any further discussion uf this amendment, but 
I would not be doing my duty to those who sent 
me here if I did not express my opinion concern· 
ing it. I am distincely in favour of the arnen.d­
ment moved by the hon. member for Gymp1e, 
and I think it not only right that it should be 
moved but that it should be carried by the Com· 
mittee' and carried into effect, in the payment 
we giv~ to those who are employed in the cou­
struction of our railways. Although I may 
sometimes deplore the tin!e taken up J;y this 
Committee in discussing th1s matter, and m some 
way havin~ a delaying and retarding effect in 
the constr~ction of railways, still I would much 
more deplore a delay, caused b:V: a stnke, 
on the part of railway men, owmg to the 
non-payment of proper wageR. (?ear, hea~!) 
That is the sort of delay whrch I wtsh 
to avoid, and that is the sort of dela_y 
I foresee might very easily take place unless this 
Chamber emphatically declares that a ~;>etter rate 
of wages will be paid in the con~trnctwn of ot~r 
railways. We can afford to do It, and there .Is 
no reason whatever why We should not pay It. 
In all the reaeons, or so-called reasons, that have 
emanated from the Ministerial ben.ches, no.t .one 
has any weight with me. Not one 1s of suffic1ent 
importance to call for any reply. from me. But 
one or two occurrences on that side of the House 
must be mentioned, as they have given me a 
great deal of pleasure. I was very pleased to 
hear the senior member for Rockhampton declare 
his independence and his attitude in favour of a 
higher rate of wages. And I was iu :" greater 
measure gratified when I heard ~he sen!or mem­
ber for Maryborough declare lnmself 1u favol:!r 
of a better standard of wages. I came to ~h1s 
city on the same train and in the same sleeping· 
nar as the h<m. member for JHaryborough, and 
when I looked upon him reposing himself com­
placently in that sleepiug-car, I could not but 
view him with feelings of pleasurP. I began at 
once to place myself in some degree in the 
position of a prophet •. I foresaw from _!;he com­
placent manner in whwh he ent.rusted himself to 
that oleeping-car that it was not altcgether b":d, 
not altogether vicious, and not altogether hostile 
to making use of socialistic ra.ilway'. . I fil}d 
that my prediction in regard. to his dis· 
position has been amply venfied by tJ;te 
sentiments that he has had the courage, I~l 
spite of the Premi.er's ~arning and ad~om· 
tions to express m this Chamber to-mght. 
I hoPe he has established a precedent on that 
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·side of the House which will be followed by 
many other hon. members who will not allow 
themselves to be dictated to in the matter of the 

·opinions which they wish to express, and the 
statements which they wish to give utterance to 
in this Chamber. I was in some degree aston­
ished when I heard the Premier endeavour to 
place the blame for the low wages which now 
prevail upon the Commissioner if or Railways and 
various engineers. If the Premier wished a 
better rate of wages to be paid in the Railway 

·Construction Department, and in other depart­
ments, he could obtain that better rate of wages 
for the employees by simply making known his 
wish in that direction. But he has not done so, 
•and now, when he is given an opportunity of 
showing his regard for the legitimate demands of 
the workers in the way of giving them better 
wages, he hedges round the question, and 
instead nf facing it manfully he endeavours to 
throw the blame upon those who are in the 
position nf being subordinates to him for the 
time being-I hope a very short time. I was 
also astonished to hear from the Premier that 
he charges this side of the House with being 
inspired in this matter simply for notoriety-a 
desire for popularity. I do not think there is 
an hon. member in this House who has endea­
voured more than the Premier himself to 
arrive, by any sort nf means, at JJOpularity, and 
surely he cannot begrudge us a little popularity. 
\Ve >Lre only a party of humble individuals 
endeavouring to advance the condition of. those 

·with whom we are so cloRely identified, and if 
we are like the hrm. gentleman himoelf-ready 
·to turn our backs upon those who sent us here­
we would prove ourselves unworthy of the confi­
dence of any class of individuals. In reg:trd to 
the matter of the payment of S'l. a day, I con­
side~ it only right, considering the work which 
has to be undertaken by the men engaged in 
railway construction, that they should receive 

·Ss. a day. It is the very least we can 
·conscientiously offer them, and I hope Wd shall 
know it to be a fact that all the men engaged in 
the construction of railways are receiving that 
Ss. a day. We want them to roceive it because 
we know that the work is honestly worth it. 
We are here for £he purpose of protecting their 
interests and endeavouring to advance their 
welfare, and in this move which we have made 
to-night we are perfectly consistent in all the 
p10mises we have made to our electors. It may 
·be that the Premter, and some of those with 
him, have little regard for the promises and 
pledges made to their constituents from time to 
time, but we on this side of the House feel it 

