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Questions.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY,

Tuespay, 20 Jury, 1915,

The SpEAKER (Hon. W. McCormack, Cairns)
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

ATUDITOR-GENERAL’S REPORT.

The SPEAKXER announced the receipt of a
report, dated 1lth January, 1915, from the
Auditor-General on Savings Bank sccurities,
as at 31st December, 1914.

Ordered to be printed.

PANEL OF TEMPORARY CHAIRMEN.

The SPEAKER : Pursuant to the require-
ments of Standing Order No. 11, I hereby
nominate the following to form the panel of
Temporary Chairmen during the present
session :—

Thomas Foley, member for the electoral
district of Mundingburra; James
Larcombe, member for the electoral
district of Keppel; Alfred James
Jones, member for the electoral dis-
trict  of Maryborough; Thomas
Robert Roberts, member for the elec-
toral district of Hast Toowoomba;
Harry IFrederick Walker, member for
the electoral district of Cooroora.

PAPERS.

The following papers, laid on the table,
were ordered to be printed :—
Annual report of the Acting Under Sec-
retary for Mines for the year 1914.
Blue Book for 1914.

QUESTIONS.
PurcHASE oF MALENY BUTTER.
Mr. STEVENS (Rosewood) asked the
Premier—

“1. Is it a fact that the Government
purchased 225 boxes of Maleny butter

from the Farmers’ Co-operative Distri-
buting Company at 1963, per cwt. net,
ex store?

*“2. Has the butter been sold by the
Government ?

“ 3. If so, to whom, and what was the
net price realised 17’

The PREMIER (Hon. T. J. Ryan, Barcoo)
replied—

“1. Yes. -

“2. Yes.

3. Two hundred boxes have been sold
to McKeever and Company, Melbourne.
220s. per cwt. f.o.h. Brisbane. The re-
mainder has been utilised by Govern-
ment departments.”

Mr. CORBER (Burncit),
asked the Premier—

“1. Is he aware that had the Govern-

ment not purchased the surplus butter

rom the Maleny factory at 196s. per

cwt the company could have sold for

for Mr. Morgan,
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consumption in Victoria the butter so
purchased at 220s. per cwt., ex store,
Brisbane ?

“2. Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to sell the butter so purchased for
consumption in other States?

“3. If so, will the Government return
all profits to the companies from which
the butter was compulsorily purchased ?”

The PREMIER replied—

“1. The company advised that they
had aen offer for the butter, 218s. per
cwt., ex store.

2, See answer to third question asked
by the hon. member for Rorewood.

“ 3. The matter will be considered at
some future time.”

Warer FINDING IN SETTLED AREAS.

Mr. CORSBER asked the
Public Lands—

“Will he make provision sn the Rsti-
mates for water finding in seitled aress
where the Public Estate Improvement
Branch claims to have no funds to assist
the sclectors, though droughiy vouditions
are b ~nponng opﬂ1atxons on  their
farms 7’

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. J. 3. Hunter, M aranoa) replied—

“The hon. member has not made his
question verv clear, but the Estimates
will shortly be laid upon the cabie of the
House, and information regarding the
matter will then be available.”

Secretary for

CosT OF SMELTING WORKS.

Mr, SWAYNE (Mirani) asked the Premier,
for the Sceretary for Mines—

“1. What would be the cost of erect-
ing a smelting works of the smallest size
capable of treating economically, on a
commercial basis, the ores of copper and
the minerals generally found astociated
with them, and also lead and #ilver ores,
and the minerals generally associated
with them?

“2. The tonnage of these ores per
annum necessary to keep such a works
supplied 77’

The PREMIER replicd—
1 and 2. The phrasing of this ques-
tion leaves it uncertain what the hon.
member really wishes to know.”

PAYMENTS FOR RAW STUGAR.

Mr. SWAYNE asked the Premier—

“1. In view of the fact that some mills
are already crushing and many others
are just on the point of doing so, will he
inform this House as to whether the £18
per ton for raw sugar will be paid to the
mills in a lump sum or under a system
of deferred payments?

“2 Will the £18, or any part of it,
be paid f.0.b. at port of shipment?

‘3. Who is supplying the sacks for the
raw sugar to the mills, and who is
responsible for their cost?”

The PREMIER replied—

“1, 2, and 3. As cerbain details in con-
nection with the transaction are still the
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subject of negotiations, I am unable at
present to supply the information de-
sired. I might mention that sacks are
now being supplied by refiners, and that
a Commonwealth representative is ex-
pected to arrive in Brisbane shortly,
when it Is hoped all details will be
satisfactorily arranged.”

CosL PROSPECTING AREAS.
Mr. A. J. JONES (Maryborough) asked
the Premier, for the Sccretary for Mines—

“1. The number of coal prospecting
areas held in the Torbanlea, Torquay,
Pialba, and Urangan districts?

‘2. The approximate area of each?

“3. The owners thereof?

“4, The amount_of subsidy and grant
applied for by each owner?

5. The respective amounts granted ?

“6. What arrangements, if any, have
been made for repayment ?

The PREMIER replied—

“I would ask the hon. member to be
good cnough to give notice to move for
a return in terms of the question, as it is
rather a long answer.”

. Mr. A, J. JONES: I give notice accord-
ingly.
Hien Cosr or Livise.
Mr. SWAYNE, for Mr.
the Premier—

“In respect of what commodities are
lower prices ruling, as stated in his re-
ply to Mr. Petrie’s question of to-day,
and in respect of what commodities does
he expect lower prices to shortly
cbtain i’

The PREMIER replied—

““The list is being compiled, and when

completed will be duly tabled.”

Bridges, asked

ELECTION STATISTICS.

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. D. Bow-
man, Fortitude Valley) laid on the table
Return to an Order, relating to election
statistics, made by the House on the 15th
July, on the motion of Mr. T. L. Jones.

Ordered to be printed.

PRINTING COMMITTER.

Un the motion of the PREMIER, it was
formally resolved—

. ‘1. That, in compliance with Stand-
ing Order No. 298, a Select Committee
be appointed to assist Mr. Speaker in
a1l matters which relate to the printing
to be executed by order of the House;
and for the purpose of selecting, and
arranging for printing, returns and
papers presented in pursuance of motions
made by members.

‘2. That such committee consist of
the following members :—Mr. Speaker,
the Chairman of Committees, Mr. Rar-
ber, Mr. Bertram, Mr. Winstanley, Mr.
Roberts, Mr. Murphy, Mr. Grayson, and
the mover.”

JOINT COMMITTEES.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of
a message from the Legislative Council,
intimating that—

“ The President, Mr. Dunn, and Mr.
Hall be appointed members of the
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joint committee for the management of
the Parliamentary Library; that the
President, Mr. McDonnell, and Mr.
Fahey be appointed members of the
joint committee for the management of
the Parliamentary Refreshment-rooms;
and that the President, Mr. Murphy,
and Mr. Nielson be appointed members
of the joint committee for the manage-
ment and superintendence of the Parlia-
mentary Buildings; and requesting that
the Assembly nominate a like number of
members, with a view to give effect to
the 8th Joint Standing Order.”

On the motion of the PREMIER, it was
formally resolved—

“ That a message be refurned to the
Legislative Council, intimating that the
Legislative Assembly had appointed Mr.
Speaker, Mr. Gunn, and Mr. T. L.
Jones as members of the Joint Library
Committee; Mr. Speaker, Mr. Booker,
and Mr. May as members of the joint
committee for the management of the
Refreshment-rooms; and Mr. Speaker,
Mr. Petrie, and Mr. Payne as members
of the joint committee for the manage-
ment and superintendence of the Parlia-
mentary Buildings.”

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTHEE.

The PREMIER moved—

“ That the Standing Orders Committee
for the present session consist of the
following members:—Mr. Speaker, the
Chairman of Committees, Mr. Macart-
ney, Mr. Swayne, Mr. Gilday, Mr. A, J.
Jones, Mr. Tolmie, Mr. Larcombe, and
the mover, with leave to sit during any
adjournment of the House, and authority
to confer upon subjects of mutual con-
cernment with any committee appointed
for similar purposes by the Legislative
Council.”

Wr. MURPHY (Burke): I called ‘“ Not
formal” to this motion because I thought
an opportunity should be given, before it is
passed, for the House to consider the position
which arises during the election of Speaker.
Now, Sir, when the recent nominations for
Speaker took place, the Clerk called upon
Tieut.-Colonel Rankin, the member for
Burrum, to speak, or, when the Colonel rose,
notified that he was in possession of the
floor. Now, while the member for Burrum
was addressing the Clerk, you were escorted
to the Speaker’s chair, the Premier having
stated that the majority ruled. I think that
is & position which the Standing Orders
Committee ought to take into consideration,
with a view to altering the Standing Order
ir order to prevent any member who rises
on an occasion such as that from being sat
upon by a majority. The Clerk has no
power—he merely calls upon, or notifies, the
speaker who is in possession of the floor,
and yet Lieut.-Colonel Rarkin has been
placed in the position of being paraded
through the Press as a member who created
a scene on that oceasion. (Government inter-
jections.) He did not create a scene. If
anybody was responsible for the scone which
was created, it was the Clerk, who called
upon him.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS :
no.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
The Clerk did not call on him.

No. Distinctly
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Mr. MURPHY: The Clerk pointed his
finger at him, which is equivalent to calling
on him, just as he called upon any other
member on that occasion.

Mr. Fouey: You did not see the Clerk do
s0.
Mr. MURPHY: The hon. member must
not think that we are all as blind as he is.
Lieut.-Colonel Rankin was in possession of
the floor, and was called upon by the
Clerk to address the House.

Mr. Gmoay: That is as far as
opinion goes.

The SEcRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
It is incorrect.

Mr. MURPHY: 1t does not matter
whether it is incorrect or it is not. ‘This
is the time for the Committee to have their
attention drawn to the matter, in order that
they may take steps so that a scene like that
should not take place.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: If there
was no offender, there would be no scene.

Mr. MURPHY: The hon. gentieman has
been mixed up in many a scene; so have
I, and so I will be again probably. The
position I take up is that the Standing
Orders Committee which is to be appointed
should be given an instruction that they
should so alter the Standing Orders that the
Clerk will thoroughly understand his posi-
tion, and that members also will under-
stand their position, and that any member,
whether he belongs to the Opposition or the
Government, shall be privileged to express
his opinicn upon the occasion of the eiection
of the Speaker. It should not be left in the
hands of the Premier—no matter whether
he be a Liberal Premier or a Labour Pre-
mier—to say that the majority shall do
exactly as they like in connection with the
election of the Speaker.

Question put and passed.

your

ADDRESS IN REPLY.
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

. Mr. ARMFIELD (Musgrave), who, on ris-
ing, was received with * Hear, hears,” said:
In common with other members who have
spoken, I wish to congratulate you, Mr.
Speaker, on your elevation to the high office
you now occupy. IFrom what I know of
you, I feel certain that you will carry out
the duties of your position with credit to
yourself and to the House. I am plensed
to note the legislation which is foreshadowed
in the Governor’s Speech, because if that
legislation i= carfied into effect I am cer-
tain it will be a benefit to Queensland at
farge. First of all, I wish to say a few
words with reference to the proposed smend-
ment of the Electoral Act. The Act which
was passecd last session is the worst Act
of that kind that we have had placed on
our statute-books. It was a means, to my
knowledge, of disfranchising thousands of
electors in Queensland, more especially that
class known as nomads—men who have had
as much to do with the making of this
country as any other class in the community.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. ARMFIELD: I do not know what
many of our industries would do if it were
not for the nomad class of workers. The
pastoral industry and the sugar industry
would fare very badly if they had to depend
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upon the labour obtained locally. During the
lest election largs numbers of these men were
disfranchisad by reason of the provisions con-
tained in the Hlectoral Act. I trust that
the Bill whick is to be brought forward
by the present Government will do justice
to all men and women who are eligible to
vote. (Hear, hear!) In my opinion, no per-
son should have his name struck off the
roll until such time as he has had a chance
to get his name on another roll. The Elee-
toral Act had, in my opinion, a great deal
to do with the defeat of the late Govern-
ment, many Liberals being so disgusted with
the unfairness of its provisions that they
voted agsinst the Iiberal party. I am
thoroughly in accord with the prineiple of
compulsory voting. 'The late Governinent
thought that compulsory voting would deal
a blow at the Labour party, but the elections
proved that it did the Labour party a great
deal of good, as it resulted in the rounding
up of those Labour supporters who in the
past had been too indolent to vote. There-
fore, I hope that the compulsory provision
will be retained in the new Bill which is to
be introduced. The Bill which it is in-
tended to bring forward in order to provide
for the control of the supply of fish is a
very necessary measure at the present time.
Although the waters surrounding our coast
teem with fish, yet the people have to pay
a fabulous price for that article of food.
1 trust the Government will adopt some-
thing on the same lines as have been fol-
lowed in New South Wales, and rot allow
the fish, when it is caught, to go into private
hands, but establish depéts in Brisbane and
its suburbs where people will be able to pur-
chase fish at first cost. (Hear, hear!) Now
I come to a matter which perhaps interests
my constituency more than any other ques-
tion, and that is the sugar question. I com-
pliment the Government upon the stand they
kave taken with reference to this matter. I
can assure them and the members of the
Hlouse that the different persons to whom 1
have spoken in my constituency in regard
to this matter thoroughly approve of the
action of the Government. .

GovERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

3Mr. ARMFIRLD: The Government will
have to be careful in dealing with the sugar
question. While they give the miller a fair
price for the raw sugar, they should pass
such legislation as will give the farmer a
fair share of the profits derived from the
sugar produced. (Hear, hear!) In the past
the farmer has not received a fair share of
the profite. (Hear, hear!) The whole of the
sugar industry, as hon. members know, has
been dominated by the Colonial Sugar Re-
fining Company, and until such time as the
Governent pass legislation which will check
that company the farmers will not get a
fair share of the profits arising from the
growing and manufacture of sugar. 1 do
not know what is the nature of the measure
which the Government are going to intro-
duce, but I suppose it will take the shape
of a measure providing for cane price boards.
(Hear, hear!) Then, even with the cane
price boards we shall have to be careful that
they are so constructed that only

[4 p.m.] those who are interested on the
growing side shall be represented

on the board on that side. There are num-
bers of men who are engaged in the sugar
industry as millers who are also growers.
To my mind, those who are in the milling
industry should not have a voice on the

Mr. Armnfield.]



64 Address in Reply.

side on which the grower sits. At the present
time, not only is there a monopoly in the
refining, but there is also coming to be a
monopoly in many cases in the milling of
raw sugar. Some few years ago in the Woon-
garra portion of my electorate there was u
fair number of mills, which caused com-
petition for the cane, but the Millaquin Com-
pany have absorbed the last mill in that por-
tion of the electorate, thereby to that extent
forcing the farmer to sell his cane at one
particular mill, In a scason like this there
is no doubt that that mill will be able o
deal with the whole of the cane from the
Woongarra portion, but should &t any time
a good season like we have had two or three
years ago coms round, I feel certain that
with the present equipment the Millaquin
L1l will not be able to deal with the farmery’
cane, for the reason that the scacon will be
so long and the crushing will extend to the
carly portion of the following year, and that
the position will be that the farmer will not
be able to harvest his cane crop in the sue-
ceeding year. Therefore, I think the time
has come when the Government should take
control of the sugar industries. They should
control the whole of the industry for the
benefit of the grower and the worker, and
also for the benefit of the consumer. (Hear,
hear!) In the past the consumer has been
paying more than he should do for his
sugar, and the farmer and the worker have
been getting too little for their labour. Al-
ready, although it is known that certain legis-
lation is likely to bs passed, certain millers
are offering prices to get the cane this com-
ing season, which, to my mind, are not at all
adequate considering what the Government
is paying for the raw sugar. At Bingera,
the mill owred by Messrs. Gibson and Howes,
ther last year paid £1 1s. 7d. with 10 per
cent. p.o.c.s. This year they are offering
2s. 6d. per ton extra, but they are raising
the percentage to 11 per cent. p.o.c.s., and
are refusing to take cane at 8 per cent. p.o.c.s.
That simply means that the price paid at
that mill this year will be £1 4s. 1d. They
are receiving, as I said before, £18 per ton
for their raw sugar, and, to my mind, they
are not paying the farmer sufficient con-
sidering the price obtained for the raw sugar.
(Hear, hear!) That is a matter which I
hope will be dealt with by legislation. That
legislation should be retrospective, and no
contracts at the present time should be valid
when the legislation is passed, for, if thew
are, considering that it must be now two or
three weeks before the legislation will be
passed, it simply means that the miller to-day
will be gaining an advantage which he has
no right to gain. The sugar industry right
through, te my mind, should receive thorough
investigation at the hands of the Govern-
ment. (Hear, hear!) At the present time
there is an experimental farm in Woon-
garra which has been in existence for some-
thing like two years, and the superintendent,
Mr. Fasterby, has not the confidence of the
farmers in that district. There is more in-
terest taken in experiments by the farmers
themselves than in any of the experiments
undertaken by the superintendent of the
farm. I have had instances given to me
where this gentleman has lectured on the
sugar question, and when questions have
been asked of him by the various farmers
as to what they should do with regard to
certain soils, or what variety of cane ther
should plant in certain positions, his answer
has invariably been that they should try
certain sorts and see which will do the best.

