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WEDNESDAY, 25 Jung, 1913

The SpeaxEr (Hon. W. D. Armstrong,
Lockyer) took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

QUESTION.

INSPECTION OF PAsSENGER TRAINS.

Mr. LENNON (Herbert) asked the Secre-
tary for Railways—

1. Are all trains carrying passengers
on the railways of the State regularly
inspected as to their fitness for such
service ?

“2. Are such trains supplied with she
Westinghouse brake; and when and how
often is same inspected?

“3. What are the qualifications of the
men charged with the duty of such
inspection ¢

“4. Do all, or any of them, possess
certificates of competency ?”’

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. W. T. Paget, Mackay) replied—

«“1. Yes.

“2. Yes—every six months. Hvery
locomotive depdt is a place of inspec-
tion.

““3. The mechanicz engaged on inspec-
tion work at the various centres are
specially trained under the Westing-
house brake foreman in the Ipswich
workshops before being sent out.

“4. Formal certificates of competency
are not issued. The Westinghouse brake
foreman reports as to the efficiency

re the men are allowed to take up
« work of inspection.”

SUGAR GROWERS BILL.
INTRODUCIION AXD FIRST READING.
On the motion of the TREASURER (Hon.
. H. Barnes, Buliinbc), this Bill, which
had been initiated in Committee, was read
a first time, and the second reading made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.

SUGAR CULTIVATION BILL.
INTRODUCTION AND FIRsT READING.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION (Hon. J. W.
Blair, Ipswich), thiz Bill, which had been
initiated in Committes, was read a first
time, and the second reading made an Order
of the Day for to-morrow.

ADDRESS IN REPLY.
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. COYNE (Warrego) said: I do not
intend to spesk at wny length on the Address
in Reply, as it is & thing without sabstance.
I notice that on the first page of the Speech
the Governor refers to the fact that there
is ample scope for further pastoral develop-
ment. Every hon., member will agree that
the way to make that relopment succesi-
ful is by throwing open to grazing selection
the large areas that are resumable. I am
speaking now, of course, of the Western
parts of the State, to which the Governor
was referring. A great deal more could be
done in this connection near towns, for
instance, where there is a number of young
men who are willing to take up country if

Mr. Coyne.]
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that country were mude available for them.
That should be done by the Lands Depart-
ment. I know. of an instance where I
guarantead there would be more anphcan’cs
for certain land than thsre would be _por-
tions for themn, and that land has not been
thrown open yet. It iz & pity that that has
not heen done. In looking over the Speech
from the Throne I mnotice, as other hon,
members have done who have spoken before
nie, that therc is a reference in it to the
uanner in which the Federal eleciions were
conducted. I do not think that we ever had
a State election in Queensland where cor-
rupt practicss have not been indulged in;
sand I ventare to say that in ninety-
nine out of every hundred cases the
offenders have belcaged to the supporters of
the opposite party. But when we tell
the Commonwealth Parliament that they
must do something—in fact, we com-
n:and them to do certain thmg—lt is cer-
tainly s plegc of gress impertinence on the
part of thiz House.  The other day the
Common\ calth asked the Treasurer for cer-
tain datn in conne ction with the Government
Savings Baak, and the hon. gentleman got
into high dudgeon over i, and probably he
was quite justified. But look ab the “other
side of the picture! Is not the Common-
wealth justified in casting aside with scorn
any command that may issue from this Par-
liament to the Parliament of the Common-
wealth? Before dealing with the Address
in Reply, I would like to refer to a matter
that 1 have referred to on wany occasions
in this House, and which is now becoming
a public scandal, and which I hope will be
vemedied at the earliest possible momwnt
T refer to the fact that some of the olde
and most worn-out passenger carriages m
Queensland ave used on the Western Rail-
way as far as Cunnamulla. It is nothing
short of a scandal that women and children
should be huddled up in these obsolete
carriages and compsiled to stay in them
right through the whole journesr of 600
miles. It is a shame. It n not be quite
so bed—and very often it i* not guite so
bad—between Charleville and Cunnamulla,
because there they ean change carriages;
but from here to Charlesille it is nothing
short of a disgrece. I understood that
when the present Commissicner took over
his office he undertook to have an altera-
tion made, but nothing has so far been
dene.  There should not be a single car-
riage on that long journev without lavatory
accomraodation, snd it is to the diseredis
ot the Government that they allow car-
riages to run on the Western Railway with-
out lavatory accommodation. I also re-
ferred last yewr to the fact that it would
prevent a great deal of inconvenience to
passengers, and also save a great deal of
expense to the Railway Department, if rail-
way workshops were established at Charle-
ville. I do not exwvect them to be started
on a very big scale, but it is not desirable
that, all repairs to trucks, carriages, or
engines in the far West should have to be
made at Roma, Toowoomba, or even at Ips-
wich. There is a very Iong stretch of line
south from Charleville and also to the west,
ud it would be to the advantage of the
dﬁmutmonu to establish workshops at Char-
leville where 1«1)aus could be effected
quickly, instead of having to go to the ex-
pense of hauling the rolling-stock to Roma
or Toowoomba. Another matter in con-
nection with the Railway Department to

[ HMr. Coyne.
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which I would like to refer is that on_the
line between Goondiwindi and Thallon there
is a number of leagthsimen who are en-
titled to the extra allowance, but it has not
yet besn given to them. In view of the
fact that the extra allowance only araounis
to 6d. a day, and in view of m way in
which ths cost of living has been going
up, I hope the Secretary for Railways will
toke note of this and sec that this little
measure of justice is meted out to those
men. The other day, when the hon. mem-
ber for Fassifern was sbo&nkmg, he told us
that the ra,uwa;;. poncy of the present Go-
vernment ¢ inherited from the
Kidston @ T hen the lion. mem-
ber has b a iitﬂe longer in this House
he will learn that the present Government
take credit for all the good Acts that have
been placed on the statufe-book at the in-
stance and support of the party sitting on
this side of the House. For all the measures
that are so beneficial to the people of Queens-
land which wo were "instrumental in placing
on the statute-book the Government claim the
credit, and they disclaim any responsibility
for dnvtnhg that may be con,ldored a8
opposed to the interests of the people. If
the hon. member will cast his mind back, he
will find that the Government claim oredit
for surh legislation as the amendment of
the Hlections Act, which gave universal
suffrage to Qucansland und which gave
women the vote. He will see that they
claim eredit for the Wages Boards Act, for
the Machinery and Scuffolding Act, tor the
Old-age Pensions Act, the Workers’ Com-
pensation Act, the Workers’ Lien Act, and
the Constitution Act Amendment Act, by
which this House is freed, to some extent,
from the operations of another place. The
party on the Government side to-day were
in oppoiition when these measures were
pasizd. When the Premier was speaking the
other day he said that if the Labour platform
would help the primary producer he would
place il on the statute-book; but he never
said one word by way of argumept against
what the leader of the _Opposition said with
regard to those planks in the platform whick
do apply to the primary pmdacel As
he did not use any argument against them,
we may rcasonably assume that he is in
favour of thern, and, if he can adhere to
his promise, then we may expect thet he
will bring in some measure during this ses-
sion that will improve the pcsition of the
pnmarv producer on the lines laid down
in the platfoym of thiz party, With regard
to the lameuﬂ oil that is going to be pros-
pected for in the Roma district, there was
a hint given that that would be a Govern-
ment monopoly, or, at least, that the
Government ure goinz to work it in the
first place. Personally, I hope it will be
made a Government monppoly, because we
do not want that industry fo get oubt of
the hands of the people in the same manner
as other public utilities have got out of
the hands of the people. When referring
to rabbits, the Premier, in reply to a
question, said rabbits were not a commercial
commodity. I venture to say that if the
Government altered the law with regard to
the constitution and funciions of rabbit
boards, and provided that if a man caught
a rabbit and killed it in order to sell its
skin he should not be guilty of a criminal
offence, we should socon have an industry
producing valuable commercial commodities
and bringing {housands of pounds into
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Queensland annually, as the rabbit industry
does in Victoria, New South Wales, and
New Zealand, where no such preposterous
law exists as that which we have on our
statute-book.

The Premizr: There is a regulation some-
what on those linss, for the preservation of
the rabbit skin trade.

Mr. COYNE: We should remove that regu-
lation as /so90n as we can.
The Premier: You mean amplify it.

Mr. COYNE: No, abolish it. In New
South Wales and Victoria they have cold
stores and freezing-rooms for the storage of
rabbits. In New South Wales thoy have
cold stores far away in the interior of the
country, and we could establish similar places
in Queensland. There are many times in
the year when farmers in places where rab-
bhits are preity thick could earn a few pounds
to help them along il storage accommoda-
tion were provided in the way suggested.

The Pmrazrr: The regulation I refer to
was mads to enable skins to be sold under
certain conditions. Formerly their sale was
prohibited.

Mr. COYNE: I have never heard of that
regulation.

Mr. Ryax: When was the regulation
made?
The Promizr: About three years ago.

The skins were going over the border from
Queensland, and they are now coming
this way.

Mr. COYNE: The Premier also stated that
farmers were not allowed to employ their
children. What did he mean by that? Did
he wish to mislead the people again? Was
that what he desired to dc? What law have
we on the ectatute-beok which prevents a
farmer employing his own children? What
utterance has been inade by any member on
this side of the House which would lead the
Premier to say that a farmer cannot employ
his own children? Not onc¢ niember on this
side of tho House has given utterance to
an opinion, either inside the Ilous or
on the hustings or anywhere else, which
wonld justify such a statement. No respon-
sible member on this side of the House has
given utterarce to those words either inside
or cutside the House. With regard to rail-
way consiruction, it is going on at a slow
pace, cipecially the construction of railways
authorized three years ago under that big
boom loan of £10,000,000. T think I heard
the hon. memher for Herbert say that sixty-
nine men were employed on one line, and
that at the rate they were going it would take
sixty-nine years to finish the cons*ruction of
the railway. I venture to tay that ab the
rate the Great Western Railwav is being
built it will take 250 venrs to finish it. The
hon. meraher for Dravton made some very
wild statements the other day. One was that
the meat trnst was chased out of New South
Wales, A thing must be in a place before it
can be chased out. and, as a matter of fact,
the meat trust was never in New South
Wales. The impression the hon. member
wished to conver was that Labour rule in
New South Wales was so severe that the
meat trust could not carry on, and that
thereby the country lost a good deal of
monev. But. as T have said, the meat trush
was never established in New South Wales.
The heads of the trust went to the Ministor

{25 Juns.]
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for Agriculture of that State, and sought
means to establish the trust foher'e, but he
point blank refused their application. Mem-
hers of the Logislative Couneil in Victoria,

_knowing what the operations of the meat

trust were in other parts of the world,
spoke strongly against the company being
established in that State. Then the com-
pany came along to the only .Sta,te in
Australiz where trusts and combines and
enemies of the public are welcomed—that is
Queensland. The Hon. the Prewmier told the
people in South Australia that bhe was
delighted to know thas this meat trust,
which ruined the indusiry in Amerioca, was
established in Quesnsland. We have been
told by members opposite, and, I think, by
the Premier himself, that the establishment
of the meat trust here will increase the
price of stock. As a matter of faclt,‘t}.ley do
no such thing where they are established;
wa have proof of that fact from Americans
living in the Uwited States, and we have the
testimony of Mr. John Cooke, a gentleman
who is supposed to be one of the best buyers
in Queensland, a fair man to cattle pro-
ducers and to sheep growers and to his
workers.  Mr. Cooke had some connection
with the meat trust in Argentina, and he
has told us how the trust operated there. The
Premier must have been aware of what I am
referring to, and yet he told the people of
the Commonwealth that he was delighted fo
know that the meat trust was established on
the banks of the Brishane River. I am very
sorry for the sake of the producer that it
is there. What are meat trusts doing in
America to-day? We are told by Mr. Chaun-
cey Depew, a senator of the United States,
that they can do anvthing they like in the
States, that they control legislation, the
judges, and almost everything, lwcause they
have established themselves so strongly in
America.

The TREASTRER: Don’t you think it would
be as well to tell us where the Premier used
the words “ meat trust ’?

Mr. COYNE: The hon. gentleman spoke
of Swift and Co., and Swift and Co,
are the American meat trust. It does
not matter whether you call them Swift
and Co. or the American meat trust, be-
cause it is one and the same thing. In the
Senate of Americs they are now pulling the
strings so strongly that it will be impossible
for Australian meat to get into the American
markst.  Why? Because Austrelian meat
weuld be sold cheaper in America than they
sell their meat. We did not want to see
the same thing happen in Queensland as
has happened in America through the opera-
tions of the meat trust, and that is whet I
fear will happen after this trust gets a
footing in Queensland. With regard to the
prickly-pear problem, it is a bigger ques-
tion than even the conversion or renewal
of the £15,000,000 loan which will shortly
fall due. ]

The Treasurer: Would it not be wise to
state the exact amount of the loan falling

due? It is not £15,000,000.

Mr. COYNE: No?

The Treasvrer: No; it 15 aboub
£11,750,000.

Mr. COYNE: I read only yesterday
morning a statement made by the homn.

gentleman to the Press, and I understood
that statement to put the amount ab
£15,000,0000 But I aem mnot particular

M7, Coyne.]



136 Address in Reply.

whether it is £11,000,000 or £13,000,000 or
£15,000,000. I say it is a large sum of
money, but it is not as important a matter
as the prickly-pear problem. It does not

alter the argument in the slightest degree.

The essential point is that a large sum of
money is falling due in about

[4p.m.] eighteen months or two years’
time, but I say that that is a

very small matter compared with the prickly-

pear problem. I think it should be the
objecs and endeavour of the Government

to throw lands open in small areas, because
that is the only way that they have any
hope of coping with this pest. Every year
it is spreading further and further into the
clean country, and by and by we shall have
the whole of Queensland covered with this
prickly-pear pest, and we may have a
happy-go-lucky Government in power, like
the pressnt one, who will not be able to
offer a solution to get rid of the pest.
The hon. mewmber for Drayton made re-
ference to Mr. Roberts, and said he
hoped he would be dealt with generously.
Mr. Roberts has received a concession of
100,000 acres. What does the hon. member
for Drayton mean by dezling generously
with Mr. Roberts? If Mr. Roberts does
not keep to the contrest which he made
when he received the concession of 100,000
acres—and he must have made a contract
or else he would not have got the concession
-—then he is in the same category as any
pastoral lessee who does not fulfil the con-
tract he makes with the Crown. He is in
just the same position as anyone clse who
enters into a contract with the Governmen:.
What is the use of talking about generous
treatment? Where does the generosity come
into the matter at all?  There is no
generosity asbout it. We are the trustees of
the State, and we are here to do the best for
the State, and if anybody comes along and
enters into a bargain with the State on the
plea that he can do a certain thing with
regard to this grave problem, and then we
find that he cannot accomplizsh what he said
he could, it is only a fair thing that we
should dispossess him of what he has got
and give someone else a chance. If DNMr.
Roberts’s scheme proves to be a practical
one, and it is proved to be a solution of the
difficulty, I say it would be a fine thing for
the Government to buy his invention from
him. Let the Government pay him £20,000
or £30,000, and buy his scheme right out
and use it for the benefit of the whole State.
That would be a good proposition, a business
proposition, and it would be something for
the benefit- of the people of Queensland.
The hon. member for Drayton challenged
the House the other night to show where
any Labour Government had sold farmers
produce. It was mentioned here last night
by way of interjection, when the Home Sec-
retary was speaking, that the Government
of South Australia a short time ago had
dealt with the farmers produce in that
State and sold it for them. I will tell this
House what that Government did with re-
gard to the farmers’ produce. The Home
Secretary said that Mr. Peake was the domi-
nant figure in the Price Government of South
Australia at that time, but it was Mr. Price
himself who was the dominant figure, and
he would not allow anyone to interfere with
his fupctions as Premier. Anvone who
knew Mr. Price knows that. Mr. Price
told the farmers who lived between the
reilway stations to just throw their wheat
over the fence. The farmers did this, and

[Hr. Coyne.
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Mr. Price sent men to gather up the wheat
and load it and bring it to the railway
stations, and it was then taken to the capital
and stored and afterwards sent to any mar-
ket the farmer chose to name for sale.

Mr. Gravsox: That was only for cxport.

Mr. COYNE: Yes, it was for export trade,
but that makes no difference. The farmer
could sell in any market he liked. If he
vanted to send it oversca, he could do so.
The Scuth Australian Government also estab-
lished cold stores in Adelaide where the small
farmers who reared a few lambs could send
them, and those farmers received nob 50 per
cent. but 75 per cent. of the value of those
lambs according to current market rabes, if
they required the money, and then when the
products were sold the balance due %o rthe
farmers would be forwardsd to them. The
whole cost to the farmer out of that trans-
action was about 2 per cent. When will we
expect to get anything like that from the Go-
vernment we have got-in Queensland?
Never. Then with regard to the egg-preserv-
ing business which was osi:tbh%he(ﬁi‘ in_ Ade-
laide, - Mr. Price started that. The Home
Secretary in referring to that business sald
that there was a big loss on it. What
wonder that there was a big loss seeing that
we have had the Tories running the business
in South Australia for the last cighteen
months, and during thet time they did what
the Quecnsiand Tory Government did in
connection with the village settleme'nt. scheme,
and that was to kill it by administration.
The business was well started in South Aus-
tralia by Mr. Price, but what could we
cxpect in connection with an cgzg-preserving
business from a Government like they have
in power now?

The TREASURER: Would it not be wise to
tell us of some of the profits they made in
Weztern Australia ?

AMr. COYNE: The meat trust which we
have got in Queensland got a little footing
in Western Australia at one time, and they
charged prices for their meat that were
prohibitive, and in order to save the people
from the trust the Government of Western
Australia launched out and bought steamers
of their own and ran them for the purpose
of conveying cattle from other parts of that
State to the capital so that the people could
have cheap meat. There were one or two
mishaps at sea which caused ths venture to
show a loss, but the people of Western Aus-
tralia will be the gainers in the long run.
(Hear, hear!) I was referring to the chal-
lenge made by the hon. member for Drayton
to show where a Labour Goveinment had
sold the produce of the farmers. The Labour
CGovernment in South Ausiralia sold all the
farmers’ nroduce, They sold fowls, egegs,
wheat, lambs, and all the produce raised by
farmers in that State. They also made ad-
vances to the farmer if he was short of cash,
and all it cost the farmer in the long run
was a bare 2 per cent. In South Australia
they sell the farmers’ produce; in Queensland
they sell tho farmer. The hon. mesiber for
Port Curtis has been very fond of referring to
the rural workers’ log, but, as a matter of
fact, there is no Rural Workers’ Union nearer
to Queensland than Victoria. The statements
made by the hon. gentleman and others of
his party have caused the employees on the
farms to prick up their ears, and they are
beginning to wish for some of the things
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aentioned by the hon. gentleman in connee-
#ion with that log, so that if a Rural
Workers’ Union is brought about in Queens-
land then no one but the hon. gentleman him-
.self will be responsible for it. Hven if there
is a rural workers’ log in existence, what does
it amount to? There is a demand made by
the rural workers of Victoria, The demand
will be heard when the case comes before the
Arbitration Court. When that court hears the
evidence given by both sides, it will give its
decision, just in the same way that it gives
its decision in the case of any other industry
where men are employed, and if it is found
that the indusiry cannot bear the cost of the
wages fixed by the court, then we ought to
do as hon. members on the opposite side
have frequently advocated, and that is wipe
it out altogether.

Mr. Grayson: The farmer cannot pass it
-on.

Mr. COYNE: I will refer the hon. member
for Cunningham to something else besides
the rural workers’ demands which cripple
the farmer and which have been strictly
hidden by the Tories in Quesnsland. (Hear,
hear!}) The hon. member for Brisbane refer-
red the other night to the fact that we have
a wheat ring in Australia, and the Royal
Commission in South Australia some time
ago found that the farmers of South Awus-
tralia were robbed in one year of £167,000
by that wheat ring. The market price of
wheat was well known to everybody, but the
wheat ring of South Australia, by the simple
process of giving 2d. per bushel less for
wheat than the market price, robbed the
farmers of £167,000 in that one year.

Mr. KirRwaN: And not one word about it.

Mr. COYNE: Not one solitary word about
it by the Tories in Queensland. Then, again,
the Tories of Quecnsland must have known
that that same commission made inquiries
into the reason why the farmers of South
Australia, notwithstanding they were getting
all this assistance from ths Price Govern-
ment—all the assistance that the Government
could possibly give them—were making no
headway, that they were just as much bchind
at the end of the vear as when they started.
That Royal Commission was appointed, com-
prising” members of every shade of poli-
tics in South Australia, and they found that
the cost of the stripper harvesters to the
manufacturers, after making all allowances
for manufacture, depreciation, etc., and allow-
ing a 10 per cent. profit on the outlav, was
such that the manufacturer could zell them
at £50 to the farmers. What happened? Fle
sold them at from £75 to £80 each to the
farmers. Of course I am not speaking of the
farmers of South Australia only, but of the
farmers of the whole of Australia. In that
one year, 1911, there weve 8,700 of these har-
vesters #old. That meant, according to the
findings of the Roval Commission. that the
farniers of Australia were robbed of £217,000
in the ope year on that one item of stripper-
harvesters. Then, in the maiter of soed drills.
There wers 17.000 seed drills =cld in that
same year. The Royal Commission also
found, after making all the allowances I
spoke of in connection with the .stripner-
harvesters, that they could be sold at £22 to
the farmers, after allowing for a profit of
10 per cent.; still they were sold at £36 to
the farmer. That meant that the farmers of
Australia were plundered in that one year
of £426,000—a sum of money, in the case of

[25 JUNE.]
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the stripper-harvesters and seed drills, th@.t
would have enabled the farmers of Australia
to establish works of their own to manufac-
ture all the seed drills and stripper-harvesters
that they require; and here we have the so-
called friends of the farmer sitting on the
other side of the House and not one word
against the robbery by these trusts. As a
matter of fact, they have the effrontery to
stand up and say they do not know of any
trust in Australia.

Mr. THEODORE: They ave the agenis of the
trusts.

Mr. COYNE: That is how the farmer is
being robbed by the trusts in Australia. No
doubt, Mr. Speaker, you have noticed by the
Press that some two years ago there was
a parlismentary farmers’ party estzblished
in Queensland, and only guite recently they
got an oflicial Press organ of their own, the
Brishane * Daily Mail,” and on the day of
the opening of this present session of Par-
liament, the “ Daily Mail 7’ urged this party
to do something. Amongst other things 1t
said, in its leading article—

“This is not a time for promises or
for hedging, but a period demanding
firmness and decision.”

Then again—

“ What are the Assembly representa-
tives of the primary producers going to
do ¥”’

Tcho answers
HAYS— L

““ The opinion that the public will form
of the country party will depend largely
upon the distinctness with which it re-
veals itself in the Assembly and the firm-
ness with which it defines its position.”

Hes the position been defined? I do not
think so. If it has, I have not seen it. But
new let us come right down to bedrock.
Thi: party on the other side of the House
alwsys elaims to be the friends of the farmers.
Ts it a fact that they are the friends of the
farmers?
Oppos1TION MEMBERS: No !

Mr. COYNE: If it is a fact, why was it
necessary to create a farmers’ party within
that party?

OrrosiTioN MEevprrs: Hear, hear!

Mr. May: That is good logic.

Mr. COYNE: If they were the friends of
the farmers, surely the farmers’ represenia-
tives in this Houss would not sever them-
selver from the party in the slightest degree
in order to form another party to defend
their interests in this House.

OppositioN Mevsors: Hear, hear!

Mr. COYNE: At any rate, it is a fact
that we heve ncw, according to the official
organ of that party, a farmers’ party in
the Housa,

Mr. Hunter: Certainly one outside.

Mr. COYNE: That party has been in this
House since the opening of the scssion, and
oven its own official organ cxpected to hear
a, declaration from that party as to what
they intended to do, and if they do not
inténd to do anything they might as well
throw off the guise they are working under
at the present time, and not hoodwink the
farmers, because the farmers are going to
demand something. I know from my
travels amongst the farming districts of

Mr. Coyne.]

what® Then further on it
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Queensland during the recent Federal cam-
paign that the farmers are going to demsnd
something, and they are opening their eyes
to the fact that their iriends are on this
side. I might tell you also that ths very
thing this party has been asking for the
farmers for the last twenty vears has now

been accomplished. It is about twen
ago that this party asked the f:
combine for their own proteciion :
their own interests, but owing to the influ-
ence of the lying Tory Press at that day the
farmers were told not to believe a word that
came from this side of the House. At any
rate, it is a consolation t0 members of this
party to know that their efforts, after twenty
years, are now bearing fruit, and that the
farmers ave now opening their eyes as to
who their true friends are. Whut do hon.
meinbers on the other side of the House pro-
pose to do for the farmers this session ?
They are simply redeeming the promise
made last year in connection with the sugar
industry, and with regard to pure seeds.
The farmers have been asking for that for
years. That is the sum total of what they
are going to do, and evidently that satisfies
the membvrs who ropresent the farmers’
party in this House. If it does, 21i I can
sey 1s that they are very easily ratisfied
indeed. My opinion is that the silence and
inactivity of the farmers’ party in this
House will be the finest thing that ever
happencd the farmers outside the Houso,
because the farmers outside the House will
now recognise—they recognise that they have
already becen hoodwinked long enough, and
they thought they had a chance of emanci-
pation when they established their own
party, but now they 1 ses that ther are
being hoodwinked again, =nd I chsllengs
any member on the other side of the House
to show anything half as good as what we
had read out by our leader a few days ago
—what this party would do for the farmers
if they got tho opportunity, and I helieve
they will got that opportunity very shortly.

Mr. Gravsoy: He did not read out the
land tax.

Mr. (OYNE: The land tsx has been ex-
plained to the iarmers on every platform in
the coumry, and not one word of protest
has besn raised in the country. Thke hon.
mer for Gregory and myself, at a meet-
ing in a big farming district, explpined the
land tux, and the farmers told us that they
had never had it explained before—it was
wrengly explained, as the “ Courier’ ex-
plained socialism. Last vear, owing to the
fact that the duily Pu at that time had
still control of the opinions of the farmers
of Queensland, this party did not come back
after that election as strong as they other-
wise would have, but now the farmers in
Queensland realise that they have been hoodZ
winked: that they have been misled by the
party opposite—by the Tories and by theiy
Press—and ryou wan! any proof of the
truth of my statement I would refcr vow
to the result of the resent Federsl election.
Look at the farming districts that doubled
their vote on the Darling Downs. and.
might say. a parb of the present Darling
Downs Federal electorate is far more con.
servative than the portion taken away. I

s a great advancement—I100 per cent.
advancement on the Darling Downs. The
same can be said of the Lilley. Then look

at the Oxley, look at Wide Bav, look at
Moreton, ook at the Herbert—all over the
place. All round Queensland, and especially
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in the farming districts, you will find that
the Labour party have increased their
posrition by from 60 to 100 per cent. Well,
that is very gratifying to those who have
been doing their best for the farmers, and
in spite of all the snears of the farmers who
have been mislad by the Tories and their
Press, it is gratifying to know that they
have some iriends in this Houss and that
they aro not on the opposite benches, so
thet whilst you may have gulled them at
¢lection time in the past you are not going
to do it again.
Mr. Hopge: We would not attempt it.