·incumbent upon u• to be more honest and 'more 
conscientious in all our actions, and I certainly 
feel proU<'! that .the party to which I belong has 
brought m tins amendment in favour of an 
increase in wages. I was rather astonished to 
·hear the assertion made by the hon. member for 
Moreton that this matter of wages was simply a 
matter of sur•ply and demand. I really thought 
that that old idea had been long abolished-abol­
ished especially from the debates in this Chamber, 
where we h • ve access to the very latest infor­
mation in all matters pertaining to the rates of 
wages and to labour movements. I really thought 
·men were not regarded as chattels-merely as 
articles of grocery to be had at a fixed price ac­

. cording to the demand. I really thought human 
beings were to be treated as human beings and 
that the wages they received were such as would 

·enable them to live in accordance with their 
nature as human beings. When I found a mem­
ber of this House resorting to that old theory of 

·supply and demand I was extrem~ly astonished, 
and I feel almost humiliated to be compelled, for 

.a time, to associate with an hon. member who is 
.so far behind in his knowledge of what is 

required by the feelings of to-day. I hope I shall 
not be called upon to listen to such obsolete argu­
ments in the future. I believe that the hon. 
member for Brisbane North-at least I heard him 
when I was sitting at the table make the asser­
tion that this amendment was one of the usual 
tricks of this side of the House, and he was, in a 
very paternal fashion, endeavouring to admonish 
the senior member for Maryborough on the way 
he should go, and how he should weigh and con­
sider all the movements of the Labour party­
that he should always regard th i• side of the 
House with suspicion, and should not allow him­
self to be beguiled at any moment into voting 
for anything that may be brought forward by 
members on this side of the House. I fe~l quite 
certain that the senior member for Maryborough 
is of that texture of mind which will not permit 
him to be patronised by any member, and I am 
glad to have him with us on this very important 
and vital question. It is a vital question, as it 
affects the manner in which people may live. 
Those who are compelled to go into the most 
distant parts of the country and work at the 
moRt laborious of all occupationP, 'uch as the 
construction of railways, should receive the 
very best wages, and certctin it is that the 
State should set an example to all private em­
ployers by providing a proper standard of wages. 
If, as I infer from the utterances of members 
on the other side, the State is to emulate the 
example of private employerE, then 1 say we are 
very unregeuerate-we are retrogressing in every 
way, and I believe that is not the feeling that 
should possess the minds of members of this 
Chamber. It is all very well for the Premier to 
say we are being generous to thoge people who will 
be employed in the construction of the rail· 
ways at the expense of the public. \Veil, 
who are the public? Are they not the people 
of the State, and will anyone dare to say­
will the Premier himself, with all the effrontery 
we know him to possess-will he dare to say 
that the people will begrudge the railway work­
ers Ss. a day? I dare 11irn to say so. If a refer­
endum were taken in regard to this fJ. uestion of 
paying Ss. a day, it would be emphasised in 
such a manner as would never leave uny mistake 
in the minds of any hon. member. It is quite 
idle for the Premier-the junior member for 
Rockhampton-to assert that we are being 
generous at the expense of other peopiP. \Ve 
represent the people. 

1\![r. KEOGH interjected. 

Mr. ORA \VFORD : I do not know who the 
hon. member represents, or whether he repre­
sents anyone. \Ve advocate a higher standard 

of living, which is ad verted to in the 
[10 p.m.] objective of our party-the main-

tenance of a higher standar<J of 
living all through the State. In supporting this 
amendment, I am not anxious to delay the con­
struction of railways, but I am anxious to bring 
about such a state of things as will not cause a 
strike or labour t-roubles in this country, 
and the best way to prevent that is to remove 
the cause, and of all the causes low wages is 
the most prolific. A railway is coming on 
for consideration which will affect my elec­
torate, it will bring into that electorate 
men from other parts of the State, men who have 
been mel1Jbers of unions, and know what it is to 
be concerned in labour troubles, men who might 
be inclined, if any pretext is offered, to perhaps 
bring ahout labour troubles, and I do not want 
any such came of trouble to be brought into that 
electorate. Hitherto it has been free from labour 
troubles, and I want it to enjoy that reputation 
for industrial peace, but I tremble to think of 
what will happen if the railway which is pro­
jected from Rockhampton down to the Dawson 

Mr. Crawford.] 
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V alley is commenced without some regard for a 
better rate of wages, and, therefore, I am all the 
more anxious to see this amendment carried. 

Mr. KEOGH (Rosewood): The hon. gentle· 
man who has just sat down knows who I repre­
sent. I have to tender my sincere thanks to 
many members on this side of the House for the 
many concessions which have been made to me 
during t.hemany years I have occupied a seat in 
this House. I would vote for the Government 
in every inl')tance. 