[Mr. Armfield.
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If we have a man in this position, the
farmers have a right to get direct informa-
tion; they should not be required to experi-
ment but should have the information given
to them so that they could go on right away.
(Hear, hear!) I hope the Government will
make inquiries into this matter, and see that
the gentleman who has charge of the experi-
mental farm is qualified for the posifion.
I know that the farmers in my elcctorate are
not satisfied with, and have no confidence in,
the superintendent, and I think myself that
it would be as well if something were done
so as to find out which is right—the farmers
or the gentleman who holds the position. I
am pleased to see that the Government intend
to appoint a Royal Commission to inquire
into the public service. I do not know
whether they intend to deal with the Police
Force, but, in my opinion, it should be dealt
with. (Hear, hear!) I have had conversa-
tions with men in the force, and they have
informed me that they work for seven days in
the week without any Sunday off, and have
no holidays. They are not in the same posi-
tion as the men in the railways, whose holi-
days are allowed to accumulate, and can be
taken advantage of at certain periods of the
vear.  These men should not be asked
to work seven days a week. We know they
roceive pay for the seven days, but that is
not the question. A man has no right to be
called upon to be away from his home for
seven days in the week. The police want
their recreation as well as other men. I trust
that when the commission is appointed it
will inquire into the condition of the Police
Force as well as other matters. There is
another question in connection with the
Police Force that I wish to refer to. If a
man in any distriet should be treated harshly
by his superior officer, the man has no re-
dress unless he goes to that particular
superior in that district; but I think that a
man should have the right to be able to
approach the head of the Police Force, and
not have to go to the person who he considers
is not treating him justly. I know of a care
which occurred some little time ago in
Bundaberg, in connection with which, had
it not been for myself and a member of
this House, a man would not have had the
satisfaction of getting justice. I allude to
a case where a gentleman was robbed in
broad daylight by two men, and when word
came to the police station four members of
the Police Force set out. There was a
senior sergeant, two other officers, and an
ordinary policeman. Strange to say, when
these men were captured, although the lowest
on the rank and file did more work than any
of the others, he was never recognised in
any shape or form. The other three men
got promotion, but he was not even men-
tioned. Living in the distriet, I felt that
the man had been unjustly treated, and tock
it upon myself to communicate with a mem-
ber of this House, who approached the then
Home Secretary, Mr. Appel, and I am
pleased to say that through him the man
got justice. (Hear, hear!) Even Inspector
Short in Maryborough, who had charge
of that district, never knew that Constable
Ferguson was ever on the scene at all.
I think therc is something radically wrong
when there is one man left out, as he was
in that case. The only rccognition that he
got was that he was told that it was known
that he had done his dutv. A man like that
has no redress at all in the Police Force.
He could not have gone to his superior officer
in that district, and if it had not been that
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someone else and myself had taken up his
case and brought it under the notice of the
heads, he would not have got any redress
at all. If the man had attempted to bring
the matter before the head of the depart-
ment over the superior officer in his dis-
trict, he would have been dismissed from the
force by telegram «traight away. What jus-
tice can a man expect to cbtain by appealing
to the officer in charge of his district when
that oficer does not recognise his ability
in the first place? When the Government
are making this investigation into the public
service, 1" hope that the police will also
be considered. Another matter mentioned in
the Governor's Speech with which I am
thoroughly in accord is the appointment of a
public works committee. (Hear, hear!) I
have had eoxperience of the workings of a
public works committee in ancther State,
having belonged to New South Wales for a
number of years. The Public Works Com-
mittee has been in cxistencs there for twenty-
six or twenty-seven years, and it has worked
admirably there. It has worked so well
in New South Wales that the Vietorian
Government copied it about twenty-four
years ago. Then the Federal Govern-
ment followed by appointing a Public Works
Committee for the Commonwealth, and
I hope to see Queensland follow suit. If
we have such a committee here it will pre-
vent much of the logrolling that has been
done in the past in this House in reference
to the building of railways. Last session
there were sixteen railways passed by this
House, and in many cases members arranged
with one another to support each other’s
railway. I know one particular case where
members arranged to vote for each other’s
railway lines, We do not want lines passed
in that way. We want lines passed by this
House on their merits. (Hear, hear!) If
we have a publis works committee, they will
obtain all the papers and all the informa-
tion in connection with the propated line,
and they will come before this House with
4 proposal on which we will have some
definite information. I advocate running
railways into the couniry tc allow people
to settle on the land. We have any amount
of good land that needs to be taken up, and
we cannot expect men to go into those parts
unless they are able to send their produce to
market. I am advocating the building of
railways, not for the sake of obtaining votes
at electlon time, but for the benefit of the
people settled on the land. (Hear, hear!)
There is a reference to a land question men-
ticned in the Governor’s Speech. The Go-
vernment are doing quite right in saying
that they intend to give an opportunity to
the small graziers in the Western country.
Some of cur holdings are too large at the
present time. We want more people settled
on the land, not only those who go in for
agriculture, but theze who go in for grazing
as well. If, therefore, we subdivide these
large estates, we will give every man an
opportunity o have a small grazing farm.
That will be much better for the State at
large. ‘At the present time we are passing
through a bad drought, and, although it is
not so bad as we have had in the past, it is
a matter that needs the attention of the
Government in one particular respect. The
mover of this resolution, the hon. member
for Oxley, alluded to the question of estab-
lishing silos and the making cof ensilage,
and pointed out how few there were in exist-

1916—r
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ence in Queensland at the present time. I
have been in conversation with farmers, as I
have some little knowledge of silos and ensi-
lage, and I impressed on them the advis-
ability of going in for such a system in con-
nection with their farms. If these farmers
had these silos and ensilage $o fall back upon
to-day, they would be in a much better posi-
tion than they are, and we would not be ex-
periencing such a scarcity of dairying com-
modities I tvast that the Government will
give every cnccuragement to the farmers, so
that they can build these siles. Every farmer
is net in a position to find the money to do
it himself, and it is the place of the Govern-
ment to assist him in so doing. We want to
place men on the land in a prosperous
condition, and not be, as they are at present,
finding their cattle dying, and they having no
means to help them. I feel certain that
this Government has the Interests of the
farmer at heart. During the elections it
was stated that the Labour party had no

sympathy with the farmer at all. That was
the cry on the Liberal side. I say that if
there 1s any party which has sympathy

with the farmers it is the Labour party.
GovERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. ARMFIELD : The Iabour party are
prepared to assist the farmer so that he can
pay a fair living wage to those he employs.
(Hear, hear!) In past conditions he was
unable to do sc, owing to the faulty legisla-
tion. The Labour party consider that the
worker on the farm has the right to expect to
get a fair living wage, so that he can keep
a wife and family on it. A farm worker 1s
entitled to a fair remuneration, so that he
may enjoy the ordinary comforts of life, and
this Government will assist the farmer so
that he will be able to pay a fair remunera-
tion to those he employs. Ion. wmembers
opposite have comndemned us at different
times for the wages logs we introduced in
the agricultural districts, but I think that a
man who works on an agriculturai farm has
as much right to receive a living wage as a
worker in the city. (Hear, hear!) We want
to give these men such a wage that they will
settle down, and not wander about the
country. We do not want this industry to be
a single man’s industry like it is at the
present time. Now that the Labour party is
in power, I hope we will be able to rectify
this. I see there is a proposal tc amend the
Workers’ Dwellings Act. That Aect iz not
liberal enough, because, as has heen stated,
a man has to be a landowner before he can
take advantage of the provisions of the Act.
If we are going to assist the workers at all,
we should assist them far better than that.
We should allow a worker to go on to a
piece of land and build a house, and nay for
1t by iwstalments. The Government cannot
lose anything by such a system as that.
Some mention was made by an hon. member
of the cost of timber for building purposes.
I hope the time is not far distant when we
will see the Government establishing Govern-
ment sawmills and Government brickmaking
establishments, so that the Government will
be able to supply all the building material
at a fair price. At the present time the
price of timber is too high, and if we have
Government sawmills we can have the Go-
vernment supplying their own timber for
workers’ dwellings. That would reduce the
cost of the buildings, and that would be a
great benefit to the workers. The matter of
the overcrowding of trams is mecntioned ‘n

Mr. Lrmfeld ]
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the Governor’s Spcech, I think that the
time is ripe for the trams to be taken over
by the Government. (Hear, hear!) We tave
a good example of that in the Sydney fram
svstem, which it run by the Government at a
cheaper rate, and the secticns are longer,
while at the same time the men working on
the trams lave better conditions, and alto-
gether the public are treated much better
than they are in Brishanc, I trust the Go-
vernment will not only take into considera-
tion the overcrowding of these trams, but
also consider the question of having them
made Government property. I am also very
pleased to note that the Government intends
o liberalise the Local Government Act. In
my opinion, every person living in a munici-
pality has a right to a vote. In New South
‘Wales they have liberalised the Act there to
the extent that every lodger has a vote, which
means practically every adult person has a
vote, because if a person resides with his
family he is counted as a lodger, and there-
fore has a vote. This has been found of
advantage in New South Wales, and since
that Act came into force there has been more
progress in the New South Wales municipali-
ties than ever before, and I trust it will not
be long before the Local Government Act of
this State is amended. As it stands to-day,
if there are lighting works of any description
in a municipality—any gasworks or any
electric lighting plant—the local authority 1s
debarred of instituting works of their own,
and the sooner the mater is altered the
better. I do not wish to ccecupy the time of
the House any longer. I thank hon. mem-
bers for the patient hearing they have given
me, because naturally, as a new member, I
have not that confidence in myself that I
will have later on. (Hear, hear!) 1 also
thank the leader of the Opposition for the
remarks he made the other day, when he said
the Opposition would bear with the young
members. I sincerely trust that before long
the new members of this House will worthily
take the place of those who were defeated at
the recent clections The lcader of the Oppo-
sition also stated that the House was the
poorer because of the absence of certain
members, and I ean only trust that in the
course of a very short time he will be able
to say that the House is the richer for the
change.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERY : Iear, hear!

Mr. APPEL (Acbert): I desire, in the first
instance, to congratulate the mover and
seconder of the Address in Reply. They
are both young members, but yet, ungues-
tionably. the speeches which they delivered
were full of interest. (Hear, hear!) The
mover is a man of hard, practical experience,
and he has a knowledge of the subjects
likely to be brought up in this House, from
A to Z. The seconder, probably, is more
of a theorist; but still, undoubtedly, his con-
tribution to the debate was of very con-

siderable Interest. Mention was made by
the last hon. member who spoke of the
fact that certain members who had for

many years occupied a seat in this House
would nct be a loss; but there is one
member who has lost his seat, and, I thinlk,
we all deplore that he is not with us to-day.
I refer to Sir Robert Philp, a man who has
taken the keenest inferest net alone in the
political but in the commercial and in the
social Lfe of this creat State of ours, and
I venture to say that, whether we agree or
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whether we disagree with his particular
politices, his loss is o distinct one. It is a
loss to the House and a loss to the State.
(Hear, hear!)

Myr. WELLINGTON :
conscientiously.

Mr. APPEL: Undoubtedly I do.
Mr. WELLINGTON: You don’t.

The SPEAKER: Order!
A GoverNveENT MEMBER:
so last year.

Mr, APPEL: The hon. member must be
in error, because I have never referred to
the late hon. member for Townsville except
in terms of the deepest respect. The Speech
contains a considerahble amount of matter,
and as an old member who sat on the
Treasury benches, I can only hope that
the Government will be able to carry into
effect all that they have placed in thas
Address which was presented to us by His
Excellency the Governor, but I venture to
say that they are very optimistic.

A GoveErNMENT MeMBER: You can help
them,

Mr. APPEL: In any matter which
makes for the benefit and improvement of
the electors of this State, undoubtedly I will.
I wish, in the first place, to compliment the
hon. members of the Treasury bench for
their remarks in connection with the situa-
tion which exists to-day in relation to
the Empire. At no time have I even sug-
gested that hon. members sitting on that
side of the House were not absolutely loyal;
in fact, I recognised from the very first day
of the outbreak of the war that no men were
more loyal than the hon. members who, on
that occasion, were sitting on the Opposition
side of the House.

A Goveryment MeuBEr: On sufferance.

Mr. APPEL: That may be—the sufferance
of the electors at that particular time, They
gave evidence of their loyaity in the fact
that numbers of men who support them have
gone to the front, and are to-day assisting
to uphold the great flag under which we
live. Unquestionably events, however de-
plorable they may be, in connection with
the terrible war—the greatest the world has
ever seen—have welded the loyalty of all
classes in the community in this great Com-
monwealth of ours, and have made Aus-
tralia to-day a known quantity, which pro-
bably she was not hitherto. Every one of
us—and more particularly those who are
natives of this great continent—must feel and
must realise the honour wbich our boys are
doing for us in the noble stand which they
arc taking at the front——

HoNoURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr APPEL: And the way in which they
are laying down their lives and shedding
their blood. I shall be at one with the
Government if they consider it necessary
that those of us who, from causes over
which we have no control, are unable to take
our stand at the front and under the flag,
should be taxed; and I shall assist in im-
posing any taxation that is considered ncces-
sary to show what our feeling is and how
necessary it is to uphold the great tradi-
tions of the Empire—the traditions that make
for freedom—and we realise that not alone
does it mean our own freedom but the free-
dom of the nations with whon we are allied.
(Hear, hear!) I approve of the proposition

You do not say that

Vou didn’t say
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in connection with the providing of land for
our returned soldiers, should they desire to
acquire land on their return. Of course,
there is a kind of sting in this matter when
it is suggested—at least it is not suggested,
but a question was asked the other day as
to whether this land was to be perpetual
lease or frechold.

An HoONOURABLE MEMBER :
does it make?

Mr. APPEL: An hon. member interjects,
“ What differcnce does it make?’ I do not
propose to deal with that categorically at the
present time, but those of us who know what
it is to own their own freehold, however
small it may be, realisec the difference, and
what it means to own a freehold instead of
merely a lease. However, that is a matter

which may be "discussed later on.

14.30 p.m.] I entirely approve of the sugges-

tion, because I think we can show
no greater tribute to our brave fellows who
have gone to the front, as I have alrcady
said, and have sacrificed their lives and
theu llmbs, and have shed their blood, than
by glvmg them an opportunity cf acquiring
a home in their native State; and I can only
hepe that the quahty of this gratitude shall
not be strained—that if it is to be given to
them, it will be on the most favourable
oondltlons In fact, I go further. In my
opinion, if anythmg is done in that rdpect
ouiside the performance of necessary condi-
tions, the land should be absolutely rent
free, as an indication of the gratitude which
we feel for the services which they have
vendered to us and the Empire. The next
point which is dealt with in the Governor's
Speceh is the question of food prices. To
my mind, that is a very delicate and serious
matter The question that appeals to me is:
Where are we to start? Which end are we
to start at? Are we to start at the end
which you might eall the summit—in con-
nection with the price which is to be fixed
for the manufactured article—or are we to
take into consideration the cost to the pri-
mary producer in the first instance? We
know in connection with wheat, and par-
ticularly in connection with bu‘rter. that cer-
tain prices have already been fixed at Whlch
the finished article is to be bought. Now,
would like to know whether any inquiry Was
made as to what the cost was to the pro-
ducer. Of course, the conditions are difficult
at the present time. We realise that under
the present conditions it may be necessary for
those who are in charge of the Treasury
bench to regulate the p;vc% to be paid for
a certain commodity, but in fixing the prices
of these oommodlt’eq my contention is that
full inguiry sbould be made in the first in-
stance as to what the cost of the production
of that particular commodity was.

The SECRETARY TFOR PuUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
What part of Queensland?

Mr. APPEL: In any part of Queensland.
We know that the conditions in Queensland
differ. Queensland is a State of such vast
areqa that you may have drought in one por-
tion and plenty in ancther; and, as hon.
members on the Treasury benches are advo-
cating de nentr alisation owing to the extent of
the State, so is it likewise necessary to in-
quire mto the conditions in the different
portions of the State in regard to the cost of
production. When we realise that in parts
cf Queensland a drought has existed for a
very considerable number of months, that
on the Darling Downs, probably one of the

What difference
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most fertile areas in the State of Queens-
land, drought conditions have prevailed
for many months, and where now you
can go for hundreds of miles over that other-
wise fertile country without finding a biade
of grass visible to the eye, and when we
realise that the dairy farmers arc purchasing
fodder from the north-cast and south-east
districts at a cost of something like £1 10s.
per tou in the particular locality in addi-
tion to the cost of freight and fhe cost of
delivery—when we realise all that, my conten-
tion is that, before these prices were fixed,
a full inguiry should be made as to the
cost to the producer. 1 do not for one
moment think that hon. members who are in
oecupation of the Treasury benches to-day
are desirous of victimising the primary pro-
ducers, because we must realise that, if the
farmer is to pay a living wage under the
conditions which now exist, he must re-
coive a certain amount of return for his pro-
duct. And quite outside of drought condi-
tions, all of us who are engaged in the
industry know that., Hven in my own dis-
trict, the South Coast district, where we
have comparatively plenty of grass and fod-
der, owing to the severe weather conditions
quite unusual for a large number of years,
the produce for our dairy herds has de-
creased fully 50 per cent. In some cases,
those of us who are interested in the industry
know there arve numbers of men whose pro-
ducts practically amount to nil. They have
got no products, and those who have any
find that their costs have increased by fully
50 per cent. As I have already said, the
question is a very delicate one, and I think
it will be well that I should rcad to the
House an article which appeared in the
Sydney ““ Bulletin”’ of 3rd June of this year.
No oue can say that the Sydney ¢ Bulletin”
has any Tory inclinations. Hon. members
may say it has sometimes, but the article
is one which, I think, requires and should
receive our serious consideration. It is
headed ‘“ Making the Toiler Sweat for the
Don’t-work Brigade.” Does that appeal to
hon. members on the opposite side of the
House? The article goss on to say—

‘“ When a frenzied little man read in
the newspapers last year that a war had
broken out in Europe, he immediately
rushed into the street and, whistling up
two or three passers-by, demanded to
know whether they thought they were
up to the job of fixing prices. Being
assured that they could get to work
early next morning, he took their names
and addresses, sprinted round to Parlia-
ment, and, after prolonged conflict with
his own and other verbosity, got his men
clothed with a legal status as the
Necessary Commodities Commission of
New South Wales. They fearlessly
grappled with cream of tartar or nut-
megs to start with, then got on to wheat
and flour, took bread in their stride,
spent a strenuous week or so wrestling
with the price of newspapers, fixed a
schedule for liquor which ‘ Bung’ came
to the conclusion was exorbitant, and,
after refusing to recognise soap as a
necessary commodity, though agreeing
that champagne is, passed leisurely on to
chickfeed, and by slow degrees reached
other thmgs including sugar, butter, and
chaff. Me'tnwhlle, the abbrevxated
author of these activities found himself
moaning about prices having gone up in
spite of the commission, outlining a

Mr. Appel.]
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feather-headed scheme for blewing good
solid cash in purchasing suburban
bakers’ businesses.”

That might appeal to hon. members.

Hon. J. Huxuam: It is a success, too.

Mr. APPEL:

“reviling the Commonwealth for test-
ing the right of the State to prohibit
wheat going over the border, and at
last advices was struggling in the cleft
of a stick he had got himself into over
certain hole-and-corner promises to the
bloated and truculent sugar monopoly.
It has been altogether a most picturesque
exhibition of futility, parochial thinking,
and muddled economics. That the net
results of it all appear to be the
famished appearance of the baker’s horse
and the public being in jeopardy of
having no butter to put on the price-
fixed loaf are merely ironical details.
“ Meantime, 1t may reasonably be
asked of these price-fixers, who it is
they suppose is to ultimately get any
benefit that may ooze from their
laboricus tinkering., To what class,
apart from the recipients of fees and
commissions, will this piffling regimenta-
tion do any good? 1If they are to be
judged by their public utterances, Minis-
ters in New South Wales seem to have
a hazy notion that if they dragoon the
producer of food into parting with his
goods at a cheap rate, the poor wretch
will derive some kind of esoteric re-
ward from the consciousness that he is
¢ bearing & share of the burden’”
Mr. BErTRAM : Are you reading the whole
of the ¢ Bulletin,” or only a part?

Mr. APPEL: I am reading the whole

article.

Mry. BErTRAM : Take the remainder as read.
Mr. APPEL: No. I propose to read the

remainder—

““—even though his crop may have been
but a fourth of what the earth yields
in normal times, though from the unwill-
ing udder of his strawberry cow there
flows but a trickle, and though the pur-
chasing capacity of the consumer may
have been in no way impaired. More
than once the Attorney-General has
asked of the farmer, in the tone of one
who was putting a tremendous poser,
‘Do you say that the consumer should
bear all the cost of the war, and the
producer nothing ?” Such a question is
merely a windy irrelevance.

“The price the inhabitant of the city
pays the rural hayseed for a pound of
butter, or the material to manufacture a
loaf of bread from, or a sack of chaff, or
a pumpkin, has nothing to do with the
war. The hayseed will be taxed for his
share in the war, and the measure of
what he pavs will be in no way affected
by the consideration that Sydney board-
ing-house keepers got cheap butter.”

You might as well alter that to Brisbane

boarding-house keepers.

“The city man will be taxed, tco, on
principles that will decline to be affected
by consideration of the fact that the poli-
tician had given someone a cheap bag of
bran. Neither the consumer nor the pro-
ducer is contributing a single, micro-
scopic bean to the war bill through any

[Mr. Appel.

deal they may make in the material for
the breakfast of man or horse. 'To pre-
tend that they do is to aid and abet a
fraud. A public policy which results in
the plentiful citizen with a thousand a
year being able to save tuppence a pound
on the butter he consumes, at the expense
of farmers harassed by drought and the
seasonal fluctuation of his supplies, is
almost too exasperating for serious con-
templation. Yet that 1s the direct con-
sequence of the latest experiment New
South Wales has made in pandering to
ignorant folly.

*“The notion that such an cnormity is
atoned for by the fact that the poor
working-man reaps benefit by the arbi-
trary restriction on prices is withoud jus-
tification. Low prices for produce mean
low wages for someone.”

That is absolutely unquestionable.