Mr. COYXE: I hops you will not.
Mr. Gurias: You arve in the last ditch
.CW.

Mr. Rvan: The party has sold them.

Mr. COYNE: No; I think the members
have sold themiselves. At auy rate, I think
that the reason why the farmers were misled
30 much at the last State clection was be-
cause of the lies that were circulated in
ceunectinn with the late Brisbane strike,
and the Troassurer, the othor evening, could
not refrain from referring to it. The Trea-
surer i3, no doub!, like his chisf, the Pre-
mier, a friend of the lawbreakers. That
is no doubt one of the reasons why he took
up -the attitude he did in conncection with
the late Brishane strike, and his well-
krown abiding hatrsd of genuine unionism
was another csuss. When the strike was
on, the farmers were told that the men
who were out on strike were to blame
for the whole of it; but sines then the
ccurts of our countrry have said that the
men were not to blame, that they were
innocent, snd that the Brisbano Tramways
Company were the guilty party. Buf, in
spite of that verdict—the only verdict that
we have had up to the present time—we
find the urer getting up on Thursday
even nd stating the same untruth
that was stotnd duri the last BState elec-
tigns, and no doubt ! be repeatad again
to those who are likely to read and
study the matter snd would not know any
better. Now, the alleged upholders of law and
order szarely should say that the men are
innceent and the Brisbane Tramways Com-
pany are guilty; that they have been proved
so up to the hilt in the courts, and we shall
et solster therm: un any lo r. Insiead of
5, we find the hon. membsr for Port

ting up in his place the other

Cu

night ing, “Be kind, be generous,
be benevolent wmne Lramways
Company.”” Thevy have bszen so generous to
them  already that if they did anything
more their cap of generosity would run
over. They eould not do any more.

My, HuxHaw: Hirhfeen per cent. divi-

dend per annum.
Harpicpn: Wait until we see the
Tramways Bill .

r. COYNE: The courts have proved
who was wrong in that case; they have
said that the Tramways Company were to
blame; and yet e have the Treasurer
getting up in this House the other night and
saying that the workers said on one occasion,
“We will tie up vour butter; we will not
It it be exported ” Who said that? Why,
the guilty person, the Tramways Company.

Ay,

Why does not the Treasurer be honest?
Why will not these peopls be honest in
their statements to this House? Do they
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think they can fool the people any longer?
tf you want to know what the people think
of the slandering statewents that were
circulated about that matter, look at the
vote at the lsst Federal election in the
Brisbane and Oxley seats. I believe that
when tho curtain was pulled aside and the
people saw the true facts as a result of
syeeches by wmembers of this party and
who speke on the guestion—I believe
that that was the cuuse of the vots they
got in the Darling Downs, in Lilley, and
Moreton.

The Trzasvrer: When you engineer
another strike, will you tell the farmers to
get permits to handle their goods?

My, COYNE: That is the tripe; that is
the trash that we get in connection with
a serious subject; that is the trash that we
get ladled ocut to the unthinking persons
in the country. But no, they wiil not be
scld any longer. These old platitudes will
not be any good any longer. The Treasurer
also said that they were told to go home
and let their produce perish. Whe told
them that? The guilty person again—the
Brisbsne Tramways Company—the person
the court proved to be the ofiender in this
case, Will the hon. member for Enoggera
deny that? No, he cannot.

Mr. Trotrr: I reckon vyou
guiltiest of the lot.

Mr. COYNE: I throw back that untruth
in the hon. member’s teeth.

Mr. G. P. Barngs: Instead of going out
ot strike, why did you not wait for the
verdict of the court?

Mr. COYNE: The logic of that argu-
ment amounts to this: that if a man comes
up to me with a razor or a knite or some
sharp instrument, and tries to cut my
throat, and starts hacking awuay, I am not
to do anything till he has finished me, then
enter my protest, and he will be hanged for
it. (Laughter.) See the logic of the argu-
ment! Here we have large numbers of men
thrown out of work for no reason at all,
with ths object of showing what e VYan-
kee—a non-British person—can do in the
matter of breaking up genuine unions
that were formed and carried on under
the laws of our country—the gentleman
who would not allow the Union Jack to
fly at the conipletion of the chimney at

were the

the power-house unless the Stars and
Stripes flew over it. That is the sort
of persen these bogus, or  so-called,

lexalists on the other side bolster up so
much. He was going to show what he
could do in the way of bursting up genuine
unions, formed under the laws of the coun-
try, and the men thought they might just
as well die fighting as die by degrees, as
they were doing. Men, for no reason at all,
were being thrown out from their jobs—
ousted fro:n them-—and had to do the best
they could for themselves outside; but what
did this Tramways Company care for them?
I do not bear any animus towards Mr.
Badger; not onc tittle.
Mr. Huxuaym: No personal animus.

Mr. COYNE: None at all; I would shake
hands with him, if he were so inclined, just
as much as I would shake hands with any-
one else. There are narrow-minded persons
on that side of the House who will not be
able to understand that, but I tell them for
their own education. It is but jusbice to the
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claims of the men, proved fo be correct
afterwards, that anybody who gets up in this
House should try to justify the actions of
the guilty person in this matter before he
condemns ihe men who are proven to be
innocent. No, they never make any attempt
to do so. All you get is ‘¢ permif ’—some-
thing about a permit. That is their logic of
the whole thir We hcard a great deal
lately, and cspecizlly during the late Federal
campaign, about the Labour party being
inclined to give spoils to the victors. The
cry was ‘‘ Spoils to the victors,” but the
only thing I could think of it was that they
hiad beeu too modest altogether—out of all
proportion too modest. I do not suppose
that out of the nominees, the persons who
were put into positions by the Federal Go-
vernment, there were & per cent. who were
of known Labour tendencies. The oniy one
we know of, at any rate, that had pronounced
Tabour views was Mr. Ryland. It was a
very small percentage indeed, and still there
was this ery of ©“ Spoils to the victor.” When
did anybody hear of the Denham Government
appointing a Labouriie fo any responsible
position ?

Mr. Rvan: Hear, hear!

Mr. COYNE: Never! And I venture to
say that, from the dignity of their actions,
and the honoursble, manly, upright, and
able way in which the Fisher Government
have condsacted the affairs of this country for
the thres years of thelr reign, they have
shown that st least Labourites can do as
well as the other fellow. But you never hear
of the appointment of a Labour man to any
responsible nosition.

Mr. Hopee: When did ever Fisher appoint
a Denhamite to a position?

Mr. COYNE: What about George Reid?
What about Dr. Gilruth, of the Northern
Territory.

Mr. Hopge: Denham had nothing to do
with that—you are speaking about the Den:
ham Government.

Mr. COYNE: No, I never could accu”
My. Denham of doing a big thing like th*"

Mr. Hoper: You ars speaking abest the
Denham Government. i bout

Mr. COYNE: No; I am spesXl8 a{(ou
the Fishor Government also. 1 wanbto dn%W
if the hon. member for Neanango W?Illcl owﬁ
kind enough to tell me of on? well-kn o
Tabourite who was ever pub mto afrespr >
sible or high position, independent o Pabeii":
although he might have had the very o
ability in the world, by she Governmen %
Queonsiand? Do we ever hear Of,}f‘ny 1Is
our candidates who are defeated at t}(Tz Pge?
being appointed to the Upper IIOUSe:
Not one; never, under any cucums'tance?. )

Mr. Hones: What about Mr. Tincheliffe ?

Mr. COYNE: Mr. Hinchcliffe was 2D
pointed at a time when the Tory party dl‘%
not hold sway in Queensland—when some O
the best mecasures that were ever put ullc})llé
the statute-book were passed—that was °
time when Hincheliffe was sent to the(Uppe
House.

Mr. Vowres:
instated ? )
Mr. Huxman: That is a single case. i

Mr. COYNE: Roinhold reinstated ! Wl\]f&y,,
his ability as a teacher wou'd have goﬁA g:
Reinhold a position in any part of {3& -
tralia; and any Government which, on

Mr. Coyne.)

Was not Mr. Reinhold re-
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strength of political bias, refused to rein-
state Mr. Reinhold would be guilty of a
national crime.

Mr. Vowims: You asked for a case in
point—that is one.

Mr. COYNE: I am very glad to know
from the papers, although we do not see
or hear anything of it here, tha: there is
going to be an amendment of the Liquor
Act. I trust that that Bill will be brought
along, because with other hon. members who
have spoken on this side, I regard it as
one of the most ridiculous things that has
ever been placed on the statute-book of any
country; and if I can assist in improving
that Act when the smending Bill is brought
down I shall be very pleased to do it.

Mr. Hoper: There was an opportunity
-of doing it when it was brought down before.

Mr. COYNE: I was not given an oppor-
tunity, but if the Bill is brought forward
I will do the best I can to make the Act a
better measure. I am not going to take up
any more time, and as I think my time has
nearly expired, I will give somcbody else
& chance.

Mr. CAINE (Bowen): In supporting the
motion for the adoption of the Address in
Reply, I would first like to congratulate the
mover and seconder on the excellent way in
which they have performed their task, par-
ticularly for the practical common-sense
matters which they brought forward in their
respective speeches. The Government are to

commended on their programme and
proposals as contained in His Excellency’s
Speech. The country is to be congratulated,
as the Speech informs us, on the excellent
seasons we are ncw being f{avoured with,
and in particular on the good fortune which
has recently come to the Darling Downs,
which for so long a time previously was
threatened with a series drought when the
rest of the country had been so highly fav-
oured. I netice a reference in the Speech to
the commission appointed to inquire into the
meat industry, and I trust that at no dis-
*ant date public abattoirs will be established,
so- that we may get into line with the
other leading centres of Australia. We have
in this and in come other matters been dis-
tinctly behind the times, and I trust that
we shall in that direction make up for what
I regard as lost time. A goed deal has
been said with regard to the tramways, and
there is a reference in the Sowvech to the
matber of extensions of the lines. These are
important in the interests of the community.
I trust that legislative enactments wil be
antrodured which will, while these exten-
sions are made, safegusrd the public in-
terests when ultimately taking over the lines,
should it at any time appear desirable. I
noticed one maiter on which the members
of the Opposition have commentsd strongly
—#nd that I take to be a serious omis-
sion from the Speech—a referenze to the
fact that Mr. Badger, or the Tramways
Company, ara not prepared to carry the
““ Btandard ” newspaper. I hear there is
some trouble of that sort, and we have a
surrestion practically from the other side
that a matter of this nature should have
found its way into this all-important Speech.

Mr. CovsE: Who said that?

Mr. CAINE: T take it that that is practi-
cally the substance of the remarks of hon.
members opposite.  (Opposition laughter.)
I have listened with some interest to the
remarks of the hon. member who has just
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sat down, and it appears to me that he is
endeavouring to rake up the matter of the
great strike last year, which I thought had
gone to rest at lass, and I think it is time
that it should. If the hon. member wants
to know what is the result of that strike so
far as its influsnce on the elections is com-
cerned, I would refer him to the remarks of
Mr. Bamiord, who has been lately returned
for the Herbert in the Federal Parliament.
That gentleman has publicly siated that the
resuls of the tramways strike was that the
Liberal party gained ground considerably.

Mr. Coyng: Of course, it did; that is what
I say.

Mr. CAINE: We are told to-day that the
effect of that strike is that we have suffered
in the recent elections, but it is nothing of
the kind.  In referring to that strike I notice
that the hon. member for Warrego, in sup-
porting his contention, took an instance that
was not in any way parallel—of someone
holding & knife to his throat. The trouble
which existed in that case was not one that
required immediate correction. There was
no urgency in the matter, and therefore
there was no justification whatever for a
step being taken by a party which was
absolutely at variance with the programme
of that party, which programme supported
the reference +to arbitration courts of
matters in dispute.

Mr. Coyne: Why, the thing is not settled

ot.

7 Mr. CAINE: That, I take it, is clearly
the wosition, and therefore there cannot in
any way be any justification for the action
that was taken, and I hope that the matter
will be laid to vest. I am mnot anxious as
far as this party is concerned; but the party
opposite took such misplaced and wrong
action in connection with that strike, that,
out of respect for them, I should like to
sce their attitude in that case laid to rest
with the whole subjest. T notice a reference
to the subject of cducation, and we must
irdeed be very glad to find that the work
of cducating our children in the high schools
is proceeding satisfactorily. An excellent
move has been made in that direction; and
I should very much like to see, at noc distans
date, a training school established. From
the remarks in the Speech, it would appear
that cven if we are not going to huve that
brought about, we are, at any rate, going
te. have steps taken which will enable us
to have teachers better trained for their
work than they are st present. I noticed a
remark which fall from an hon. member
on the other side with regard to cducation,
and I thought there was a good deal in it—
that in schools in the conntry, particularly
the unsettled portions of the country—I am
not casting any slur on the department—we
often find that teachers have charge of these
schools without any opportunity of being
themselves trained, and are quite incapable
of imparting the knowledge they have. It
soems to me that it would ke better if
more of these teachers were located in the
bigger centres, where they would have an
opportunity of being tusught by competent
teachers, and that there should be in the
ceuntry a greater proportion of teachers
who have some knowledge themselves of
the art of teaching others. I sve also a
reference in the Speech to the important
matter of mineral oil, and I hope that the
result of the investigations by experts which
are to take place in this direction will be
sutisfactory. Nobody can deny that it is
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important that we should discover mineral
oil. TIts uses are so apparent that one does
not need to refer to them. This subject
reminds me of the railway to Mount Mulli-
gan. I trust that plenty of coal will be
obtained from the mine at Mount Mulligan
of excellent quality, and that the construe-
tion of the railway will prove highly bene-
ficial to the Railway Department and to the
country generally.
Mr. Guues: Make it a State mine.

Mr. CAINE: I do not think so. We want
moderation in everything, and I do not want
to see everything taken up as a nationalised
industry. 1 do not want everv private
concern to be handed over to the control
ot the Btate. I feel it is necessary—just
a¢ other members do—to refer to matters
of local intarest. We often hear refercnces
to “the parish pump,” but I submit we
have every right to refer to matters affect-
g our own constituencies, so long as what
we ask is not at variance with the public
interssts. I take it, it is a duty we owe
to cur constituents and to the State to do
so. If we do not take an interest in the
progress of our own constituencies, .un-
doubtedly the State will not be likely to
progress. We also have a coalfield in the
Bowen clectorate. At the present time that
field is being prospected with a view to
cevelopment, and so far as the quality of
the eoal and the apparent exteat of the
seam 18 concerned, the prospecting has
proved highly satisfactory. We have been
assistrd by the Government by a subsidy,
and I look forward to further assistance
being provided on this year's Estimates.
If we can prove the existence of really good
coal, are sufficiently close to railway
commumcation to make the coal of distinet
nse to North Queensland. I firmly believe
that the results will be satisfactory, and,
if they are, we shall be justified in looking
te the Government for assiciance in the
way of providing us with railway communi-
cation.  Reference is made in the Speach
to the prickly pear, which is undoubtedly
a nptional calamity. There is no need for
ne fo refer to it, as other hon. members
know so much msre of it, to their sorrow,
than I do. We cannot pessibly do too
rwuch in atbempting to cope with the post,
and I was versy pleased to hear the high
compliments which have been paid to the
hon. member for Toowong for the excellent
work he did in introducing a Bill to deal
ith the r I amn pleased to know that
that messurs is bearing fruit, and I trust
that we shall find others coming along and
waoirking on the same lines.

Mr. Covne: I hope vou are not referring
to prickly-pear fruit.

Mr. CAINE: We so often find, when a
good honest atterapt is made by the Govern-
ment to safeguard the country from a
calamity, that their efforts are received
with sneers from the other side: but I do
not_suppose that will lead the Government
tc hesitate in taking any step which they
believe is for the country’s benefit. With
regard to the Lands Department, I quite
alise that the heads of the department
sre working excellently, and they are to be
commended ; but it seems to me that we do
not do as much as we sheuld, and as much
as other countries, like Canada, are doing
to encourage people to come here and settle
on our lands. It may be that we are handi-
capped in some way ; ‘but I would certainly

-
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like to see more done than we are doing.
I would like to see more free homesteads
and more land opened as homesteads. It
scems to me that too great a proportion of
our agricultural lands are opened to selec-
tion as agricultural farms with the object
of collecting revenue; and it would be
better to colluet less rovenue and encourage
desirable men to settle on the land. By
offering land as homestcads, men would
have less to pay, but we would be far more
likely to promote settlement, and there would
also be the advantage of insisting on
their going on the land for a fixed period.
As an hon. member on the other side said,
tiiere appcars to be a great deal too much
delay in opening land for selection. I can-
not put my finger on the exact cause of the
trouble, but the trouble exists. I cannot
see cxactly how it is to be remedied; bus
I would like to sce it remedied. I fesl that
more can be done in the way of secing that
selections are opened more readily for the
public, and in larger numbers. If ths diffi-
culty is that there are not enough sur-
veyors, that is o difficulty that time will
mend, as I understand a number of sur-
veyors are now being trained.

.&\Er. Rvax: A lot of surveyors are now
idle.

Mr. CAINE : There are one or two things
not referred to in the Speech which strike
me forcibly. One is the matter of water
conservation. I have heard hon. members
on the other side commenting adversely on
the working of the Rights in Water and
Water Conservation and Utilization Act. If
there is anything in what they say, I am
sorry to hear it. I must say that it is an
excellent measure in one respect, in that it
provides in Part III. for the constitution of
water areas. In my own electorate, at
Inikerman, on the south side of the Bur-
dekin River, we have a district which is

eminently suitable for carrying out an
irrigation scheme, and there 1s a large
area of excellent Jand there which has

been selected from the Crown at a high
price—to my mind at too high a price.
That is & very suitable place for the con-
stitution of a water area, so far as levels and
grades are concernad, provided the Govern-
ment are prepared to render assistance in
the shane of funds. An application in that
direction has been made to the Government,
and it has not been turned down. On the
contrary, the Government are assisting very
materially. A sum of £150 is being spent
in obtaining a full report. A preliminary
report was highly satiefactory, and I feel
satisfied that the fuller report will also be
satisfactory, and I hope the Government
will assist us. Mr. Drysdale is erecting a
large mill on the south side of the Burdekin
at very considerable expense. The mill is
woll situated so far as regards the lands
which are suitable for irrigation are con-
cerned, but it is not to be expected thst
private enterprise will provide the funds
that are required to enable the men on
tha land there to get irrigation wlants.
Without an irrigation plant they cannot get
out of the land what is in the land, and, as
poor men are not in a position to find the
money required for that purpose, it is abso-
lutely necessary that they should have assis-
tance in that direction. I hope that when
a definite application is made to the Go-
vernment in this matter, they will make a
good step forward in the way of providing
the necessary funds and taking what will be

Mr. Cawne.]
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perhaps the first step of any magnitude in
establishing a water area and providing the
necessary funds to secure irmigation plant
under the provisions of the Rights in Waser
and Wat=r Conservation and Utilization Act.
With regard to railways, it is quite evidens
that good progress is being made with their
construction. I should like to see the same
rate of progress continued. I am nob one
of those who would like to see the Govern-
ment go ahead this year and then siow down
next year. Their policy is to continue rail-
way construction at an average rate, and I
think shat is a good policy. It will be a
good thing for the State to continue the
present rate of construction. I wus rather
surprised to hear the hon. member for Towns-
ville make a remark to the effect that we
should slow down this work. We do not
want to slow it down; we want to keep it
up. While on this subject, I wish to refer
to the railway from the Proserpine to
Mackay, which is part of the North Coast
Railway., I understand that before long
steps will be taken to have the bridge over
the Pioneer River on the way fromn Mackay
to Proserpine constructed, und I hope that
steps will be taken at no distant date to
start the railway at the Proserpine end, so
that when the bridge is completed the line
will be completed. I would suggest that
work should be commenced at the Proserpine
end when the bridge across the Burdekin
River is completed—that is to say, when the
railway from Bowen to Ayr is completed,
which will probably be in August next. Of
course, there are a number of other lines
which have been dealt with recently, and
which require to be constructed, and I hope
those lines will be proceeded with in due
course. The hon. member for Drayton, when
speaking the other day, made reference in
rather a derogatory fashion to the consirue-
tion of a railway bridge over the Brisbane
River, as in his opinion it was not in the
interest of the man on the land. I should
say that the construction of that bridge would
be in the interest of many men on the land,
and I firmly believe that it is 'a work which
should be undertaken at no distant date.
It is not a matter simply of local interest;
it is a matter of interest to the State, and
our railway system will be incomplete until
we have that bridge built. At the same time,
T realise that many other matters must be
attended to before that work can be carried
out, so that it cannot be commenced im-
mediately. I have heard several members
refer to the long-talked-of via recta railway,
a matter which is entirely outside local in-
terest. The construction of that line will
bring a certain amouni of increased traffic to
the State, as it will enable us to reach New
South Wales by a shorter distance. I was
plezsed to hear from the Premier that the
construstion of this line will be considered
by the Government at an carly date.

Mr. Firwan: He has been considering it
for years.

My, CAINT: The Premier led uas to ke-
lieve thet action will be taken in the mailer
action

ard I frmly believe that prompi
i ; ]
will o taken hy the Government. Another
i V= MIOUIe,
matter I should like to refer to in this

connaction is that of extending our rail-
way systam along the coast to connect
with the New South Wales railway a$
Murwillumbah, or whatever other point
may be decided upon. I hope that as soon
as the New South Wales Government are
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prepared to do their share in this work, our
Government will be ready to do their share
also, as the work is one of the utmost im-
portance. Referring again to the proposed
railway bridge over the Brishaune River, I
would remind hon. meribers that twenty
years ego this year we had very serious
floods in the Brisbane River. We know per-
festly well that we are going to hsve similar
floods, or one nearly as bad again; that
niast come, and no proper atbemps has becn
made during the vast twenty years to imini-
mise sufliciantly the effects of floods caused
by heavy rains. What has been done in the
way of cutting off pcints in rome reaches
of the river may minimise the cffects of
floods to some extent, but that is not sufii-
cient to guard against the great losses which
fioods entail. The direct losse: from floods
the depreciation of the value of property
and loss of businecss—are so great that they
would be sufficient to carry out any work
in the way of constructing a canal or other
expedient fo carry off the flood waters. Ex-
pert opinion was obtained soon after the
last flood, buf, unfortunately, that opinion
was not acted upon.

Mr. Rvan: Would you go on with that
work iminediately ?

Mr. CAINE: No, I am not suggesting that
it should be gone on with immediately. I
am referring o work which should be done
in the future. There is no use shutting
our eyes to the fact that one of these days
the same trouble will come along, and
will entail immense loss on the community,
if we do not carry out works which will
properly minimise the devastating effect
of such visitations. I notice that among
the Bills promised are a Stock and Produce
Agents Bill and a Pure Seeds Bill. I am
sure that those are measures in the interest
of the man on the land, and I hope they
will be in every way satisfactory as far as
the purposes for which they are introduced
is concerned.

Mr. GiLries: You are a socialist,

Mr. CAINE: I am not a socialist, ezcept
in this sense—that 1 believe in the State
controlling things in moderation. I always
believe in taking a dose of medicine when
it is good for me to do so, but I do not be-
lieve 1n living on medicine, as members on
the other side of the House do. We should
get very thin if we lived on medicine. The
rresont Government of Queensland are quite
ahle to provide a change of diet, and I think
theyuare doing that in the very wholesome mea-
sures they bring forward from tims to time.
The Indastrial Peace Bill is a very whole-
some measure, and one that has done a great
deal of good. When members opposite tell
8 that the Governor’s Speech is devoid of
maihes of great concern, they pay a very
high comnliment {o that important measure,
shish in last year’s programme of the Go-
vernmesn} stood head and shoulders above
everything else. So far as we can sce, it is
doing the gocd work we hoped and believed
it would asccomplish. Now, coming to the
#igar quostion, a good deal has been said
ouf this matter, and the Government are
;sed of being responsible for the serious
delay that took place last year for not pro--
ceeding with certain measures
just at the time that the session

ad practically closed. I am
satisfied that the Hon. the Premier’s ex--
planation was perfectly clear and satisfac-

&
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tory—that it was too laie to do anything at
that time. But what is the position? We
were offered one thing, and one thing only,
and that was that for 1913 the excise and
bounty would be abolished. If, as we might
reasonably expesct—seeing that the Federal
Labour Governinent had plenty of money
in hand—that Governmens had becn pre-
pared to treat us with libsrality in respect
to the years 1912 and 1811, then there might
have besn something in the matter of taking
acticn quickly at the close of last year. 1
consider that the Government is going to do
all that need be done in the matter by
passing these Fills, now that they are assured
that there is to be an equalisation of the
excize and bounty this year.

Mr, Grooizs: Tt is sbolished.

Mr., CAINE: I believe I referred to the
fact that it was abolished in my opening re-
marks on this subject, and when I said i%
was equalised 1t was merely a slip of the
tongue, for which I hope I may be pardoned.
The hon. gentieman who interjected often
makes a slip of the tongue when he is speak-
ing—at any rate, we will give him credit for
the fach that it 1s only a slip of the tongue.
{Laughter.) Coming to the question of sugar
cultivation, this matter is being dealt with,
and I will not refer to it further. I am very
pleased to see that the Government are, at
very considerable inconvenience and cost to
the couniry, carrying out their part of the
contract which they made with the Federal
‘Government, and they are doing all that they
can to sce that the sugar-growers will get a
fair chance to make a living. Touching con
the matter of the Sugar Growers Bill,
quite agree with some hon. members that the
time has come when we will have to provide
cane price boards; bubt I realise the difd-
culty. I think the time has arrived for the
establishment of such boards, and although
I do not think the trouble exists in many
centres, there are cases where it is neces-

sary to deal with the prices of cane.
There is one_ thing absolutely certain if
this is brought abouf, and that is that

such a boerd cannot deal with the prices
for a particular district, but only with the
prices for a particular mill. If it were pro-
posed to have a board to fix the price of
cane for a whole district, I should be against
it at once. That would bring about the
levelling up and levelling down process,
which would not be satisfactory at all. It
would mean that certain mills which could
not afford it would have to pay a bigger
price for their cene, and the result would be
that the smali——perhaps ill-equipped—mill
would have to close down. It would also mean
that the prices paid by larger mills. which
could afford to pay more, would be brought
down, and that would not be in the interests
of tha canegrower. T believe the time has
come for such legislation, although it will
not be nired in many instances. I cer-
tainly believe that the best way to deal with
this question is by separate and distinct legis-
lation. The Government have entersd into
arrangenients with the Faderal Government
to pas¢ certain legislation, and I am glad
that they are introducing that legislation
separately. Reference has been made to the
propozed erection of the Babinda and
other mills, and I am glad that the Govern-
ment are seeing their way to go on with the
mill at Babinda, and the mills that they
believe are required.
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Mr. Quums: They have gone back on
Darrigi.