An OPPOSITION ME~IBER : When they are 
wrong? (Opposition laughter.) 

1Ir. KEOGH: No; not when they are wrong. 
I do not think it is possible for the 'G,,vernment 
to ~ring in anything that is wrong. (Loud Op· 
pos1tionlaugbter.) In my opinion, tlw Govern­
ment as ccmstituted to-day represent the great 
body of electors in the State. 

The CHAIHMAN: Order! I must nsk the 
hon. member for Ro•ewood to add re's himself to 
the question before the Committee. 

Mr. KEOGH : I am prepared to vote against 
the amendment. I wish to state that I do not 
think that the administration as constituted 
here has assisted me in occupying my position 
here to-day. 

OPPOSITION lYIEM!lERS : Hear, hear ! 

.i\Ir. KEOG H : I thank the Labour party for 
the position that they ha1·e placed me in. (Loud 
Opposition laughter.) 

Question-That the words propoeed to be in 
serted (11'11·. Rylund's wnendrtwnt) be so inser­
ted-put; and the Committee divided :-

)lr. Allen 
,. Ba.rher 
" Blair 
,, Breslin 
.. Collins 

Corser 
,. Coyne 
., Crawford 
. , Douglas 
., FerriPks 
.. Foley 
. , Gr:mt 
,. Hamiiton 
, Hardacre 

Hunter, J. M. 
., J1v,nd 

AYES, 32. 

1Ir. Lennon 
, Lesina 
, :r\iann 
, .liaughan 
, }lay 
, McLachlan 
., llulcahy 
, Mnllan 
, ~Iurpll;r 
, Nev1tt 
, O'Sullivan 

Pavne 
·;, R):au 
., Ryland 
,. Theodore 
, 1\''"in~tanlev 

Telle1'8: Mr. Gumt ancl11r. Ryan. • 

Xo>:s, 33. 
}Ir. All:m 

.• Appel 
, , Barnes, Vf. H. 

Bouchard 
Brennan 
Bridges 
Cottell 
Den ham 
Forrest 
Forsyth 

,, Fox 
,, Grayson 
, Gnnn 

Hawthorn 
•. Hodge 
~· Hunter, D. 
, Keogh 

Mr. Kidston 
, Macartney 

Mackintosh 
,, Morgan 

Paget 
Petrie 
Philp 
Rankin 
Somerset 
Stodart 
Swayne 
Thorn 
Tohnie 
Walker 
White 
Wienholt 

Telle>·s: i\Ir. To!mie and Mr. Walker. 

PAIR. 

Aye-:ITr. Bowman. Xo-Mr. Iloberts. 
Resolved in the negative. 

Mr. RYLAND: I would like to ask the 
¥iniater w hetbet· the terminus of the proposed 
lme i9 to be in some friend'• paddock or whether 
it is to he on Crown land"? In the case of the 

[.Jfr. Crawlord. 

Kingaroy Railway, although there wus a splendid· 
site for a terminus on Crown lands, it was placed 
in the paddock of a friend of the Government. 

The PREmER: \Vhy don't you look at the 
plan? 

Mr. RYLAND: I have looked at the plan, 
but I cannot locate it with any eertainty. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: If 
the hon. member had looked at the plan, he 
would have been able to gratify his curiosity 
probably better than I am able to satisfy him. 
\Vhen l was a.t Millmerran we were looking at 
sites that might be available for the ter­
minus, but at that time it had h~rdly ~?een 
determined what the route was to be ,rom Pltt~­
worth to Millmerrart. All I eau say is that 
certainly the terminus is not to be in some 
friend's paddock, but at the township of Mill­
merran there are no Crown lands available. 

Question put and passed. 

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN reported 
that the Committee had come to a resolution, 
and the resolution was agreed to by the House. 

JOIXT COMMITTEES. 

MESSAGE l'ROl\1 THE COUNCIL . 

The SPEAKBR announced the receipt of a 
message from the Council intimating that the 
President, :Mr. Norton, and Mr. Smith had 
been appointed m Ambers of the ,T nint Library 
Committee • the Pre"ident, Mr. Callan, and 
Mr. Mnrpby memberR of the Joint Committee 
for the :\lanagernent of the Parliamentary 
Refreshment rooms ; and the Presirlent, Mr. 
Annear, and Mr. Cowlishaw members of the 
Joint Committee for the Management and 
Superintendence of the Parliamentary Buildings; 
and requesting the Assembly to appoint a. like 
number of. members in order to give effect to 
the 8th Joint Standing Order. 

::\'I:eHs"ge ordered to be taken into considera­
tion at the next sitting of the Hnuc<e . 

The House adjourned at twenty· three minutes 
pa,ct 10 o'clock . 