¢ Neither low wages nor low prices are
of any use to the man with anything to
sell—whether it be his labour or the pro-
duce of the soil. The only persons who
can possibly benelit by the eccentricities
of the Unnecessary Commodities Commis-
sion are the don’t-works—the large army
of individuals with incomes that are not
derived from personal exertion, who hav-
ing nothing themselves to sell naturally
scrure the equivalent of an increase in
revenue when the cost of things they
have to buy is cut down. Cheapen com-
modities to these people, then to them
the cost of the war is nothing, since it
will be discharged by the savings they
make through being able to get supplies
cheap from the producer. Lessen the
national earnings from the sale of pro-
ducts, and then either wages must fall or
employment be scarcer, since there will
be less money at the «disposal of wage-
payers and less demand for the output
of wage-earners.”’

Mr. BertraM : Are you stonewalling?

Mr. APPEL: The hon. member knows that
I am not; I am dealing with a matter whichk
is a very serious one—not only from the
point of view of the producer, but also, I
venture to say, from the point of view of the
consumer.

“So in the end cheap commodities
meen g bonus for the don’t-works and a
milistone for the neck of the producer
and the wags-earner. A pumpkin, a
pound of butter, a boot, a hat—all are
the products of labour, and everybody
engaged In the output of these things has
a vital personal interest In seeing that
the seller gets the best possible return
for them. The public certainly is en-
titled to ask that it shall get the pro-
duct of the dairyman at a figurs unin-
flated by excessive transport charges, com-
missions, and intermediate profits. The
vegetable specialist may with good reason
look to the State to see that the rake-off
between the grower and the consuming
family is not a piratical appropriation of
pumpkin. Similarly he can still be sane
and expect to be protected against the
rapacity of combines and landlords when
he seeks to exchange the proceeds of his
sales for fest and head coverings. It is
in these directions that the State has
hitherto pretended to see a fertile field
for activity by keeping transport charges
down, exhorting producers to co-opera-
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tion, and encouraging men to till the soil
and increase the output of factories,
workshops, and mines. But now it
breaks out in an entirely new place, and
tries a ’prentice hand at a scheme of price-
fixing by a rule to which no conceivable
set of principles can be anplied. For
instanes, the price of chaff was fixed.
Chaff may mean anything from sawn-up
beds to the sweepings of suburban
mixeries. A week after the price was
fixed in New South Wales, the commis-
ston found this out, and learned some-
thing of the disastrous effects that had
followed its meddling with horse feed.
Faced by the mnew set of facts, it
solsmnly commenced to comsider the fix-
inz of standard qualities, lodging spesi-
mens at various places throughout the
State, and insisting that no chaff should
be sold which did not conform with the
standardised samples. An army of in-
speciors would be required to work such
a scheme, and in a time of famine would
be of no more use than a flock of kooka-
burras. When chaff became plentiful,
they would have nothing to do except
draw wages out of the taxpayers’ pockets.
The drone again!

“The price-fixers started vote-catching
at the wrong end. Instead of fooling
about with Australian toilers for the
special benefit of the lazy don’t-works,
they might have started on the imported
article that is not the result of Aus-
tralian labour nor made of Australian
material—the price of which goes to swell
the pockets of foreign strangers and loeal
middlemen. But by trying to manipulate
the guotations for foodstuffs in the midst
of a drought and vanishing supplies, they
have merely made for themselves a
laughing stock, and the assertion that
their juggling had relation to the war
convicts them of knowing their case was
so desperate that it could only be de-
fended by perjury.”

That practically comprises my own opinion
on the subject, and I would earnestly urge
the Premier and his colleagues to deal very
carefully with the question of the fixing of
prices. Nobody can have any objection to
the fixing of prices, provided that the fixing
starts at the proper end; but simply to fix
the price of the finished commodity, without
ascertaining and taking into consideration
the cost of the production of that commodity,
will undoubtedly inflict a very gross injus-
tice upon a large section of the community.
I am very gled to note that it is proposed
to malke provision for the regulation of the
fish supply. When I was a member of a
local authority I was one of those who, in the
first instance, took a very keen interest in the
establishment of a fish board. As a matter
of fact, in the earlier stages of that board,
I occupied a scat on it, and at that par-
ticular time I endeavoured to get my fellow-
members to agree to a widening of the
scope of the Aecf, in order that they might
be enabled to establish fish depdts in dif-
ferent portions of the city, because unques-
tionably, until that is done, we shall never
get a solution of this problem, nor will fish
be availsble to the community gencrally.

My, CorLins: That is municipal socialism.
Mr. APPEL: It is at the present time,
only the matter requires to be extended. At

the present time the matter is in the hands
of the local authorities.
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You ad-
rait that you are a State socialist. (Laugh-
ter.)

Mr. APPEL: Of course I am a State
socialist—(laughter)—but I am dealing now
with the matter in the Address in Reply,
and I heartily commend the Government on
their intention, which I hope will be real-
ised, because unquestionably to-day the pri-
mary producer—the fisherman—does not re-
ceive the full result he is entitled to for the
fish which he catches. Any of us who have
taken any interest in the matter know that
there ¥s a fish ring in Brisbane, as well as
other rings.

GovernMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr APPEL: The result of that fish ring
is that the producer comes to the ground,
as he always does. I only hope, as I have
already stated, that this particular matter
will be realised. I do not propose to deal
at any length with the question of the
amendment of our electoral laws. Hon.
members opposite may differ from me as to
whether the present electoral laws inflict an
injustice or not.

Mr. H. J. Ryan: You know they do.

Mr. APPEL: My own contention is that
they do not, and I challenge hon. members
on that side to show the contrary, because
under that measure they came to the front
with the majority they possess to-day. It
was contended when the Bill was before
the Bouse that its sole purpose was to bolster
the Liberal party, and that the result would
be to make their return secure. But what
has been the result?

Mr. Frer: Opposite to what the Govern-
ment thought. (Laughter.)

Mr. APPEL: “The proof of the pudding
the eating,” and the fact that that
logislation did not impose an injustice 1is
evidenced by the fact that hon. members
were returned on that side of the House
with the majority that they possess to-day. Of
course, I remember, when the Liberal party
was returned with a still greater majority,
hon. members who were then siiting on this
side were very fond of saying: “Yo}} only
had 35,000 of a majority.” I wonder if hon.
members on that side have made an analysis
of the elections which have given them the
majority they possess to-day.

The SPRAKER: Order! T hope the hon.
member will address the Chair.

Mr. APPEL: Certainly. 1 was not aware
that I was contravening the rules. I was
simply speaking for the purpose of making
my voice heard. (Loud laughter.) When other
hon. members were speaking to-day, I heard
interjections to ¢ Speak up.” (Laughter.)
If hon. members opposite will analysc the
election results, they will ind that they have
won by about the seme majority that the
Tiberals won on the last occasion.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No, no!
Three times as many.

Mr. APPEL: The hon. member has not
analysed it. The majority which has placed
hon.  members opposite in the position they
oceupy to-day is about the same which placed
the Liberals in that position, with the excep-
tion that they had an addition of two in
number. However, I do not propose to deal
any further with that matter. Hon. mem-
bers opposite are in power, and they will

Mr. Appel.]
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probably do as we would do if we were
there. They will produce an Electoral Act to
suit themselves—(Government laughter)—to
endeavour to keep themselves in the same
position, and it is quite possible the result
may be the same; they may fall through the
bottem. Now, it is proposed to repeal the
Industrial Peace Act. That is a most debat-
able matter. When the measure is before
the House, I will probably be able to say
something abeut it; but, after all is said and
done, the endcavour of every member of the
Legislature should be to promote industrial
peace. If hLon. gentlemen on the Treasury
bench can produce a measure which will be
effective in the direction of promoting indus-
trial peace, I personally will have no hesita-
tion in supporting it, because, after all, we
want industrial peace. It is not a question
of the rate of wages or of the hours of
labour, but peace.
Mr. H. J. Ryan: Fair prices.

Me. APPEL: Of course, those two go to-
gether. The thing is that we should be
able to go hand in hand, because should not
our goal—the prosperity of the State and
the people—be the samc? You can only
attain that object by industrial peace. If
hon. gentlemen opposite are able to produce
a measure which will have that effect, and
which will be more effective than the present
legislation, I shall have no hesitation in sup-
porting it.

A GOVERNMENT MuMBER: We shall have no
more ““ Black Fridays.”

Mr. APPEL: I hope not, because “ Black
Fridays” are no good to anyone. They are
certainly no good to the worker, and I
think hon. members opposite will realise that
 Black Friday” did not do them any good
at the previous election.

Mr. O’SuLnivax: It beat your Government,

Mr. APPEL: It is proposed again to deal
with the sugar industry. It is suggested that
this matter may be effected by means of
cane price boards, so that an equitable price
may be received by the grower of the cane.
I have always been of opinion that it would
be a very good thing if we could have a
board regulating the prices; but do hon.
gentlemen opposite propose simply to deal
with the sugar industry in connection with
the regulation of these prices? I have
already indicated in connection with the
fixing of the price of butter that, to my mind,
a start was made at the wrong end. If it is
proposed to deal with the sugar industry,
why not deal with the dairying industry ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You dJid
not discover the wrong end of your own
prices board.

Mrx. APPEL: The hon. gentleman knows
that that was not within the purview of the
department which I administered. I may
have my own opinions on these particular
matters. To-day I am in Opposition, and
can volce my opinions. (Hear, hear!) Hon.
members opposite will find that, so far as
their individual opinions are coneerned, they
have to submit to majority rule in the Cabinet,
The Secretary for Public Instruction, who
propoeses to abolish home lessons, will prob-
ably find that he spoke too socon and before
he submitted that matter to the Cabinet.
Hon. gentlemen sitting on the Treasury
benches are mot able to do exactly as they
like. When they are in Opposition. when
they are practically free lances, they can say
what they like; but now they are sitting on
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the Treasury benches they will find that many
of the matters they have advocated will have
to be put into the background.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You had
a free hand at Coolangatta.

Mr. APPEL: The hon. gentleman finds
that what he might have advocated on this
side of the House when he was in Opposition,
to-day sitting on the Treasury benches he is
not in a position to advocate, and I was in

the same position. I think it is

[6 pm.] a very good rule to judge your

fellows by yourself. It is pro-
posed to establish a public works committee
to deal with the question of railway construc-
tion.

The PrevIER: Before you deal with that,
will you tell me whether you would support
an extenslon of the principle of cane price
bourds to other farm products?

Mr. APPEL: I am inclined to ¢ay that I
would. If we are to have a fixing of prices,
then we should ascertain in the first instance
the price of the raw product. I venture to
say that if that had been done, the
Premice would not have fixed the price of
butter at the price he did recently. (Hear,
heay!) It is proposed to establish a public
works committee, which will examine and re-
port on any railways to be constructed. I
quite realise that under present conditions
the Ministry may find themselves in a difficult
position so far as the carrying out of rail-
ways Is concerned. We know that the con-
ditions arc unusual at the present time, as
we have a calamitous war taking place, and
it would be most improper on the part of
those sitting in Opposition if we took advan-
tage of that fact. Still, I am pleased to see
the hon. gentleman propose, when funds
are available, to extend the railways, not
alone in the settled districts, but in districts
where settlement may take place if railway
construction is carried out. (Hear, hear!) I
have always contended that if we are to suc-
cessfully settle the lands in this State, it is
necessary to give communication to those
settled upon the lands to enable them to get
their produce to the market or to the
port. Unless we do that by means of
railways or subsidised roads, I veuture
to say that bond fide settlement in
Queensland will never be effected. I
welcome the proposition of the members on
the Treasury benches and the Premier, but I
point out this fact: that by the appointment
of such a committee it means the delay of at
least twelve months in any railway proposal
that is made. A railway proposal may be
masle which, to be effective and for the
benefit of the State and its people, should be
carried out immediately. But with the ap-
pointment of u public works committee, it
will be necessary, after the proposals have
been laid upon the table of the House, for
these proposals to be relegated to that com-
mittee. That committee does not sit while
the House 1s sitting. It sits during the
recess, and the report is only Lrought before
the next sewsion of the House, which means
at the very least a delay of something like
twelve months.

Mr. BErTRAM : We know that when Parlia-
ment does approve of a railway at the pre-
sent time it is eight vears before it is built.

Mr. APPEIL: Parliament has not yet
approved of the proposed committee, but T
know that the system in New South Wales is
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for the committee to make inquiries during
the rccess, and to present its report, and the
House decides “Aye” or “Nay” on it. I
admit that the committee may be of benefit
in some ways, particularly where it will save
members of the Administration from very
awkward conditions—I will put it that way.
When a railway proposal is referred to the
public works committee, members opposite
will be absolved, so far as their supporters
are concerned, of the responsibility of the
construction of that particular scheme.

The SECRETARY FOR ACRICULTURE :
you regard it as a power for good?

Mr. APPEL: So far as the Administration
is concerned, unquestionably it in. It ab-
solves you from very awkward positions.

The SECRETARY IOR AGRICULTURE: But so
far as the country is concerned?

Don’t

Mr. APPEL: Probably the electoraie con-
cerned may not always agree with the report
of the committee. We know that many
electorates have received railways in the past
which, if they had been submitted to the
report of a public works committee, would
not be in that position. (Hear, hear!) I am
quite opposed to that. I admit that the
committee is a very good buffer, and it will
give members composing the committee,
selected from all sides of the Ilouse, an
opportunity of taking evidence on the spot,
of viewing the locus in quo, and of making
their report.

Mr. MvurrHY: And of giving their sup-
porters a good job.

Mr. APPEL: It is all very well for the
hon. member to say that it gives members
a good job. If a man has to go away from
his home and travel, then he ought to be
paid for it. I do not believe in sweating.
(Hear, hear!) I think that every man should
be paid for the services he renders. Those
of us who have got any experience of the
matter realise that members of the Public
Works Committee of New South Wales
make laborious journeys far away from
home, and undergo many privations; and
why should they not be paid for it? 1 am
not opposed to the proposal. As a matter
of fact, it is a matter that has always
appealed to me. I do not intend to oppose
the proposal. In fact, I will support it. It
is proposed by the present Administration
to discourage the acquisition of large estates.
I am thoroughly in accord with that, (Hear,
hear!) I do not believe that a member of
the community should be allowed to acquire
a large area of ground if he cannot utilise
it. If he has more than he can utilise, the
{)nembers of the community wili suffer there-
¥-

A GoveErNmENT MEMBER: You have got all
you want.

Mr. APPEL: Why not? Why not? It
shows that I appreciate what the country
is worth. I have got all the land I want,
and I am using it, too. If hon. members
opposite would only do what I have done,
and go upon the land, they would learn
some of the disabilities and trials of taking
up a selection.

Ar. McMiny: And the benefit, too.

Mr. APPEL: And the benefit, too. Tt
is proposed——and I am fully in accord with
this proposal, too—that so far as the rents
whieh are paid by our pastoral tenants are
concerned, they should be increased. When
we consider that the grazing farmer
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who owns 18,000 acres, 20,000 acres, or
25,000 acres has to pay a certain amount of
rental, and frequently he has not got the
best part of the particular area, and when
the pastoral tenant is paying something like
75 per cent. less, to my mind there is some-
thing radically wrong, and the State should
receive the benefit. The State should receive
the full benefit of the land which it
possesses, and in connection with these large
pastoral areas, I am in accord with hon.
members sitting on the Treasury bench who
say that that land should not be parted
with—should not become freehold. To my
mind, it is a perfectly valid proposition,
so far as these large areas are concerned,
that ther should be leasehold, and hon.
members will have my full support in any
measure which will give to the State the
value of the leasehold which is to be paid
by the pastoral tenant.

Mr, O’StLrivan: Is this a benediction of
the Government programme that you are
giving us?

Mr. APPEL: If the hon. member for
Kennedy takes it as a benediction, 1 think
hon. members sitting on that side of the
House should be very gratified to know that
any member of the Opposition, who has some
small knowledge of the requirements of this
State, should be able to support any proposi-
tion coming from that side. The hon. mem-
ber, I know, is in a state of perennial plea-
sure. There is one matter which I consider
is a very serious omissicn from the pro-
gramme—that is, there is no reference made
to a scheme of water conscrvation. (Hear,
hear!) If our lands, more particlarly the
Jands not immediately within the coastal
area, are to be closely settled, it is absolutely
neceszary that a scheme of water conserva-
tion should be carried out by the State. In
the coastal portion of the State we know
we have copious streams, and we have a fair
reinfall; but even 400 or 500 miles back
from the coast, although in many instances
there is a plentiful rainfall, vet all that
water runs away. Now, that water can be
conserved. and with the conservation of that
water, vast areas of land as fertile and as
suitable for closer settlement as any on the
coast—in many instances more so, because
we have none of the pests that exist on the
coast—can be made available for closer
settlement. When we find that the United
States of America, where they are blessed
every winter with a fall of snow, which,
melting, causes a large quantity of water in
the streams, have constdered it absolutely
necessary to carry out a schemc of water
conscrvation—only the other day we had a
report from the Lieutenant-Governor in con-
nection with his visit to California, a dry
State comparatively, where, by means of
water conservation, they have been enabled
to settle a very large population, a popula-
tion which iz doing remarkably wall finan-
cially—whsn we find that even in the Do-
minion of Canada they have found it neces-
sary to go in for schemes of water conscrva-
tion—to 1mpound the water from the melting
snow—+then how much more necessary is it
in this great State of ours, where we suffer
from the lack of water? If the Government
is honest in the matter of closer settlement,
then a water conservation scheme should run
together with the other scheme of limiting
the large estates.

The SECRETARY TOR AGRICULTURE: You don’t
doubt the Government’s honesty, do you?

Mr. Appel.]
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Mr. APPEL: I doubt everybody’s honesty.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Hven your
own.

Mr. APPEL: Even my own. (Laughter.)
And from my knowledge of the Secretary for
Agriculture, I doubt his very frequently. I
note also that it is proposed to amend the
Workers’ Compensation Act. I have no
objection to that.

Hon. J. Huxuam: You approve of eyery-
thing in the programme,

Mr. APPEL: Perhaps I approve of any-
thing that benefits my fellow-electors more
than memnbers who are interjecting, because
I do it without compulsion. To my mind,
no exception can be taken to this proposi-
tion for many reasons, but it must run to-
gether with the ecstablishment of State in-
surance—(hear, hear!)~—bocause we all know
that to-day a considerable obligation is placed
upon the employer in the matter of making
provision for workers’ compensation.

A GovrrnuenT MeMBER : He is at the mercy
of the company.

Mr. APPEL: As an hon. member inter-
jects, he is at the mercy of the company,
and unguestionably with an increase in the
amount to be paid, he would be still more
st the mercy of the company; and I take it,
as reasonable men, we don’'t want to throw
the whole of the onus on to the employer.
There is no object in saying you must be
victimised, and, I take it, hon, members, on
whichever side of the House they may be,
only desire to see a fair and equitable deal;
and if this is to be increased, it must run
hand-in-hand with the establishment of State
insurance, so that the increased amount to
be paid by way of compensation is not placed
upon the employer. If that is done, I have
no hesitation in saying that I will give the
proposition my cordial support.

Mr Forey: Are you speaking on behalf of
your party now?

Mr. APPEL: The hon. member for Mun-
dingburra is like an old spavined horse—
he is trying to be sarcastic.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. APPEL: I withdraw. The hon. mem-
ber is endeavouring to be sarcastic, and
he reminds me of that particular animal in
that parbticulur condition, when he endeavours
tn be so. There are scveral other matters
mentioned in the Speech, and hen. members
sitting on the Treasury bench found the
Bills in draft when the late Liberal party
left the Administration. There is a Bill
dealing with the appointment of a public
trustee. It is quite a reasonable proposition,
and I think it is one that will be beneficial
to the State. In connection with the pro-
posed amendment of the Local Authorities
Act, I may claim to have some little know-
ledge of local authority law.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You were
administering that Act.