Mr. CAINE: With regard to Darrigi,
what is the use of crecting a mill that can
only deal with a small quantity of cane? If
there is no busimess in it, what is the use of
erscting a mill at Darrigi? The owner
of a private mill would be able to pay a
better price than a central mill of this kind.

My, Ginniss: It dees not work cut that
way.

Mr. CAINE: I am speaking of my own
district, where the Picneer Alill is able to
psy a higher price for cane and make a
bigger profit. That is the same as a man
having & larger shon with a bigger iurn-
over being able to sell cheaper and make a
bigger profit. In the case of the mill they
give a bigger price for the cane and make
a bigger profit than ths central mill, which
does mnot freat so murh cane. I am
glad to see that that mill is to be erected,
and I sure that all along the Govern-
m been us keen as anyone else with
regard to the ereciion of these mills. It is
no use erecting a mill if the result is to be
agaiust the growers and not at all to their
interests to do so. We know that in some
cases if a mill were erected ruin would stare
the growers in the fauce. We know that if no
steps to erect those mills had been taken, it
would have been necessary, in some cases, to
have pald compensation. It would be far
better to pay «dircet compensation than to
allow the growers to go uhead and give
them a mill which would keep them back
for years to come. With regard to the
Jarvisfield Mill, I am pleased to commend
the Government for the action they have

. taken, to wassist the growers in the Bur-

dekin district to the extent of agreeing to
help ihem with two-thirds of the money re-
quired for the erection of a mill on the north
side of the Burdekin River. I am not saying
this because it is in my electorate, bus that
wonderful delta country in the Lower Burde-
kin district produces probably the finest
sugar-cane in Queensland. We have excel-
lent land there, and if you want water
all you have to do is to turn on the tap.
With the facilities for irrigation, I say that
men who can find the irrigation plants soon
get a return for the cost in the increased
amount of their cane crop. I cannot too
highly commend the Government for the
step they have taken in that direction.
There is plenty of room there for the two
new mills. Messis. Drysdale Brothers have
the mill on the south side of the river, and
there is sufficient room for this mill on
the north side. It will certainly ensure
the progress of the district. There is plenty
of scope for more cane to be grown there,
and with the new mill there will be ancther
market for the cane, which is ancther
good feature so far as the district is con-
cerned. (Hear, hear!) i
the sugar question, I have & word or two
to say about the Proserpine Mill and other
mills under the eontrol of the Government.
I commend the Government and the general
manager, Dr. Gibson, for the way these
mills are being conducted, but I would
point out that the posizion appears to be
unsatisfactory at the present time to tho
growers at Proserpine. This mill and the
other mills under the control of the Govern-
ment were foreclosed upon by the Govern-

ment about six years ago.
Mr. Caine.]
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Hon. R. PH1LP: Before that.
before that.

Mr. CAINE: They were foreclosed on
some years ago, and about five or six years
ago a definite programme was arranged by
which the mill was taken over absolutely by
the Government, and an arrangement was
made as to the terms upon which the
growers would be paid for their cans. These
terms are that the interest on the amount
due to the Government is to be paid, and
an a:dditional sum, bringing the total up to
£4.200 or £4,300, is to be paid as redemp-
tion. Then, if there is any surplus in the
way of profits, half of that amount goes to
the Government, and the remaining hal?
goes to the growers to be divided pro rata.

The TREASURER : Don’t forget that the half
that gees to the Government goes in liguida-
tion of their debt.

Mr. CAINE: Quite right, but the growc::
huave to look twenty or twenty-five years
ahead before the mill becomes their pro-
perty, and it does not at present enhance
the value of their property. That is to say,
their prope would be worth just as much
if the Government were o run the mill as a
Govarnment concern like the railways.

Hon. R. PriLr: What is the base price?

Mr. CAINKE: There is a base price fixed
each year. Lust year it was 13s. per ton.

Hon. R. Pamp: What did Drysdale pay?

Mr. CAINE: Mr. Drysdale paid last year
17s. 11d., the year before 18s. 11d., to the
growers who had signed his contracts, but
the other growers ouly got 13s. per ton.
Five or six years ago the position was
better than 1t is to-day, as, with the
increased wages, the sugar farmers have now
very little chance, and I contend tlat they
deserve every consideration, and, if possible,
they should get a higher price for their czne.
I would urge the Treasurer that on con-
sideration of the request that I believe will
be mede to him formally, there should be
fixed a definite amount to be repaid each
year, so that in a fixed number of years,
say twenty or ftwenty-five years, the full
amount owing will be paid off. If that were
done there will be this advantage: that the
sugar-growers will know that after that
amount is paid every sixpence will go to
the growers. It will have that advantage to
the growers, and iz will have this advantage
to the Treasury: that I believe it will induce
the growing of cane on a lsrger scale.

The TrEASURER: How will they inanage
when they make no profit at all?

Mr. CAINE: A year may come when they
will make no profit at all, but T firmly be-
lieve that in no year—that is, as far as the
returns to hand are concerned—has there
been no profit made. Last year was a bad
year, but we have no report of that year to
hand yet, but up till then there was no year
when the amount of redemption and interest
was not pald, and in addition there was a.
profit. T might state that, as a matter of
fact, the redemption has not been paid
recently to the extent that they would like
to have paid it. When the arrangement was
come to there was an amount of about £55,000
owing on the mill, and there were some
heavy arrears of interest, and those arrears
of interest to the extent of about £23,000 have
been wiped off, so that to all intents and
purposes it was like part of the capital. To
my mind, when the foreclosure took place,
there should have been a capitalisation of

[Mr. Caine.
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the interest, and that would really mean that
a little more than one-fourth of the debt
existing has been paid off. I hope that the
Treasurer will give serious consideration to
the proposition.

The TREASURER: I will recommend my
coileagues to allow you £10,000 if you take
over the mill.

Mr. CAINE: The Treasurer is making a
good proposition. I grant it is liberal, but
unfortunately money is not at all free these
times, and firmly believe if he said
£20,000 there would be the same difficulty.
If money were free, it would be a good
proposition and might be taken on.

The TrEaSURER: 1 told them that three
years ago.

Mr. CAINE: I am now speaking of the
present. What we want is that the growers
should get as much as possible for the cane
after paying to the Government such a
definite sum as will enable the full amount to
be paid off in a given number of years, and
that time to be from twenty to twenty-five
vears. Another Bill that has been referred
to in the Governor's Speech is the Elections
Bill. We certainly want to see that the
name of every man who has a right to vote
is on the roll, and nobody else’s name.
We want our rolls to be clean. here 1is
one suggestion that I would make. It might,
perhaps, mean an expenditure of an extra
sum, but to my mind it would assist in
keeping the rolls clean, aund that is that
instead of having an annual revision court
we should have a half-yearly court. I
believe that would assist very much in
purifying the rolls.

Mr. KIRwAN: Are you in favour of the
police wollecting the names?

Mr. CAINE: I am in favour of them
being collected. I cannot say which is
the best system; but certainly they should
be collected. They are being collected at
the present time, and I am mnot complaining
of that system. It may be that the establish-
ment of electoral rights would be a good
thing. It may be that compulsory enrolment
would be a good thing.

Mr. HuxuaM: And compulsory voting, too.

Mr. CAINE: ,These are matters that I
think would tend to make our ro'ls purer.
Then, of course, there is the question of see-
ing that a man votes as he wants to.
Surely it would be wise, in cases where the
surnames ave different. to do away with the
christian name on the ballot-papers? It
would be wise to have a uniform system of
voting at both Federal and State elections,
as the present system certainly helps to
bring about. greater difficulty to the
uninitiated, and even to those who are
initiated, and there is morc likelihood of
mistakes. Again, I think in our electoral
Act there is no provision for a spoilt ballot-
paper.

Hon. R. Pump: Oh, yes, there is.

Mr. WINSTANLEY: You are wrong there.

Mr. CAINE: I am glad to be corrected.
The next thing is to see that those entitled
to vote do vote, and that nobody else votes,
The suggestion of reintroducing the postal
vote with proper limitations is an excellent
one. To my mind, there was no justification
whatever for wiping ocut the postal vote.
There were cases of sickness, and people ab
a distance and the like, where that postal
vote should have remained. I know in my
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electorate a man wrote and told me that he
had ridden 45 to 50 miles each way to vote,
and he spoke of his friends who had not
cared to take on that arduouns task. There
is no doubt that in cases of sickness and the
like, a postal vote should be provided for.
Then again, there is the question of com-
pulsory voting where contingent votes are
allowed. In the Act at present it is pro-
vided that you may give a contingent
vote where there are more than two candi-
dates. What is the use of that? In my elec-
torate there were about 476 votes recorded
for the lowest candidate in 1909, and only
twenty-six or thirty used the contingent vote.
What is the use of that sors of thing?
Until you say a man must record his con-
tingent vote, it will be no good. Once you
tell them they must use the contingent vote,
as the Federal Parliament said they must vote
for three men in the Senate elections—once
you tell them they have to do it, they will
learn how to do it, and you will know in
that case who really receives the support
of a majority of the electors, which, in many
of each cases, you do not know to-day.

Mr. MacrossaN: How would you enforce
that?

Mr. CAINE: By simply providing that
where the contingent vote was not recorded
the vote would be informal.

Mr. MAacrossaAN : That would be suicidal.
Mr. CAINE: I do not think it would be

suicidal. It is the same with the Senate
ballot-papers. If you only voie for two
members instead of three, the vote is
informal.

Mr. Gimries: There are three men to be
returned.

Mr. CAINE :In this case you want to see
who represents the majority of the electors.

Mr. MacRossAN: A man might not care
to vote for either of the other two candi-
dates.

Mr. CAINE: A man might poisess pecu-
liar views, and, in that case, he would
suffer; but in a majority of cases the people
would do &s they were asked. Take a
pareilel instance: Suppose there were only
two members I cared to vote for for the
Senate, I would have to vote for the three
or elin the vote would be informal. Then
we come to the other maifer of compulsory
voting., I firmly believe that that will have
to be reverted to. I quite realise that it
iz probably going to rebound against the
party that introduces a measure of that
kind, becauss thsre are always many
people who are distinetly opposed to record-
mmg their votes. But it has got to be done
sconer or later, and I think that it is the
orly way in which we are going to get a
true expression of public opiniont Touch-
ing on the Rlections Tribunal Act, to which
reference has been made, I agree with other
hon. members that we ocught to do away
with the sitting of asscssors in these cases.
I am not casting a slur at any hon. mem-
ber of this House; but it is a very difficult
task for any man outside of this House to
keep out of his mind political prejudices,
and I fail to see how, the moment a man
ccmes inside the bar of this House, his
mind and disposition changes. He must
surely be human and may either be pre-
judiced in favour of his own party, or,
perhaps, out of single-minded, puritanical
motives or ideas, may even be prejudiced
against his own party. There is. another
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matter to which I wish to refer in the
same connection. Where our own returning
officers are at fault, and through no other
cause an Elections Tribunal case is brought
about, is it reasonable for either one or
other of the candidates, or both of them,
to bear the costs of those proceedings?
HowourasLE MreumgsERs: No.

Mr. CAINE: I think the whole, or part
of them, provided the judge so orders,
should be paid out of consolidated revenue,
o: from whatever fund Parliament provides
for the purpose. I do not think it should
be borne by the candidates. There aré one
ov two matters not referred to in the
Governor's Speech to which I would like
to call attention, One is the matter of a Bill
for the more effectual punishment of fraudu-
lent debtors. This has been brought before
my notice by several Chambers of Commerce
in my own electorate. Very often—and per-
haps this is more noticeable in the country.
than in the towns—a man will come into the
district and incur a debt, and will not pay
#lthough he can do so. I certainly think
better punishment should be meted out to
these persons, but I admit that I am not
prepared to suggest the means to bring this
about. If anyone can do so, I am sure he
will bave his name handed down to history,
and he will have done excellent work; but
the trouble is that if you are not careful
vou will bring aboui the punishment of the
innocent, and probably allow the more care-
ful or canny individual to escape. Another
matter to which I wish to refer is the
amendment of the Liquor Act. I certainly
think that, so far as regurds the matter which
has been mentioned-—the size of the rooms—
those hotels which were already in operation
at the time that the Act commenced should
be allowed to continue somewhat as the
old Act wax. It is quite sufficient to pro-
vide a measure to deal with new buildings.
If you have an Act as you huve at present,
it appears tha® you must carry it out to the
very leifer, even if a space of only 10 feet
is in dispute. Another matter which I
ald like to see dealt with is the bon&
la traveller.
HoxouraBLe I

poiw: Hear, hear!

This

he past; but I think it should
e possible to devise some clause by which
only a bon& fide traveller could receive
consideration; and by that I mean a man
who has been put to very considerable pains
or who is tired after a lonz and arduous
journey. It is certainly a hard case with a
man of that kind. I have seen where the
shoe pinches during the last few weeks, be-
cause, when a man travels 30 or 40 miles
along a hard road, working his passage, he
may need some refreshment. At the same
time, I see some difficulty in introducing
an amendment that would meet proper
cases and would not be abused. Touching
on the remarks of the leader of the Oppo-
sition, a good deal of reference has been
made to trusts. We know that there has been
a wonderful lot of work put into this matter
by the other side at eclection time, and, as
some hon. members said, an attempt was
made to draw a red herrinz across the
trail. We know that the Federal Liberal
party were willing to amend the legislation
to give power where trusts were inimical to
the best interests of the country, but the
Labour Government wanted to keep some-
thing up their sleeve for election time, and

Mr. Caine.]
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so would not accept the amendment. It can
be made, and I hope it will be made now.
Reference has been specially made to the
Colonial Sugar Refining Companv. What is
the use of the Federal Liabour Government
appointing a Labour Sugar Commission—in
the main it is not unfair to say that it was
a Labour commission—and after they have
come along and given their honest opinion,
becauss it happens not to be what the
Federal Government wanted, to turn it
down and say, in effect, “ That is no good
to us; we wiill not worry about the con-
tents of thut comuuission’s report ’ ?
Mr. Grunies: That is not true.

Mr. CAINE: That is the attitude of, at
any rate, many supporters of the Labour
party.

Mr. KirwaN: That is very different from
the Government.

Hon. R. Pamwp: Of members of the
Government, too.
Mr. CAINE: Then there are the refor-

ences in the Speech to irregularities in the
voting at the recent clection. I ask hon.
reembers whether it was unfair or unreason-
able to make it? Is it sarcasm on the part
of hon. members opposite that they confess
they cannot see the loopholes that the pre-
sent system of Federal legislation provides?
Do they seriously mean that they did not
expect that there would be a lot of double
veting?  They must expect it. They say
that there was double voting, but that 99
per cent. of it was on the side of the
Liberals, Well, if that is so, it is strange
that they have not been complaining before.
Have they been ready to put up with 99
per cent, of the double voting being on the
Liberal side, and not say a word? If so,
they have put up with it very meekly.
Mr. HuxsaM: Who said that?

The SecrRETARY FOR RamLwavs: The hon.
member for Warrego, this afternoon.

Mr. CAINE: We are told that it does
not concern the State. Does it not concern
the State when a matter is under con-
sideration as to whether we are going +o
Fend over our State absolutely to the con-
trol of the Federal Government? Does
that not concern Queensland? Is it wun-
rcasonable for us to see that the rolls are
clean? We have the right to point out a
cese which we think must bring about a
glaring injustice. No revision of rolls, ve-
turning officers paid by results—that is not
the thing that is going to bring about what
we want—and no number on the ballot-
papers, and no possibility of looking into
any irregularities that oceur; no chance
that the man who did a wrong will bhe
punished, because there is no opportunity of
finding out who_did it. This absent voting
has been carried a bit too far. Men who
we thought had passed away, and had gone
out of political life, have suddenly emerged
from the other side and recorded their
votes quietly. We thought they had dis-
appeared—had passed away; but they voted.

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Silently?

Mr. CAINE: A very silent but a very
effectual ballot.

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: They are some
of the dead men’s votes?

Mr. CAINE: As to finance, let us omne
and all congratulate the Treasurer and the
Government on the excellent stroke he per-

[Mr. Caine.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply.

formed in getting the money we wanted on

such good terms. Whether we
[6.30 p.m.] are on this side or on the other

side, we must do it just the same,
and I was glad to hear the good wishes
which came from the other side recently
as to financing the debt that is to come
upon us shortly and which we shall have to
meet, which has been incurred in the past
and been handed down by those who con-
trolled the State previously. Then, a_good
deal has been said about the Savings Banks
and that a mistake is being made with
regard to it. What is the position? I sub-
mit that no mistake has been made—the
Treasurer was quite right in maintaining
contrel. Why should we have Commonwealth
Savings Banks opened ? Why did the Federal
Government interfere? We have a lot of
excuses given, but they contain no reason or
justice. We are told, * Look what Tasmania
has done?” Why did Tasmania do that?
I have had the opportunity of discussing the
matter with the leading members of that
Parliament only the other day, and I was
told that they had not altered their
opinion that the Commonwealth had no
right to interfere. The Hon. the Treasurer
has pointed out why we would be unwise
to hand over our control, and I am quite
satisfied that he is right. In passing, let us
rememebr this: IHere is only an instance
showing us what the Federal Government
will do. We were told at the election time,
““ Give us the power; we won't exercise it;
we do not want it”’ ; but the Federal Govern-
ment had this power in regard to the Savings
Bank, and they have shown that power where
there was no need, simply to compete with
the State, to take from us moneys which
they will not deny we were spending wisely
in advances under the Agricultural Bank,
the Workers’ Dwellings Act, and the like.
Only this morning I was in one of the
suburbs, when there were pointed out to me
the very large number of cottages which
are going up under the Workers’” Dwellings
Act, and it opened my eyes to the amount
of good work that is going on here as
well as slsewhere in this way, and with this
competition it only means that we can do less
work in that direction. We are told here that
the party sitting opposite are the farmers’
friends. Look at our platform, they say—
State this, and State the other—nationalise
everything. I take it they mean: Nationalise
even the farms in the end. But they say very
little about the leasehold idea. With regard
to the land tax, I take it that their objective
is to wipe out the exemption later on.
Nationalise everything, and give preference
to unionists.

Mr. HuxsaM: What about the honesty of
the man' in your profession—don’t you deal
with him?

Mr., CAINE : If there should happen to be
a dishonest member of this honourable pro-
fession, sit on him hard. The party opposite
say, “ Look what we have got for you.” It
is just like a prescription. Just look at
these nice little compounds; they are quite
harmless. But they do not show the farmer the
other matters; he, however, sees the presecrip-
tion as a whole, and he says, “No, thank you;
I am not going to swallow that sort of thing ;
I know what is good for me.”” They try not to
show him everything, because they know that
the farmer will get clean away from them
as soon as he sees it. They refer to the
farmers’ party—the country party. What is
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the idea? “The wish is father to the
thought.” It is a farmers’ party, a country
party—a Queensland party.

An OpposiTioON MEMBER: Where are they ?

Mr. CAINE: On this side of the House,
not disunited, but solid. (Opposition laugh-
ter.) They are working in the interest of
the farmer, as a solid union; and working
not only for the farmers but for the business
people, the working men—for every man in
Queensland.

GoverNMENT MENBERS : Hear, hear!

* Mr. HUXHAM (Buranda): 1 am very
glad that the hon. member for Bowen re-
forred to the question of the improvement of
the Brisbane River, some difficulties in con-
nection with which may be obviated in the
future. It has not had the severe devasta-
tion through floods that we had in 1893. I
think that what he has sketched in the
matter, as far as the canal is concerned, is
a far more feasible proposition than that
dealing with the réservoir, because I think
a canal may be a waterway whereby goods
will be carried from the ocean up to the
junction of the Bremer River, which will
mean cheap freights, and be advantageous
to those living in the vicinity of Ipswich.
But whern he goes further and speaks of the
question of the via recta, I am with him
there more than on the other question, be-
cause I recognise that the via recta is a
most important undertaking which should
have been carried out long ago; but as to
its running into Brisbane, on that I have
quite different views, because the congestion
of traffic on the north side of the river is so
great at the present time, and is likely to be-
come greater as the years go on. I think we
should liave another system whereby our
railways nearest the river on the scuth side
should be concentra‘ed on ths south side. The
south side has facilities for a railway which
the morti: side has not got. There is splendid
ground which could be utilised for railway
purposes, and effectively bring about that
Brisbane railway scheme which has been
talked about, and which there has been very
little done to bring about. I would also ask
the Minister before they think of making
the south side of the river the important
centre for railway purposes which it deserves
to be, to take into consideration the position
of matters in the wvicinity of the Fiveways
at Woolloongabba. Within 500 yards of the
Fiveways we have a railway intersecting no
less than five streets, and it is time something
was done to make a high-level crossing in
that very congested centre to run into the
Woolloongabba yard, and to be utilised for
passenger as well as for freight trains. Itisa
standing scandal that we should have these
railways running across five streets, on ac-
count of which there is every possibility of
very serious accidents occurring, and I urge
the Minister to remember when be is pro-
pounding the railway scheme that this is a
matter of vital importance to the 120,000
people living in the vicinity of the metro-
politan area. I recognise that we have to
legislate for the welfare of human beings,
and it is from that point that I regret that
the Governor’s Speech does not contain that
which is so essential for the welfare of
the people; but I will deal with that later
on. It is bare of social legislation which we
on this side claim that it should contain-—
and when I say that I do not assume that
we have all the virtues on this side per-
gonally; but as far as our party is concerned

125 Jun=.]

Address in Reply. 147

I maintain that our programme has that
which is soundest, and which should be car-
ried into operation at the earliest possible
moment. Our leader spoke most emphati-
cally on the advantage which would accrue
to the farmers by following our programme,
because there is something substantial in it,
and I maintain that he was not at all going
beyond what he should have done in stating
that the farmers will get greater advantages
from this side of the House than are offered
to them on the other side. Of course, we
have the land tax and the leasehold system
brought up against us, but we do not hesitate
to say that future generations will see that
our policy in regard to the land tax is the
soundest one, because they will recognise
that as all wealth comes from the land, the
land should carry the burden of taxavion.
I want to say, in justice to the country party
—1 want them to recognise that although
we advocate this as strongly as we do, we
do not say that we have all the virtue
on this side of the House, and that there
is no virtue on the opposite side. I freely
admit that there are many hon. members on
the other side who, were 1t not,for the party
srstem, would vote with us oftener than they
do, and I would like to see some system
whereby there would be a better feeling in
regard to these matters, and we should not
be divided on party lines as we are at pre-
sent. At the same time, I am in favour of
the Labour platform, and believe it to be
the soundest policy which can be devised
for promoting the welfare of the people of
Queensland. ~ So far as the Governor’s
Speech is concerned, I am very much of
opinion that the Speeches which are placed
in front of us are chiefly in the nature of
tinkling cymbals. Those measures which it
suits the Government to put through are puf
through, and those measures which it is not
convenient for them to put through are
shelved. 1 maintain that we should deal
with the business set forth in the Governor’s
Speech on the same lines as we deal with any
business concern. The (Government should
say, ‘“ Here is the business we want you to
put through. You have five or six months
in which to work, and we shall expect you
to complete the business, and nothing ex-
traneous will be introduced save matters of
great public urgency.” Measures which are
not put through one session should be picked
up and passed the next session until the
whole programme is completed. 'That is a
fair proposition. Last night the hon. mem-
ber for Paddington animadverted on the
Government for not reintroducing the Bill
dealing with our foreshores which the Trea-
surer introduced last session. I know the
Treasurer spoke strongly in support of the
Bill last session, but we see no evidence of
any intention on the part of the Government
to 'proceed with it this session. Has any
sinister influence been at work that a Bill of
such importance to the community has been
dropped? Ts it a fact, as the hon. member
for Paddington suggested, that someone has
been pulling the strings and the Government
are frightened to bring it in? Is there some
legal objection? If there is, let it be stated.
The measure is of such great importance that
it might very well have been brought in this
session. No measure promised in a Go-
vernor’s Speech should be dropped in that
way. In the case of a private concern, if
any business on the agenda-paper is nob
dealt with at a board meeting, it is brought
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up at the next meeting, and either completed
or else deliberately dropped, but it is never
simply passed over. That should be the way
in which the policy of a Government should
be dealt with. My leader referred to two
serious omissions from the Speech. One of
them was the omission of all reference to
the Murphy’s Creek railway disaster. That
was a matter of such importance that there
should have been some expression of regret
in the Speech at the disaster, and there
should also have been a statement that ample
provision would be made for those who were
bereft of husband or father by the accident.
The Premier certainly remarked that care
has been shown, and I am bound to say that
the Commissioner, when speaking to me
about the matter, informed me that ample
provision had been made for the time being,
and the Secretary for Railways told me the
same thing one day whon we were travelling
together from Ipswich.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I told you
that the day after the disaster.

Mr. HUXHAM : That is so.
Mr. Ryan: The claims are not settled yet.

Mr. HUXHAM: But this is the point I
wish to dwell upon: Valuable lives were lost
in the execution of duty. It is sad enough
for wives to lose their husbands and for
children to lose their fathers, but it is our
duty to see that the families of the men who
lost their lives are paid the wages which
their breadwinners were paid when in active
work. They did not lose their lives through
their own carelessness but in doing their
duty, and probably they saved many lives
by the activity they showed, and nothing
short of the provision I suggest is sufficient
under the circumstances. I sincerely hope
the Minister will see that that provision is
made, because I can assure him that on this
side of the House we will back him up in
every possible: way, and I do not suppose
that my appeal will meet with any opposi-
tion from those who are following the Gro-
vernment. Full wages should be paid so
long as the widows remain unmarried and
until the children arrive at an age when
they can help themselves, and that I should
say would be when they are somewhere about
twenty-one years of age.

Mr. Ryan: That is their common law
right.

Mr. HUXHAM : That is so. But, if there
were no common law right in the matter,
those people have a moral right to have this
provision made for them, and I sincerely
hope their claim will not be overlooked, be-
cause we are prepared to do the right thing
by men who served the State well My
leader also dealt with the question of social
work, and stated that the Speech was bare
in that direction. I recognise that something
has been done, but not sufficient. The
Friendly Societies Bill, the Factories and
Shops Bill, and the report of the Meat
Commission may affect the people advan-
tageously; but the one great need is in the
direction of education. I am glad that the
Secretary for Public Instruction is present,
because I wish to point out to him the gross
injustice that is being done %o the children
living in the metropolitan area by not having
high schools similar to those which have been
established in other centres. Why should the
children in certain communities be penalised
- because in times gone by grammar schools
were established in those communities and
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subsidised by the State? Nobt many people
can afford to send their children to our
grammar schools. It is a great mistake
allowing our children to leave school semi-
educated, and expect them to fight the battle
of life before they are properly equipped for
doing so.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
The matter is being considered.

Mr. HUXHAM : It should be dealt with
almost immediately.

Mr. MurpHY : You do not want the outside
people to be neglected, do you?

Mr. HUXHAM: I do not want to neglect
the outside people one bit, but the hon.
member for Burke must remember that we
are legislating for human beings. I am
quite prepared to admit that the people on
the outskirts have not all the advantuges
we  have about here, but while greater
facilities should be given for cducating the
children in the cutside districts, hlgh schools
should be provided for the children here.
I recognise that members on this side of the
House, with all their advocacy, cannot
hope to improve the condition of the people
as they desire, unless greater facilities are
granted for their intellectual development
and the education of their characters. I
believe that such development and educa-
tion will be achieved by the establishment
of high schools and by sending more itine-
runt teachers of more than ordinary capacity
into the bush districts to give attention to
the children there. We have established a
University in the State, and greater facili-
ties than are now offered should be granted
to our children to pass through the Univer-
sity easily. My boy went in for the Univer-
sity junior examination, and I paid & small
fee to enable him to enter; but when he came
home recently he told me that the fee for the
senior examination had been raised to £2
and the fee for the junior examination to
£1 5s. Fortunstely, I can afford to pay
that cxamination fee; but how many work-
ing people in the community are able to
pay it? We should see that the fee for
entrance to both the senior and junior ex-
aminations arve well within the means of
ordinary members of the community. Many
a time a porson, possibly a widpw, will
deny himself or herself the comforts of life
in order that a son may obtain a good
education; but if you are goving to cnarge
2 widow £1 5s. or £2 cxamination fee, her
Loy will have a very poor chancs of secur-
ing the advantsges of a University training.
I think it would be a right thing in the
interests of the struggling poor to reduce
the fees, and that they should be reduced
as soon as possible, so that thé children of
poor persons in the community may not be
prevented from going up for examination
simply because they cannot pay-the high

- fees fixed by the Senate of the University.

1 was veiy pleased to hear the speech of
my friend the hon. member for Fassifern.
1t is grasifying to anybody who is troubled
with nerves when addressing an audience—
and I have not got over that trouble—to
know that he acquitted himself with so
much credit. The hon. member is to be
congratulated on the manner in which he
dealt with the various subjects he discussed;
but I would point out to him that he dealt
with an old chestnut when he spoke of the
reduction of our expenditure by £4 8s. per
cepita. The per capita business was played
out long ago. It is not a good basis for
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an argument. I know we often speak of
our wealth as being so much per capifa,
but what sn anomaly! A man strikes a
good patch—a goldmine—and he pays
twenty or thirty men £2 or £3 a week cach
for digging out the gold, while he is pos-
sibly making £80,0C0 a year. He gets all
the buns, and the men do all the graft;
and yot we say the wealth there is so much
per capita. Thst iz a mistaken way of
estimaiing the wealth of those men; and I
maintain that we are equally mistaken when

wi take the posits in our Savings Bank

and say they represent, on a per capita
b the finnncial position of the pecple.
1 that in the old days a dspositor

got interest on £200 only, and that if he
he got

il £500 in the Bovings Bark
for D000 N

interest cn S5

and the Commonwealth Savings Bank will
give him interest on another LB, so that
a person who has that much moner at his
disposal czn get interest on £800. I know
that 1 should do thut; but how can working
men get that amount of money to deposit
in the Savings Bank?
Mr. Trovr: You are a capitalist.

Mr. HUXHAM: Hon. members on this
side are not members of the Labour party
because they are all dependent for their
living on the work of their hands, nor is
that the case with workers in the same
cause in the United States and in the old
country, for we know that millionaires have
szcrificed themselves and their positions for
the benefit of the people. The Labour
rnioveraent—the Socialist movement—is not
a movement in which you have only workers
in the ordinary sense of that word, but
embraces all classes. If some of us on this
side have a few more pounds than the per-
sons we represent, we are not one whit less
sincere in our advocacy of the platform
of the partsy and not one whit less devoted
t1 the cause. The advent of our leader to
the Labour movement has done a great
deal to cause the Labour party to be looked
vpon as something more and better than a
mere class partyv. He could- have taken his
place on the other side of the House; bub
ke is prepared to stand here bwecause he
believes that in doing so he is performing
a public duty, and I believe that does him
as much honour as if he were raised to the
bench by the Government sitting on the
other side. I wish now to deal with a few
remarks which fell frcm the hon. member
for Port Curtis and some obszarvations made
by the hon, member for Bowen, Mr. Caine.
The hon. member for Port Curtis said
emphatically thst he was in favour of com-
pulsory voling. Speaking for myself, and
without coramitting my party in any way,
I would thet I am absolutely with him.
In my cpinion, compulsory enrolment and
compulsory voting ave most essential.

An Hoxourssr® Mewsen: How could com-
pulsory voting b2 carried out?

Mr., HUXHAM: I will tell the hon.
moember on what lines I would carry it out.
When a nran is summoned to act as a
juror, his only excuse for mnon-attendance
is a medical certificate, and if he does not
turn up and haz not sent a medical cer-
tificate of his inability to attend he is fined
heavily.

Mr. MurrHY: Suppose he votes two or
three times? (Laughter.)
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Mr. HUXHAM: That is another matter,
and there would be machinery to deal with
such cases. But, although I would compel
a man to go to the poll, I do not say he
should be compelled to vote for a candidate.
If he went there, he might give an informal
vote. Introduction of compulsory voting
would be the most ecomomical way of con-
ducting our election campaigns. .The people

would recogiiise their responsi-

[7p.m.] bilitler, and the State wquld be

saved a lot of money if this were
brought about. If the Government were
generous enough o provide a fee for voting,
then it would be found that the people were
so interested in the Legislature that they
would be st the peils quick enough in order
to earn the fee. The question of a fee of 5s.
for each vote recorded to be paid out of the
congolidated evenue would mean a very
economicsl expenditure on the part of the
State. Then, so far as the candidates them-
selves are concerned, they would not have to
address so many meetings, and would not
hiuve to bother at all sbout arranging for a
canvass of electors. I know that it would be
very difficult for any Governmeni to under-
take a matter of this sort, because there is
so much opprobrium attached to anything
in the shape of compulsion that the people
resent it very much. All the same, our
experience, so far, has been there is a lot of
compulsion in this world that we have to
put up with. We have compulsion applied
fo us so far as the preparation of income
tax returns is concerned, and also thh
regard to serving on juries, and in a thou-
sand and one different ways. DBut any objec-
tion to it should not be a factor to make
the CGovernment hesitate to do the right
thing in bringing about a reform in com-
pulsory voting. After dealing with the ques-
tion of compulsory voting, it brings me to
another matter referred to by the hon. mem-
ber for Port Curtis, and that was his great
concern for the Brisbane Tramways Com-
pany. I do not know of anything of more
importance that the hon. member could have
spoken ahout. We have only got to hark
back to the very active part many of us
took in the affairs of 1912, when 1 myself
took a place amongst my comrades in try-
ing to bring about an adjustment of the
diferences that should never have arlsexé
owing to the action of the managen}en? of
the Tramways Company. A great cea. of
blame +was attached to this side for the
action we took on thabt occasion, but I
rememhor reaeding in Victor Hugo’s book,
«T,es Miserables,” in the early chapters of
that fine work, where it said mosb emphati-

cally— '
“ e is not guilty who commits the

sin, bus he who casts the shadow.

On this occasion the omna who cast the
shadow was the manager of the Brisbane
Tramways Company. He could have gob
over the serious trouble that then ook place
it he had only met his employees in the
same way that men ocngaged in other indus-
tries meet their employees on industrial
boards to talk over their differerces with
regard to wages and _conditions of employ-
ment. But he would not have any such
thing, and the result was the turmoil of
1912, which will live long in the memories
of many, and certainly will not be to the
diseredit of this party. I am perfectly cer-
tain that the incidents which arose over that
unfortunate affair, for which Mr. Badger
was solely to blame, will not be forgotten
Mr. Huzham.]
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by those who were interested in the matter,
no matter how young they may be now.
There is this point I want to emphasise in
connection with the strike of 1912: Many
charges have bheen made against this party
for the inhumane attitude that was adopted
in regard to the supply of foodstuffs during
the strike. The Treasurer referred to it
yesterday, and said that we had no concern
for the primary producers when we would
allow their produce to rot rather than it
should be handled. It was most unfortunate
that thet incident should have arisen. There
was also another charge made in regard to
the preventing of ice being supplied to the
hospitals for the benefit of the sick there.
That has been referred to over and over
again, and we justified the position which we
took up. The point I wish to dwell upon is
in reference to this question of ice. An
incident took place in connection with a
patient at the Diamantina Hospital who was
suffering from hemorrhage following on a
severe illness, and some ice was required for
him.

Mr. Coyne: Were the hospitals short of
ice at the time of the strike?

Mr. HUXHAM : No, they were not. The
case I referred to, if it could not be read
by members in the ¢ Telegraph” or
““Courier,” could be seen in the columns of
the ‘“Daily Standard 7 of yesterday’s date.
There was a consuraptive in the hospital
who was suffering from hemorrhage. One
of the officials was sent to get some ice from
Birt and Co., and on getting the parcel
he boarded a tram, but was ordered
off and told that he could not be allowed
to carry the ice on the tram, although a
full explanation was made of the circum-
stances. It seems to me that these things
can be brought up against the people who
took part in the strike of 1912——

Mr. CoyNE: And which were not true.

Mr. HUXHAM: And which were not
true—but an incident of more modern date
—only yesterday—we find thut callousness
was shown on the part of Mr. Badger in nog
allowing ice to be carried on his tramcars
to one of the patients at the Diamantina
Hospital.

Mr. Ryan: Shame!

Mr. KirwaN: What about the Treasurer’s
heroics now.

Mr. GILDAY : Are you listening, Mr. Home
Secretary ?

Mr. HUXHAM: If the tramways were
under municipal or State control, we would
not have incidents of that sort heppening,
but facilities would be rendered in such a
way that the necessary provision would be
quickly granted. In Mr. Badger's case he
is simply looking after his. own personal
interest without considering the needs of the
community at all. Why, I think the travelling
public of Brisbane is the greatest boon that
Badger has got. Last year the company
declared a divident of 8 per cent., and on
top of that a bonus of 10 per cent. was
declared, making 18 per cent. in all. The
hon. member for Port Curtis asked how
often that dividend had been declared. It
only wants to be declared for about five
times and the whole of the capital is wiped
off, and the asset still remains. What T
want hon. members to remember is this:
They must not think that My, Badger is
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the only one individual to be considered. It
is the people who are making the dividends
who ought to be considered. (Heal;, hear 1)
I again remind the hon. member for Porb
Curtis that “It is not the one who is guilty
who commits the sin, but the one who casts
the shadow.” Mr. Badger was certainly the
one who cast the shadow in 1912.

Mr. Kessern: Is the tram service a good
one ?

Mr. HUXHAM: The service iz a very
poor one. )

Mr. Kessern: You are no judge.

Mr. HUXHAM : I have travelled over the

tramlines of Brisbane more than the hon.
member for Port Curtis, end, as I stated by

. interjection when certain remarks were made

about the Tramways Company, on certain
lines it is like travelling over a switchback,
and any man liable to seasickness will
experieﬁce that feelitig when travelling over
the line from Breakfast Creek to the Valley
junction. )

Mr. KEessELL: It is a first-class service, and
you know that.

Mr. HUXHAM : Don’t talk nonsense.

Mr. MoRgeaN: Where is there a better
service?

Mr. HUXHAM : In Sydney.

The HoME SECRETARY : Sydney! What non-
sense !

Mr. HUXHAM : There is no doubt about
that.

Mr. Morean: Ours is the best service
Australia.

Mr. HUXHAM: I like hon. members to
have a good opinion of the country and
city in which they live, as it is a nice feeling
to have, but it is unwise for us to be unjust
when we find better conditions prevail else-
where, and we know the tram service here
is not as well conducted as in the other
States. .

Mr. PETRIE: The experts say we have the
best tram service in Australia.

Mr. HUXHAM: Some experts may say
that, but that does not seitle the case.
Howerver, to pass on. Thoe Hon. the Premier,
in speaking on the question of what was
being done for the primary producer, refsrred
to the great amount of good that had
been done to the primary producer. Of
course I have s different view as to who the
primary producer is to what the Premier
may have, because I loock upon the farmer
not so much the primary producer as the
men and women workers of the commum’sy,
and the point I want to dwell upon here is
the question of providing adequately for
those primary producers in the best sense
of the term. The primary producers that I
am interested in arce the fathers and mothers
of the community, and, taking them in bulk,
I mean the working class. In the question
of their progeny, we find not sufficient care
is talen of their future as should be the
case. I dealt with the question of education
just now, but the point I want to dwell on
is this: that where the father is dead and
application is made to the Government for
proper sustenance for the children, better
provision should be made for them than we
have done at the present time. We know
much has been done, but in these times the

£
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allowance that is made to mothers and
foster-mothers is inadequate for the upkeep
of their children. I was very pleased to
hear His Hxcellency speak on this question
at the last annual meeting of the créche and
kindergarten. His Excellency said it was
pitiable to think that the mothers had to put
their children into the créche "while they were
at work, buf, under the present order of
things, it was the best that could be done.
I maintain that a better order of things
should prevail at the present time. These
unfortunate mothers are separated from
their children and have not that maternal
care of them that is necessary to bring them
up as good citizens. Although they are put
under the care of a tender class of people
who will care for them, still I maintain it
is the duty of the mother to look after her
own children, and for that very reason I
say that when application is made and
granted by the Home Departmen$, certainly
a larger sum of money than 5s. a week for
one c¢hild, and 4s. per week for each subse-
quent child, should be granted. Then, again,
in the case of foster-mothers, I think 8s. a
week for infants under two years of age, and
6s. a week for children over two years of
age, is too little to pay, considering the
high cost of living that prevails at the
present time. We all know that the cost
of living, notwithstanding what the hon.
member for Drayton said to the contrary,
has gone wup very considerably. Sugar,
some seven or eight years ago, was 2d. per
Ib., bread was 3d. per loaf, and house rent
was about Ts. a week for what you have to
pay 14s. & week and more now. You might
take the average increase all round at not
less than between 30 per cent. and 40 per
cent., and I am under the mark rather than
over it

My, BeBineToN: And the farmer is get-
ting less for his produce.

Mr. HUXHAM: I am not speaking about
the farmer getting less. It is not the fault
of the community, because they are paying
more.

Mr. Coyne: It is caten up by the trusts.

Mr. HUXHAM: I maintain that to meet
the additional expenditure that foster-
mothers and mothers have been put to, the
allowances that are given at the present
time should be increased by at least 50 per
cent., and, in fact, as far as the mothers are
concerned, I maintain that they should have
an equal amount to that given to foster-
mothers. In an extract that 1 read the other
day from a French newspaper, it was sbated
that the best provision that could be made
for the care of our children was that the
mother should have constant oversight of
them, and this cannot be when the mother
gets such a small allowance, and who, be-
cause of her maternal feelings has to work,
and work hard. She is thereby deprived of
the duty of properly caring for her children
because the State does not amply provide
for theze primary producers. I am very glad
that the leader of the Opposition spoke in
the strain that he did, because he echoed
the feelings of the whole of this side of the
House—that more provision should be made
for widows who need State assistance, and
certainly ample provision should be made for
the children at that trying time of life, and
I sincerely hope that, notwithstanding the
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statement in the Governor’s Speech, that
“The increased and increasing cost of go-
vernment calls for the close scrutiny of ex-
penditure,” we will be prepared to sacrifice
ourselves a bit that we might adequately
provide for those unfortunates who are not
able to live on the small pittance that is
given. The position is sufficiently acute ab
the present time to make me feel that it is
my bounden duty to urge on the Home Sec-
retary, on behalf of the people who are
experiencing privation, to give them ade-
quate assistance. Anyone who goes through
the experience that I go through about two
days in the week will realise what I say is
necessary. At one place I visited last Mon-
day week one unfortunate woman is paying
14s. a week rent for a place which reminds
me very much of Tennyson’s “ Locksley
Hall,” whers Tennyson speaks of  the war-
vens of the poor,”” I think they should geb
an adequate sum of money to provide for the
children.

Mr. Morean: (fan you suggest a remedy?

Mr. HUXHAM : Yes, provide for them.

An Hoxourasre MemsER : Provide Govern-
ment cottages.

Mr. MORGAN : Won’t they have to pay rent
if they have Government cottages?

Mr. HUXHAM: Yes, they would, but at
the same time they would be cottages worth
living in, and they would not be under the
impost they are under at the present time.
You don’t pay as much under the Workers’
Dwellings Aect. Apart from that, how many
people can take advantage of the Workers’
Dwellings Act?

The PrEMIER: 1,868 houses have been erec-
ted under it

Mr. HUXHAM: I am not saying that
much good has not been done, but who bene-
fits by it ?

BMr. KessgLL: The workers.

Mr. HUXHAM: Certainly not those who
need it most. The woman who has to go
out charing—what chance has she of getting
the 25 per cent. deposit required for a house?
Tt might be very well for the artisan who
has been in constant work, or the young
fellow who is about to be married, but the
man who is married and has a large family
is unable to save the 25 per cent. required
under the Workers’ Dwellings Act. It i3
beyond a man who is married and has a
family to find 25 per cent. of the value cf a
building under that Aect. And I maintain
that if the Government wants seriously to
grapple with the question, it is for them
to do as they have done in New South Wales
—erect dwellings for the benefit of those who
need it most.

The PremIER: The rent of those dwellings
is far higher than the payments nvder the
Workers’ Dwellings Act.

Mr. HUXHAM: However that may be,
they do not average 14s. a week for thuse I
saw, and the one is a place to live in and
the other is a stable, like the place I saw on
Sunday week. I am appealing to the Trea-
surer that, if there is to be any question of
curtailment of expenditure, it should not be
in the housing of our people and the main-
tenance of our children who need State aid.
And T hope that the Home Secretary—and I
know he is sympathetic on the matter—will
do his best to insist that he gets ample funds

Mr. Huzham.)
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to dispense assistance to those people who so
sadly need it. One hon. gentleman was
speaking the other night about rentals. We
know very well that we must pay rentals to
the people who have most money, and I am
going through an experience just now which
makes me think that the average landlord is
not anxious to accept a very low remtal. I
am paying a pretty stiff rent for my place
in Queen street, but I confess that when mny
lease expires—although by my activity in mny
business I have improved the place con-
siderably—my rent will have been. -bumped
up something bobween 60 and TU per cent.
And I think, therefore, that the people
who have ths conscience to raise rents so
abnormally high as that ars just the pesple
who are able to bear the greatest share of
taxation.
31r. BERRINGTON: That is the land tax.

Mr., HUXHAA: The lanag tax dces not
bump up rents about 063 per cent. in five
years. That is a mere fleabite, in what they
are called upon to pay. I know this much:
that T am called unon to pay it end much
more. I shall have to foot the bill. I sin-
cerely hope tha: the landlord will be more
fortunzic in his incoming terant than he
was in 1ne, by getting somesne to pay the
high rent he expects me to pay.

. Mr. O’SuLLivan: You meant you hope the
incoming tenant will be more fortunate than
you are?

Mr. HUXHAM: Yes; that the incoming
tenant will be more fortunate thun J have
been.

Mr. KESsELL: You did not tell us that
this afternoon when you were talking about
Savings Banks.

. Mr. HUXHAM : The little bit that I have
in the Savings Bank will soon be all ab-
sorbed by paying e rent of about £1,000
a year.

Mr. O’SurLivan: You de not want the
landlord to grab that?

Mr. HUXHAM: Not much! A great deal
was said by the hon. member for Wide Bay
about meat trusts. Now, if there is one
thing that I am more pleased about than
another it is the strong protest that was
made by the people at the last election
against trusts and combines, because I am
perfectly certain that if a irust gets a hold
here we should have just the same experience
that they have had in America with it. I
think we have had nothing more pointed
than the fact that in the cables of yesterday
or the day before yesterday we found that
the big shipping companies are combining
against the meat trust, so that the meat
trust will not have it all their own way, and
that arrangements have been made, on the
opening of the Panama Canal, to get boass
of a sufficient length and beam to nick up
their cargoes and maintain a daily service
between the Pacific and the east coast of
America.

Mr. Moreax: That is one trust fighting
another trust.

Mr. HUXHAM : As a matter of fact, I am
dealing with the meat trust just now, and
I think it is the one that concerns us most,
The Chief Secretary, in interjecting regard-
ing the price of meat, said that the 1s. 7d. per
pound which had been quoted was the price
of porter-house steak. I have got a series of
higures here in reference to the price of meat,

[Mr. Huzham.
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extracted from this well-known book by
Charles Edward Russell; and it is looked
upon as a good deal of an authority on
what the meat trust has done. And although
it was published in 1905, we have got to
recognise that between then and tbe present
time there has been a big advance in the
market. In this book we find that the price
of porter-house stesk advanced from 1800 to
505 by 40 per cens.; sirloin, 50 per cent,;
sund steak, over 20 per cent.; chuch steak,

¥

over 50 per cent.; prime rib, over 33 per
cent. ; hindquarter lamb, over 84 per cent.;
ieg mutbon, 40 per cent.; ramp corn beef, 59
» cent. ; plate corn beci, over U7 per cent. ;
40 per cant.; bat over €3 per ceud.;
L 98 pey ceendl over 14 per
And 1t is veoy i, whkereas in
20 the producer wss getting 6 dollars per
hundrsdareigkt, in 1904 hoe was geliing only
4.50.
Mr. KiewaN: And they say that is good for
the producer.

Mr. HUXHAM: There was a drop of 25
per cent. so far as the producer was con-
cerned, and there was a very considerable
increase so far as the consumer was con-
corned. So I do not think we need waste
many tears on having scotched the beef trust
when we did in Queensland. And I think
that the experience of the Southern States
will have led them to take a different turn
when next we face the referenda—because
we shall have it again—and I hope we shall
be able to get rid of them once for all. There
is another matter to which I wish refer,
and that is the remark made by the hon.
member for Wide Bay, that this trust s a
benevolent concern, and that it 1s nob an
Amerfcan trust. Those who have read this
book, “The Greatest Trust in the World.”
will know that the meat trust never con-
fined itself to any one vame. It had a
geries of names, * The Diz Six,” as_ib was
called. They were the Swift, Armour, Morrls,
National, Schwarzschild and Su‘lzber.ge.r, and
Cudshy Companiecs. This “Big Six” had
the enbire population of America in its con-
trol, not only so far ss the supnly of meat
was concerned but also so far as the dairy
and preduce market was concerned.

The Premizr: ‘The secret of their power
was the control of transit.

Mr. HUXITAM: I was anticipating that,
because a great deal has been made of ib
during this session.

The Premizr: Rusrell puts it all down to
that.

Mr. HUXHAM: How comes it that the
big English shipping companies are fichting
it as we are told? The trust only needs to
maintain a trade as big as it can for the
requirements of the country itzelf and discon-
tinue exporting, and it means that it W}H
have the control and fix entirely Wl}at price
it is going to charge for meat. It is out to
make money and nothing mwore.

Mr. TrouT: Is there a trust here at the
present time?

Mr. HUXHAM: Yes.

Mr. Trour: And you want to give pre-
ference to the trust that is already here?

Mr. HUXHAM: No; I do not. Because
the American trust is trading here under
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gnother name, it is nothing but the meat
trust. Now, let us find out what Russell
says about this matter. He says—

“1t is guite true that for some years
the Swift and Armour Car ILines had
maintained a show of competition, but
after the formal launching of the Beef
Trust as the National Packing Com-
pany, even this show was abandoned,
and all the refrigerator-car lires of the
packers, under whatever namoes, were
operated practically as one. The names
gion, and from them the unini-
would never imagine the real
ownership. Here are some ¢f the titles—

Arwosr Group.

rating Line.
Arncur Packing Compauny.

is City Fruit Bxp
Continental Fruit Exn
Bord, Lynan, and Co.

Kansas City Dr Beef Line,
Barbarossa Re revator Line.

o

Tropical Refrigerator Fxpress.

K 18

Swift Group.
Swift Refrigerator Line.
California HFruit Transportation.
Cpntm_e:ltal Eruit Transportation.
Libby, McNeil, and Libby.
Horris Group.
Morris Refrigerator Line.
Nelson, Morris, and Co.

American Live Stock Company.
N. K. Fairbanks.

Hammond Group.

George II. Hlammond and Co.
National Car line.
Anglo-American Refrigerator Line.”

That does not end the number. In this
book we have a list of what comprises
trusts other than those I have given, but
their names are so numerous, and they all
bear the meat trust brand, I do not
think it is necessary to read ikem. At the

same time, we know that these
{7.30 p.m.] people operata in America in

such a way that they have been
inimical to the interests of the American
proletariat; and it would certsinly be the
same if they were operating here; and I
ite conceive the possibility that the
time will come when the Americsn meat
trust, or any other trust, can wet such a
grip of the Australian people that they are
not able to easily deal with them.

fhe Prenier: We can get the grip of
them fivst.

Mr. HUXHAM: As a matter of fact, we
find that there is a great deal of sympathy
shown to these trusts. We do nobt find
that the Government has taken any very
active part against the Tramways Company
in giving us what we are entitled to.

The PreEMIER: It used to cost me 8d. a
dax to come in, but now I can do it for 4d.
a day.

Mr. HUXHAM. That was in a former
time to those days I came to town with
the hon, gentleman, and I never paid 4d.

The PreMiER: You paid 4d. from the
Junction.

[25 JuNE.]
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Mr. HUXHAM: Oh, no; 3d. It was
before, and rose after a time, but not at the
time I am referring to. .

The PrEMIER: At first from the Junction
it was 6d; now it is 2d. There is no ques-
tien that as far as the sorvice goes it is
good.

Mr. HUXHAM: It is a monopolr at the
present time. he Tramvwiys Company has
run off oilwr means of passenger transib;
they are the sols runners on the road, and
it 15 up to our (%«
vnder the franchise -
Tramways (lor ;

n fcr the peopl

wich was granted, the
provides ample accom-
sple who are using it.
You are cunbling ithun to pay t hand-
some dividend of 18 per cemb., wwhish is too
ridiculous & profit for anyone to make out

“of a public convenienes.