Mr. APPHEL: That is so; and I had some-
thing to <o with the different amendments
which were brought into the forefront, As
to what form these amendments will take,
of courss, it Is impossible for me to say,
and I have no doubt that even the Secretary
for Agriculture will not give me any informa-
tion on that particular point. However, I
have no doubt that it is proposed to extend
the franchire, because one of the speakers
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who preceded me mentioned New South
Wales. Well, I have pointed out on dif-
ferent occasions that if the franchise is to
be extended, the State, as in New South
Wales, must contribute to or subsidise
local authority funds, then there can be no
objection; but if it is proposed to extend
the franchise without those who are getting
the franchise contributing something to the
local authority funds——

Mr. Frei: They do already.

Mr. APPEL: Unless it is proposed that
the gencral taxpayer shall contribute some-
thing towards the maintenance and upkeep
of local authority matters, then it will receive
my opposition. Now, I believe my time hes
almost expired, and I only want to mention
one matter—that is, the question of our tram-
ways. I trust that the Government will
either acquire the Brisbanc tremways, or, if
they allow the local authorities to have con-
trol of them, it will be under such a measure
that they will have full and complete control
of that public utility. Under a Bill which
was tabled last session, it practically meant
that the franchise was extended in per-
petuity to the present company. I think that
would be a disastrous position for the electors
and the ratepayers of the State to be in.
(Hear, hear!) My own idea is that the con-
cern should be acquired by the Government
itself, or under the conditions which I have
mentioned. Whether the Government will be
able to provide against evercrowding, if it is
a Government utility, I am unable to say,
judging by the tramways of New South
Wales, because I find there just as great over-
crowding at certain hours of the day as we
find in connection with the Brisbane tram-
ways.

Mr. McLacHLAN : Had you not a different
Bill drafted ?

Mr. APPEL: Hon. members know that is
so, and that I made the statement publicly
on the hustings that I had prepared a Bill
which would give the authorities control, a
measure modelled on the enactments which
cxisted in Victoria and New South Wales,
and which are working extremely well there
in enabling the running of tramways as local
authority utilities. My time is up, and all I
can say, in conclusion, is that I hope the
Government, in dealing with this matter will
acquire the tramways themselves, and carry
out their maintenance.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
I beg to move that the hon. member be
granted an extension of time, say, for fifteen
minutes, to enable him to conclude his speech.
Mr. FREE: T second the motion.

Question—That the hon. member be
granted an extension of time—put and passed.

Mr. APPEL: I thank the hon. member for
his motion. I did not ask for the concession,
but the House has graciously accorded it, and
T am very pleased to accept it. It will give
me the opportunity to refer to one or two
matters which I have not had time to touch
upon. I notice that it is proposed to extend
the medical and dental inspestion of school
children. This is a matter which we know,
of course, was introduced by the late Ad-
ministration. It has bheen so far very cffee-
tive, but I want to point out one difficulty
to hon. members on the Treasury benches.
What is the utility of merely sending a
dental or a medical inspestor to a school?
Take the case of a dental imspector who
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examines the children's tecth, and says,
“This child wants certain things done to his
teeth,” but they arc not done.

Hen. J. A, Frupiry: The scheme will
provide for that.

Mr. APPEL: I suppose se, because it
scems to be always an anomaly that we
should say that this child requirves certain
attention, whersas in certainly 60 per cent. of
the schools in the State of Queensland there
is no local opportunity of having this carried
out. To my mind, it should be the duty of
the Btate, when we are dealing with this
matter, not alone to make an imspection, but
also, where the parents are unable to
afford to pay for the necessary skill, to see
that the work is carried out.

Mr. Toryie: That is being done row.

Mr. O’SULLIVAN : No.

Mr. APPEL: Advice is simply given. I
hold, toc, that this inspection should not be
confined to State schools alone. We have
many other schools under different dencmina-
tions which are carrying out that particular
educational work in the State of Queensland.
We have Church of ¥ngland and Roman
Catholic schools which are assisting the State
in this great and worthy object, and to my
wind this dental inspeciion, and every addi-
tion which is made to it, should be applicable
to the whole of the schools which arecarried
on in the State of Queensland for the benefit
of the children of the State. And I speak
somewhat feelingly on the subject of the
inspection and treatment of teeth, because we
find a large number of young men at the
present time, who are otherwise suitable, and
would be available, and are anxious to go to
the front, have been rejected owing to the
fact that thejr teeth have been neglected,
pndoubtedly, in their youth. To my mind,
this is one of the most important matters.
We all know that the general health of a
child practically depends on the condition
of the teeth, and I can only assure the leader
of the Government that, so far as this par-
ticular matter is concerned, he will receive
every support I can give him, however widely
he proposes to extend the system. Then, it
is proposed to adopt a policy of decentralisa-
tion. Well, T am in thorough accord with
that, and I can only hope that hon. members
on the Treasury bench, and hon. membhers
sitting on that side of the Flouse, will realise
what centralisation means, when centralisa-
tion propcsitions come before any party,
whether 1t is in the Commonweslth or else-
where.

OprpogiTION MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. APPEL: I hope they will realise that
our policy must be decentralisation, and not
centralisation. I am in thorough accord
with the propesition, because I believe it
makes for the benefit of the State as a whole,
and undoubtedly a policy of decentralisation,
so far as the particular localities are con-
corned, will make for the benefit of those
localities. I understand that the policy has
already been carried out to a certain extent
in connection with railway administration.
I ean only hope that hon. members are
bond fide in this matter, and if they are, I
can assure them that they will have every
assisbance from myself in carrying out the
poliey. I notice it is proposed to deal with
the regulation of trade and monopolies.
The Bill is placed fairly in the forefront
of the proposed legislation, and I can only
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hope that the Fon. the Premier will bring
this on at the earliest possible opportunity.
I spoke upon this subject at some length
during the last election campaign. I am
not prepared to say that at the present time
combines and monopolics do exist, but I
have a very considerable suspicion that some-
thing of that character does exist. I know
that so far as we poor primary producers
are concerned, a certain ring existed in re-
gard to pigs. We know that, whereas at one
time pig buyers from the different factories
came to our styes, and we had the oppor-
tunity of getting what we considered was a
fair price for our swine, evidently they came
to an agreement, and that agreement re-
sulted in this—that they required us to bring
our pigs in the first instance to the railway
stations, where they must be submitted to
public competition by an auctioneer.

Mr. T. L. JoNes: Hear, hear!

Mr. APPEL: And we know further that
that same combine or monopoly—I have ne
hesitation in calling it that—that it fre-
quently happened that only one buyer came
there. I speak with feeling on the subject.
It frequently amounted to this: that we got
from 10s. to 156s. less on the value of the pig.

Mr. T. L. Joxes: When was there only
one buyer?

Mr. APPEL: In my district, over and
over again. And—I hope the hon. members
on that side of the House are honest in
their support of the policy of co-operation,
which, of course, is oue of the principal
planks of the platform of the country
party—the proprietary factories simply had
us as in a cleft stick, because, if we did not
choose to accept the price offered by the one
man:

Mr. T. L. Jones: Absolutely untrue.

The SPRAXER: Order!

Mr. APPEL: I am telling absolute faets,
because I was one of the sufferers from this
particular monopoly. If we did: not choose
to accept the amount which was offered to
us, well, we were told, “ You can take your
pigs back again.” And if you offered them
again in a fortnight, you were told that they
were second class, they were too heavy, and
you had to take 5s. or 10s. less than you
were offered before.

Mr. T. L. Joxes: Do you take us for a
pack of innccents?
Mr. APPEL: I have not referred to the

hon. mwember for Oxley. I do not blame
the hon. member.

Mr. T. L. Joxes: I blame you, though.

Mr. APPEL: Under the conditicns which
allow of such operations, the man who is in
business a: a proprictary manufacturer is
not to blame for taking advantuge of those
conditions. But I blame the State which
fails $o introduce such legislation as will

make it impossible, I can only

15,30 p m.] assure the leader of the Govern-

ment that in connection with the
introduction of such a measure he will have
every assistance thal I can give him, not
alone in this House, but anvywhere else where
he choosss to call for it. I am very glad that
he proposcs o proceed with the ereciion of
public abattoirs. That iz another measure
which will give to the smaller producers s
eonsiderable amount of relief. It is one of
the matters which the Country party put in

Mr. Appel.]




74 Address in Reply:

the forefroni of its programme, and such a
measure will receive every support from
this party. I do not propose to trespass any
longer upon the indulgence of the House.
As I stated & few days ago, the Country
party are not here for the purpose of offer-
ing capricious ocbstruction to any measure
that iz brought before the House by those
who are cccupying the Treasury benches. It
muy be consideved the duty of the Opposi-
tion, as a rule, to object to everything that
is introduced by those who are occupying
the Treasury benches. That was the attitude
adopted by hon. members who are now on
the Troasury benches.

GovERNMENT MEMBERS : Ch, no!

Mr. APPEL: However, our position 1s
this: Any mcasure which makes for the bene-
fit, net slene of the primary, but of ihe
secondary pinducers of this State, will re-
ceive the support of the Country party. If
hon. members on the other side introduce
measures which do not make for the public
benefit, then they must expect oppositicn and
critiecism frem hon. members belonging to
the Country party.

~ The Przyier : You don’t think that we will
introduce such measures, surely!

Mr. APPEL: I hope not; but we never
know what a man who is young in political
sin may do when he becomes hardened. To-
day the hon. member may have a certain
inclination to do what is right, and I hope he
will continue in that mind, because, so long
as_he does, he will receive the support of
this party. If not, then he must expect
criticism and the same obstruction that he
and the members of his party indulged in
time after timoc when they sat in Opposi-
tion—when they cried ¢ Divide, divide,” on
every occasion, and when they took every ad-
vantage of the Standing Orders. I hope the
hon. gentleman will not place us in that posi-
tion. If the hon. member and his colleagues
are prepared to do what is right and just and
equitable to the State, then he will receive
the fullest support of myself and my col-
leagues.

HoxourABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. CORSER (Burnctt): I take this oppor-
tunity of ccngratulating the mover and
scconder of the Address in Reply. It is a
pleasure to know that there are new members
in this House who are able to address them-
selves without unnecessary bitterness, and
although we may not agree with everything
they say, still one cannot help appreciating
clear and fair expressions of opinion when we
hear them. I trust that all the new members
will be as free to act as they wish. If
they are they will be useful members in this
House. It is not my intention to obstruct;
on the contrsry, I shall support any measures
which the Government may intrcduce that
will tend to bencfit the electors I have the
honour to represent and the State of Queens-
land as a whole. We should not lose sight
of the tremendous war that is raging in
Europe at the present time, and, if any
measure can be introduced that will assist
the HEmpire and our allies, that measure
should be plased first on our business-paper.
If there is anything that the settlers of
Queensland can produce which will assist
these on the other side of the world, we
should give that our first consideration. I
notice that it is proposed to introduce an
Enemy Contracts Annulment Bill. If that
is going to be of any real assistance, I {rust
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the Government will see the advisability of
bringing it forward at an early date. Dur-
ing the last Federal alection campaign, a
good spirit reigned in the electorate which
the Prime Minister has the honour to repre-
sent. The candidate opposing My  Fisher
was withdrawn, to enable Mr. Fisher to give
his full attention to matters in the interest
cf the whole of the Commonwealth and the
nation generally; and we hope now that
Nr. Fisher is Prime Minister that he will
do what was expectad of him, and will act
fairly to the whole community, and will not
obstruct what might be of benefit to the
Commonwealth by introducing measures
which will divide the people unnecessarily.

Ay, Coruins: Has not Mr, Fisher already
done so? What more do you want him to
do?

Mr. CORSER: Ves, he has divided them
already, and we don’t want a_ repetition
just now. I trust, further, that every-
thing that can bs done in this House will
be done to assist our people on the other
side, and to assist our soldiers when they
return. (Hear, hear!) The present Govern-
ment has promised to assist our returned
soldiers and ex-service officers; but they have
inaugurated the privciple of providing them
only with perpetual leaseholds when they
arrive here. I think the country will be
quite prepared to give them the best that
the country can offer.

A GoveryMENT MEMBER :
jobs, too.

Mr. CORSER: Yes, preference to jobs,
but alsn a freehold tenure. When they left
here they could have obtained a frechold
tenure, and it would be only fair to give
it to them when they return if they wish to
have it. I hope that the present Government
are going to honour the promises of the late
Government with referencs to placing public
servants who left to fight for the Empire in
their former positions when they return, and
to give thom any higher positions which
may be vacant.

The SzcRETARY FOR AgricuLTrRE: This
party will honour everything that is honour-
able,

GoveryMENT MEmBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. CORSER: I trust they will continue
to do so. The defeat of the past Goveru-
ment, no doubt, was of their own making.
The writing was on the wall. Many mem-
bers who were in the last Parliament who
were likely to be “in the know’ did not
expect anything but that the Government
were going to be defeated; but the Opposi-
tion members at that time did not expect
that they were going to be returned with
the numbers that they now have. The over-
whelming defeat of the late Government was
due, to a great oxtent. to the misrepresenta-
tions that were indulged in. Misrepresenta-
tions went the rounds of the people, and of
consumers in the cities in particular, which
aimed at an imaginary trust, or at middle-
men who were supposed to be getting all the
profits from our industries. Those misrepre-
sentations nearly led to the Government
having altogether too many supporters to
make it safe for them in their own positions.
I might also remind hon. members of the
statements that were in circulation to the
effect that the late Government were trying
to deprive our troops of the votes which this
House gave them.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
that quite trua?

Preference to

Is not
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Mr. CORSER: It is not true; and the
journals that made those statements did not
contradict them when the votes came to hand.
The statement was made that the middlemen
were absorbing all the profits and the farmers
were not getting anything. Is it not com-
mon knowledge that our cc-operative com-
panies are run by our directors—by men
whom we have selected from among ourselves
to run our business concerns?

Mr. A. J. JoxNgS: Dry shareholders.

Mr. CORSER: The storekeepers have not
madc the profits that our political opponents
at election times gave out that they were
malking. “The proof of the pudding is in
the eating of it.”> We find that a firm in
Brisbane supplying butter to the General
Hospital, a benevolent institution, has had
to admit that they were losing £14 a week on
their contract, These middlemen procured
no profit, and they had to admit that, in
face of the fact that the Government and
their supporters had previously claimed that
the middlemen sccured all the profit. Though
I am not prepared to make the extraordinary
statement made by the leader of the Farmers’
TUnion party or to swallow holus-bolus the
programme set forth in the Governor’s
Speech, still I will say that if ever a mono-
poly appears, and it comes to dealing with
trusts and combines and taking away from
the middlemen any profits to which thev are
not entitled, then I am with the Govern-
ment; every man on this side is, and the
majority of the people in the State are_as
one in that. Nobody is going to contradict
the fact that we are up against trusts and
combines and undue profitr. (Hear, hear!)
Everyone admits the existence of those facts.
Those are the facts which the Government
allege as an excuse for cutting down the price
of butter and taking away from the farmer
that which is his due. The statement that the
farmers are not getting the benefit of the
higher prices for food which have prevailed
up to the present time is not true. If the
Government propose to deal with trusts, I
hope that they will induce their party sup-
porters in the Federal Parliament to deal
with a trust which is supposed to exist in
the Commonwealth and which they en-
deavoured to tackle at one time. I refer to
the tobacco trust. When the Labour party
show by their actions that they will deal with
that trust, we shall be able to believe that
they are sincere in their professions. A good
condition of things would be brought about if
the Government would assist co- operative en-
terprise and give farmers fagilities to market
their own produce. That would be quite
sufficient to ensure a reasonable price being
charged for foodstuffs and to ensure to the
farmers a full return for their labours.

Mr, WeLLINGTON : Why didn’t the Liberal
Government which you supported do all
those things ?

CORSER I was an independent sup-
pmter of the late Government, and it was
not within my power to blmg about the
desired alterations, as hon. members will
understand after having listened to the ex-
traordinary statement made by an ex-Cabinet
Minister to-day. Whilst I ¢at behind the
late Government and toock part in the meet-
ings of the caucus, I always maintsined my
independence and exercised it whenever I
liked.

The SEFRETARY FOR PTUBLIC LANDS:
voted with them in the House.

You
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Mr. CORSER: I voted with them in the
glouse when my conscience direcied me to
o so.

_The SECRETARY ¥OR
signed that round robin.

Mr. CORSER: That is not a matter
which affects my independence as 2 supporter
of the late Government. I signed no such
round robin; yet I did what I could to shift
Mr. Denham from leadership, Voudo not hear
anything in Queen street 1buut the terrible
drought which is existing in the country;
you hear about the tremendous nrofits made
on food coming from the country, but you
hear 'xothmﬂ‘ about the stricken downs and
bare plains on which sheep and cattle cun
find no feed. Where you hear nothing about
the drought, that is where the Labour party
sccured their greatest majority at the last
election. The people in those places have
been educated from the teaching of Karl
Marx up to the price of butter, but not in
any other direction, and they kriow nothing
about the man who with his family is
struggling on the land. It is all very well
to hear members supporting the Government
speak about the conservation of produce, but
there is another side to that question. The
hon. member for Oxley, it moving the ado»
tion of the Address in Reply, stated that
there was a want of forethought and fore-
sight on the palt of farmers 1n not storitw
up fodder. 1 claim that the farmer would
gain nothing by filling his cupboard with
food supplies for stock when that stored up
food would be seized by burglary such as is
going on in New South Wales at the pre-
sent time. It is claimed by members opposite
that farmers have no foresight, as they have
not stored up a quantity of fodder which the
Labour Government could come along and
scize. When_the position of the farmer is
fairly recognised, then it will be right for
the farmer to store his food, and he will pro-
bably do so. Of course, ere long the Trea-
sury benches will be occupied by independent
country members who are ou$ to promote
the interest of the farmer witheut any detri-
ment to any section of the community.
(Government laughter.) Then we shall be
able to pass measures which will enable him
in times of plenty not only to knock out a
bare existence, but also to put something
by for a rainy duy, and not be in need of
everything to keen body and soul together.

Mr. BERTRAM: Are you not a pledged
supporter of the present leader of the Opposi-
tion?

Mr. CORSER: I am not a pledged sup-
porter of any leader and never was, an
do not happen to be in the same position
as the hoen. member for Burke. I am
sitting by his side, but I have the honour
of being quite free, a country member,
and I shall support any measures swhich
are in the interest of every section of the
community, and which are not class legisla-
tion. It is a very sermus position that the
market in Great Britain is shut to Australia
as far as borrowing purposes are concerned,
but the Government cannot consider that
position to be serious, since they claim that
they are a non-borrowing party. T shall
quote the remarks of the leader of the Go-
vernment at Barcaldine. Listen to the word-
ing of this sentence, a sentence the words of
which are used every day in ecelling recruits

Mr. Corser.]
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to fight a common foe on the other side;
that same wording was used to fight a politi-
cal opponent here in time of war—

“The ideal of a white Australia was
not respected, and Liberal faith, Liberal
science, and Liberal culture could only
find expression in the raising and spend-
ing of huge loan moneys which were
very often expended wastefully, and in
the end left to posterity to redeem.”

GovERNMENT MEeMBERs: Hear, hear! Quite
true.

Mr. CORSER: We only spent £2,000,000

a year, end yet your friends in New
South Wales spent £10,000,000 in 1914,
and  £6,000,000 in 1913, We  spent

£2,000,000 by authority, and it is claimed
that it is too much. I have no doubt, nor
has any member on this side any doubt, that,
this non-borrowing Government will spend
more than #££000,000 a year if they can
zet hold of it. The Premier made reference
to the Royal Commission on wheat, and
claimed that the report goes to show that
inordinate profits were made by certain
dealers in these foodstuffs. I am not in a
position to contradict that statement of the
hon. gentieman.

The Premizr: Do you agree with it?

Mr. CORSER : I cannot agree or disagree
with it now, I cannot decide till the report
is before this House, and I think it is not a
correct thing to make such a statement to
the Press of the country without giving the
Opposition an opportunity of perusing the
report. I hope and trust that the Govern-
ment will bring in such enactments as will
meet with my own approval. I would like
to deal with a few of the measures which are
enumerated in His Excellency’s Speech. The
Industrial Peace Act is to be repealed—an
Act that has done more good for the working
people of Queensland than any other Act on
the statute-book. (Government laughter.) It
has proved to be a good enactment.

Mr, O’SuLLIvaN: Because you were afraid
to put it into operation.

Mr. CORSER: It has provided continuous
work for the men, increased wages, and
happiness for their homes and wives and
families. It has made the industrial worker
too happy for our friends on the other side.
(Government laughter.) What are the objeo-
tions to the Industrial Peace Act?

Mr. Gusn: It has killed agitators.

Mr. CORSER: It will not only kill agita-
tors, but it is an Act which provides a more
lenient way of dealing with those in error
than does the New South Wales enactment,
placed there by a Labour Government. In
one week in the Maitland district the Labour
Minister for Works issued 600 summonses
against the miners for refusing to work in
consequence of =ome coal dust nuisance.
Have we anything like that here? Do our
measures provide for anything more stringent
thap that? We have had industrial peace,
whilst the workers in other States have lost
much time and money and happiness. The
Local Government Act is also to be pulled to
pieces. There is no doubt there is room for
improvement in the Act, but T am afraid that
the Government are not going to start where
they can do good; they are going to pull the
good out and place something bad there in-
stead. A considerable extension of the fran-
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chize is proposed. I suppose they are going
to take away from the man who has to
have a large area of inferior land to pro
duce the same amount on as his neighbour
can do on a good and productive small area;
they are going to take away from him his
three votes or btwo votes which he secures
by paying a higher rent to provide for him-
solf the same oxistence #s a man who gets
one vote and has a cheap and small and
good property. ]

Mr. FoLry: You believe in plural voting!

Mr. CORSER: I believe in getting what
one puys for, and I believe that the people
in our shires should be represented on our
shire ocouncils. ‘There is nothing fore-
shadowed as to any proposed assistance to
the shire councils. I trust that the hon.
member for Kacham will do what he can
in the caucus meetings to bring in some-
thing to enable the local governments to get
the assistance which they have been deprived
of up to the present time—that 1s, to secure
a percentage of the land revenue for local
authorities to enable them to make good
roads. I have advocated this being done on
every occasion.

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER :
against it.

Mr. CORSER: And then voted for it on
every occasion. If the Government are oub
to do good for the greatest number, I trust
they will do good to our people in the
country. They have.an opportunity now,
after being in opposition so long, to amend
and improve these Acts, and I hope they
are going to do so. I would also like to
know if the measure they intend to intro-
duce gives any guarantee that the sole right
of land taxation is going to be still vested in
the local authority. 'That is one of the
blessings of the Local Authorities Act. It is
the greatest blessing that in this State the
whole power of taxing land is left with the
local authority.

Mr. Forgy: Would you leave it in the
hands of plural voters? :

Mr. CORSER: Leave it in the hands of
the electors in each division, the people
who have gone out back to make their
homes. 1f anybody else wants the votes, let
him go out and endure the same hardships.
Another measure that is going to be tam-
pered with in some way or another Is the
Workers' Dwellings Act, an Act which has
done a great amount of good for the workers
in the cities. It has done so much good that
the workers turned against those who were
their friends. (Government laughter.) The
past Government brought outb immigrants
from home, paid their passages, and assisted
them when they got here by their better
conditions to sccure a piece of land.

A GovernmeNT MumBER: Out of the rate-
payers’ money.

Mr. CORSER : Qut of their own savings.
Ther also provided them with a house out
of the people’s funds. Through the opera-
tion of the Workers’ Dwellings "Act and
the use of Savings Bank money, it is made
possible for them to provide themselves with
a good home, and yet at election time these

are the people that turned round,

[7 p.m.] and they will throw out the pre-

sent Government when their time
comes for judgment. The Government
secured their position on the Treasury
benches by misrepresenting the position. The

And then voted
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legisaltion they propose to put on the
statute-book is new democracy, and is in
the interests of a class. It is in the interests
of a section of the community and to the
detriment of the greatest number, to_ the
detriment of the toiler, and chiefly the bush
worker. With regard to the Workers’
Dwellings Act, I might call attention to a
remark made by one of the members sitting
on the Government benches. That hon. gen-
tleman said that the present Act was only
of benefit for the capitalist.

A GoverNMENT MEMBER: Quite right.

Mr. CORSER: The hon. gentleman says,
“ Quite right.” He means that a capitalist
only ean secure any benefit from the
Workers’ Dwellings Act. I do not know
whether the supporters of hon. gentlemen
opposite who have secured assistance from
the Workers’ Dwellings Board to enable
them to erect workmen’s cottages, will con-
gratulate themselves on the fact that their
friends in this House have dubbed them as
capitalists, which is something very black at
election times. I do not claim that the
person who owns a £40 block of land, and
secures assistance to get a workman’s dwell-
ing erected on it, is a capitalist. I am
sorry that the Gevernment are going to
take away from these people the chance of
getting assistance to help them in their
thrift, and enable them to buy a cottage of
their own. The Government arc going to
give the benefit to those who take up land
under the perpetual lease system. Just as in
the case of the Agricultural Bank, so with
the Workers’ Dwellings Board, it will be a
serious matter to say where the moneyv is
going to come from. Now that the Com-
monwealth is issuing a loan, it will be a
great inducement to our people who have
moner in the Savings Bank, industrial
workers and others, to withdraw their money
from the Savings Bank, where they are
gotting 3 per cent. interest, and take advan-
tage of the Commonwealth loan and get
the 43 per cent. interest offering. I hope
the Government will see the advisability of
securing sufficient money to make all the
grants that will be required under the
amending Agricultural Bank Act, which I
trust the Government are going to intro-
duce; if not, the people will invest in the
Commonwealth loan.

Mr. Larcoumsr: There will not be the same
flexibility, as they will not be able to draw
when they please.

Mr. CORSER: That will not induce them
to draw from 4% to 3 per cent. I trust that
one of the earliest Bills to be brought for-
ward will be one to give assistance to the
agricultural settler in times like the present.
I hope they will make it possible for the
agriculturist to secure more than 13s. 4d. in
the £1

Mr. BerrraM: You voted against that
amendment when we proposed it last year.

Mr. CORSER: I voted to increase it to
158, in the £1. When the present Govern-
ment introduce their amending Bill, they are
going to make it applicable to perpetual
leases. I say they should make it possible
for an agriculturist to borrow £400 for
unspecified purposes, and even more under
such tenure.

Mr. BimrrraMm: Your party opposed that
last session.

Mr. CORSER: I am not answerable for
what the party did.
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Mr. MureuY: That is the curse of party
government.

Mr. CORSER: I claim that the Agri-
cultural Bank Act of Queensland is the most
liberal of any Agricultural Bank Act or any
Assistance to Settlers Act in the Common-

wealth, and members opposite know that
that is so.
Mr. BertrRAM: What about the Western

Australia Act?

Mr. CORSER: I will leave it to hon.
members opposite to show where the Western
Australia Act grants greater assistance.
They have State machinery factories in
Western Australia, and the settlor is allowed
up to 10s. in the £1 to buy machinery from
the State workshops. In Queensland, he can
secure up to 13s. 4d. on machinery, and he
can buy it where he likes, while in Western
Australia he is compelled to buy it from the
State workshops. That means that in West-
ern Australia he is advanced 10s. by the
State, and he has to make up the other 10s.
in the £1 himself, and in addition he has
alzo to put his hand into his pocket to help
make up the deficiency that takes place from
year to year in those State workshops.

Mr. Tormit: The State machinery in
Western Australia has not got the latest
patents.

ir. CORSER: No, and it is not consid-
ered by farmers to be first-class machinery.
It is more expensive machinery than the
farmer would have to pay if he bought an
imperted article, even with the duty added.
Take a binder, for instance.

My, Grries: Have you got a brief for
the harvester trust?

Mr. CORSER: I have not got a brief
for the harvester trust, nor have I got a brief
for hon. members opposite. If any hon.
gentleman likes to look up the estimates
of cost of the State harvesters in Western
Australia, and the imported article, he will
sce that the State machine costs £34, and is
graded third-class by the farmer who uses
it.  The State machine is called *“ The Gem,”
and is a third-class machine. You can buy
? Mfc)@g)rmack binder, a first-class machine,
or £35.

GoveErRNMENT MEMBERS : The ¢ McCormack **
has a good name. (Hear, hear! and laugh-
ter.)

Mr. CORSER : The McCormack is a first-
class one, and with all the cost of freight
and duty added it is only £1 more than
the State machine, a third-class article.

Mr. BertrRaM: How do you account for
the fact that the Farmers’ party in Western
Australia are supporting the Labour Go-
vernment there? (Government laughter.)

Mr. CORSER: If hon. members opposite
think that the Farmers’ party are going
to support them they will be disappointed,
just as the Labour party in New South
Wales were sbout the farmers. We should
protect the farmer, especially the farmer
vho is growing wheat and the man who
is  manufacturing  butter, 'The butter
manufacturer has to compete in a freetrade
m?rket in London. He has no protection at
all.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
getting good prices there.

Mr. Corser.]
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Mr. CORSER: Yes, and as soon as the
pricc goes up, the Btate Government im-
ports butter or brings in hay free. That is
all the protection the farmer here gets.

Hon. J. A. Fiaerry: Who has been telling
you that?

Mr. CORSER: I know it from practical
experience, unfortunately, Where is the fair-
ness in that? As soon as the price goes up
it is allowed in free, or imported by the
State.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTTRE: In
where ?

Mr. CORSER: In the States the
Commonwealth takes the duty off. Fur-
ther, might I ask: Why is not the
same condition applicable when it might

act detrimentally to the industrial worker?
We know that under the Lyne toriff iron
and steel were admitted free, and under
the Tudor tariff, in 1913, they collected from
the farmer £27,513 duty on iron and steel
wire. Now, duung a time like this, when
there are troubles and trials—when our
people have to fulfil the conditions on their
farms, when they must, by Act of Parlia-
ment, provide xmplovemonts and the neces-
sary fencing, they must fell their scrubs
and provide wire netting, and they must
have their iron—why not have these duties
taken off thesze necessaries, and thus assist
the farmers when the prices of these com-
modities have doubled? If you are going to
as«ist one section of the community to the
detriment of the farmer. why not assist
the farmer when it is no detriment to
another section, because the industrial worker
can secure union wages for the articles that
are manufactured? There is another matter
that the present Government are going to
tamper with to some great degree, and that
is the fish proposition. Cheap fish is most
desirable, and cheap food is most desirable
when possible.  Our friends opposite owe
a lot to ths cheap food cry, and I hope
before long good scasons will make it pos-
sible for them to carry out thelr prowmises;
nothing else will. What was this action of
the fishermen? It was for the fishermen's
own protection. To prevent them from glut-
ting the market on one occasion unneces-
sarily, they did something the same as the
Labour party did when they were in Opposi-
tion. The Labour party have opposed the
introduction of assisted immigrants, because
they were afraid that it would glut the
labour market. The fishermen were prob-
ably strong unionists, and they did not want
all their fish to get on the market in one
day, and thereby throw them out of work
for a week or a fortnight, and probably
they might have had some means of secur-
ing for themselves their daily bread; and
they acted in a certain way.
The Premizr: What way?

Mr. CCORSER: I am not a fisherman, and
there are no fishermen in my electorate, but
I claim that there are two sides to every
question. At election time the whole of the
fish trouble was brought up, but the country
clecters never see a bit of fish except they
catch it in the river or depend upon these
fishermen. Why should these people catch
a large quantity of fish if thev arc not going
to be compensated for it? Why should they
collect an amount of fish if thev are going
to be done out of their “full time”? We
find our friends, the Federal Government,
won’t, even at a time like this, keep our
small arms factory going; they delayed

(Mr. Corser.
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in taking action to keep the Lithgow
works going three shifts. Why should
not the fishermen hold to themselves
one shift in their boats to enable them to

make a living? It was simply owing to
tho fact that they saw it was going to take
their bread from them that they took some
action which might not be right, but the
past Government were not to blame for that.

A GovernMENT MeEMBER: They threw away
their daily bread.

Mr. CORSER: They saved to themselves
their daily bread. I trust that whatever ac-
tion the Government do take, that these men,
although they might not be good unionists,
will receive proper consideration, so that
they will be able to earn sufficient wages
from day to day. No doubt they will get
it if our friends on the other side intro-
duce trawlers such as the New South Wales
Government have done, and leave them lying
idle, and the people Ofett]ng no fish. If this
State does run their own industries, I hope
the Government will see that they run them
better than the New South Wales Govern-
ment have controlled the men who were
working on these expensive trawlers, which
were brought from the other side; and if
they do not do so, country members will be
given a trial on those Treasury benches.
(Government Jaughter.) I might say that
some remarks have been made as to the rea-
son why Queensland has not increased the
area under cultivation. It seems to be a big
problem, and the statement wants counter-
acting to some extent. In 1913-14 “Knibbs”
states that there were 747,814 acres under cul-
tivation, including the sugar lands; and in
1910-11 there were 667,113 acres under culti-
vation. Not a very great difference, but it is
accountable for, all the same. In the first
place, the reason why New South Wales,
Victoria, and South Suutstxaha are so tre-
mendously ahead of us in the area under
cultivation is cwing to the fact that they
are wheat- qrowmg countrles and it is pos-
sible to put in large areas with large
machines—to scarify huge areas which are
planted with wheat—and they are called
cultivated areas. In Queensland we have got
to plough our land if we want to get a
crop

\Ir O’SuLLrvan:
States.

Mr. CORSER: There are exceptions where
they plough and harrow the land, but, as a
general rule, it is simply scarified land and
it is vncludrd in the cultivated land. The
wheat-growing countries always show a tre-
mendous area under cultivation. New South
Wales produced in 1913-14, 38,000,000 bushels
of wheat; Victoria, 32,936,000 bushels; Scuth
Australia, 16,986,000 bushels; and Queensland,
1,769,000 bushels. That is the reason why
wo are so much behind the other States in
the area under cultivation. Now for the
reason why our area has not increased. That
is simply because the Darling Downs, that
were settled first, are going out of r‘u]tlvat‘on,
because the people are finding that in the
Burnett electorate, and places like that, they
are able to secure better land; but it takes
time. It takes time to clear this Jand.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
have they substituted on the Downs?
Mr. Tormie: Dairying and sheep.
Mr. CORSER: If the area has increased

by 50,000 acres in the Burnett district this
year by the felling of scrub, it has to lie

So do they in the other

What
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five years under grass before clearing Mr. CORSER: He is selling it under the
the stumps and put it under permanent price the grocer buys it at, but the grocer
cultivation. So that those 50,000 acres which  has to make a profit. The farmer secures

arc included in the cultivated land this year
disappear again for the next four years. So
it is from year to year, and eventually by
the time our friends opposite have been in
office for some little time this land will be
coming back to its fifth year and will be
termed “‘cultivated land ” again. When our
scrubs are felled it is cultivated land for one
year only, and then for the next four years
it is under grass, producing milk. There
is another reason: In Queecnsland many of
the settlers are not devoted to the cultivat-
ing of their land; they are devoted to the
clearing of pear on their land to enable
‘them to cultivate it afterwards. That is what
is keeping the area of cultivation down, and
I think hon. members will agree that the
reasons are sound and good, and it is only
by increasing the number of farms that you
«can increase the area with these conditions
and these obstacles. I want to say that if
our friends opposite are going to be domi-
nated by the Trades Hall—(Government
laughter)—I suppose we may expect some-
thing similar to the action of the Trades
Hall in Victoria, where a Trades Hall com-
mittee demanded a special sessicn of Parlia-
ment to bring in a Compulsory Cultivation
Bill—a Bill to compel the farmers of Victoria
to put their hands in their pockets and em-
ploy the unemployed in cultivating in bad
times. I trust they will not do the same
here. Then, the bad seasons have a lot to
do with it. People in the cities do not con-
sider it. Look at the conditions on Jimbour ;
look at the thousands of acres that are put
under cultivation there year after year from
which there is no return! How many vears
have those people and people in other dis-
tricts worked like that without any profit?
Is it possible for them to store food and in-
creasc their areas? Then. there is some-
thing else that is threatening the farmer,
the rural workers’ log. (Government laugh-
ter.) The rural workers’ log is possibly
not so great a bogey to the farmers as the
-conditions will be when our friends on the
other side have carried out the enactments
which they propose. The rural worker is
increasing the cost to the farmer of his
labour, and on the other side we have the
actions of the Government restricting the
price of that article. They are bringing about
a state of things which will compel him to
pay more for his article and protect the
consumers by securing to the farmer the
lowest return for that increased cost. They
are asking the farmer to pay a minimum
wage to the worker; they can pay as much
over it as they like for the man who can do
any work.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Do you
object to that?

Mr. CORSER: No, I do not, provided you
are consistent right through. In the town
here you are going to bring in regulations
and enactments which are going to compel

him to sell at a certain price—he can sell-

as much under it as he likes, but he must
not sell over it—although you can pay the
man as much over the minimum wage as you
like.

The PrEMIER: As a matter of fact, he is
selling at under the price now.

Mr. CORSER: What is he selling under
the price?

9;)I‘hc Previer: Butter; he is selling under
196s.

196s. less the cost of manufacture.

The Previer: I say under the price that
is fixed. Tnder the price that we are paying
for it.

Mr. CORSER: The farmer does not make
the butter at home, and even so, how much
more could they have got for it if you had
not taken such action?

The SpcrETARY FOR AcrICULTUTRE: They are
selling it under it.

Mr. CORSER: There is no proof, as my
questions to-day will show. What evidence
has the Premier to show that?

The PreMizrR: By offering butter at cost
price, and we were told that they could do
better cisewhere.

Mr. CORSER: Why stop them from
doing better? What have the present
Government done for the consumer so far as
butter is concerned? On the 22nd May—we
all know the date of the clection—butter was
cffering at 205s. Butter went after the
election to 216s. When it was 215s. the
grocer was paying 1s. 11 1/28d. per pound,
and selling it at 2s. 1d. And now it 1s 196s.
The grocer paid to the factory 1s. 9d., and
at the present time he is selling it at 1s. 11d.,
where he secures it at that price.

Mr. TorMiE: And the best at 2s.

Mr. CORSER: That is, in 56-1b. boxes;
he has to break it up and have other costs.
I would like to refer to the Elections Act,
the Act that was kicked about a good deal
last session. We were told that we were
bringing about a state of things that
would make it impossible for the Labour
party to secure power. But we brought
something in whick made it possible, and,
unfortunately, gave them some weapons to
contest the election on.

Mr. O’SvLLivax: That was not your inten-
tion. (Laughter.)

Mr. CORSER: It was our intention to do
our duty to the people and the State and

to you. You may claim that there are
anomalies in that Act. Are there not ano-
malies in every Rlectoral Act? If there

are not, why did the Commonwealth Act
contain a clause which made it necessary for
cvery Labour man to vote for a ILiberal
candidate for the Senate? Was that not an
anomaly ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That was
in a certain emergency.