. Teovr: How many years were tl}ey
rurning it before ther paid any interest?

LMy, IIUXITAM : Unfortunately, we cannot
got the whole truth of the operations of the
company, because they cover their tracks in
such a way that nobody can get at their real
balance-sheet 5o as to find out what profits
they have made since they put the original
capilel into the concern.

A GoOVERNMENT DMNEMBER:
wages do they pay?

An OrrosirioN MeuBer: Not as good as
they pay in New South Wales.

The Premizr: My word they do—the best
wages in Australia. .

Mr., BowmaN: All freedom taken from
them,

The PREMIER:
anyway.

Mr. HUXHAM: Whilst this fusilade is
passing betwcen members on both sides, I
supposz I will be allowed an extension of
time. (Laughter.) I want to refer to a
matter with reference to the coal trade of
this port. Some few years ago a rebate was
granted, with regard to coal used for bunker
and cargo, of 1s. a ton. I am stating my
personal opinion on this matter, and not on
behalf of my party. It was then dropped to
9d. a ton, then to 6d., then to 3d., and finally
wiped out altogether. During the time that
the coal trade was actively stimulated by
these rebatcs, a greal deal of work was
thereby provided, and I would therefore ask
the Government to consider the question—
if they will rot reinstate the rebate—of at
least providing adequate accommodation for
the shipping of coal along the South Bris-
bane wharves. We have one there at the
present time, but it is inadequate for the
purpose, and another crane should .be in-
stalled. More trucks should be supplied for
the carrying of coal from Bundanba to the
wharves, so as to enable the portside workers
who ars handling coal to get more employ-
ment than there is at the present time. I
regret that the time allowed me is exhausted.
I hope that the suggestions I have given to
the several Ministers will be taken up by
them and put into practice at a very early
stage.

OrrosttioN MEewmBERS: Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. W. T. Paget, Hockay): The general
trend of the remarks of members of the Op-
position, with the exception of the hon.
member who has just preceded me, I think,

Hon. W. T. Paget.]

What sort of

They are mighty happy,
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has been in the direction of a tone of keen
disappointment that there is no rift in the
ranks of the Liberal party.

Mr. Huxzam: I am disa inted too.
(Laughter.) ppotnte o
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAVYS:

he hon. member, in a tone of keenest
regref, says that he is disappointed too, but
he did not voice the disappointment. All
the other members have combined in saying
what an extremely valuable party the Labour
party would be for the farmers and primary
producers of the State if they could get into
occupation of the Treasury benches.

Mr. CovxE: And they will be there right
enough,

The SECRETARY TOR RAILWAYS:
I think that as the wheel of events turns,
the Labour party of that day—and that day
will be long distant—may possibly occupy the
Treasury benches in this House. But T do
not think they are likely to get the suppors
of the primary producers by the programme
that the leader of the Opposition put for-
ward. The hon. gentleman stated thas every
question should be a State question. The
hon. gentleman surely cannot know the man
on the land intimately if he thinks that the
settler, the farmer, and the primary pro-
ducer in this State desires to have his busi-
ness run by the State.

Mr. Ryan: I did not
You are misquoting me.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Those people desire to run ‘their business
without State interference,‘if at all possible.

Mr. THEODORE: Do they run their own

say any such thing.

. railways?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Thev do not run their own railways except
through their represensatives in the House
for the recason that it has been the policfr
of Queepsland and of Australia generally
since, r;zﬂ\vays» were first started, that the
running of railways, as with post and tele-
graphs, chould be & Government function.

Mr. R¥aN: Does not the Government inter-
fere to provide clean seed, for instance?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
here is no question that the Government
have interfered in that direstion, but what
és kdone in ihat c;;s]e is that the Government
ake steps to see that purs i i
to the farmers, ! seed is supplied

Mr. RyvaN: We would supply it at cost
price.

Mr. Bempmverox :
price be?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The cost price of any article is what it costs
to produce that article, and all the "charges
in connection with the production of tha
article must be added to the cust before it
is sold to thoss who desire to have it.

I\/h'. Ryarn: We will save the profit of the
middleman.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
With regard to the burning question of the
middleman, the primary producers have the
matter entirely in their own hands. In the
sugar industry many years ago, with the
assistance of the Treasury, the sugar-growers
took the matter into their own hands in the
way of erecting mills for crushing their own
cane, and, although I will grant that those
mills have not been as purely co-operative

[Hon. W.T. Paget.

What would that cost
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in their operations as they might have been,
there is no question—and I speak with some
knowledge on the subject—that the original
intention of Sir Samuel Griffith, when he
put the first £50,000 on the Estimates for
building sugar-mills, the cane to be grown
by white labour and the sugar to be manu-
factured by white labour, was that the enter-
prise should be purely co-operative. The
two mills that were erected under that first
scheme were at Mackay, and without &
shadow of a doubt they were erected as
co-operative mills, and all the mills erected
by the Government under the Sugar Works
Guarantee Act of 1893 were also supposed
to be co-operative mills. Buf, as in all
questions such as this, there were certain
landowners who, for the purpose of enebling

-the mills to be buili, pledged their lands to

the Treasurer to make up the security, and
that is how in the course of years it has
turned out that some of the mills are not
purely co-operative, and there are share-
holders in those mills who do not grow cane
for them.

Mr. RyaN: Do you think that is right?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
‘Whether I think that is right or not is not
the question I am debating; but I do say
that any man who puts his property or his
money into a congern for the purpose of
starting that concern and for carrying it
on as a business has a right to expect that
that property or that money shall return
him something on his investment.

Mr., FoLEY: Anything between 5 per cent.
and 500 per cent.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The leader of the Opposition referred to the
middleman, and I am trying to point out
an industry in which I have been largely
interested during the whole of my life in
Queensland, in which an attempt has been
made to do away with the middleman. Then
we come to the Central and the Southern
parts of the State. TIow many co-opera-
tive butter factories are there in operation
in those districts at the present time? A
very large number; and the farmers—
whether they be farmers growing general
produce, or whether they be farmers in the
dairying line—who desire to do their busi-
ness through firms other than themselves
have the matter entirely in their own
hands. As hon. members know, I have been
a strong advocate of co-operation for many
years.

Mr. Griies: Should the State not assist?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The State has assisted the sugar industry
co-operators to the {une of over £500,000,
and the State assists those who desire to
erect co-operative butter or checse factories
or flourmills to the extent of a large pro.
portion of the capital that is required to
erect the premises,

Mr. BepBiNgTON: Up to 50 per cent.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
So that the hon. member’s interjection only
bears out what I have said—that those
people who desire to get ewey from what is
termed the middleman have every oppor-
tunity of doing so in this State. The leader
of the Opposition also mentioned that in
South Australia the Government have
erected cold stores for taking produce from
the farmers and dealing with it in those
cold stores, and, by inference, it was stated
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that the Government of Queensland have
done nothing in this direction for the
primary producers of this State.

Mr. Ryan: By inference?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes; by inference. The statement was not
directly made. I would point out to the
hon. member that quite a number of years
ago the Railway Department has had cold
stores at Roma Street Station, where large
quantities of butter and other produce have
been dealt with; and, in view of the expan-
sion of the dairying industry generally, it
was thought advisable last year that we
should considerably increase that accommo-
dation so as to provide cold storage for
butter for export. We have not ye: been
able to get the machinery, but, when thoso
cold stores are equipped with electric lifts,
the cost will probably be something like
£25,000. That does not include the cost of
the buildings, but just the cost of the equip-
ment and of altering the buildings that we
had at Roma Street Station and making
them suitable for the purpose for which they

were intended and installing up-to-date
refrigerating machinery. .
Mr. Kmwaw: The whole cost will be
£25,000?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
It will be approximately £25000. Since
January lasi the farmers have been able to
store there 89,670 hoxes of butter. I am
sorry to say that the producers of cheese
have not used the stores to the extent that
I desire they should. I believe it is the
practice of the manufacturers to send their
cheese to a central store where it is not
necessary to keep it in cold storage; but the
time will come when the manufacturers of
cheese on the Darling Downs will bless the
Government for having provided cold stor-
age accqmmodation for them.

Mr. BeseiNeTON: That is right.
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:

The export of cheese is growing rapidly,
and it is possible that the time will come
when there will be constant shipments to the
old country from Brisbane, and I hope the
manufacturers will take full advantage of
the portion of the stores which is set apsrt
for their use.

Mr. BEeBBINGTON: Queensland cheese is the
best manufactured in Australia.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I am sorry to think that not enough of it
is manufactured to fill the magnificent cham-
bers which are there waiting at Roma street,
for I see that during the six months there
were only fifty-nine boxes of cheese stored
there. A small quantity of drugs and a
few cases of milk hve been stored there. On
the 20th of this month we had in the cold
stores 591 cases of apples. There were 791
cases there two days before, but 200 cases
were taken out, leaving 591. A small quantity
of small goods is stored there at the present
time, but, as in_other matters, I suppose
that those for whom the stores have been
built—I refer to other than butter producers
—must be educated up to the fact that there
is accommodation for their produce. That is
my answer to the inference that the Govern-
ment have not done anything to assist the
primary producers in the way of providing
cold stores. -

An OrpPOSITION MEMBER :

Do they find
markets for the farmers?
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I do not claim that any Government depart-
ment handles produce for the farmers at the
present time, but I am not at all certain that
a scheme which I had in hand when 1 was
at the Agricultural Department might not
have been carried out with profit. I allude
to a scheme for handling such produce asg
lambs and poultry.

Mr. RvaN: That is in our platform, but it
was turned down by the Government,.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I do not know whether it is in the platform
of the hon. member’s party, but in any cese
I am not at all certain that it would be &
bad thing for settlers if such a scheme were
consummated, I have been informed that
the cold stores which we have at Roma streeb
are equal to anything of the kind in Aus- -
tralia, and I think that is a big step in the
right direction. The hon. member for War-
rego made reference to quite a number of
matters. The hon. member said there was no
substance in the Governor’s Speech, and that
there was practically nothing for the people
foreshadowed or outlined in the Speech.
What about the proposals to assist the sugar
industry as set forth in the two Bills now
before the House—the Sugar Growers Bill
and the Sugar Cultivation Bill?

Mr. Ryan: They do not go far enough.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Members opposite may think that, Lut 1
would point out that those Bills go just as
far as was contemplated in the agreement
made between the Chief Secretary of this
State and the Prime Minister of the Common-
wealth last December. Whether it is pozsible
that we could go further and perhaps fare
worse is a question for the Government and
the Liberal party to consider. A Fricndly
Societies Bill is also promised. Is that not
a Bill which will be of some service to the
people of the State? Then there is a
Matrimonial Causes Act Amendment Bill
foreshadowed in the Governor's Speech.
Surely it cannot be argued that that 'W:lu
be of no benefit at all to those who desire
to be assisted in a certain direction. We have
also a consolidated Railways Bill. Our first
Railways Act wzs passed in 1865, and surely
it is advisable that we should take this matter
in hand now, and see whether ws cannob
make the condition of those employed in the
Railway Department even better than it is
at the present time. Why, last session mem-
bers thought so much of that Bill that the
second reading went through in two hours.
I am sorry the messure went to the bottom
of the paper, and that I have fo resurrect it
this year. There is alsio the Klections Act
Amendment Bill. Surely no hon. member
could for one minute say that it is not a good
thing to bring in an Elections Bill

Mr. Ryax: Hear, hear! I quite agrea with
you.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
So that clections in Queensland shall be made
even purer than they have been in the past.
The hon. member for Warrego asserted this
afternoon that all the corrupt practices at
elections were brought about by members of
the Liberal party, but I join issue with him
there. The hon. member also dwelt a great
deal on the great Brisbane strike of last
year, which I certainly thought was nver and
done with. I was under the impression that

Hon. W. T. Paget.]
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we all fought that battle out on the platform
during April, 1912, and afterwards in this
House.

OPPOSITION MEMBERS :
rected it.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I do not propose to take up time in speaking
upon that matter, as I have other matters
to deal with. The hon. member for Warrego
further stated that the last State election
was won by the Liberal party by false siate-
ments, by false issues, and by misleading the
electors. It was by those means, he said, thai
we came back with such a sweeping majority,
and that the Labour party came back very
much smaller in pumbers then they anti-
cipated. If these were the reasons why we
came back with such a sweeping majority,
then surely the great victory which the
Labeur party in this House has baen claiming
duritzz the last fortnight for the Labour
party at the recent Federal eclegtions was
gainad by misstatements, false issuss, dupli-
cations, and personalities.

Mr. Forey: You are the first to say that.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
What applies to the Liberal party must
logically apply to the Labour party.

Mr. Forey: Not necessarily.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes, necessarily. But, according to members
opposite, what applies to the party sitting
on this side of the House does not apply to
the party sitting on the other side.

Mz, RyaN: We explained away your mis-
representations.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
There is no question but that the party cn
this side always goes to an election with per-
fectly clean hands and runs the election with
perfectly clean hands. I believe that sll
parties in State politics in Quesnsland go to
an election with clean hands, but if there
are any loopholes in the law for malpractices
by persons or parties, they should be stopped
up, and if it 1s at all possible for us by an
amendment of the Klections Act to pubt a
stop to malpractices that have taksn place
in the past, and may occur in the future, I
think it is our duty to make such amendment
in the Act. ’

Mr Ryan: We want to make it more liberal.

The SECRETARY TOR DAILWAYS:
The deputy leader of the Opprsition when
speaking ut an lier stage of this debate
complainsd of in railway loan
expenditure. e also muds the statement

that it was owing to the argu-

18 p.m.] ments that were brought forward

during last session that we were
not expending money abt such o rate as we

Your party resur-

teken on the expen
ary twelve months, six mon
session opened. As to our

ihs before the
gress extrava-

.gance in loan expenditure, I would point

out that during the last financial year the
appropriation for railways generally—that is,
construction, opened lines, and rolling-stock
—was £2.923,587. 'That was for the ycar
1011-12. If we turn to the Treasurer’s tables
we will sce on page 33, Table F2, that the
expenditure for that year was £2,854,560, or
£69,027 less than what Parliament has said
we might spend in the Railway Department.

Mr. Rvan: Does that include the purchase

of rails?

[Hon. W.T. Paget.
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
It includes everything for the Railway De-
partment within the four corners of the
twelve months.

Mr. Ryan: How did you get on with the
stoel trust for your rails?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The hon. gentleman asks me what is a very
sab question—how did we get on with
the steel trust for rails? That is a matter
catirely foreign to me. I have not been
able o see any difficulty with the steel trusb.

%Ir. Ryan: The Federal Government and
the New South Wales Government have
found great difficuliy with the steel trust in
golting rails.

The SEPCRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I am not aware that we have had any deal-
ings at all with the steel trust. Is the hon.
centlemuan referring to the American steel
trust ?

Mr. Ryan: The steel trust.
all over tho world.

Mr. Forey: Our Minister has got a trust
of his own.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
If there is a steel trust, I suppose the Rail-
way Department of Queensland must be in
good odour with them, when we can get what-
ever rails we require from them at any time,
and at a reasonable price.

My, Hrxman: Has there been any high
rato recently?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
We have not been calling for tenders re-
cently.

Mr. O'SuLuivan: Is that why you are par-
tial to trusts?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
With regard to gross extravagance in loan
oxpenditure in the Railway Department, I
would like to say that Parliament voted
£2,300,000 in that direction last session, and
our cxpenditure is well within that amount,
and will be well within that amount on the
40th of this month. The hon. member for
Eacham asked me a gquestion when he was
speaking about the system of bookkeeping
in connection with the 1906 Act, and he made
a statement that the system of bookkeeping
was wrong., Of course the hon. gentleman
really duoes not know anything of the sub-
ject. Heo necessarily cannot know anything
of the subject in connection with the method
by which the books are kept. I have,drawn
out an example for the information of the
hon. gentleman which I will show him if he
wishes to see it, and he will observe how the
carnings on certain sections of the lines are
drawn out, Say that the earnings were
£100 as an example. The distance from
Clairns to Mareeba is 43.36 miles, from Ma-
recba to Tolga 18.3 iailes, und from Tolga
to Jobmstone River 19 miles. The section
from Tolga to Johnstone River was buils
undar the 1906 Act, and is the section the
hon. gentleman referred to. With 10 miles
added to this section it would leave the
mileage—Cairns to Mareeba, 33 miles; Ma-
recba to Telga, 18 miles; and Tolga to John-
stone River, 29 miles, instead of ite original
19 miles. Tt works out as follows:~—Cairns
to Mareceba, £56; Mareeba to Tolga, £21;
Tolga to Johnstone River, £23. As the sec-
tion from Tolga to Johnstone River is
credited with 10 extra miles, that means that

They operate
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it receives an additional £7, so that it would
work out—Cairns to Mareeba, £50; Mareeba
to Tolga, £20; Tolga to Johnstone River,
£30. 1f the hon. gentleman would care to
see this return he may have it.

Mr. Giiies: I suggested another system.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes, but the hon. gentleman’s system is one
that cannot commend itself to anyone carry-
ing on business, for the reason that the ser-
vices must be charged for. If £100 worth of
freight is put on to the rails on the Tolga-
Johnstone line, that £100 worth of freight
cannot be credited to the Tolga-Johnstone
line alone, for the reason that it has to be
taken, presumably, from Tolga to Cairns, and
therefore that portion of the line over which
the running expenses are extended must be
credited with their proportion of the freight.

Mr. LexNon: Mileage proportion ?
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:

Yes. There were other railway matters re-
ferred to; and, of course, quite a number of
new railways have been advocated in the
House during the session. On the one hand
I am told, “You must not construct any
more railways. You should spend all the
money on the upkeep of the opened lines.”

Mr. Gmimes: You were not told that from
this side.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
On the other hand I am told, “You must
build some new railways, finish the railways
you have in hand, and get on with quite a
number of others,” and the question of ex-
penditure on the opened lines is not touched
on. So if one were to take all the advice
given to ome, I think it would be possible
tor me to say that there shall be nothing
done at all.

Mr. Grizs: Railways should be built into
agricultural and mining centres,

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS.
Railway construction iz carried on with the
object of only building railways that will
pay interest on the cost of construction. As
to the suggestion that railwsys should only
be built in sgricultural and mining distriets,
I do not think it can be alleged at the pre-
sent time that the whole of the producing
interests of Quesnsland are not being served.
We have built a number of lines into agri-
cultural districts. We are building the
North Coast Railway, which certainly runs
through agricultural districts.

Mr. LexxoN: You are building i very
slowly.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAVS:
t“'et are also building lines in mining dis-
ricts.

Mr. May: Build them further.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
One hon. gentleman says, “You are build-
ing them too slow,” and another hon. gentle-
man says, ““ Build them further.” It is all
a question of money.

Mr. May: You can lend
ot Mis : end money to the

Mr. LexxoN: Why don’t you get a h
on the Ingham line? you get a hustle

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
the money was available, I would get a
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hustle on to all of them and get them all
finished. There will be no happier man in
this House than the Secretary for Railways
if he can get sufficient money to complete
at an early date the building of all the lines
that are now in hand, as well as those that
have not yet been started, but which have
been authorised by this Housc. In the mean-
time I make no promises. The promise that
I make with respect to railways is when I
table the plans and specifications in this
House.

Mr.
recta ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The question of the via recta bas come up.
I just wish to say that the matter of the
via recta has been befcre the public of Quecns-
land for the last thirty years.

Mr. Fiuerry : Did you promise it?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
When the Maryvale line was opened, the
Premier made a promise that the plans
should be tabled during the next session of
Parliament, and I backed up his promise.
(Opposition laughter.) I backed it up.

An OrposiTioN MEMBER: A very obliging
person.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
As to whether I am an obliging person or
not—that is not a very decent thing to say,

Fiueiry: Did you promise the via

. and when the hon. member makes such a re-

mark as that, I, at any rate, do not expect
any docency from him. With regard to the
via recta, the plang were not tabled last
session, and no promises were broken.

Mr. Gravson: I did not say the Minister
broke any promise.

Mr. Fragrny: Did you make a promise at
the banquet at Warwick?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I say no promises have been broken. The
plans were not tabled last year, and the

leader of the Government made a statement
ai the beginning of the session us to the
railway policy of the Government, and I, at
any rate, have been irying to carry out, in
the proper dircction, the promises that I made
by having proper invastigstions ms Those
investigations have Lwon carried out on the
range at Spicer’s Peak, down towards Mount
Edwards, and towards the Bremer Valley,
for the last twelve months, 1 supposs, and
these investigstions are not yet completed.

Mr. May: They teke a very long time.
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:

Yes; they take a very long time, and I am
determined that whilst I am henoured with
the position I am ‘in, the fullest investiga-
tions shall b2 made in the public interest. I
do not think any railway line should be
built in Queensland, it matters not whether
it is the via rccta, whether it is an agrioul-
tural line on the Darling Downs or 1 the
Burnett, or a mining railway in the North of
Queensland, without proper investigations are
made as to the route. The original survey
of the via recta was made in 1883 and 1884.

Mr. Ryan: That is what ths Premier and
you should have said at that banquet.

The SECRETARY TFOR RAILWAYS: I
find, on investigation, that the officers of the
department desire, if at all possible, to get
a better grade than 1 in 33 on the straight.
We have been trying for over twelve months,
and we have only succeeded in getting 1 in
40 on a route surveyed, and which is not yet
completed, provided that we do not take that

Hon. W.. I'. Faget.]
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route down to Mouat Bdward. I made the
very closest inquiries again, during the last
few days, into this matter—a matter I have
taken a very great interest in ever since I
have been at the Railway Department—and
I regret to say that on the Mount Edward
route, the Chief Surveyor tells me, and the
Chief Engineer, Mr. Bell, tells me, it is not
possible to get a grade any better than 1 n
33 on the straight. I think it is due to hon.
members that I should give them this infor-
mation.

Mr. BertBRAM: When may we expect the
via recta?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The hon. meriber asks ine a question which
is not # proper one. I shonld say myself that
the leader of the Government, ihe other even-
ing, replied to that question.

Mr. BerTrAM : It is very indefinite.
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:

There is no hesitation on mr part in saying
that I would very much rather have tabled
the plans last sassion than not, so as to get
them out of the road. (Opposition laughter.)
What do I want—as Minister for Raillways,
if I am there in the interests of the people
and of this Flouse, to see about the con-
struction of railways in Queensland—what do
I want other than to see railways coniinued
right on?
My, FIHELLY: A very intelligent policy.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: A
very intelligent policy and a very forward
policr, and a policy the hen. member will
proksbly never be able to carry out in the
Quernsland Parliament. The hon. member
for Wide Bay last night made the slatement
that «Jay labour wus practically inefficient and
a burden on the people; that some of ths
officers of the department had said that the
men on the day-labour works did not earn
more than onc-half the money that was paid
to them.

Mr. BookgR: That was a specific case.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
hope I ain quoting the hon. member cor-
rectly. All I can say is that for many years
in Queensland the practice was fo build rail-
ways by coniract and then, for certain reasons,
the day-labour system was instituted, and
last session, in order to give hon. members a
full view of the work that had been done
under the day-labour system, I tabled a
series of statements covering the whole of the
operations under the day-labour system and
the whole of the operations under the con-
tract system fof practically the same number
of years. They were the figures that were
available, and nof only that, but I asked the
Chief Bngineer, as I thought this would be
valuable information to hon. members, to
draw comparisons of railwavs constructed,
practically in the same class of country, as
far as it could be done, between railways
built by contract and railways built by day
labour, and I presented those tables to the
Hous~ practically without comment. (Hear,
hear!) Certainly T am under the impression
—I was then and still am—that the day-
labour sys%om in Queensland has not proved a
failure.

OpposiTioN MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

The RECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
do not say for one moment that every man
who is employed on the day-labour works is
as efficient or does as much work as the other
man who get: the same wages. Everybody
who employs men knows that every man is
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not able fo do the same amount of work for
the money paid to him. It neccssarily follows
that where we have 3,000 or 4,000 men work-
ing on railways under construction, that some
of those men are physically unfit and incap-
able of doing as much work as other men are
capable of doing.

Mr. HuxHam: The contractor
the same disability.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
would point out that I made a statement
in the House some two years ago that I
should be very plessed indsed, if at all
ble, to let one line by rontract, in
order to sce whether our ofnicers’ estimates
were correct or whether they were not, but
the opportunity has not arisen. The reason
for that is: Take the Wallal to Tober-
1sory line, say the first 40 miles, or the first
40 miles from Blackall to Windorah, or a
section of the North Coast Railway—it
might have been said that you should let
one of these sections by contract; but I
would like to point out that it is an exceed-
ingly difficult matter, without very great
delay, to prepare the plans and specifica-
tions and quantities for the whole of the
job which are necessary to be prepared
before vou can call for tenders. That is
rcally the reason why I did not ask the
Cabinet to approve of my calling tenders
for @ contract for one of these sections or
one of the railways; because. as a matter
of fact, we are very rarely able to have the
whole of the plans for all the 40 iles of
a gection ready before starting work. The
pians are ready for the first 10 or 15 miles,
and those for the rest are prepared as they
¢o along. DBut, in order to test whether
our engincers’ estimates are below or above
the actual cost, I have asked the Commis-
#loner to request the Chief Engineer to have
the plans, scctions, quantities, and estimates
of the Mumbilla to Mount Edwards Rail-
way prepared, and we proposs fto call ten-

is under

Jders for the construction of that line by

contract. Parliament has already approved
o! that line; it is 16 miles in length, and
the plans are well forward, so that I hope
to be able to call for tenders for its con-
struction before very long. The hon. mem-
bar for Wide Bay yesterday was deploring
the congestion in the railway centres on the
Morth Coast line. and he was suggesting—
I cannot say he was advocating the stop-
ring of railway construction altogether; he
did not suggest that—that more money
should be spent on the opened lines; he did
not use the term ¢ opened lines,” but that
is the term I use. I would like to point
cut that the vote for the Railway Depart-
ment last year was, as I have already said,
£2,300,000. Out of that sum there was
%1,038,955 for new lines, including the tak-
mg over of the Proserpine Tramway;
£630,094 was allocated to rolling-stock, ete. ;
and on opened lines—that is, relaying, dupli-
cations, making more staff stations, and
doing work generally for the better work-
ing of the traffic—there is no less a sum
than £780,951 being spent. Well, seeing
that last year we spent a sum of £750,000
on opened lines, I think it can hardly be
claimed that the Commissioner is not trying
to avoid the congestion in the railway
cenfres. At the same time, it is inevitable
that there should be some congesthion and

that we should have to deal with such
matters where we have to deal with a
country such as Queensland. We have a
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long spell of wet weather; and, to take
the North Coast line, of which the hon.
member spoke, during that spell the tim-
ber-getters still go on falling timber, the
teams cannot haul the timber during the wet

ncather, but so soon as it is fine they rush
all they can as fast as they can into the
railway station yards, and there necessarily
is a rush of traffic which may take some
little trouble to cope with. DBut it is
coped with, and I think——

Mr. GRAYSON:
the produce.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The same thing applies to produce, when
there is a rush on; but I think that,
generally speaking, we may give credit to
the officers of the department for trring to
cope with their business in as business-like
and economical and rapid a way as they can.

Mr. Huxter: That applies to all railway
systems.

Mr. Ryax: Are you going to say any-
thing about that railway accident?

The

It is the same way with

SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes; but I want to deal with these matters
new. I would like to point out, for the
information of the hon. gentleman, that
from 1902 to 1907 we spent on new lines
£1,046,519, on opened lines £481,024, and
on rolling-stock £209,784. In the last five
years, ended 20th June, 1912, we spent
£4,074,679 on construction, or four tlmcq as

. much as we did during the previous five
years; we spent :£1,047,336 on opened hnew
o1 twice as much as we did in "he plevlous
five vears; and £1,674,455 on rolling-stock,
or eight times as much as wo did during the
previous five years, so that we cannot com-
plain that the whole of the money voted
Ly Parliament has been spent on railway
construction, because, as against a sum of
about  £6,000,000 spent from 1901 to 1913
in raxlwav convtructmn we have, in round
figures, a sum of £4, 500 000 spent on opened
lines and on rolhng stock.

Mr. Hexrer: When are you golng to give
ns some fresh carriages on the Western
line?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
We are endeavouring as quickly as we can
to overtake the demand, and we spent
£530,600 on rolling-stock during the current
year. And there 1s one thing that I think
hon. members will be pleased to hear—that
we are not turning out carriages for the
leng lines unless they are lavatory carriages.
(Hear, hear!) Hon. gentlemen were asking
me about the extremely regrettable collision
that occurred on the Main Range at the
.end of January last. I may say that this
was not only a very painful matter to the
Government, to the Commissioner and my-
self, but it also, I am certain, created a
very great shock to all the people of Queens-
land. Hon. members will, I think, take
my word that our svmpathles went out at
once to those who were bereaved. We did
not include in the Governor’s Speech any
words of condolence, but the moment that
this unfortunate accident occur red, in which
six men lost their lives, not only were words
of sympathy sent to them, but we thought
that some more practical sympathy 2150
should be sent. Not one hour was lost in
showing in a practical way that the heads
of the department and the Government
desired to help those who had been bereft.
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Hon. members have referred to th§ guestion
whether the wives and children were locked
after. At once this matter was taken in
hand, and the officers who visited those who
were left, not only took words of sympathy
in their mouths, but also took gold in their
hands, in case ‘the wherewithal was not in
the houses, or some of them, from which
the b1eadw1nnms had been cut off. The
Commissioner also, with my conrcurrence,
arranged at once for the funerals of the
deceased men. I do not know that I care
10 say what the funerals cost; but I will

2y that on the day the Commiwsioner and I
"Lnt on the very painful journcy to Too-
woomba to attend some of the funerals of
those men, we discussed the best method by
which those who were loft behind could be

assisted. It was a dificult matter. We
had a Workerss Compsnsation Act, which
we were supposed to wmk under, but if we

had worked under the ferms of that Act
1 have no hesitation in saying that the
widows and children would not have re-
ceived, until their clai:ns had been sent in
and adjudicated on, sufficient money to
have kent them in anything like comfort.
$9 T will acknowledge here and now that
I made a suggestion to the Commissioner
which went a long way towards breaking
the law. T stated that if T was doing some-
thing that was illegnl, I was quite certain
that the House would ratify what I had

done if it were neces:ary. (Hear, hear!)
The Commissioner ard T arranged that
until the necessary procedure was gone

through, and the neccessary inquirics held—
and I knew there would be a magisterial
irquiry also held—that the wages of the
men who had lost their lives should be
continued to the widows until such time
a3 the arrangements were made for the
ccmpensation to be paid. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. Rvan: But what was the compensa-
tion which was to be paid-—that is what I
would like to know?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Of course, the compensation  to be paid
under the Workers’ Compensation Act is a
fixed amount, but I knew there would be a
delay, which was inevitable. First of all,
the inquiry board would take a long time
to hold the inquiry, because there,were two
inquiries to be held—one for the derail-
ment and one for ths collision. Then would
come the magisterial inquiry, and I thought
it was highly improper that any ﬁndmws of
the Commissioner about the first inguiry
should be made public until after the magis-
terial inquiry had been held. Conseguently,
the claims were not sent in until after all
these inquiries had been held. The claims
with respect to five of the groups of the
dependants are in the hands of the Crown
Solicitor now. I do not think, as the case
is sub judice, I should mention what the
total amount of the claim is. I think the
leader of the Opposition will agree with me
that I should not discuss the matter at the
present time. It is certainly not the inten-
tion of the Government to in any way iry to
cut down the compensation which should
properly be paid to these dependants.

Mr. Ryax: You could tell us whether those

claims are under the Workers’ Compensation
Act.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Oh, no; they are outside the Workers’ Com-
pensamon Act. If they had been claims
under the Act they could have been settled

Hon. W. T. Poget.]



160 Address in Reply.

in an hour; bus being claims outside the Act,
they must necessarily go to the Crown Law
Officers, who have the claims in their hands
now. 1 would say thas any amount that can
be property paid as compensation—we are
dealing with public money and are simply
the trustees of the public—certainly shall be
paid, and I desire that they shall be
generously paid. That has always been the
custom in the Railway Department—in every
just claim with respect to compensation the
claims have been met generously. I do not
know that I have time to enter into matters
in connection with the allegations that have
been made against certain officers at the
departmental inquiry. All I will say is
this: that I hold in my hands a minute of
the Commissioner in connection with the
appointment of the General Superintendent,
Mr. Steer, dated 9th November, 1911, and
addressed to myself, and, although I have
not time to read it all, the general tenor of
this minute is this

Mr. Ryax: We will give you an extension
of time.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I do not desire to ask for an extension of
time. The general tenor of the minute is
that the Commissioner desired to have more
assistance in his departmont in his office.

Mr. Ryan: I think you ought to have an
extension.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I shall read it—

¢ APPOINTMENT OF (GENERAL SUPERIN-
TENDENT AND CONSEQUENT CHANGES.

“In consequence of the great number
of inspections and reports required of
me by the Railway Acts, the rapid con-
struction of new railways, and the enor-
mous increase of traffic upon the lines
generally, all of which render it neces-
sary for the Commissioner and the
Deputy Commissioner to be fregquently
absent from Brisbans, it has become in-
perative that an addition be made to
the edministrative stafl, and the work
of the Head Office rearranged. The
Commissioner th re decided to creste
a new position under the title of General
Superintendent, and to promote Bbir. G.
R. Steer to it at a salary of £800 per

Ay, Steer will assist the Com-

sud  Deputy Comsnissioner
wrally in the administration of the
deparitinent, and will ke sabject only to
the Minister, Commissioner, and Deputy
Commissioner. During the Commis-
sioner’s absence Mr. Sicer will (subject
to the Deputy Commissioner) deal with
matters submitted by the General Traffic
Managers and others, and with public
matters connected with traffic working;
during the absence of the Deputy Com-
missioner he will {subject to the Commis~
sioner) carry on other details which are
now delayed. Mr. Stecr will be directly
respounsible for a more complete super-
vision than has been possible hitherto.
The Traffic Branch is very closely con-
nected with the success of the depart-
ment, and it must receive ¢areful attens
tion, as the proper serving of our cus-
tomers is (next to safety) the chief factor
to be considered; it does not follow
that because the department has a mono-
poly of railway transport that we can
be indifferent; every officer should act
as if there were competing railways,
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and endeavour not only to retain the
present traffic, but to obtain more. The
General Superintendent and Traffie
Superintendent will confer with the
General Trafic Managers on matters
affecting traffic, train movements, etc.

“ Mr. Steer will control the general
working of the Chief Office.

“Mr. A. J. Crowther, Assistant Secre-
tary, will succeed Mr. Steer as Secre-
tary et a salary of £575 per ennum.
The office of Assistant Sccretary will not
be continued at present.

“Mr. J. W. Davidson, Traffic Super-
intendent, will move to a room on the
Commissioner’s floor, and will undertake
increased responsibilities, at a salary of
£575 per annum.

“Mr. S. Green, officer in charge of
timetables, will be Assistant Traffic
Superintendent, at a salary of £375 per
annum. The details of the timetable
work will be provided for by a re-
arrangement of the clerks under Mr.
Green,

“These changes to take effect forth-
with. The Commissioner has the fullest
confidence in the officers in their new
positions and he expects good results.”

That was the position Mr. Steer has been
occupying, and I regret that I have not
time to deal further with the matter.

Mr. RYAN: I desire to move, seeing that
the question that the Minister is dealing
with is so important, that he be granted an”
extension of time.

OrrosITIoON MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the
House that an extension of time be granted
to the Secretary for Railways to conclude
his speech?

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: FHear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I thoughs it wus understcod that no hon.
member should have sn extersion of time?

Mr. Kmmwaxn: The public are interested in
this.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYE:
Az this was 2 matter of very grest import-
ance in connection with the adininistration
of ths office, I submitied it to the Chief
Secretary, who made the following minute : —

“ Highly desireble to rearrange so as
to free the Comunissioner from many
duties that now crowd upon him, and
the way suggested will accomplish this.

(Itld.) “D.D. 4117117

I then minuted it—

“ Recomrm:endafions approved. :
(Ttid.) CW.TLP. 4110117

That iz the position that Mr. Steer occupies
in the department. A very great deal has
been made of certain allegations that that
gentleman did not know his position. Mr.
Steer visited the scene of the derailment, in
order to keep the Commissioner informed
as to what was going on, and in order to
assist as far as he possibly could in getting
more men there if it was necessary, or
attending to the comforts of the other men
who were working at the derailment. As
a matter of fact, Mr. Steer was never at
the end of the derailment where this de-
plorable accident occurred, end at the time



Address in Reply.

the collision took place when these unfor-
tunate men Jost their lives the General
Superintendent was at Murphy’s Creek Rail-
way Station, where he had been for two and
a-half hours previously.

Mr. May: There were too many bosses on
the job altogether.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
It was fully proved that every care, perhaps,
was not taken that should have been taken;
but, because Mr. Steer, when he was being
examined, said that, when it was all over, he
thought they might all have taken greater
precautions, I do not think it lies in any-
body’s power to blame him. I think it was
a manly action on his part to make such an
acknowledgment. I thought the best thing
I could do was to table the report of the
departmental board of inguiry. The report
of the evidence of the magisterial inquiry was
published in the daily Press hoth in Too-
woomba and Brisbane.

Mr. Rvan: There was no finding in con-
nection with the magisterial inquiry.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The magistrate holding an inquiry does not
make a finding.

Mr. Ryan: We think Le should. The Act
should be amended.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
That is a matter which I am not in a posi-
tion to discuss. The magistrate merely for-
wards the depositions to the Attorney-Gene-
ral, and the Attorney-General, or the Crown
Law Office, examines the depositions to see
whether any further action is to be taken.

Mr. Ryan: But the result is that there is
no finding at all. The Attorney-General only
considers whether he will take action of a
criminal nature.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
That is so.

Mr. Rvan: Now we have nobody’s finding
at all.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
In matters such as this I am entirely in the
hands of the Commissioner, and the depart-
ment is entirely in the hands of the Attorney-
General. It was for the Attorney-General to
say whether a prosecution for manslaughter
or of a criminal nature should take place
against any of those who were concerned in
the unfortunate accident; and the Attorney-
General having come to the conclusion, I
suppose, on the evidence before him that

. there was no case for a prosecution, it was
not possible fer the Railway Department to
institute an action.

Mr. RvaN: I am not suggesting for one
moment that you should.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
That is the position so far as we are con-
cerned. I do not wish to trespass upon the
indulgence of hon. members, but I do wish
to be allowed to read the Commissioner’s
finding upon the departmental report. When
the Commissioner presented his findings to
me, o that those who were implicated should
not be prejudiced, I showed those findings
to nobody. I sealed them up and locked
them away. Nobody saw them but myself.
In spite of all the newspaper or public
criticism as to my action, the action of the
Commissioner, or the action of the Govern-
ment, I consider I adopted the right course
towards those who might be implicated by
seeing that the Commissioner’s findings were
not made public until after the magisterial
inquiry was finished.

1913—u
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Mr. Ryay: Yes, but the Commissioner’s
findings were the result of the departmental
inquiry, but there are no findings as the
result of the magisterial inquiry.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I thought I had made that clear. So iar as
the men who were punished are concerned, no
action of the Commissioner prejadiced tiem
during the holding of the magisisrial in-
quiry. The Commissioner’s findingz are
dated 21st February, 1913, and are to this

“effect—

“1 agree with the board that without
authority Guard Scanlan ceased to pro-
tect his train, and thercfore the driver
had no signals to guide him. Scanlan .
must be called upon to show cause why
he should not be dismissed.

“1 do not agree with the board that
Driver Thompson was to blame to any
great extent. The bpilot section should
have been defined, and marks set by a
green flag in advance and a red flag and
detonators to effect a stop at a safe dis-
tance from the wreck. Had that keen
done, the unfortunate driver would have
known where he was, instead of which ke
was left to find his way down a iong
steep grade with 226 tons behind him,
and, in my opinion, he should not be
punished to any great extent.

‘“The absolute indiffsrence of the
General Traffic Manager and the Acting
Traffic Manager to any safety methods
is astounding, and the evidence of both
needs only to be read to show this. Mr.
Lloyd (General Traffic Mansger) and Mr.
Carmody (Acting Traffic Manager) must
be called upon to show cause why they
should not be dismissed the service for
negligence in connection with tihe safety
regulations. Send them copies of evi-
dence and call upon them.

¢ Pilotman Rafter can only be dealt
with for omitting to convey to ‘Mr.
Lloyd personally Driver Coote’s com-
plaint of the absence of protection, but
Mr. Lloyd admits in his evidence that no
detonators were exploded, and he there-
fore knew long before Driver Coote’s
complaint that there was no proper pro-
tection. It appears to me that all that
can be done with the pilotman and Guard
Hall is to censure them.

(Intd.) “C. E. 21.2.13.”
And on 1st April, 1913, after the magisterial
inquiry in Toowoomba had closed, the Com-
missioner made the following minute:—

“1I recorded my decision after reading
and studying carefully the report of the
departmental inguiry board, and the
magisterial investigation has confirmed
my finding. The replies of Messrs. Lloyd
and Carmody in answer to the secretary’s
letter of 26th March do not improve the
position of either. They urge forty and
thirty-one vears’ servitude respectively,
but I am informing thém as emphatically
as possible that I expected better results
from such long experience. I am re-
luctant to dismiss these two officers. They
deserve it, but as they have been prac-
tically brought up on the Queensland
railways ther may find it difficult to
obtain a living in any other capacity
than on the railways. I have decided to
reduce Mr. Lloyd to the position of
traffic manager at a salary of £550 and
to fine him £100, to be paid in monthly

. Hon. W. T. Paget.]
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instalments of £5 from his salary. Mr.
Carmody to be reduced to the position
of station-master at a calary of £256 per
annum and fined £50, to be paid in
monthly instalments of £3 from his
salary. Positions to be found for these
officers as soon as possible. Salaries to
be stopped from date of suzpension.
(Intd.) “C. B. 147137
I minuted it—
“ T consider the decision justifiable.”
(Intd.) “W.T. P, 1.4°13.”
Mr. May: Why didn’t you chuck them out
of the service?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I think that when such a deplorable accident
happens as that which occurred on the Main
Range, it is possible that men at such
times——

An HoxOURABLE MEMBER : Lose their heads.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Do not remember what they would remember,
were they not so troubled; and I think it is
advisable at all times to temper justice with
merey.

Mr. Kirwan: I hope that will refer to the
lower grades.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:

es. -

Mr. Mav: High-grade officers get justice
with mercy, but the poor man does not.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I do not think those interjections are right
or just. Every man who left the depart-
ment during the strike of 1912

Mr., Kmmwan: I am not referring to that
at all. I will give you instances.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Every man who left his employment was
given an opportunity to come back to the
departnment. Under the Railways (Employees
Appeal) Act every employee has the right to
appeal against any decision given against
him, and employees take full advantage of
the provisions of that Act.

Mr. BowmaN: The members of the board
were absolutely biassed.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The matter to which I am referring was a
traffic matter; the two traffic managers
were in charge, and there is no doubt they
were to blame, but there were other men,
who, if the traffic managers had not been
there, should have protected the line where
«he accident occurred. Other men were to
blame to a certain extent, and they were
not punished. T spoke to the Commissioner
for Mr. Lloyd and Mr. Carmody, and said to
him. that there was not a black mark
against their characters, that each of them
had been in the service for some thirty or
forty years, and that, although this deplor-
able accident had occurred, he might con-
sider all the circumstances and not dismiss
those men.

Mr. Ryvan: Did the Cabinet consider the
whole of the evidence themselves?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I said the Commissioner.

Mr. Ryan: Yes, but T am now asking
didn’t the Cabinet conmsider it of -sufficient
importance to give it attention?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I am not supposed to speak about what hap-
pened at the Cabinet. What I have given
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is the Commissioner’s finding. As a matter
of fact, it lies entirely with the Commissioner
as to whether he dismisses two, four, ﬁYe, or
ten of the men who were at that accident.
He has the final say; he is the corporation;
he engages and dismisses men, and I per-
haps went out of my way in asking him to
consider the position of Mr. Lioyd and Mr.
Carmody. Some people in the State, I know,
think those two officers have been very
harshly dealt with, while other people think
they have not been deals with harshly
enough. All I can say is that I have given
the whole of the evidence and the whole of
the findings, and that T have tabled the re-
port of the board who inguired iunto the
matter. I huve taken a procedurs which
has never been taken before in connection
with a departmental report. I have given
you the findings of the Commissioner, and
with that I must leave the mabter in the
hands of hon. members.

* Mr. MACKAY (Gympie): I wish to give
my hearty support to the motion for the
adoption of the Address in Reply, and in
doing so I heartily congratulate both the
mover and seconder on most of the senti-
ments they expressed. Having had the re-
sponsibility of moving the adoption of the
Address in Reply in the first session of the
present Purliament, my sympathies were with
the hon. member for Fassifern in the per-
formance of his task, but I am sure the re-
sult of his effort must have consoled him in
some measure for the loss of the previous
night’s sleep. I was rather surprised to hear
members opposite describe the Governor’s
Speech as one containing nothing of a prac-
tical nature, as there is a lot of good work
foreshadowed in the Speech—work which,
with the assistance of members on the other
side, should result in benefit to the people and
industries of the State. I was also rather
surprised to find that the farmers are dis-
covering new friends in the mrembers of the
Opposition. I should have thought that after
the experience of the last few years they
would hardly look to hon. members opposite
for anything which would benefit them in
any considerable degree, but it appears that
the farmers are becoming an important sec-
tion of the people, so that Labour members
are out to secure their votes. But I have no
doubt that in the ordeal the farmers will
score. The party system under which we
work induces men sitting on both sides of
the House to see nothing good on the other
side, but I feel certain that had our op-
ponents a chance of carrying out the pro-
gramme outlined in the Governor’s Opening
Speech they would see a great deal of good
in the various Bills enumerated there. I
do not say that this tendency is restricted
to the Opposition. I have heard members
on both sides on many occasions express sen-
timents which they would not have expressed
but for the party system, and give votes
which they would not have given but for the
party system. The people are getting the
worst of the deal in party politics.

 Mr. Kmrwax: Do you advocate the aboli-
tion of parties?

Mr. MACKAY: I do. On the first occa-
sion on which I spoke here I spoke against
the party system of government.

. Mr. LEnnvoN: Do you favour elective Min- -
istries ?
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Mr. MACKAY: That is a question on
which I do not wish to express a definite
-opinion just now. While admitting that the
Socialists scored a victory at the late Fede-
ral elections, I think we can also claim that
both Federal and State elections are a con-
tradiction, and have been for some years
past. We have had instances of that in both
Queensland and New South Wales. In
Queensland in April last year, a Liberal
Government was returned to power with a
strong majority, and now fifteen months
later quite the reverse has taken place at the
Federal ¢lestions. Various reasons have been
suggested for this, but whatever the reason
may be, I think the State Covernment have
very good reason for bringing the conduci of
the late Federal elections under the notice of
the Federal Government. If our own Elec-
tions Act is not “all it might be, it is quite
caertain that the Federal Elections Act is a
great deal worse. I comsider that the rolls
on which the Federal elections were con-
ducted entively unsatisfactory from every
point of view. Apart from the duplications
of names which exist, which give opportuni-
ties for impersonation, and apart from
the fact that the ballot-papers were not num-
bered, it is evident that the system of regis-
tration is extremely faulty. I know a man
in Gympie, who has been there for thirty-
seven years, and he received a card in-
forming him that he was struck off the roll

for having left the district. He

[8 p.m.] filled in another claim, and yeb

when he went to the poll to vote,
on the 3lst May last, he was informed that
he was dead. Secing that this man had
never hesn out of the town for more than a
week during thirty-seven years, he thought
15 extremely hard that he should lose his
vote in that manner. I just give that as an
illustration, although it is not an isolated
occurrence.

Mr. BsRBER: It is a common occurrenc
on the State rolls. urrence

Mr. MACKAY: It might be o commeon
occurrence on the State rolls, but it is cer-
tainly the case in connection with the
Federal rolls. T could give further illustra-
tions in addition to those which have been
given during the last few nights in connec-
tion with the bad state of the Federal
rolls. They are in an extremely bad state.

* Mr. Covse: Put your own house in order
first.

Mr. MACKAY: We are proceeding to
do that. If the hon. gentleman read the
_Spe.ech from the Throne, he would ses that
1t 18 propozed to amend the Elections Act.

Mr. CoyNe: To put it into disorder.

Mr. MACKAY: No.
done for the best.
Mr. Xmawaw: Let us hopa so. .

Mr. MACKAY: A« the Government are
going to amend our Elections Act, I hope
that sovething will be done in the direction
of calling upon the returning officers to nass
some examination to prove their ftuess for
the position they hold. (Hear. hear!} In
our lsst Btate elections and in the last
Federal «lection we have had cases where
men have been placed in charge of various
positior=. and they were entirely unfitted, so
far as ~xnerience goes. in carrying out those
duties to the satisfaction of the electors.

Everything will be

Mr. ¥otgy: There are a good number of
them in Queensland.
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Mr. MACKAY: I quite admit that. As
we are about to amend our Klections Act,
we should take some precautions to see that
the returning officers who are appointed are
fitted to wcarry out the important duties
entrusted to them. (Hear, hear!) I notice
that it is also proposed to reintroduce the
postal vote. I hope that this will be done
with limitations. I quite agree that. in cases
of sickness, the postal vols is very con-
veniont and is a necessity. Bu$ I hepe that
in ihe case of absent voters & man will went
to be .genuinely absent from a district hefore
he should be able to use the postal vote.
I also hope that an effort will be made to
have some uniform system of voting adopted.
We have elections twice within three years,
and it would be much better for the electors
und save a lot of coniusion if we had the
one system of voting wdopted. Personally,
I think the Federal system of voting is a
very convenient one, and we might adopt
that. It does not really matter which system
is adopled so long as it is uniform, but to
have one system for striking out the name
and another for putting the cross is alto-
gether unsatisfactory.

Mr. KmnwaN: Would you apply it to local
authorities, too?

Mr. MACKAY: I do not see why we
should not apply it to local euthorities.
Some uniformity is required, as can be seen
by the large number of informal votes re-
corded at every election. I cbserve that His
Excellency made reference in his Speech to
the fact that he travelled throughout the
State, and noticed the large mineral areas
throughout the State. I notice that the
value of last year’s mineral output to the
end of 1912 was £4,175,355, which was an
increase of over £500,000 sterling as com-
pared with the previous year. The report
of the Under Secretary for Mines shows
that we have in Queensland most of the
minerals that one can conveniently
enumerate, and possibly further discoveries
will be made. I mnotice that the total
mineral output for Quecnsland amounts to
£103,000,000, and we have 78,000 square
miles of mineral-bearing country. We can
quite realise how Important this is to the
State. The Under Secretary for Mines, in
his report, makes these remarks, which will
be of interest to mining members and those
who live in mining districts—

“The decline in the gold yield con-
tinues; no new fnds of importance have
been made, and no special resuits have
s yet attended the various projects
initiated during the year for exploring
the deep ground of our established fields,
our experience in this respect differing
little from that of most other gold-pro-
ducing countries; and, indeed, the
opinion has been expressed that, in the
nbsence of fresh discoveries, the world’s
eold production is rapidly approaching;
if it has not already reached, itz maxi-
mum.”’

That is to be regretted, but it is sléomether
too soon to expect any rosults from the
subsidizs that were granted during the
vear. 1 sincercly hope that the Secretary
for Mines will follow up his good action of
lagt year by again putting an amount of
money on the Kstimates for the encourage-
ment of mining., I think the Minister and
the Government are entitled to the thanks
of my electorate for the assistance which we
have obtained during the last year. Had

Mr. Mackay.]
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it not been for the assistance we obtained
from the Government last year, three of our
largest companies in Gympie would have
had to close down. The prospecting which
has been carried on has proved encouraging
up to the present, but it is altogether too
soon to expect definite results. The share-
holders in the various companies are very
confident that ultimately the venture will
turn out a success, as the money is certainly
being spent to the best advantage. In his
annual report, Mr. Dunstan, Government
Geologist, makes the following reference to
the Gympie geological survey: —

“ One might reflect on the vast amount
of money which hds been spent on open-
ing up ground during all the years past,
and in the light of recent geological
investigations it is evident that a large
portion of the money spent has been
wasted on absolutely useless prospecting
operations. Had scientific methods been
adopted in the early days of mining, in
simply recording all the results of shaft-
sinking, making plans and sections,
examining rocks and fossils, calculating
throws of faults, advising where opera-
tions should be carried on or abandoned,
and in solving other problems in general
mining work, the money which would
have been saved could have been spent
to better effect in other directions, and
Gympie undoubtedly would have been
in a very different position to-day.”