Mr. CORSER: And the Federal Prime
Minister has been asked to rectify it. And
it the late Government were in power to-day,
thev would be quite willing to listen to any
propositions to remove any anomalies that
might be found in the Bill when it was put
into operation. It was a snlendid Act. It
bad only one fault, and that was that it
made it possible for the Labour porty to
adversely criticise a fair measure. A return
has keen asked for by the hon, member for
Toowong in connection with clection figures.
and the only thing he did not ask for was
the number of postal votes given for Liberal
candidates and the number given for Labour
candidates. It would be very interesting if the
Hon. the Chief Secretary informed us of that.
I am not opposed to a fair Elections Act, a
simplification of the Rlections Act, but I am
totally opposed to a six months in Australia
qualification, and one month in an elec-
torate, if there are no clauses to make it

Mr. Corser.]
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impossible for a man to be on two or three
electoral rolls at the same time. I will
support any measure that goes to make it
impossible for an elector to be on more
than one roll at the same time, and that is
what that measure did to the greatest extent,
and that was all that it was intended to do.
I want to refer just for a moment to railvsay
works. I am strongly in favour of some sort
of public works committee to decide upon
routes, and I do not mind if they start out in
the electorates right away, among those lines
which were passed, and select the best of she
lot, because then the Burnett electorate will
have a railway that it should have had thirty
years ago. I have been here threc years, and
the first railways included the Upper Burnett
Railway, which should have been inciuded
twenty years befcre. I thank the Minister
for the information as to the railways we are
going to get—the Minister in the past did
not give us any information—but he has
given us the information, even if it is good
or bad, and it fortunately provides for a rail-
way to Proston, a settlement which for the
last four or five or six years has been strug-
gling away, wailting for a line, satisfied with
the conditions and thﬂxr prospects. It will
be a very beneficial line, and no line in the
State has better claims. Then, what about
the Upper Burnett? Unfortunately—and tho

hon. member for Bundaberg and

[7.30 p.m.] the hon. member for Mary-

borough will know it—it suffered
by its number of szuitors. They all wanted
their railways into various parts of the
Burnett. In 1904, a commission inquired into
the areas of land available for settlement,
and they reported that in the Upper Burnets
district alone there were 1,400,000 acres.

Mr. CARTER : The line should have gone to
Gladstone.

Mr. CORSER: I am not going to say
where it shouid have gone to. That should
ba for cxperts to decide. We want right
to be might, and we want the line to go
by the best route, so that there may be as
much land as possible producing. Make
available our lands. Do not allow them to
lie idle. The Lands Office have written
across the Upper Burnett map, * No action
to be taken until the action of the Rail-
way Department is made known.” That
is what the Secretary for Lands has to un-
ravel, and I trust that he will do it at an
early date, and that, when he lays his
scheme before us, it will malke provision for
opening up roads and providing water on
farms. The last Secretary for Lands did his
best to bring about settlement, and it was
not his fault that something has not been
done in this direction in the Upper Burnett.
I trust that the Premier will not taJ'e any
notice of the talk about ready-made farms;
we want assistance from the Agricultural
Bank to make it possible for poople to
make their own farms, Money should be

provided by the bank, aend a man
should be allowed to work and secure
money to develop his farm. Keep the

work in the bush for the men in the bush.
There are plenty of men there looking for
work in these dry times. The hon. member
for Oxley said that land monopoly was ram-
pant in Queensland to-day, yet only 4 per
cent. of our lands are alienated. Later on
the hon. member said, in answer to an in-
rer]ectlon from the hon. member for Drayton,
that he had a larger farm than the hon.
member. Good luck to him—I am glad to
itmow that he has—but it was hardly in keep-
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ing with his earlier statement. I am afraid
that the workers in the bush are not going to
get the assistance from the front Treasury
bench that they expected they were going to
get. They are not likely to get much from
1epresentat1ves who are tied hand and foot
to a party who are not free to act in the
best interests of the whole community.

A GovERNMENT MEMBER: Are you a
farmer?

Mr. CORSER: Yes, I am a farmer.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
party do you belong to?

Mr. CORSER: I am a member of the
Opposition, and I will do my best to see
that the Government carry out the respon-
sibilities thrust upon them. I hope that the
various sechions sitting in Opposr‘lon will
come behind the elected leader of the Opposi-
tion, the hon. member for Toowong, in put-
ting up a fight for the intelests of the section
that has put us here and safeguard the State
whenever we have an opportunity of doing it
in the House.

Mr. PETERSON (Vormanby): 1 have
listened with a great deal of attention to the
leader of the Opposition, the hon. member for
Albert, and the hon. member for Burnett,
and I may say that what they have said
here is just what the supporters of that party
said to the electors of Normanby at the last
election. For over thirty years my electorate
has been represented by a supporter of the
party which are now, fortunately, on the
Opposition side of the House. The result is
that the electors said, “ We have stood thirty
years of Liberal Governments, and we have
got nothing from them, and now we are
going to have a change.” (Hear, hear!) My
electorate is one of the oldest settled con-
stituencies in Queensland, and what have
the farmers there ever received from past
Governments? I am the answer to it to-day.
I have been returned to represent those men.
They knew that so long as thev returned the
party which was in power in the last Parlia-
ment and in previous Parliaments so long
would Queensland remain the most backward
State in the Commonwealth. It is because
the people have awakened to a sense of their
responsibility that they have placed this
Government on the front Treasury bench.
Much has been said about the Government
owing its return to the high cost of living.
I believe that ‘rhere was an even more im-
portant factor in securing the return of this
party to power than the high cost of living.
In my_electorate leading Liberals came to
me and said, ¢ Peterson, I am going to sup-
port you because it was the Tabour party
which gave to Australia its great navy, and
it was your party which inaugurated com-
pulsory military training.”

Mr. ForsyTH : It was not the Labour party
which created the Australian navy.

Mr. PETERSON: It was the Federal
Labour party which was the initiator of our
great navy, and leading Liberals said that,
if the Federal Labour party could initiate
such great national schemes. the State Labour
in power in the
State to see what it could do. All the talkk
we hear about the high cost of living being
responsible for placing us here is so much
surplusage. In the short time I have been
in this House I have heard hon. members
on the other side advocating that this Go-
vernment should do certain things, and yet
thev sat behind their Government for vears
and never did those things. Here we have
the hon. member for Burnett getting up, and,

What
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in his closing words, urging the Government
to give financial assistance through the Agri-
cultural Bank to settlers on the land. If
any hon. member will look up * Hansard ”—
as 1 did and showed it to my electors—he
will find that, with the exception of the hon.
member for Murilla on one occasion, those
hon. members aiways voted against allowing
the settlers on the land to get more money
from the Agricultural Bank.

M. Corser: 1 voted for increasing the
amount to 15s. in the £1.

Hon. J. A. Fimewry: You sat on that
bench and saw how the numbers were going
first.

Mr. Corser: I sat on that bench, then.

Mr., PETERSON: If the man on the land
wants to know who is his true friend, the
truest test is to find out who is ready to
help him in times of trial and tribulation.
My sympathy goes out to the farmer and
the dairyman, and any votes I can give to
better their condition will always be given by
me, together with the other members of this
party. When the members of the Opposition
had the opportunity of assisting the man on
the land, where were they? Whenever this
party wanted to assist the man on the land,
not one of those hon. members supported
those on this side, and that is one cause
why Normanby has sent me here. The mem-
bers on the other side say they are the
friends of the man on the land, but every
time legislation has been brought forward
for the purpose of wiping out the middleman
or deing anything that would help the
workers, those hon. members were never
found supporting it. I may say, in passing,
that I have noticed that when any reference
is made to the bettering of the conditions of
the workers or to increasing wages, a sneer
always crosses the countenances of hon. mein-
bers on the other side. I do not know why
that should be so. I started work at an
early age, and for the past twenty years I
have been associated with the Labour move-
ment, and both from the land point of view
and from the industrial aspect I have come
to the conclusion that the party which has
the best interests of the people at heart is
the party which sits on this side of the
House. I am here to support them. I wish
now to refer briefly to a few remarks made
by the hon. member for Albert. 'The hon.
member stated that many farmers are sur-
rounded by drought. We all know that, but
incidentally the hon. member inferred, indeed
he said, that many farmers are producing
nothing. He also stated that this party are
taking away from the farmers the added
value which butter would bring on account
of the tightness of the market. The hon.
member apparently lost sight of the fact
that many farmers in Queensland who are
producing nothing use butter, and will get
the benefit of the price fixed by the Control
of Prices Board.

Mr. SteveExs: No; they do without it.

Mr. PETERSON : This is a poor commen-
tary on thirty years’ Liberal government—
that a farmers’ representative admits that
the effect of one drought compelled farmers
to do without butter. A number of those
farmers use butter., and they have to pay
the price fixed by the board.

Mr. STEVENS: What sort of an argument
is that?

Mr. PETERSON: I am going to show the
hyprocrisy of hon. members opposite before
I have done, as I did right through the

1916—a
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Normanby electorate. I only wish I had
beelsl a candidate for the Burnett. (Laugh-
ter.

Mr. Corszr: You wouldn’t have been here
if you had.

Mr. PETERSON: I am very pleased that
hon. members opposite are taking exception
to what I am saying. With regard to the
fixing of prices, I think there is a great deal
of justification for what the hon. member for
Albert said on this subject. 1 say, as he
does, that in fixing the price of butter, that
price should be computed from the cost of
production.

Mr. Stevexs: Will your party do that?

Mr. PETERSON : Oh, yes! they will do it.
The basis on which the price of butter is
fixed should be the cost of production, just
as when workers go before a wages board
asking for an increase of wages they often
bring up the question of the high cost of
living, and the wages board fix wages
with regard to the cost of living in the
various localities where they have jurisdic-
tion. The very same rule should apply with
regard to the fixing of the prices of com-
modities. That is only fair and just, and
I, for one, will do my part in that direction,
and I am sure the Government will do their
part also. I desire to refer briefly to the
speech made by the hon. member for Burnett,
Mr. Corser, but I shall let him down as
lightly as possible. (Laughter.) In his open-
ing remarks the hon. member stated with a
great deal of flamboyancy that there are no
trusts and combines in Queensland. The hon.
member said this party went to the country
on the cry of trusts and combines, and in
grandiloquent language he derided us and
asserted that there are no trusts and combines
in this State. Then incidentally he said these
trusts are fleecing the people, and later on
he stated that he would assist the Govern-
ment to deal with trusts which are making
undue profits. {(Government laughter.) I
took a correct note of what the hon. member
said. and, as I have observed already, in
his opening remarks he stated that there are
no trusts and combines herve, and later on
wound up by saying,  Mr. Speaker, I shall
be all there to help the Government to stop
these fellows getting undue profits.”’

Mr. CorsEr: ‘ Undue profits.”

Mr. PETERSON: Hon. members who in
the past have posed in this House as the
farmers’ representatives told the electors
that they were independent. I challenge
any one of those farmers’ representatives to
name two consecutive occasions when they
voted against the past Government. The
hon. member for Burnctt stated in his open-
ing remarks that he was independent, and
he wound up his speech by asking members
of the Opposition to place themselves behind
the hon. member for Toowong.

Mr. Conser: To support the leader of the
Opposition.

Mr. PETERSON: With reference to the
statement that the action of the Labour
party has been detrimental to the man on
the land, I wish to say I distinctly remem-
ber that about fifteen years ago in the
Rockhampton district, of which I am a
native, when farmers in the surrounding
districts brought their produce into Rock-
hampton they did not sell it for money, but
had to take goods for it from the merchants.
They had to take what they could get.

Mr. Hopee: They cannot get money to-day.

Mr. Peterson.]
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Mr. PETERSON: I can remember also
a farmer in my electorate bringing in 3 tons
of pumpkins and offering them for sale tc
a Liberal storekeeper, one of the so-called
friends of the man on the land. The farmer
asked this storekeeper what he would give
for the pumpking, and the storekeeper re-
plied, “I don’t want them; take them
away.”  Later on, after taking the pumnkins
round the town and failing to get rid of
them, the farmer went to the storekeeper
again and said to him, “I cannot get rid of
the pumpkins; take them.” The storekeseper
said, ““ All right,” and gave the man £1 10s.
for the pumpkins, and afterwards sold them
for £4 per ton. That was done by a gentle-
man who went round my electorate and
claimed that the Libevals arc the friends of
the man on the land. Since the Labour
party came into the arena of State politics
the time for that kind of thing has gone by,
and farmers in my electorate can now bring
their produce into the market and get gold
for it. In the old days, under the rule of
Liberal middlemen, they had to take what
they could get for ‘their products.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: They had
a system of barter.

Mr. PETERSON: Yes, they had to take
goods in exchange for their products. The
change which has taken place since the ad-
vent of the Labour party reminds me very
much of a little boy who had some kittens
he wanted to sell. He went to a lady’s place,
knocked at the door, and when the lady
came out asked her if she wanted to buy
some kittens. She said, “Yes, what kind
of kittens are they?’ The boy said, *“ They
are Liberal kittens.” The lady said, “ Take
them away, I don’t want them,” and he went
away. Ten days later the boy went round
again, and asked her if she wanted to buy
any kittens. The lady replied in the affirma-
tive, and again asked what kind of kittens
they were. The boy said they were Labour
kittens. The lady said, *“ You rascal, the last
time you were here you told me they were
Liberal- kittens.” The boy said, ‘ Oh, they
have their eyes open now.” (Laughter.) So
the people of Queensland have had their eyes
opened, and now we have the Labour party
on the Treasury benches. (Hear, hear!)
The leader of the Opposition, m his opening
remarks, laid great stress on this statement—

““The policy of the Government, as
far as I can see, does not cause the cows
to give milk; they have not caused the
cost of things to go down in any shape
or form.”

As far as my clectorate is concerned, I say
that if the past Government had done their
duty to the farmers, there would not have
heen a shortage of butter to-day. In my elec-
torate there are 500 farmers settled in the Dee-
ford district alone. They have taken up farms
there, felled their scrub and burnt 15, and
many have splendid Rhodes grass growing;
but these settlers have not been able, in the
majority of cases, to.put a single hoof on
their farms, because they have not been
able to get water from the so-called friends
from the ex-Govern-
ment—and the result is that, instead of see-
ing thriving butter factories in that district,
which they could have with the Rhodes
grass growing there to-day, owing to the lax
policy of the last Government in not assist-
ing these settlers to get water, there is
nothing there to-day but drought, and these
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men have to seck work in other avenues of
employment. With respect to the hon.
member’s statement that we have not caused
the cows to give milk, I say that if the late
Government had done their part, the effects
of the drought could have been greatly
minimized. This Government will show
what cun be done, and if it does not show
it, then I am going to speak candidly.

OrposiTioON MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. PETERSON: I am absolutely con-
vinced, from my cxperience of the mem-
bers of the Cabinet, that this Government
will show the people of Queensland that its
sympathies go out to the man on the land.
(Hear, hear!) I say also that the policy of
a Governments such as we had in power in
Queensland for so many year s, to open up
land, build railways to it, and then leave
starvmg settlers to their fate, is no credit
to them. They turn round now, and ask
what have we done for the man on the land?
I retaliate, and say: ‘“ Wo have not had the
opportunity to prove ourselves. You have
had thirty years, and what have you done?”’
We find member aftor nmember getting up
on the opposite side, snd saying what we
ought to do—do what they neglected to do.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. PETERSON: Our platform provides
for certain benefits to the man on the land,
and we can say that every man on this side
is alive to the benefits which should be given
to the man on the land.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. PETERSON : We do not find members
on this side talking about being the leader
of this or that party, and another saying
he is an independent. We are united. The
farmers know that we have a common policy
in connection with land development, rail-
way construction, roads, and also water.
Given a little time and patlence on the part
of the people, and we will find that that
policy is consummated, and the Liberal party
will never see these benches again. We
have one farming constituency represented
for the first time, as far as Normanby is
concerned, and I am just as competent in
farming matters as members on the other
side of the House claim to be. I will take
a plough with them at any time. I am used
to hard and industrial work; and I am sick
and tired of hearing them gibe about us
not understanding the work of the farmer.
The farmers understand a lot about the
Liberals. Let us go a little further, and
analyse the actions of the friends of the
men on the land. I have referred briefly to
the hon. member for Toowong with regard
to the cows. I have also tried to show that
his Government neglected the farmers in
my district. Now, here is the main point
of his address: He sald that the cost of
living has not gone down. What has hap-
pened? We admit that the cost of living has
not gone down, but it has gone very little
higher. If the Liberal party had been re-
turned, I will tell you what would have
been the prices. Bread would have been 9d.
for a 2.1b. loaf, butter 3s. 6d. per lb., flour
£28 per ton, and sugar £40 per ton. Hon.
members opposite, in criticising the Govern-
ment and their actions, forget the fact that
the brake has been put on.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!
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Mr. PETERSON: The hon. member for
Toowong also stated that there were no

trusts, no combines, and no exploiters. The
ex-Premier, Mr. Denham, let the cat out of
the bag. He showed ummstakably that

there were exploiters at work, because, in
a report of his speech, which’ appeared in
the “ Toowoomba Chronicle” just two weeks
before the election, Mr. Denham said this—

“The profits of middlemanism were
shown up exceptlonal]y well by some
remarks made by Mr. Denham in Too-
woomba a few days before the elections.
According to a Press report—

“ ¢ He emphatically denied a statement
that the frm with which he was con-
nected had made any profit on wheat.
He had received a lctter from a Too-
woomba resident stating that he had
been informed that the firm of Messrs.
Denham Brothers had made a big profit
out of wheat, which they had purchased
at a figure botween 4s. 6d. and 4s, 9d.
Mr. Denham said that his manager had
informed him that to buy wheat af that
price would be a good opportunity to
make a profit, but he (Mr. Denham) had
told his manager not to buy one bag of
wheat as a sneculatlon to make a proﬁt
The manager had said that if he (the
manager) had been given a free hand, he
could have made from £6,000 to £8 000
profit on wheat.” ”

How «does that compare with the statement
of hon. members opposite? Mr. Denham said
that his firm did not operste in connection
with this wheat deal, but the inference is that
others were doing it. What were the actions
of the Government of the day? Did they

interfere and protect the farmer then, and
protect the consumer? No. What happened
m New South Wales? The Government

there stepped in and protected the farmers.
So much has been said about the evil in-
fluence of the Labour party against the man
on the land, but how is it that the Labour
party of New South Wales is back with a
majority from the country representative of
the farmers? I lived in New South Wales
for twelve years, and I know what I am talk-
ing about. How is it that at a by-election in
thé middle of this wheat acquisition business
the Labour candidate was returned at the
head of the poll by a bigger majority than
ever before, in the Ia,rgest wheat-growing
custrlct in the State? T oould quote extracis
from communications which the Minister has
received from various farmers in connection
with that, just to show the hypocrisy of hon.
members opposite in urging that the Go-
vernment are out to hurt the farmer. I wish
to be brief, and not weary the House with
long quot-a.tions like the hon. me*nbex for
Albert. This is an extract from the * Sydney
Morning Herald ” of 29th September, 1914—

“ Mr. Hall said there was no develop-
ment in conn“ctlon with the pronounce-
ment made by Mr. Hughes regarding the
constitutional aspeets “of the situation.
¢ There are some farmers in the country.’
he said, ‘who appreciate what is being
done by the Government. Mr. Gpoigo
Valder, chairman of the Wheat Acquisi-
tion Boqrd has handed me two letters,
which are typical of many that have
been reccived. An extract from one of
them reads: ‘ Your action in this matter
deserves great credit, and, although the
Press may call down condemnation on
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behalf of the speculators, the public
generally appreciate your move, for the
farmers’ are gefting a fair price now.
There are farmers in this district who
sold the whele of their wheat weeks ago
at from 3s. 9d. to 4s. 3d., and this same
wheat was, prior to your proclamation
on the 18th, being rushed across the
border, where it was sold up to 6s. 4d.
The farmers now know that they will
receive at least 5s., for the whole of the
contracts have been cancelled, and they
are getting some of their own back. They
have to work hard for it. I can give
you many mstancu like this, if you re-
quire them.’

T can also produce a letter from the secretary
of the Warra Warra Farmers’ Union, in New
South Wales, a letter which he also sent to
that board, praising, by way of a resolution
from his assomatlon the Government for their
action in protecting the farmers; and so it is
right throughout the whole piece. I know
who it is that squeals. It is the middleman
in Sussex street; that man who joins the
farmers’ association, who has a big diamond
ring, a motor-car, and a big cigar. He joins
as an honorary member of the farmers’ asso-
clation, and his location is in Sussex sireet,
Sydney. These are the men who are squeal-
ing in New South Wales, but the people have
voned and placed the Labour party in power,
The Labour party has been returned after a
three yesrs’ trial with a greater majority
thran ever, and I maintain that if we get the
same ratio of increased representation next
time there will be no Opposition at all.
GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. PETERSON: I want to read this
letter. Since I have become the member
for Normanby, judging from the correspond-
ence I receive, the Normanby must have
been a very neglected electorate, and I am
almost thinking of asking the Premier to
appoint a junior member for Normanby.
(Liaughter.) Bushley is in my electorate, and

it is one of the places that hib

[8 p.m.] me hard at the last election.

There are a great number of
settlers there who belong to the Liberal
Association. I have a letter here which I
received from the secretary of the Farmers
and Graziers’ Association at Bushley, and he
encloses a letter which was sent to the
Minister for Agriculture, which I will read.
This is a letter, mind you, from an associa-
tion known as the Farmers and Graziers’
Progress Association, and nine-tenths of ifs
members are Liberals, Listen to this—

“F. and G. Progress Association,
“ Bushler,
93615
“ The Minister for Agriculture, Brisbane.

“ Sir,—I have the honour, by direction
of my association, to request that you will
immediately take into consideration the
establishment of State markets >

GOVERNMENT MgeMseERS: Hear, hear!
Mr. PETERSON: Do you hear that?
State markets ! These*farmers are beginning
to have their eyes opened. It goes on—
“for the disposal and distribution of
farmers’ produce at Rockhampton and
Mount Morgan.

“ In support of this request, am further
directed to point out that the establish-
ment of such markets will have the great

Mr. Peterson.]
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advantage of encouragement of pro-
duction, which is the only essential
making for reduction in the cost of
living.

“ By receiving full market value for
his product, less selling commission, in-
stead of having to accept the ridiculous
prices offered by the middlemen as at
present »?

How is this from the Farmers’ Association
at Bushley? They now see that the party
which has led them through the wilderness
for forty years has led them into a morass.
(Government laughter.) I have not finished
this letter yet. Here is some more—

“would be an important factor in en-
couraging the farmer to increase his pro-
duction, and the consumer would have
the opportunity of purchasing his re-
quirements, pure and fresh, at a price
according to supply and demand, with-
out having to add middlemen’s profits
amounting, occasionally, to over 100 per
cent.

“ Trusting you will kindly give this
matter your urgent and serious con-
sideration, and hoping for a favourable

reply,
“1 am,
“Yours faithfully,
“ K. WALMSLEY,
“ Hon. Secretary.”’
What greater indictment can we have

against the late Government than that? Here
we have an association composed of gentle-
men, who, for years past, have supported
the late Government, and we have them
now coming to us, and asking us to sce that
they get a fair measure of justice, to which
they are richly entitled. T shall do my
utmost for them, and I hope that when
the Local Authorities Act is being con-
sidered, it will include in its provisions one
allowing full scope to permit municipalities
to enter into this business to provide proper
facilities for farmers to get the full value
of their products. (Hear, hear!) It is one
of the matters mentioned in our platform
that the worker shall get the full result of
his industry, and I am here to see that the
farmer and the worker gets the full result
of his industry also.

An OpposTrioN MEMBER :
operation ?

Mr. PETERSON: What have hon. mem-
bers opposite done for co-operation? When
we on this side proposed last session to give
increased assistance for co-operation, hon.
members opposite voted against it.

GOVERNMENT Mrusers: Hear, hear!

Mr. PETERSON: No wonder that the
farmers of Queensland are beginning to see
things from our standpoint !

Mr. Baviey: The Country party were not
here last year.

Mr. PETERSON : The Country party will
disappear altogether before the next election,
(Government laughter.) The next matter re-
ferred to in the Speech is an smendment of
the Agricultural Banlk Act. There are many
settlers i my electorate who have been
forced to take advantage of the provisions of
that Act. It is no use hon. members sneer-
ing at these men for having so taken advan-
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tage of it. Omne inducement held out to men
to go on the land is that they will get the
benefit of this Act. When hon. members talk
about lending the farmers money in con-
nection with the Agricultural Bank Act, they
forget to say that it is money taken out
of the Savings Bank—money put there by
myself and others throughout Queensland.
What 1= the position? We find people in my
electorate, and in other electorates, who
find the provisions of the Agricultural Bank
Act very harsh indeed. The Government,
first of all, sell them the land. The Govern-
ment fix the price, and the settler buys it.
Say the price 1s fixed at £1 an acre, and the
settler buys it right out. Say he buys 100
acres, which at £1 an acre would amount
to £100. Later on he applies for an advance
on his land, which he offers as security for
the loan. He asks for £100, according to
the value the Government put on it when he
bought it. He gets a letter from the Agri-
cultural Bank saying that the inspector of
the hkank inspected the land, and reckons
it is worth 13s. an acre. That is the way
the previous Govervment assisted the marn
on the land. They sell him the land at £1
an acre, and when he sends that in as the
value, the Government refuses to accept it.
These facts cannot be denied. I am confi-
dent that the present Administration will
see that these absurd anomalies are over-
come, and that better conditions financially
will be given to these struggling farmers.
Anyone would think, when members opposite
rise in their places and talk about the man
who goes out into the backblocks and carves
out his home, and gets rid of the prickly-pear,
that they have a monopoly of that senti-
ment. We have seen it all ourselves, and
know the trials of the settler. If the mem-
bers now in Opposition can show where their
Government dealt with these matters, then
I am prepared to have a better opinion of
them than I have had in the past. We know
that the prickly-pear is increasing at the
rate of 1,000,000 acres per year, year
after year. I hope, when the Agricultural
Bank Act comes forward, that there will
be more liberal assistance given to these
men. I hope that the Government will also
pay attention to the question of prompt in-
spection and payment. I have letters in my
box at the present time from men who have
applied for assistance from this bank, and
great delay has been experienced before they
can get it. That delay seriously incon-
veniences these people. When this measure
is before the House, I shall direct more at-
tention to it, and perhaps offer some cogent
reasons why the House should accept the
suggestions which the hon. member for Bur-
nett and myself are making. There is also
the question of water conservation and irri-
gation. It is remarkable how this great ques-
tion has always been shelved. I was pleased
to hear the hon. member for Albert lay
particular stress upon it. No Government
can expect to have a successful land policy
unless the question of water conscrvation
and water irrigation is gone into.

Mr. Guxy: Commandeer the water.

fr. PETERSON: I am afraid there will
be a drought then. With regard to water
conservation and irrigation, we find that
in New South Wales, despite the fact that
Labour rules supreme there, the Yanco
irrigation works have been established, and
7,000 farms will be irrigated from it. I do
not want to weary the House with figures,
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but I just wish to show what has been
accomplished by the Labour Government in
New South Wales. We have had fifty years
of Liberal rule in Queensland, and we have
not one single water conservation scheme in
Queensland. Can any member show me
where thera has been any attempt made %o
secure water conservation in Queensland ?
Mr. Vowres: Yes, Irvingdale Scrub.
Mr. Gunn: In the Weengallan area.
Mr. PETERSON: That is private.
Mr. Toruie: No, public.

Mr. PETERSON: It is most remarkable
that you have to get a microscope to find it.
We find that in July, 1912, to June, 1914, 673
farms were granted on the Yanco irrigation
scheme, and the total amount taken up under
this scheme was 27,520 acres; and the de-
clared capital of those 673 farmers was
£407,947. Now, hon. members had said that
the Labour party in the other States do not
help the man on the land like the past
Queensland Government has done. I would
like hon. members to bear with me for a
moment to see if I cannot refute that state-
ment, With regard to houses and sheds, we
[ind on the irrigation areas there the Govern-

ment crect houses for the settlers, and that is -

repaid by a deposit of 10 per cent. on the
total cost, and the balance is spread over
twelve years at b per cent. Here the Liberal
Government allow a paltry £45. Go out into
the new districts and see the condition of
these men that hon. members opposite plead
fer! You find them there with their wives
and little children in @ bark hut, a hut of
bags, or a hut covered with galvanised
iron. Yet these men are the friends of the
man on the land! On the other hand,
when new men come into power, we find
that as soon as they take over the adminis-
tration they intend bringing in legisla-
tion to give the men on the land equal
opportunities with the worker in the city,
who gets his workers’ dwelling. We say the
Government that will do this kind of thing
is not a Government to be sncered at by
members of the Opposition. (Hear, hear!)
Let us go further. They also provide fencing
and building material, and they give them
ten years’ terms with a deposit of 5 per cent.
Then with regard to cattle—and these cattle
are specially selected by experts—the deposit
asked by the department is £1 10s. per hesd,
and the balance monthly at 10s. per head,
and three month: given before the first pay-
ment. That is to enable the man who goes
on these irrigation areas—iwhen he goes on
his irrigation area he goes in for crops, and
on other parts, which are allowed him for
dairying, and so on—he can immediately get
a return iy having these cows, and the Go-
vernment there advance these amounts on
the most liberal terms in order to allow ths
farmer to secure a return. Then there is also
electric power provided when the number of
settiers warrants such provision. Then
again, we find the New South Wales Govern-
ment have formed 205 miles of road. I
would litke some hon. moembers opposite to
come into my electorate, and into the Keppel
slectorate, and see the magnificent roads
the poor unfortunate man on the land
has had to contend with for years past under
the administration of our friends oppo-
site. We find at Vanco also that there
are 250 miles of reticulation channels, and
147 miles of drains. What has been
the nesult of this policy, and it is not com-
plete yet? What has been the result to
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the people of New South Wales? We have
heard a lot about the extra wheat acreage.
and the discount put upon that by the hon.
member for Burnett, but here is a result of
practical efforts. We find that on that irri-
gation area there are 500 acres under stonc
fruits, 100 acres under vines, 3,000 acres under
lucerne, 8,000 acres under fodder crops, and
200 acres under vegetables, and the popula-
tion there now, where there were not twenty
before, is over 4,000. That is under the
system which the Labour party are bringing
to a successful end in New South Wales. Not
only is that water comservation scheme there,
but also provision is being made for one on
the Murray, on the Darling River, on the
Hunter, on the Lachlan, and Murrumbidgee
Rivers. And I appeal to my friends to re-
member this fact, if we want to do well in
this State—that we cannot get away from the
fact that, unless we have sound land laws,
unless we give every facility for the men in
the country to develop the country, and pro-
vide them with the necessary facilities, we
cannot expect the success that we would
otherwise have, and a Government that will
do this, T venture to say, will have a per-
petual lease of this side of the House.

GovERNMENT MeMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. PETERSON : So much has been said
that the Labour party has done nothing to
assist the public in this great crisis—that we
have absolutely failed in our promise to re-
duce the cost of living; that we have also
failed in regard to certain other reforms that
thev accuse us of having given utterance to
at the last election. But here is the position :
As has been pointed out by the hon. member
for Burnett, Quecensland stands last, with the
exception of small Tasmania, in the matter
of cultivation. We find also that no practical
provision has been made by past Govern-
ments in regard to increasing the wheat
areas. We find that only yesterday the New
South Wales Government just comnpleted the
putting in of 11,000 acres of wheat. The
Government themsclves employed men to
plant the wheat, and when we have been in
power—say, for three years, as they have
been—we will be able to show at the end of
our term that we can «do things in the same
way that the New South Wales Labour party
has done. And I make bold to say that if
we get a longer period than three years, the
position will ultimately end in Queensland,
instead of Leing the most backward State in
the Commonwealth, being the finest. (Hear,
hear!) I am a native of Queensland, and 1
am proud of my native State, but I am not
proud of the lagging position she holds in
the Commonwealtn to-day; and T hold that
with the progressive policy that has been
placed before the House in His Excellency’s
Speech as a forerunner, we will have in
Queensland a condition such as we have not
hitherto had. I am not going to weary the
House at further length, but I would like to
deal briefiv with the Elections Act. Hon.
members opposite have said that we cannot
acouse them of any ulterior motive in connec-
tion with that Act; that we cannot say it has
been unfair. 1 make bold to say that if the
Flections Act had been fair at all, there
would have been only two members of the
Opposition returned to Pariiament. The hon.
member for Albert, I regret, is not in_his
place. I told him I would take up his chal-
lengo. He challenged any hon. member to
show where that Act dealt harshly. What
happened to the men working on the Dawson

Mr. Peterson.)
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Valley Railway extension ? The elections were,
first of all, fixed for about 1st May. I am not
going to make a charge or anything of that
kind, but it seems a most peculiar coincidence
that the railway was finished just in time to
prevent those men voting for me at the
elections.

Mr. TOLMIE :
for 1st May.

Mr. PETERSON: I have been told that
the late Government promised that. Who is
it that blazes the way for the farmer to get
his produce to market? Who is it that goes
out and lives in tents and in many cases
takes his wife and children there? Who is
it that lives under unfair conditions? It is
the navvy on railway construction. These
men—and I challenge contradiction—these
men were refused a vote in the country in
which they were born by the party opposite.
I defy contradiction when I say that these
men were sent to Winton and were refused
the right to have a say in the government
of the country. (Opposition dissent.) Hon.
members opposite may sneer, and yet these
same men will get on the hustings and say,
“ Go to the war.”

A GOVERNMENT
Labour.

The elections were not fixed

MeMBER: They vote

Mr. PETERSON: I know, but they were
not so successful in getting them off the
North Coast line. I was watching them all
day. They did not succeed in getting them
off the roll. I shepherded those votes night
and day. (Hear, hear!) I say that if ever
this party is returned to power by that
means—by depriving Britishers of the right
to vote in their own country—I would leave
it. The action of the Opposition in that
matter was worth a vote of censure, and

am sure the hon member for Mount
Morgan and the hon. member for Keppel
will bear me out in what I say. It is
the absolute truth. When that kind of
thing prevailed, are we to sit here and allow
hon. members to say that the Act did not
deal harshly? In what way could it have
been less harsh? I say that the very fact
of it operating in that way—to preclude men
who are out to develop the State as those
men are doing—should teach us better; I say
that, if anything, those men should get pre-
ference. And I ask hon. members—those who
profess such a great interest in these strug-
gling farmers and workmen—to go out there
on those constructing works, as T have done,
and as the hon. member for Mount Morgan
and the hon. member for Keppel have done,
and see the conditions which they and their
wives and families have to put up with, and
if they did so, they would say, *“Well, men,
we will do all we can for you.” 'That is the
British view to take. DBut, instead of that,
what do we find? We find that Act passed
in the dying hours of last session. What
for? To deprive thousands of men of their
votes. They have asked, *“ Where are they ?”
I will show you some of them, anvhow. And
it does not stand to the credit of the past
Governzuent that they refused these men the
right to a say in the affairs of their country.
The hon. the leader of the Opposition has
stated that he considers that twelve months
is quite a zhort time enough for a man to
reside in the Commonwealth before he can
vote. I am sorry the hon. member for
Nanango is not in his place, because I am
going to deal with some electors from his
electorate. Talk about harshness! A num-
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ber of Kingaroy spitlers came into my elec-
torate and settled there and resided in the
district for a little over two months, Under
the Act, they had to get on another roll. The
result was that they found that they had to
be erased from the Nanango roll and the
Darling Downs roll, and by the time they put
in their applications, they could not be re-
vised for two months after the election. The
result was that, under this beneficent Act,
those settlers were deprived of the franchise,
And, mind you, some of them were Liberals,
and they are not going to forget it so far as
I am concerned. (Ilear, hear!)

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : They will
be Liberals no longer.

Mr. PETERSON: No. I can give their
names and everything that is necessary.
know that our party is out to see that every
person ecligible over the age of twenty-one
years—I am not talking about lunatics, se
don’t bring up that joke—should have a say
in the affairs of his country. I believe it is
the birthright of every citizen in this State
of ours, and I believe that this party will
e2e to it that he has it, and that when the
next election comes round we will appeal to
the people on the most democratic franchise
the world has ever seen. (IHear, hear!) I
now wish to refer briefly to the matter of
workers’ compensation. I congratulate the
Government on having this proposal in the
Speech, and I hope they will speedily put
it into effect. At the present time, no pro-
vision is made for miners and others who
contract phthisis and other diseases which
attack men in the work on which they are
engaged. I believe it will be within the
scope of the new Bill that provision will be
made for those people, and I say it is a cry-
ing shame that for years past we have not
had an amendment of the law in this direc-
tion. For, after all, is not the mining industry
to be developed ? Ts it not necessary that men
should delve in the deep for the mineral?
And if they lose their health and contract
that dreaded disease phthisis and other
disesses akin to it, they should receive the
same, if not greater, compensation as is
given in other casex. I am grateful for the
assurance that the Government will sce that
these men are amply recompensed in these
matters. Then, under the old Act, when a
man broke an arm or a leg, or any serious
accident of thet kind happened to him—
after a great deal of scratching and struggl-
ing, chasing lawyers, and so on-~because the
insurance company fights him—the result is
that the court awards a certain amount to
be paid weekly. I know a young man in my
electorate—a hale, hearty, voung man—who
was crushed between two trucks and lost the
use of his arm, and he was doled out by the
court a paitry sum every week. I am sure
that provision will be made for cases like
that—and they are many—so that the men
can get a lump sum and embark on some
business that will be congenial to them, and
help them to make a decent living. I hope
that that will receive consideration from
the Government, and also other matters
which we can deal with when the time comes.
Then, I hope that provision will be made
during the session for going in for State
enterprise. In the Central district at the
prescnt time we find that the setfler is
harassed by the very high price of timber;
and it is a remarkable thing that our
friends—who are continually posing as the
farmers’ friends—do not get up in the House
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and ask, “ Why is it that the farmer has
to pay such a high price for his timber?”
You never sce them do that. Never! But
we do know that the farmers and the people
generally are paying an excessive cost for
their timber. And while I am on this point
I want to remind the Minister of the depu-
tation which waited on him some days ago,
and to say, as a man who has seen some-
thing of building, that I hope he will not
give way to them on that little bit of a
varn about second-class timber. I hope that
the Government will see fit to start, at an
early date, State enterprises, such as State
sawmills and State joinery works. In New
South Wales we find them in operation, and
I can show from the reports a good profit to
that State. Not only that, but we also find
that they make all the forms and furniture
for the Education Department, and I can
show the big savings which the inauguration
of these works has meant. 1 wish to con-
gratulate the Minister for Railways for the
splendid way in which he is administering
the department. I also wish to commend
the other Ministers. Whatever I have seen
of them showed me that thevr are adapted
to their surroundings, and want to do every-
thing for the best interests of the people,
the men on the land particularly. I believe
that under the Minister for Railways every
man in the department will receive fair
and equitable treatment. And I csn say
honestly that the day of victimisation 1s
over—the day when a man did not dare to
give expression to his opinions. (Hear, hear!)
I have known what it is to be victimised,
and I fecl confident that the Minister for
Railways, with his colleagues, will see to it
that that day has gone. I desire to congra-
tulate him on the way in which he has
treated all branches of the department, and
I believe now that the men will get a fairer
deal than before. The effect is seen already.
In my electorate the railway men have
spoken to me, and I have received letters
commending the action of the Government.
I have spoken at considerable length, and I
suppose I ought to apologise to hon. mem-
bers for my disconnectad speech. This is
my first appearance, and I am thankful for
the opportunity to make it. It has been the
aim of my ambition for many years to serve
my country. Some people place a light
construction on that, but I believe it should
be the object of everyboedy to endeavour to
leave the world better than when they entered
it. (Flear, hear!) By strict attention to
business, by not making politics a farce, by
not being hypercritical in the matter, I hope
to be of some service to the State. I thank
the leader of the Opposition for his kindly
greetings to new members, and I may say
that my policy will always be to respect the
Opposition and concede to them the right to
think and say as they believe. I hope to be
with hon. members for a considerable time.
T hope not to be here as a transient vision,
and I hope our party will remain in power
for many years. ’

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
star,

A fixed

Mr. PETERSON: All T can say is that
starssometimes drop. (Laughter.) Apart from
the light side of the matter, I carnestly ap-
peal to the Government to deal particularly
with land matters, with +water conserva-
tion, with irrigation, with Agricultural Bank
amendments, and with railways. With
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these elements in operation we will secure a
greater State than we have had hitherto. We
will find by opening up land in_greater
degree and establishing railways and dealing
with water that more land will ’b_e taken up;
there will be greater provision against
drought, and more crops and more pros-
perity; for, after all, all wealth springs from
the land. And the Government whose policy
is going to do that will be the Government
that the people will put back every time, and
1 fecl confident that that will be the Ryan
Government, or the Labour Government
known by the name of the man who leads
them at the time. I hope after the debate
on the Address in Reply that we will quickly
get to business, and show, not by our
speevhes, but by our recorded votes in
“Hanard,” our regard for the settlers and
workers, and in that I shall demand the
support of the members of the Country party.
T thank hon. members for the patient way
in which thev have listened to me, an.d I
apologise again for taking up so much time.