The figures for 1912 show that the dividends
paid in Gympie amounted to £26,330 4s. 5d.,
and the calls amounted to £41,647 1s, 8d.,
showing an excess of calls over dividends
of £15,316 17s. 3d. The gold yield in
Gympie for 1912 was 47,616 oz., valued at
£166,000. This is our lowest yield of gold
for the last twenty-four years. A nobiceable
feature was the cvenness in the monthly out-
put, and the gold showed very little varia-
tion. It is just ten vears ago since our best
results were obtained. Since then there has
been a swing of the pendulum, and we have
had a period of lean years, but owing to the
subsidy-we have received during recent years,
those interested in mining have every ex-
pectation of bringing Gympie back to
a profitable  gold-producing  distriet. I
hope that hon. members will pardon e for
having again to allude to the Gyvmpie Gold-
field in particular on this occasion, but I
feel satisfied that mining doss nor get the
prominence in this House that the importance
of the industry deserves. We have members
of the various farming interests bringing up
their wants—talking about seeds, their water
conservation, and their prickly pear, and
members on the other side, and mining mem-
bers in particular, might devote a little more
time to the important subject of mining. It
has undoubtedly been the means of bringing
tens of thousands of our very best citizens to
this State in the early days, and nade
Queensland what it is to-day.

Mr. Hunter: You evidently have not
listened to the speeches delivered last session
on Imining.

Mr. MACKAY: I think my attendance
during last session will compare very favour-
ably with that of the hon. member for
Maranoa, and up to the present this session
I have been absent only one day, and I have
not heard the word “ mining” mentioned
except in connection with oil in the hon.
member’s own district. I hope he is not
under the impression that it js only oil we
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want. We have a large tract of mineral
country throughout the State, ard there are
many other industries to le conswdsred, snd
in keeping up the Gympie end myself, I hope
the hon. member will not be jealous on that
account. It has been neglected for the last
sixteen years, and it is time someone took it
up, as there is a lot of leeway to make up.
The Speech for this session contains a lot of
important matter as far as the primary pro-
ducers are concerned. Sugar is not a matter
I am very closely acquainted with, but from
the interesting debate I have heard here, I am
sure it is of very great interest to hon. mem-
bers, and I am looking forward to see some
genuine benefit result to the sugar-growers,
and the people in the Northern part of
Queensland in particular. The Bill that I
am particularly. interested in is the Stock
and Produce Agents Bill. I am very
pleased to see that Bill included in the list
of Bills to be introduced, becauss I realise,
having had some experience in that line, that
there is an absolute necessity for doing some-
thing to contro! the numerous agents—foot-
path agents in particular—throughout the
State.

Mr. Ryan: More than footpath agents—
big agents in many cases.

Mr. MACKAY : For instance, there is the
man who has no fixed place of abode, who
carries his pencil and notebook in his pocket,
and does his business in that haphazard style.
I certainly hope that when this Bill comes
before us it will contain some provision
whereby a man will be required to at least
take out a license, as by obtaining a license,
it will mean he must be a fit and proper
person to hold a license.

Mr. Ryvax: You would not allow the bkig
agents to have dummy buyers?

Mr. MACKAY: No. I am against all
those illegal practices. I have had some
experience in the agency business, and I
know perfectly well that there is a lot of men
in the business who should not be in the
business, and the honest man who is doing
the proper thing, and the straight thing,
should receive some protection against a lot
of these people who, at the present time, are
simply parasites on what should be a
legititnate business. I also hope that the
Bill will contain some provision whereby
prompt returns will be sccured to the seller.
That is anoiher matter in connection with
which the seller is being fleeced. I krow
quite a number of instances where sellers
have sent to agents in good faith, and trusted
them with their producs or with horses and
cuttle, and not only have they to wait for
their returns, but in some instances they
have never got them. This is the unfortunate
experience that happens very frequently in
the country districts, and if this Bill covers
the ground that I have endeavoured to in-
dicate. T feel certain the public generally will
appreciate it.

Iy, Byan:
ap pointed.

Mr, MACKAY: If it does not cover thab
grourd, I do not know what it can do.
Anorther matter T am pleased to see the
Spesch sliude to is the Friendly Societies
Bill. That was promised last session and
had to be postponed. Seeing that we have
such a large number of members of friendly
sccieties right throughout the State, I think
the time has arrived when their funds should
receive the protection of the law, and I

I think »ou will be dis-
It won’t cover that ground.
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heve every reason to believe that the Bill
will prove very acceptable to members of
the various friendly societies right through-
out the State. I am also pleased to note
the progress that has been made with our
educational system, more particularly in the
direction of high schools. We have in-
stances in various parts of the State, where,
but for the establishment of these high
schools, many children would not receive
the benefit of secondary education. In my
.own electorate, again, we are fortunate
enough to have a high school, and it is
staffed with men with very creditable at-
tainments, and the children round about
are certainly receiving a benefit that many
of them could never afford if they had to
go to a grammar school. I sincerely hope
that, as opportunity offers, the Government
will extend the high schools, more par-
ticularly in districts some distance from
grammar schools. Another matter that I
wish to allude to is the Agricultural Banlk.
T am very plessed to see that the Agri-
cultural Bank is doing well. The business
is certainly extending, but there is no doubt
that there is a considerable number of
-complaints in my district through the delays
that take place in connection with it.
OrpostrioNy MemeERS: All over the State.

Mr. MACKAY: It is recognised that it
is quite an easy matter to get your appli-
«cation in, but there is a tremendous amount
of delay, which, I think, could be easily
avoided. I am also very pleased to see
the progress that has been made with our
Savings Bank, and I am pleased to know
that the people of Queensland are sticking
to their own bank 1n spite of the efforts
made in Federal quarters to influence
Queensland moner to be sent out of the
State. I am very pleased to zce the people
have realised their responsibilitics and are
sticking to the State bank in the way they
ought to. I think the proper thing would
be for the ITederal Government, whether the
present party rewnains in power or not, to
withdraw this Fedvral Savings Bank.

OrprosITroNn MEMBERS: No.

Mr. MACKAY: Personally, T have no
objection to the Commonwealth Bank, but
1 do object to the Federal GGovernment insti-
tuting a Savings Bank in competition with
the various States. We are making splen-
did use of this money locally, and we
actually need it, while the Cominonwealth
people do not need it, so that there is
every reason why we should be allowed to
keep that money and use it according to
our requirements. I was also very pleased
to notice thut, as a result of the appoint-
ment of the Meat Commission, a great im-
provement has taken place in the retailing
of mieat. A ilation was promulgated
during the res reguiring  all  butchers
to keep their shops in a more cleanly state
and make very much needed improvements
in the buildings. That has certainly been
a step in the right direction, and instead
of buying meat from vory questionable sur-
roundings, vou now know perfectly well
that you will get a good article, and the
public will be benefited in consequence.
Another matter that has been touched upon
bty many speakers is the Liquor Act passed
last session. I do not want to quarrel with
the main points of that Act, as I supported
it right through every division, and many
of the provisions were-sadly required; but
there is no doubt about it that, in the light
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cf experience, when we come to consider
a lot of the irritating details of the measure,
some alteration is necessary. We had an
illustration the other day at a place some
26 or 30 miles from Gympie, where an appli-
cation was made for a hotel license. Under
the Act a local option poll was necessary,
and persons some 40 miles distant from this
place were required to cast a vote. Un-
doubtedly the day was wet, but the vote
that was given was very trifling; at some
of the booths no votes were recorded at all,
and at others the vote was so trifling as to
malke the thing farcical. I think it is neces-
sary to have a vote, but I do not think,
it is necessary to go over the whole of the
electorate; an area could be fixed near to
the place where the license iz desired.

Mr. HARDACRE: That was all pointed out
last year.

Mr. MACEKAY : It might have been pointed
out last’ year, but now that the thing has
been brought before the people and they see
the effects of the legislation, it is not too late
to admit that a mistake has been made and
that a remedy should be provided. It is quite
an easy matier to remedy it so that it will
not occur again. Then, so far as the travel-
ling public 1s concerned, there is a weakness in
the Act which is not oaly irritating to the
people and to the publicans, but also does
not do anybody any good. Irritating details
such as I have mentioned could easily be
remedied in an amending Bill.  Another
matter in which I take a considerable interest
is that of immigration, and I regret that the
Government is not keeping the stream going
in the way that they might. As I said in my
place here last year, I do not think people
should be brought here indiscriminately and
simply dumped into the towns. I think great
care should be exercised in the selection of
people who are coming here, and as far as

ossible people should be brought here who
Eave some ecxperience on the land. We have
an almost unlimited expanse of country,
and I think that every effort should be
made to bring out people who are likely to
make good setrlers, and give them every en-
coursgement to get on the land ag easily as
possible. QOur land laws are very likeral, and
they are doing the work as far as they can
be expected, but I believe an improvement
could be made, and there is no harm in say-
ing so. I certainly th.nk the high rents that
are being charged might be considerably
lowered and the terms extended, and I hope
it will be done.

Mr. Hunrer: You might liberalise the
Agricultural Bank Act at the same time.

r. MACKAY : That might be done alwo,
but so far as the constitution and manner of
access to that bank are concerned there is
not much fault to find with it, and if they
would only get a move on and deal with the
applications more rapidly and let the appli-
cants have their money more quickly it would
he much bettor. As to the rents, I think that
to cxtend the paymenis over forty years
would not be too long. I do not think the
CGovernment should set out to make all the
revenue from land. My idea is to get the
people on the land, even if vou have practl-
cally to give it to them. We might_easily
reduce our rents. I know that in my district
we have land at a purchasing price up to £5
an acre. It is undoubtedly worth it, in many
cases probably worth a good deal more, but
we have men going on to the land—young
fellows many of them who, perhaps, have not
a second suit of clothes—and these are the

Yir. Mackay.}
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people for whom every effori should be
made to gel them a start for the first few
yoars, even if the money was recovered years
afterwards. In a short time they would be
able to bear the burdens of higher rents. I
certuinly hope that some effort will be made
—1I do not supposs it can be this session—but
I hope every effcet will be made to have a
revigion of the rents before very long.

Mr. Houxter: Why delay this good work?
Why not do it this session?

Mr, MACKAY : We have got your Mineral
Oil Bill to deal with. (Laughter.)

Mr. Huxter: Oil will go through pretty
smoothly.

The Hoxz fwcgprany: We have your rail-
way freights to deal with.

Mr, 2IACKAY : There have been so many
allusitns fo the farmers’ party and so much
competition for their support on that side of
the House, that I think it might be becoming
in me te say that I think the Government
were never in a better or sounder position
than they are at the present moment.

Mr. Ryvax: We all recognise that.

Mr. MACKAY: Some refercnce has been
made 0 the result of the last Federal elec-
tion, but we have only to go back some fifteen
months or 55 and we have another version of
the affair, and if the people have changed
once, it is quite on the cards—it is possible,
it is probable— it will happen that they will
change again, and when it comes to our turn
to go before them they may repest the voto
that was given on 87th April.  There is no
doubt about it, our friends on the other side
do not believe all they say. They know per-
fectly -well when they tall about trusts and
combines and all that sort of thing that they
do not mean it seriously.

The Houmz SECRETARY : They do not tell us
about the tobacco trust.

Mr. HrxrER: Where does this prophet hail
from?

Mr. SIACKAY : e hails from Gympie. He
was there on the 2Tth of April last year;
possibly you have heard of the fact before.
I do not wish to_iake up any more tinwe; I
just wanted to tell you that there is no second
party on this side of the House.

. Ryax: We have flogged them into line.
‘ion laughter.)

MACKAY : During the last twelve
that I have sat here I have never sesn
any flogging, nor have I scen any occasion for
it.  Members on this side of the House have
every confidence in the members of the pre-
sent Minisiry, and so long as they continue
to give us a fair and reasonable policy, they
will continue to receive the support of mem-
bers on this side of the House; and whilst
_that is so, it is foolish for the members on the
other side to throw doubts here a» to a
country party. I do not believe it exists. T
have never besn at a farmers’ meeting, and I

ave no special desire to attend one, but I
say that, so far as mmembers on this side of the

ouss arce concerned, they are behind the
Ministry, and the Premier particularly. In
conclusion, I wish to tender myv thanks to the
various Under Secretsries, and especially the
Under Socretary for Mines, from whom I
have received many courtesies during the
vear. T hope that members on the other
side will do their best to help on the busi-
ness of the House: they know that there
are very important matters coming before
us, and if they will only cast aside that
party prejudice that undoubtedly exists, we
shall have a very successful session, and the
people will be all the better for the second

[3r. Mackay.
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session of the mnineteenth Parliament of
Queensland.

HowxourasLE Meueers: Hear, hear!

Mr. LARCOMBE (Eeppel): The hon.
member who has just sat down said that
there was no flogging on that side of the
House, but how does that square with what
took plsce during last session? On one occa-
sion the hon. member for Wide Bay came
over to vote with members of the Opposi-
tion on an amcadment to the Liquor Bill,
and the Premier came over and whispered

into his ear, and the hon.

[9.30 p.m.] member for Wide Bay walked

baek iike a deg.  (Opposition
laughter.) And yet hon. members say thab
there is no flogging on that side of the
House. It was the most flagrant exhibition
ever seen in this Assembly, and in the face
of that how could hon. members argue that
there is mno flogging? The very fact thab
the alleged farmers’ party is now a myth
shows that hon. members on that side have
been flogged into line. I wish at the outset
to make reference to a few remarks passed
by the hon. member for Bowen, “{ho made
an excellent speech, and in concluding refer-
red to the Savings Bank business. In doing
so, he said incidentally that he thought it
would be a bad thing for Queensland—a bad
business proposition and an invasion of State
rights—if the Federal Government was to
assimilate our State Savings Bank. I would
point out that the framers of the Constitution
thirteen years ago—if my memory serves
me right there was only one Labour man
on that convention—passed a provision in
the Foderal Constitution to enable the Fede-
ral Government to enter upon Savings Bank
business, Those were the men who framed
that Constitution, and who were jealously
guarding State rights; so that in the face
of the provision in the Constitution enabl-
ing the Federal Parliament to go into the
Savinegs Bank business, how can it be rea-
sonably argued that the taking over of the
Savings Bank business by the Federal Par-
linment would be an invesion of State rights?
To pass on from the argument that it would
e an invasion of Siate rights to the other
argument raised by the hon, member for
Bowan that it would be a bad business pro-
position, in the fuce of the speech of
ihe leader of the Opposition on that point,
I do not see how any member, either on thig
side or the other, could reasonably contend
that it would be a bad business proposition
for Queensland to come into line with the
Tasmanian CGovernment, and enable the
Federal Government to control our Savings
Bank business. The leader of the Opposi-
tion showed that it would be a good business
proposition for the State, and that there
would be more money available for the Agri-
cultural Department, and available generally
for the development of Queensland, if Queens-
land falls inio line with Tasmania, and
allows the Federal Government to conduct
the Savings Bank business without opposi-
tion. The hon. member for Bowen also dealt
briefly with the question of trusts, combines,
and monopolies in Queensland and Awustralia
generally. He admitted that there were spch
trusts, combines, and monopolies existing,
although the Premier denies the fact, and
the hon. member for Bowen suggested that
the Federal Government should pass amend-
ing anti-trust legislation to enable them to
deal fully and effectively with these perni-
cious combinations. The history of Australia
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and Americu proves conclusively that anti-
trust legislation is utterly ineffective to deal
with trusts, combines, and monepolies. Take,
for instance, the coal vend case. After some
considerabl: time the National Parliament
were ablo to institute a prosecution against
the coul vend. After a lengthy hearing, Mr.
Justice Isaacs came tc this decision. He
said, ¢ This coal vend is a gigantic con-
spiracy, a gigantic monopoly, acting in re-
straint of tvade to the detriment of the
public.” He said, ¢ Fine them £50,000 and
cosss.”” When that decision was made known
hon. members opposite—the Liberal fusion
members, State and Federal—on almost
every platform in Awustralia began to pat
themselvss on the back, and say, * There,
ladies and gentlemen, we have effective anti-
trust legislation in Australia, and the extend-
ing of these increased powers to the Federal
Parliament were absolutely unneceszary.”
That is what they said after MT. Justice
Isaacs had given his decision, but they were
vather prematare, because the coal vend ap-
pealed to the High Court. They said, ““ We
are not a gigantic monopoly; we are really
a beneficent institution,” and the High Court
said, ¢ Yes.”

Lieut.-Colonel RANKIN :
Mr. Hughes said?

Is not that what

Mr. LARCOMBE: They quashed the con-
viction, and proved what the Labour party
had contended in 1911 when the referenda
proposals were being discussed, that anti-
trust legislation would absolutely break down
when it was given a fair and reasonable trial.
The National Parliament appealed to the
Privy Council, and the appeal was dismis-
sed. The only true test that the- anti-trust
legislation has had in Australia proved that
it 1s utterly ineffective. The history of
America also buscks up the history of Aus-
tralia. For the last twenty years they have
been sttempting to improve the Sherman

Act, to muke it more effective; but, notwith-
standing that they have had twenty years of
anti-trust legislation in America, trusts, com-

napolies are more powerful and
effective re to-day than they have ever
been in the history of that country. So in
view of these facts we cannot reasonably
conclude that our anti-trust legislation is
sufficient to conirol these pernicious com-
binations. They require to bo controlled,
because the history of America proves that
they corropt the Legislature and bribe the
judiciary—they buy decisions there just as
you buy ordinary commodities here in Aus-
tralia—and what they have done in America
they will do in Australia if they are allowed
free and unrestricted scope here for the next
few years. I wish to make brief reference
to a few remarks passed by the Home Secre-
tary when speaking last night. He blamed
the Labour party for nearly everything under
the sun. He blamed them for the late strike.
As a matter of fact, the highest industrial
tribunal in Australia has decided that the
Brisbane Tramways Company monopoly were
responsible for that general strike some four-
teen or fifteen months ago, and yet the Home
Secretary shielded this gigantic monopoly.
The men whe struck were as much the
vietims of circumstances as the farmers.
In countries where there is no Labour party,
such as America and England, there are
greater strikes than we have every experi-
enced in Australia, so it was rather an
illogical argument to use to attempt to prove

bines, a
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that the Y.abour party were responsible for
that strike. The Labour party stand for the
settlement of national disputes by peaceful
means, for the settlement of industrial dis-
putes by peaceful means, and will continue
to do so. The Home Secrefary waid he was
a State socialist, and then went on with all
the energy and ability at his command to
prove that State socialism or State enter-
prise in Queensland and other Ststes were
absolute failures. I do mnot know how he
harmonised his statement as being a State
socialist with the information that he after-
wards gave to the House, alleging to prove
that State enterprises in Western Australia
and other States were failures. The Home
Secretary said that the Federal electoral
laws were loose. That is a term that
could be applied very appropriately to
the Home Secretary’s arguments. I think
it is heneath a member occupying the
position that the Home Secretary does to
argue in the way he did last night. He
took the case of one hotel in Western

Australia, and stated that there had been
several thousand pounds lost on that
hotel. That was rather a flimsy aftempt to

prove that State enterprises were a failure.
Do we not know of the enormous failures
that take place in Queensland and other
States of Australia and all the world over
under private enterprise, every week and
every year: and it would be just as logical
to argue, therefore, that private enterprise
was an absolute failure. But the Home Sec-
retary was most unfair in his argument,
because if he fook the history of State hotels
for the last ten years in Western Australia,
he would have found there was a profit of
some £20,000. That is a direct disproof of
the hon. gentleman’s argument. He took
one isolated case instead of taking the whole
of the hotels. If he had taken the whole of
the hotels he would have found there was a
profit of £20,000 during the last ten years.

Mr. Lenvox: You don’t take him seri-
cusly, surely?

Mr. LARCOMBE: No; but there are
some clectors in Queensland who do take
the hon. gentleman seriously, and it is just
as well for them to realise the fimsy
nature of his alleged arguments, so that
they will take him like the hon. member
for Herbert. Again, the Home Secretary
said he was a State socialist but not a
socialist. That statement seemed to me to
show a confuseid conception of sociology,

besause, if ilie hon. geatleman is a State
socislizt, he is assisting on the great
socislistic movemeat. The hon. gentleman
probably had in mind certain socialistic

schemes enumersted and elaborated by
zocialistic authors; but, as a matter of fact,
sceinlism is a growth and mnot a cut-and-
dried scheme at all; and, when you are a
State socialist, then you are a socialist.
The hon. gentleman will prabably have to
account to the farmers’ party and to his
constituents for having declarad himself a
State socialist. Right through the history
of mankind we find there has been a con-
tinual prociess of destruction and recon-
struction, We find that, in accordance with
the laws of evolution, from savagery we
came to slavery; from slavery we came to
feudalism; from feudalism we came ‘o
capitalism; and capitalism is now giving
way to a higher development—namely,
socialism; and socislism in time will give
place to something still higher in the scale

Mr. Larcombe. ]
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of social evolution. If it was not somewhat
presumptuous for a young member to do, I
would like, in conjunction with other. hon.
priembers, to congratulate the mover of the
Address in Reply. I think he delivered a
very effective and a very practical address,
and he 1is to be congratulated upon his
first effort in this Chamber. The hon.
member for Port Curtis, the seconder of the
Address in Reply, somewhat marred his
speech by pleading for liberal treatment
for the Brisbane Tramways monopolv. and
also by casting an infercntial reflection upon
certain members of the Elections Tribunals
of last session. Whils congratulating the
mover of the Address in Reply, I do not
think we should forget the wvery effcctive
speeches delivered by  the leader of the
Cpposition and his deputy. The lecader of
the Opposition was particularly effective when
referring to the fact thet there was no men-
tion in the Governcr's Speech of any pro-
pored anti-trust legislation. The Premicr, in
reply, attempted to prove that there was no
danger, as there were no trusts, combines,
or monopolies i Quecnsland or in any
other part of Australia. Now, if that be
s2, why was it that a Reference of Legis-
lative Matters Bill was mentioned in the
Governor’s Speech twelve months ago? The
very fact that at that time the Govern-
ment were apprehensive points to the fact
that there is grave danger, and that there
1& grave danger is attested to not only by
miembers of the Labour party but by some
of the strongest Conservatives in Australia.
Mr. McWade, a_member of the Legisla-
tive Council of Victoria, made that plain
in a speech delivered some months ago,
when moving a resolution calling upon the
Government of Victoria to take immediate
steps to prevent the American meat trust
from coming in and committing the same
depredations in Victoria as thev have com-
mitted in America. In speaking to that
m:obion, Mr. McWade pointed out that the
American meat trust within the last five
years had cornered 815 per cent. of the
sheep and lamb exports from Argentina,
and had appropriated 415 per cent. of the
beef exports from the same country; and
ke pointed out that whst took place in
Argentina would take place in Australia
unless immediate and drastic  legislation
was introduced and passed by the States
of Australia, or by the National Parlia-
ment. Mr. McWade is no Labour man;
he is a Conservative; and his testimony
ought to be taken to heart by members on
both sides of the House. In claborating
his speech, Mr. McWade went on to prove
that the total impost upon the taxpayers
of Australia would be £1,000,000 within a
very short time if the American meat
trust were established in the Common-
wealth, and that statement was borne ouf
by several other members of the Legislative
Council of Victoria who supported the
motion. Now, after being hunted out of
Victoria und other States, the meat trust
has been welcomed in this reactionary State.

Mr. Brseveron: Who hunted them out?

Mr. LARCOMBE: The Governments of
those States. They should not be allowed
to come here and invest their capital unless
legislation is passed emabling the Govern-
ment effectively to control them. But there
is no suggestion of any such legislation
being passed, and they will be free to pur-
gue the pernicious policy that they have

[, Larcombe,
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pursued in America and in other %)arts.@f
the world. The London * Times,’ .w}nch
connot by any stretch of imagination be
classed as a Labour paper, pointed out in
a very able article, some months ago, the
tactics of ths American meat trust. It
pointed out that in America for a time they
paid a very high price to the producer and
reduced the price to the consumer; but,
after they crushed ou§ competition, t.he
position was reversad. Down went the price
to the producer and up went the price to
the consumer. If we bear in mind the
testimony of Mr. MceWade in the Victorian
Legislative  Couneil, what the. London
“Times” has writcen, and what has been
written In other wuti-socialistic papers
thiroughout the world, we can reasonably
assume that it is a real danger, and that
it was a gross omission on the part of the
Government not to introduce legislebion
such as was suggested by the lesder of the
Cpposition, particularly in view of the
referendum proposal vote, when thq electors
ol Queensland desided in an unmistakable
way that they were satisfied that there was
a danger, and that the National Parlia-
reent should take steps to prevent taking
place in Australia what has taksn place in
America and in other countries. As far as
the Governor’s Spcech is concermed, un-
doubtedly it is disappointing. I feel sure
that hon. members on the other side are
really disappointed with it themselves, and
the *“ Daily Mail” very aptly described it
when 16 said it was a meek and timid-
leoking statement, and if the development
of Queenslond was not to proceed on a
more handsome scale than was indicated
in the Governor’s Speech, then there was a
very bad time akead of ws. That was not
said by a Labour paper, but by the “ Daily
Mail,” and they were very pointed in their
remarks. I see, according to the Speech,
that Hisz Excecllency, during the last twelve
months, has travelled over a good portion
of Northern and Central Queensland, and
mude himself acquainted with the country
he traversed. It is a pity that his advisers
did not follow his example. They never
come near the North or the Central districts
unless they are looking for votes, and
v.len they do come they very frequently
come in a very perfunctory way, address a
meeting for political purposes, and move
on. Why, the Premier has twice visited the
Central district in the last fow months, but
he has contemptuously ignored Rockhamp-
ton. He has not held cne public meeting

» in Rockhampton during his last two or three

vieits.

Mr. BOWMAN:
too.

Mr. BARBER:
(Laughter.)

Mr. LARCOMBE: Well, after the result
of the Federal elections he ought to shun
Queensland. (Opposition laughter.) Accord-
ing to the Governor’s Speech, there is to be
an amendment of the Elections Act intro-
duced. I trust that this Bill will provide for
a uniform roll for Federal and State elections
in Queensland. There seems to be no
why there should be a different qualification
for a State elector from that required in a
Federal elector. If six months’ residence is
a sufficient qualification for a Federal elector,
it should be sufficient for a State elector, and
I think we should bring the Queensland law
into line with the Federal law in this respect.

e has shunned Brisbane

And  Bundaberg too.

T trust also that the amending Bill will make
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provision for a uniform system of voting,
and that our State system of voting will be
Jbrought into line with that of the Federal
system. According to the figures in to-day’s
“Telegraph,” there were 13,000 informal
votes cast in Australia at the last Federal
election, and a large proportion 3f those
were cast in Queensland. Those intorinal
votes were largely due to the fact that we
have two different systems of voting, and I
hope the amending Bill will do away with
that anowmaly, because undoubtedly it is a
very prolific cause of informal voting. I
notice, further, that the iniquitous system of
voting by post is to be reintroduced in
Queensland. Probably that proposal is made
on account of the result of the last Federal
election, but, as the leader of the Opposition
effectively pointed out, we could expect noth-
ing less from the present Administration. It
simply indicates the reactionary nature of the
present Government of Queensland. In
theory the system of voting by post scems
unassailable; nothing seems more effective
than postal voting, which will enable cvery
elector to record his vote, but in practice,
like many other measures which appear very
sound in theory, it has proved absolutely
worthless, We know from experience that
the postal vote is more a means of corruption
than a means of convenience to the electors,
and we can reasonably aver that there is no
justification for reintroducing it in Queens-
Tand. In 1907, the then Home Secretary, the
Bon. A. G. C. Hawthorn, in moving the
repeal of ths postal vote provisions, said—
I feel that the time has come, from
our knowledge of what happened at the
last election through the unsatisfactory
working of the postal vote, when the
House will consent to the repeal of the
postal vote clause.”
He further said—
It has been found in practice that the
best way to deal with the postal vote is
to wipe it out altogether.”

‘That was a fair and impartial statement of
the position, and the support accorded him
by members who are not associated with the
Labour party proves that there is absolutely
no necessity for the reintroduction of the
postal vote in Queensland. It proves also
that its reintroduction will mean increased
corruption and increased malpractices, which
the Government contend they are particularly
anxious to put down. When speaking on this
proposed measure, the hon. member for Port
Curtis gave as a reason for its reintro-luction
the convenience of the women of Queensland.
This new-born solicitude for the women of
Queensland on the part of members cpposite
is rather amusing. What sympathy have
those hon. members shown with the women
of Queeensland right throughout the history
of Queensland politics? In 1904, when the
Elections Act was going through this House,
the hon. member for Toowong moved an
amendment providing that adult franchise
should only come into operation when there
was a reduction in the number of members in
the Legislative Assembly. There has been
no reduction in the number since then, and
there is not likely to be any reduction for
some considerable time to come, so ‘hat if
the hon. member for Toowong had had his
way the women of Queensland would not
have had a vote to-day. In that amenlment
the hon. member was supported by the pre-
sent Treasurer, the hon. member for Nor-
manby, the hon. member for Townsville, and
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several other members on that side of the
House, including, if I recollect rightly, the
Minister for Railways. Yet members op-
posite give as a reason for the reintroduc-
tion of the postal vote the convenience of the
women of Queensland! As a maitter of fact,
thoy fear the women of Quecensland, and they
have reason to fear them, because before the
women of Australia had a vote there was
not one Labour Government in Queensland,
excepting the short-lived Dawson Ministry.
Since then we have had a Labour Government
in South Australia, in Western Australia, in
New South Wales, and in the National Pur-
liament of Australia: and there will un-
doubtedly be a Labour Government in
Queensland within the next eighteen months,
to a great extent as a result of the women’s
vote. The next paragraph of the Gavernor’s
Speech deals with the alleged irregularities
at the last Federal election, and says—
‘ “Tf personation, plural voting, and
other illegalities were not rife at the
recent Federal polling, it was not, in the
opinion of my advisers, because existing
arrangements do not encourage aid facili-
tate such practices. Therefore it is their
intention to request the Commonwealth
Government to appoint a commission,
consisting of the Chief Electoral Officer,
his State deputies, and the prineipal
Stats clectoral registrars, to devise some
means wheroby the Federal electoral rolls
and the conduct of the Federal elections
will be above suspicion.”
That is a most insolent and most inll)l):‘dent
and most pragmatical paragraph. The Fede-
ral Government are quite competent to look
after their own rolls, and if Queensland
Liberals wished to bring this matter of
alleged corruption before the National Par-
liament they had the opportunity of doing
so through their Federal representatives. It
is really degrading the dignity of the Gover-
nor’s Speech to introduce such a paragraph
as that into it. Why cannot members op-
posite take their defeat in a manly way?
Why was that paragraph introduced? Simply
because the Liberals were overwhelmed with
defeat at the last Federal elections, and then,
like schoolboys playing at football, they com-
plain of the referee, of the state of the
ground, or some other triviality. (Opposition
Jaughter.) They have cause to be afraid on
account of what has taken place, because it
is an indication of what will tal.ce place in
Queensland in eighteen months’ time.

Mr. Rvax: Or sooner.

Mr. LARCOMBE: I am glad of that
interjection, because it reminds moe that
when I left the Central district many of my

supporters came to me and asked when the
dissolution was going to teke place. (Op-
position laughter.) I told them that they
need not be alarmed, becaus_q‘the rosult'of
the Federal elections had killed the third
party. There would have been a strong
third party if they had had any reasonable
chance of getting back into Parliament and
getting on to the Treasury bench. It is_bad
enough to be without a portfolio, but it is
worse to be without a seat. (Opposition
laughter.) The members who were forming
a third party realised that, and I congratu-
late them on their sound common sense.
Goodness knows what they were going to
do. They were going to blow up the Go-
vernment; ther had adjusted the fuse, but
when they struck the match they were horri-
fied at the prospect, and instead of applying

Mr. Larcombe.]
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it to the fuse they hurriedly picked up the
fuse and ran for their lives; and we may be
sure that during the currency of the present
Parliament the fuse will not ke again ad-

]LlSﬁ% {Opposition Iaugh‘ter.). The leader
of ths Opposition wes really right when he

told hom. members on the frong Treasury
bench that they could
[16p.m.] soundly, as there is no chance of
] them being supplanted by the
thi ity this session anyhow. The per-
centa, of personation and irregularibies
generally at the last Federal election was no
greater than it has been at any other elec-
tion. (Hesr, hear!) We have that on the
authority of the Chief Electoral Registrar
Mr. Oldham. Surely we would take the
decision of a fair and impartial authority
like ¥r. Oldham before we would take the
prejudiesd snd biassed opinion of any hon.
member sitting on the front Treasury bench,
Mr. O’SutLivax: Or the * Courier.”

Mr. LARCOMBE: Yes. I wouid sooner
take the word of the Chief Electoral Registrar
In the face of that, we cannct ses that theré
was any justifeation for the insertion of
the paragraph in the Governor’s Speech to
which I have referred. The confidential
circular that was read by the Promicr realls
disproved the argument that he set out to
prove. He sct out to prove that the Federal

“t encoursged corruption at the last
eleetion.  He said, T will read the
ial cirenlar i d to the returning
and pres«iding offic and he drepped his
voice to a whisper as he reed out the circy.
lar. 'This confidential cireular was an in-
struction to the roturning and presiding
officers allowing an eloctor to vote even
although he had been personated. Tt further
gave structions that it wus not to be made
puklie. Zurely any  reasonable-minded
person can sec why that instraction was
given. If personation -was rampant, it
would have been u dozen tintes more so if
the electors knew that they could vote in
then" awn name_ although  another person
had impersonsted them. If that informa-
tion had gained ground, the personation in
ould have increased by at least
50 per cent. (Hear, bhe: The Federal
Labour Government proved thsr they were
genuinely desirous of preventing any per-
hy issuing that circuler.  There was
small pereentage of clectors who
ww that they could vote even if they had
been personated. It was fortunate tha:
that net irade public hefore the Ias%
Faderel clection. If the Federal Govern-
ment sre going to be attacked, they should
bg attacked by a Government that is itself
avove suspicion. Let the firsy stone be cast
by thess who have a clean political careor
and not by hon. members opposite who have
achieved their political positions by politi-
cal dishonesty. Now, the Federal Labour
party is as hunest as any Government that
has been in existence in Australia. What
did the Queensland Covernment de when

I idston was retiring from polities?
What they do to get him to retire?
'I“hgey promoted him to the Land Court,
They altered the Land Court Act to retire the
members of the Land Court, and appointed
Mr. Kidston to a position as a member of
the court et a salary of £1,000 a year for
fifteen years. You never find the Labowur
Government trying to ge: rid of a strong
politician in that way. Wheat was done by
the Queensland Liberal CGovernment was
also done by the Federal Liberal Govern-
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ment. Senator Pearce was seclected either
by the Watson Government or the Fisher
Government to go home to England to repre-
sent Australia as the Minister for Defence.
In the mesntime, before he went home the
Labour Government was defeated. What
did. the Liberal Government do? Did they
honourably uphold the action of the Labour
Government when they came into power?
No, they did not. They dismissed Senator
Pearce, cancelled his appointment, and
appointed in his place the Hon. Colonel
Foxton and sent him home to represent the
Federal Government. Vet this Liberal
parvy talks about * spoils to the victors.”
It is nothing else but * spoils to the victors”
where hon, members opposite are coucerned.
When the Labour Government took office,
did they pack the High Court with Labour
judges? Not a bit of it. What did the
Liberal Government do? They first of all
appointed Sir Edmund Barton. They got
him to ratire in a manner somewhat similar
to that adopted by the Liberal Government
in Queensland when Xr. Kidston retired.
Sir Edmund Barton has high qualifications,
and I was pleased to see him appointed to
the High Court; but when you see Liberal
Governments pursuing a policy like this, it
a5 you feel rather nettled when they
turn around accuse the Labour Govern-
ment of political corruption. As a matter
of fact, the political corruption in Queens-
land, in Australia, in every State in Aus.
tralia, and all the world over has been
pracrised by the Liberal parties and Liberal
Governments only. The Fisher Government
has been congratulated, not only by their
own organs but by anti-Labour organs in
Australia, and outside Australia, on their
high standing and political morality. I
wish to say a word or two about the
primary producers, their cnemies and their
friend=. I think hon. member: opposite are
afraid of the magnifiesnt way in which the
Labour party’s policy with regard to the
primary producers has been placed before
this House and the country by the leader
of the Opposition and his deputy. If hon.
members opposite are not afraid of the
Labour party being able to show that we are
the real friends of the farmers—that we are
the rcal farmers’ party—if ther are not
afraid of the exposition of the Labour party’s
policy, why is it that s many members
1 who have spcken should get up
and renly to that particular point? It has
been replied to by the Premier, by the
Tressurer, by the Home Secretary, and by
the Secretary for Railways, =nd every
private member who has spoken on that
side. If members opposite did not see that
there was something solid in what was stated
by the leader of the Opposition there would
not have been so much -atsention devoted to
his speech.

The Hoxe SecrrrarY: We will fall down
with fright directly. (Laughter.)

Mr. LARCOMBE: The hon. gentleman
does not look verr well to-night. (Laughter.)

The Hows SzcremRY : He feels very weak.
{Laughter.)

Mr. LARCOMBE : I think the hon. gentle-
man feels the position very seriously after
what has transpired during the last few
weeks., We are all agreed as to the import-
ance of the primary industry, and we all
agree that the primary producer should re-
ceive every consideration and encouragement,
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but they are not receiving the consideration
and encouragement they are entitled to. The
guestion nawurally arises, Who is responsible
for +hat? Itisnotthe Labour partvy, because
the Labour party are not in power, so it
must be the Liberal party or the Fusion
party. It is really flattering to call them
the Liberal party. I think I can prove what
I say, that the alleged Liberal perty sitting
oppoeite are the encmies and opponents of
the primary producers. The Liberal party
are the opponents of the primary producer,
because they make the primary producer
suffer bwvause of the existence of the trusts,
combines, and monopolies. The hon. mem-
ber for Warrego referred briefly to this mat-
ter, and I want to quote from a South Aus-
tralian Commission which dealt with these
combines in Australia, and their effect upon
the primuary producer. Now this commission
was not composed wholly of Labour men.
There wes a majority of anti-Labour men on
it, so we can fairly assume that the report
is & correct one, or we can at least assume
that it was unbiassed. One paragraph in
the report of that commission says—

*“Owing to a wheat ring the farmers
of South Australia were robbed of 2d.
per bushel on their wheat; and taking
it on the yield for that year, they came
to the ccnelusion, therefore, that the
furmers of the State lost a sum equiva-
lent to £167,000.”

Taking the whole of Australia, they argued
that the farmers lost a sum equal to £625,000
as a result of the operations of this wheat
ring. And yet you never hear any reference
to it by hon. members opposite. Never the
slightest suspicion of legislation dealing
with thees combinations.  Iurther on the
commissioners say—

“Your commissioners cannot but re-
gard the explanation of the failure to
pass the reduction of freights on to the
farmers  as  extremely unsatisfactory.
After careful consideration, your commis-
sioners have come to the conclusion that
the existence and operations of ‘hon-
ourable understandings’ are decidedly
inimical to the inierests of the wheat-
groivers.”

That is the finding of the Royal Commission
in regard to the shipping monopoly of Aus-
tralia. Never a word nientioned in the Go-
vernor’s Speech or by hon. members oppo-
site as to the method of effectively prevent-
ing this scandalous state of affairs. These
combines and monopolies can operate without
restriction, with perfect freedom, and rob
the farmers of thousands of pounds annu-
ally, and yet the Premier gets up and tells
hon. members that the rural workers’ log
is going to ruin the farmers.

The Hoxe SecrRETARY: You will encourage
them with the land tax.» It will assist them
to raise good crops.

Mr. LARCOMBE : At the proper time I
will deal with the Labour party’s land tax
proposals. It is a tax that will not fall on
the farmers at all. As a matter of fact, were
a land tax in operation many of the present
little vexatious taxes would be repealed, and
the farmers would be better off than they are
under the present Government. However,
the Home Secretary did not tell us that in
other States of Australia, where Liberal Go-
vernments are in power, they have a land
tax. They have a land tax in Vietoria and
in South Australia, and never a word do hon.
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members opposite utter about that, The land
tax there is'in operation under a Liberal Go-
vernment. .

Mr. HarDACRE : The land tax made millions
of acres available.

The HOME SECRETARY:

Queensland.
" Mr. LARCOMBE: The Federal Labour
Government, in their poliecy speech, made
provision for the establishment of a national
line of steamers in Australia. - They recog-
nised how the farmer was being robbed by
this pernicious shipping combine, and they
are going to commencs with a small line of
steamers to assist the primary producer and
the taxpayers in general.

The Home SecReTARY : Is that the reason
why they took away the Vancouver service
from Queensland?

Myr. LARCOMBE: The Home Secretary
knows quite well why the subsidy was with-
drawn from the Vancouver service. He
knows quite well of the reciprocity treaty
entered into between Canada and New Zea-
land, and the advantage that New Zealand
has over Queensland, and until we enter into-
a similar arrangement the National Govern-
ment were quite justified in doing what they
did.

The Secrersry ror Pusric Lanps: Why
should Queensland contribute ?

Mr. LARCOMBE: They will contribute a
good deal more when reciprocity is arranged,
and the National Government, with Mz,
Fisher at their head, have been negotiating
for some time with Canada to bring about
that arrangement.

The Homr SecreTary: Is that the reason
why they insisted on the headquarters of the
Paciflc cable station being removed from
Queensland ?

Mr. LARCOMBE: If the Home Secretary
wants to stop all night, I am prepared to dis-
cuss these questions with him, but if he wants
to get away in time to catch his tram, then
he should let me resume my argument. The
National Government provided for the estab-
lishment of a line of steamers, and the Wess
Australian Goverament did similarily, and
notwithstanding what the Home Secretary
said Iast night, that service has been a suc-
cess, and a great benefit fo the primary pro-
ducer. However, I want to give a little
additional information 4o prove that the
Tabour Government are the true friends of
the farmers. Not only indirectly, by means
of their grand legislation, have they encour-
aged the farmers of Australia, but also
directly through giving fthe farmers . free
farms in the Northern Territory and in
lending money at 4 per cent. Is this alleged
farmers’ Government lending money to the
farmers at 4 per cent.?

The HouE SzcrETARY: Did they not also
establish a laundry there? (Laughter.)

Mr. LARCOMBE: I will tell the Home
Secretary what they did. They provided
fair and reasonable treatment all round, not
ouly for the farmers, but for everybody else
in the Territory, and that is what the Queens-
land Government is not doing for the tax-
payers of the State.

The SECRETARY FOR DPUBLIC LaANDS: A
howling success.

The HomE SECRETARY: Why, they sweated
their own employees.

Mr. LARCOMBE: We often hear about
the “stinking fish” party in Queensland.
There you have an example of the ‘‘ stinking

Mr. Larcombe.]

Where? Not in



172 Address in Reply.

fish” party in the State—they are decrying
the Northern Territory. Is that the way to
aftract immigrants to our shores?

The HoME SECRETARY: Why, the Federal
Government sweated their own employees.

Mr. LARCOMBE: The Home Secretary
talks about sweating under a Labour Govern-
ment in Australia. As a matter of fact, the
Labour Government in New South Wales, in
Western Australia, and in the National Par-
liament have sot down a minimum for their
public servants much higher than the present
Queensland Government.

The HoME SECRETARY: Is that why the
Labour Government in New South Wales are
letting their railways by contract now ?

Mr. LARCOMBE: I can quite see what
the Home Secretary is attempting to do. He
realises that I am proving conclusively that
the Labour party are the true farmers’ party,
and he wants to exhaust my time before "1
can get this material in. I want to get this
material in in order that my constituents and
the constituents of Queensland generally may
realise who are the true friends of the far-
mer. The Home Secretary referred to the
land tax. On overy platform that I spoke
from in the farming districts of Keppel I
dealt with the Labour party’s land tax pro-
posals, and I got a magnificent vote in all of
them, notwithstanding the gross misrepre-
sentations indulged in by the Liberal organ,
and the Labour majority in the electorate I
represent was over 1,100 at the last Federal
election. Now the farmers in Keppel are
satisfied who are their true friends, and I am
satisfied that the farmers in Queensland
generally will also be satisfied similarly within
tho next eighteen months, I want to point
out further, that in addition to giving free
farms, and in addition to lending money at
4 per cent.—1 per cent. cheaper than the
alleged farmers” party in Queensland—they
are also assisting indirectly by magnificent
legislation. hey are attracting people to
Australia to an extent that was never heard
of previcusly under an anti-Labour Govern-
ment. We know the primary producer
depends to a great extent on the population
of the industrial centres of Australia for his
markets, and by encouraging people to come
to Australia they are actually benefiting the
farmer.

The Home Secrerary: Will you give him
free freights on the railways?

Mr. LARCOMBE: We will give them
much cheaver rates than the present Denham
Government.

The HoME SECRETARY : Is that why the New
South Wales Labour Government are increas-
ing the railway freights?

Mr. LARCOMBE: Thev are going to o
nothing of the kind as far as farmers’ pro-
ducts are concerncd. A paragraph appeared
in the “Courier” the other morning specifi-
cally stating that there was no intention to
increase the fretghts on primary produce.

The Hom®E SucrRETARY: What about the
workmen’s ticKets?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. LARCOMBE: Why does the Home
Secretary attempt to wilfully mislead the
elzetors of Queensland on that point? I want
to point out thab in the last two years under
an anti-.abour Government the excess of
arrivals over departures in Australia was only
27,000, and for the last two years under a
Labour Government it was 99,000, or an
increase of 72,000 persons.

The HOME SFECRETARY;
-oppose immigration ?
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Mr. LARCOMBE: The interjection of the
Home Secretary is ridiculous on the face of
it, because, if we were opposed to immigra-
tion, how is it that people are coming here
in greater numbers under a Labour Ministry
than they were under a Liberal Govern-
ment? From the very facts of the case
that assertion is on the face of it, to suy
the least, absurd. It may be argued that
although the excess of arrivals over depar-
tures 1s so great, the population has not
increased at a greater ratio. But we find
that in the last two years, under the Liberal
Government, the vpopulation increased by
122,805 pe=rsons, whilst under the Labour Go-
vernment, during the last two years, the
population increased by 244,747 persons, or an
increase of 51,942 persons more in the two
vears in which the Liabour Government was
i power than actually occurred in the two
years that the Liberal Government was in
rower. That again proves what the National
Labour Government has been to the primary
producer, for it has increased the popula-
tion, and thereby increased his market. Now,
I wish to deal with the Labour Govern-
ment in Western Australif. The first thing
they did when they were returned was fo
broaden the Agricultural Bank Act, cn-
abling farmers to borrow up to £2,000
where the amount had been smaller under
the Liberal Government. In the first year
of the Labour Government the amount ad-
vanced to farmers was £405,943, while in
the last year of the Liberal Government the
amount was $£283,159, so that there was an
increase of £122,784 in one year that the
Labour Govern:nent was in power over
what ths Liberal Government had advanced.
Iiow does that square with the argument
that the Labour party is opposed to the
farmer? It cannot be squared, and it
proves bevond a shadow of a doubt that
wo are what we contend—the true farmers’
perty. It is all very fine for hon. members
to get up and argue in a vague general
way that we are opposed to the farmers,
Jsut when they get figures like these put
hofore them they are silent.

The Howe Secperary: He will know all
¢bour it when he gets the rural workers’
log.

Mr. LARCOMRBE: The Home Secretary
knows quite well that that is not in the
Labour »nlatform. Ile knows well that it
will be presented whether a Labour or a
Libkeral Government is in power, and that it
it a matter on the industrial side of the move-
ment. But, further, I want to point
out that a deputation representing primary
producers—the fruitgrowers—wsited on the
Labour Government in Western Australia
and pointed out that thieir export frade was
hampered, and that they were being robbed
by a ring of the prices which they should
have reccived for their fruit. They asked
the Labour party to give them assistance,
and without any talk at wall the ZLabour
Uovernment of Western Australia advanced
£10,600 to enskle them to send their fruit
to other countries. They advanced that
£10,000 on their fruit. hion the 1811 season
vwas a dry scason in Western Australia, and
the Government provided water throughout
the stricken arcas, putting down wells and
making dams for the farmers, at a total
cost of £88,557, and, in addition, they dis-
tributed water in tanks and sold it at cost
price to the farmers. I could go on at
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greater detail enumerating the wonderful
assistance that has been given by the
Labour Government there to the primary
producer. I might mention, before leaving
that subject, that the farmers there are being
rcbbed as well as those in other States by
the high prices they have to pay for agri-
cultural implements, and the Labcur Go-
vernment, in response to representations by
them, have decided to establish works for
the manufacture of agricultural implements,
and it is estimated by competent autho-
rities that the cost of those articles will be
reduced by ai least 50 per cent. as a re-
sult.  There you sce what a Labour Go-
vernmernit is doing in a practical way when
thre farmer is threatened; and the farmer
is being threatened in a similar way here;
but there is not a suggestion of the estab-
lishment of a works of that kind in Queens-
land. I had better pass on from that sub-
ject; but I think from what I have shown
of what the National Labour Government
and the Labour Government in Western Aus-
tralia have done for the primary producer,
that a Labour Government here would do
similar things for the farmers of this State,
and I hope that the farmers will read the
fine expositon of the Labour platform, and
particularly that part of it relating to
primary industries, given by the leader and
the deputy leader of this party when they
spoke the other night: and if they do and
they realise truly the ideals and the aspira-
tions of this party, and what probably will
tolke place 1f a Labour Government is
returned, there will be no doubt as to the
result when next we go before the electors.

The HoMr SeCReETARY: They will fall on
your necks and weep.

BMr. LARCOMBE: They did that in Wide
ay.

Mr. Ryan: So long as they come to the
poll and vote.

The HoME SECRETARY : So long as they vote
often.

Mr. LARCOMBE: Then I want to deal
with this broken-pledge Ministry. We have
often heard of ‘“the Ministry of all the
talents ¥ and of Ministries of similar de-
signations, but I think no Ministry has so
fully carned the title of “‘the broken-pledge
Ministry” as that now sitting on the front
Treasury benches. Wherever you go, in any
part of Queensland—and it is not confined to
Labour men—you hear of some broken
pledge, some railway not constructed or some-
thing of that sort, and I am satisfied that
the taxpayers as a whole realise, as the
farmers do, that they are being hoodwinked
by this present Government. The present
Government sesm absolutely to eschew the
ordinary «thics of political morality. In faes,
their very return was due to their deficiency
in that respect, and they have been pursuing
a similar policy ever since. The election cry
was the strikke cry; it was a deceptive cry,
and they have been deceiving the Parlia-
ment and the electors ever since. The Pre-
mier has been touring Quecnsland lately,
making a fine lot of promises. He wont to
Mount Morgan and promised all sorts
of things to them there if they would only
put Mr. Drer in and put Mr. Higgs out and
defeat the referenda. He promised, amongst
other things, that he would continue the
Dawson Valley line. Ihat was in answer to
a deputbation that waited on him. But the
deputation realised that he had promised the
same twelve months before, and one of them,
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Dr. Richards, asked the Premier whether he
could not fix a definite date at which it
would be recommenced. The Premier said,
% No.” Dr. Richards said, * Why not?”’ and
then the Premier ab once got offensive and
insulting, and told him that he was talking
rot and rubbish. And the Rockhampton
“ Morning Bulletin ’—and mark you this is
the organ that is supporting the Liberal party
in Central Queensland—said, ““ The Premier
has a stock cry for anybody that disagrees

with him. He tells them they are talking
rot.”” As a matter of fact, Dr. Richards was

not talking rot; he was talking good com-
maon senss. e is an educated man, a highly
intellectual and cultured man, and he knew
what he was talking about, and for the Pre-
mier to talk to him in that way indicates to
me that he is entirely unfitted to occupy the
exalted position of Premier of this State.

The HoMme SEORETARY : That settles it.

Mr. LARCOMBE: That is not only my
opinion; it is the opinion of the Morning
Bulletin,” which espouses the
[10.30 p.m.] cause of the Denham Govern-
ment in Central Queensland, and
when their organs are turning on them in
that way, we may fully realise what is going
io happen later on.
The HOME SECRETARY: We might call them
the barrel organs.
An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: It
opinion of the referenda vote also.

was the

The Premir: It only shows that your
statements arve grossly and absolutely incor-
rect.

Mr. LARCOMBE : They are not incorrecs,
they have been testified to by a report from
the “ Morning Bulletin ”’ in Rockhampton,
and, as I pointed out, this paper is not a
Lakour paper at all.

The PrEMiER: The  Morning Bulletin’>
did not report the Premier.

Mr. LARCOMBE: The *“Morning Bulle-
tin ” did report and criticise the Premier.
T have a copy of the quotation here, which
T could give if time permitted. It says,
amongst other things, that—

“The Government has never had any
difficulty in finding money and men, not
only to continue ths extensions in the
South, but to project and build entirely
new railways. Mr. Denham apparently
does not perpctuate such things by inad-
venture. It is a fixed and sacred policy
with him, and the man who, like Dr.
Richards, ventures to disagree with it is
politely told that he 1is ‘talking
rubbish.” 7’

The Premier: That is their comment, not
my reply.

Mr. LARCOMBE: The Premier is shift-
ing his ground.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber has exhausted the time allowed him by
the Standing Order.

Mr. MACKINTOSH (Pit/sworth): I move
the adjournment of the debate.

Quastion put and passed.

The resumption of the debate was made an’
Order of the Day for to-morrow.
The House adjourned af

minutes to 11 o’clock.
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