HoNOURABLE MeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton), who was
greeted with ‘ Hear, hears,” said: Like
other hon. members, I must congratulate the
mover and seconder of the Address In
Reply, and also other new members who
have spoken. On looking over the Address
in Reply, 1 begin to think that the Labour
platform is disappearing altogether.

Mr. Fowry: Your fellows are stealing it.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : No, you have stolen
ours. (Laughter.) The party on the other
side seem to have dropped the Labour plat-
form. They are bringing in other measures
which, I hope, will not be too extreme, and
that they will be for the good of the State.
Some of them so far have not been for the
benefit of the producer. The producer has
been sacrificed to the election pledges of the
members for the cities. I do not think there
are any very urgent measures seb forth in
the Government programme, and I cerfainly
think that we would all be much better
employed in helping to make shells for the
use of those who are defending us, because,
if Germany wins, our laws will be made in
Germany. They will not be made in Aus-
tralia. Therefore, we should do all we
can to assist those who arve fighting our
battles equally as much as if they were being
fought in Australia. I hope that not only
will the Government be prepared to give our
soldiers leasehold lands when they return
from the front, but that they will be pre-
pared to give them frecholds, Sometimes
putting a man on a bit of land is a very
¢onvenient way of getting rid of him. And
not only do I think thit we should give
those men a bit of frechold land, if they
want it, but we should also give them pre-
forence for employment wherever possible.
That is the sort of preference that I favour.
The passage in the Speech referring to the
drought conditions does mot convey tc the
minds of the people here the slightest idea
of the state the country iz in. The_people
who road that are not given any idea of
ploughing and sowing the land three or
four times over and geiting nothing for it.
T tell you. Mr. Speaker, that it takes a great
deal more courage tec stop in the country and
fisht a drought than it does to go to war
and fight battles. Many of the young men

Mr. Bebbington.]



88 Address in Reply.

who are fighting the drought and trying
to save our stock, and ploughing and sowing
time after time, are more to be congratu-
lated, if need be, than those who are fighting
our battles at the front. The people who
are here know very little about it, and, more
than that, they show very little considera-
tion to those who are carrying on this fight
against drought conditions. The actions ot
the Government so far show that they have
not grasped the situation, or else they have
absolutely no sympathy with the producer.
Our friends on the other side have given
us all kinds of advice. We have heard them
tallk about silos. I belicve they have got
silos of their own that have been waiting
for twelve months with nothing in them.
I believe that is correct, is it not?

Mr. T. L. JoNEs: Yes.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: It is very easy to
stand up and give advice. The other day
I went home, and said to my youngest son,
“You had better drill about 30 acres of that
lucerne.” He did so, but no sooner had he
done it than 40 points of rain fell, and
spoiled the whole lot. There were £40 gone.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE: He was
badly advised. (Government laughter.)

Mr. BEBBINGTON : That shows the sym-
pathy of the other side for the producer;
and it shows how easy it is to give advice.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It was
you who gave the advice that time. (Re-
newed Government laughter.)

My, BEBBINGTON: It shows how easy
it is to make big professions of sympathy for
the producer at socialistic meetings and over
cups of tea and all that kind of thing. But
not a single man of them goes on the land.
It is very easy to give advice to other
people and at the same time do nothing to
assist them. I may like to put the other
fellow into some things, and get something
better for myself—something easier and more
profitable. It is all very well to talk about
increased production, and all that kind of
thing, but if they knew something about the
present drought conditions which prevail in
the country they would not be so ready to
give advice. With reference to the paragraph
relating to the high price of food, there is
no doubt that is one of the most important
guestions we had to deal with, (Hear,
hear!) For years I have been working and
fighting with others to bring the producer
und the consumer nearer together, and to
leave as little room as possible for others
between the two. We have met with a cer-
tain smount of success, and I will not say
that there are not scme men on ths other
side who have worked with us. There is
one hon. member over there who has worked
very nicely with us, and I give him his
due. The hon. member for Pittsworth and I
were the first who came to Brisbane to
establish the Choese Manufacturers’ Associa-
tien, and the hon. member I refer to gave
us all the assistance he could. That para-
graph reads very nicely when it is read
by the Governor in a_Chamber representing
the rich people. of Brisbane and clad in
fine linen. The fact that the Government
have reduced the price of butter by 3d. per
Ib. is, no doubt, very interesting to those
prople.  Assaming that each of them con-
sumes 1 Ib. of butter a week, it means that
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they are able to live 3d. per week cheaper.
But what about the poor ¢ cockie” who pro-
duces that butter? T can tell you of farmers
who are going without the necessaries ot
life in order to buy feed for their cattle.

GoverNMENT MEMBERS: No, no!
Mr. BEBBINGTON: I say, absolutely,
“Yes.”” There are men who live near me—

men whom I see every week—who are going
without the actual necessaries of life in order
that they may buy feed for their cattle.

Mr, McMiny: Why don’t you help them?

Mr. BEBBINGTON : This is what it means
to them. At the time the Government re-
duced the price of butter, their cheques for
milk were actually made out, but when the
Government reducsd the price of butter to
these rich people, those cheques were with-
drawn, and 1d. per gallon was taken off the
price of their milk, in order to give those
rich people cheaper butter. That is a socialis-
tic Government for vou. That is their action
as soon as they come into power. Those
men are sacrificing everything to feed their
cattle. They send their produce down to
Brisbane for sale. Here is a box of butter
put up to auction. One man bids 1s. 9d.
per lb., and another bids 2s. The man who
bids the 2s. is an hotel-keeper—whose name
I can mention if necessary—and whose wife
can afford to give fifty guineas for a coat.
When he bids 2s. per lb. for this butter for
his rich customers, the auctioneer says,
¢ Gentlemen, I cannot take the 2s., as the
Government have ordered that I can only
take Is. 9d.”

The SEcRETARY FOR I'usLic LaxDs: Did he
actually say that?

Mr, BEBBINGTON: That actually hap-
pened in Brisbane, I can give you the name
of the hotel-keeper and also the name of the
auctioneer. That is the way that the Go-
vernment, who claim to be the friends of
the farmer, have been treating the rich
people here, at the expense of the poor
farmer in the country, who is sacrificing the
very necessaries of life in order to keep his
stock alive. TUnlike that character who was
said to have robbed the rich to give to the
poor, this Government rob the poor in order
to give to the rich. With reference to the
cheese industry, I maintain that there was
no justification for the Government robbing
the poor settler of 1d. per lb. on his cheese
in order to give the people of Brisbane
cheaper cheese. The fact of the matter is
that the settler had to be absolutely robbed in
order than hon. members opposite might do
something to redeem their clection pledges.
Is it not a fact that in Brisbane the night
before the election Labour candidates stood
on public platforms and said, *“ Vote for the
Labour candidates, and butter will be Is. per
Ib. on Monday’” ?

GOVESNMENT MEMBJRS :
That is untrue!

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I say it is true, and
who was to be robbed but the producer, if
that promise was to be kept? Was there
anybody else you could rob? There was nu
butter in stock anywhere in the State. and
the only persons the Government could get
at were the men who were making butter.
That promise was the worst promise that was
ever made to a people. Out of something

That is untrue!
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like fifty-three or fifty-four cheese factories,
fourteen are closed altogether, and the others
are only getting one-tenth of the milk they
used to receive. Those which were getting
33,000 gallons per week are only getting
10,000 gallons. Yet the present Government
seck to rob them of the little they do get!
The Government have promised that they
will do many things, but I contend that we
should judge them, not by their promises,
but by their actions, by what they have
already done. 1 desire now to say a few
words about railways. Undoubtedly railways
are our highways of trade. In Queensland
we have no waterways of any importance.

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER: Shame !

Mr. BIBBINGTON: No, there is no
shame to anybody in connection with this
matter. Those who know anything about
Queensland and have travelled in the in-
terior of the State, know that our rivers are
not like the rivers down South, that they
run out, and that if blocked in one place
they simply run across another way. What
we need in a good many places in the
country are light railways as feeders to the
main lines we have already got. I main-
tain that a private company or private em-
ployers could make such railways as we re-
quire for £1,000 a mile which would carry
timber and produce. We should make a big
effort to build such cheap railways in dis-
tricts where it is impossible at present to
make railways costing £4,000 or £5,000 per
mile. If we have to wait for railways cost-
ing from £4.000 to £5,000 per mile, we shall
undoubtedly have to wait a very long time.
In many cases light railways can be built
very cheaply, and thoss railways should be
constructed as early as possible in the in-
terest of the country. We should use as much
machinery as possible in the construction of
our railways. I have advocated that all
along, and I said, as I say again, that where
under the present system of railway con-
struction we find a dozen or twenty men
digging a railway trench with picks and
shovels, a contractor would use scoops and
ploughs, and that while the men with picks
and shovels were making a trench a chain
long he would do a mile. We want some-
thing that is fairly cheap in the matter of
railway construction.

An HONOURABLE MEMBER :
guarantee principle ?

What about the

Mr. BEBBINGTON: We do not want the
guarantee principle at all. I have alwavs
opposed the guarantee system as unjust. I do
not see why the land should carry overy-
thing. The people in the large citizs who
get the benefit of the trade arising from the
building of railways should certainly con-
tribute something towards the cost of those
railways. Under the present system, the
persons asked to give a guarantee have not
only to become responsible for any deficiency
in the working of the line they guarantee,
but have also to assist in making up the
deficiency on other railways. Let us do away
with the guarantee system altogether. We
have been told a great deal about how the
farmer is to be treated. I do not see what
this Government are going to do for him.
So far they have not done very much for the
farmer.

Mr. O’Struivan: They are going to make
millionaires of them.
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Mr. BEBRINGTON : They are going to
make millionaires of themselves. They talk
about members on that side representing
the farmers. Whenever I hear that kind
of talk I am reminded about a very nice
canary I had at home. We also had a very
fine cat who seemed to be very fond of the
canary, but one morning when I went out
I found that the canary was inside the cat.
(Laughter.) That is the way hon. members
opposite represent the farmers—they repre-
sent as much of them as they can get in-
side. (Laughter.) We have heard a great
deal said about the high cost of living. No
one regrots that more than the producer, but
when we are passing through a time like
the present, when it is very difficult to save
stock and dairy cattle, T say the worker
should not object to pay a fair price for
something that will help producers to struggle
through the drought, and which they will
get cheaper afterwards. It amounts to this:
The dairy companics of Queensland pay some-
thing like £208,000 per month for the milk
produced. That £208,000 is different to a
storekeeper or a business man turning that
amount of money over. It is new money
brought in and put into circulation in the
trade. That is what is keeping the bulk of
our towns and cities going in prosperity.
If we are going to allow, say, 50 per cent.
of our dairy cattle to perish, and that
£208,000 a month is going to drop down to
£100,000, then undoubtedly somebody is
going to feel the difference, and if we have
to finance ourselves for the next year we
shall want all the assistance that we can
possibly get. We should assist our dairy
farmers all we possibly can. That is why
T think we should certainly have got a fair
price, at all events, something to help to
keep these stock going. Another thing which
I would like to mention is with respect to
country schools. I hope that the Minister
for Education will find the books for the
high schools when any step is taken in that
matter. Some country children who have
gone to high schools find it very expensive
fo get the books, and where there is only
one in the family who goes there, the books
are of no use afterwards. If the State finds
the books, the same as is done in the
other schools, they could be utilised for the
other children who come later on. 1 want to
mention one matter which has been touched
npon in connection with workers’ dwellings.
If there is one thing which acts upon a per-
son it is a good home. A good home
is responsible to a great ewtent for the
character of men. The surroundings largely
make people just whut they are. There are
two classes of people; one will make their
surroundings, and the other will give way,
and their surroundings will make them. I
have always advocated our being as liberal
as possible under the Workers” Dwellings
Act, but T do not think there is much
margin to go on af present, and I fail to
sea where 1t is going to be. for this rea-
son: We cannot have any class legislation as
far as that goes.

Mr., H. J. Ryax: You have had plenty of
it in the past.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: We have not. The
Workers’ Dwellings Act has been adminis-
tered more liberally than any other Act
under which advances are made. Whilst the
farmer has had 18s. in the £1, under the
Workers’” Dwellings Act the advance has been
£3 to £1. 1 say you cannot go very much
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further than that if you are going to have
any margin of security, because, whatever
you give under the Workers’ Dwellings Act
we will certainly advocate and expect to get
for the farmer under the Agricultural Bank
Act, and we will also expect the same
margin for the co-operative companies to
build factories, and also for the sugar-
workers. You must put each of them on the
same level,

Mr. McMixx: Dry shareholders?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: There are no dry
shareholders at all about it: we are talking
about the men who own the factories. Lf
You are going to give the full value to the
worker under the Workers’ Dwellings Act,
then we can reasonably expect that the same
will be given to us in order to erect build.
ings for the manufacture of products.

Mr. H. J. RvaN: Why not build the
dairies?
Mr. BEBBINGTON: If we had State

factories, by the time you had built them
and run them, and took from them the raw
material, the same as we do, there would
be nothing left for the men who produced
1t. We prefer to manage our own business,
because we can manage it the best.

Mr. O’Svruvax: Still, you want the State
to finance you all the time.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : All that we want is
a fair thing all round.

Mr. O’Scruivax : You do not want the
worker to share in your co-operation in
any way.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: The worker would
not like to share in the co-operation now.
We have men drawing £4 a week, working
four or five hours a day, and only working
two or three days a week, and the men who
are supplying that material in order to keep
the companies going, are hardly able to get
the necessaries of life; yet they are paying
their manager that wagse. The hands in the
co-operative factories are paid a higher rate
of wages, on the average, than the man
who is supplying the raw material. There
are many things I want to refer to, but we
vzant to give the CGovernment a chance.
(Hear, hear!) 1 have always worked and
fought in this House so that the man who
did the work could get the benefit of it,
and if the Government are prepared to give
us the same rate for our labour as anybody
else, to give us a good thing all round, we
are ready to assist them; but if they want to
make slaves of the producers in order to feed
the people of the cities cheaply, then they
will not getdour aiiistan}cle. Thev have made
a very good start to that position, bt
hope this is the end of it. P > but we

Mr. Carrer: The sugar-grower is very
glad.

‘Mr. BEBBINGTON : T do not know much
about the sugar industry. I have only
heard the farmers say that if the Govern-
ment_had left the sugar industry alone they
would bave got 19s.” 6d. & ton more than
they will now. I am only saying what they
state; T am not speaking from experience.
The Government should certainly do some-
thing in regard to inquiring into the cost
of production before they fix prices. If you
are going to fix a price, which represents
only 50 per cent. of the cost of production
of a commeodity, it will have the effect of
driving people off the land. I am advising
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people in my electorate to get off the land.
(Laughter.) Do you think farmers are com-
plete fools to work fifteen or sixteen hours
a day, while you take the produce of their
labour at any price you like? Would anj
man do it? Certainly not. I hope the
Government will not go any further with
this confiscation, and that before they take
anything else they will certainly find out
something about the industry.

Mr. FREE (South Brisbanc): I congratu-
late the mover and seconder of the Address
in Reply. I would also like to say, as a new

member, that I came here, like

[9 p.m.] many othess, expecting to sit

back and listen with respect to
our elders in Parliament, and let them teach
us by example how we should conduct our-
selves in this House. I am sorry to say that
I feel to-night that I hope none of my com-
rades will follow the example set us by the
Opposition. I think the greatest disgrace in
the history of Parliament was the example
set us by the hon. member for Burrum, when
he started here and ignored the business of
the House. I feel deep pity that men who
have held the Treasury benches, men who
aspired to these high and honourable posi-
tions, should conduct themselves in this
manner. Taking the next speaker on the
Opposition side, the hon. member for Too-
wong, the speech which he made after years
of watching in Parliament, after years
listening to parliamentary speeches, I could
not help saving that I did not think the hon.
member for Toowong did himself justice.
Really, T think it was one of the poorest
speeches I ever heard. For the past twenty-
five vears I haeve taken an interest in the
specches delivered from the Opposition side,
and that speech was the dullest I ever heard
from the Opposition benches. There was not
one argument advanced by the leader of the
Opposition why the programme which has
been brought to us by the Ministers of the
Tabour party should not all be put into law.
All he contented himself with was talking
about the faces we will never forget—that
this House it poorer for the loss of certain
faces. Personally, I think, after hearing
some of the speeches on the Address in Reply,
that this House is the richer by one face in
it this year that was not here last year, and
that was the hor. member who advocated the
good old Liberalism. The electors of Queens-
lend have shown that they want modern and
progressive legislation, and 1 feel that the
confidence shown by the electors on the 22nd
of May last has not been misplaced. (Hear,
hear!} That has been proved by the ad-
ministration of the Government up to date.
I feel satisfied that the electors of Queens-
land will feel more satisfied with the pro-
gramme which has been placed hefore the
House. The first Bill to be noticed is the
tlections Bill. One or two members on the
Opposition have had the audacity to tell us
that that Bill is not nccessary. We know
perfectly well that all over Quecnsiand people
were robbed of their votes, We havs prided
ourselves in dayvs gone by on our adult suff-
rage. Under the late Government that be-
came a thing of the past. There was no such
thing as adult suffrage. There was a quali-
fication clause, and men who lived in fents,
and who did not par rent, were disfran-
ckised. That is what was done with men on
the North Coast Railwey, in the electorate
of the hon. member for Murrumba. Any
amovnt of men were robbed of their votes
because they lived in tents. I know that
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district well, because I have visited it for
the past five or six years, and I know that
the men there were robbed of their votes. I
can tell you of even a more low-down trick
than that. In my own electorate there is an
oid lady in Clarence street who has lived
there for the last thirty or forty years. She
“has-elways-been-a-Labour-—voter. Before the
previous election she had the misfortune to
lose her eyesight, and became blind. On that
occasion she had to give a vote, and she
voted openly for Labour. Strange to say,
when the last election came on, it was found
tlat that ladz’s name had been struck off the
roll by the Denhem Government as having
left the district. Yet she lived in the same
house she had always lived in, and she is
living there still. 8o, the late Government
even stooped so low as to rob the blind of
their vight to vote. Can anyihing be more
contemptible than to rob the blind in order
to retain possession of the Treasury benches?

5 is such actions as that that have caused
the late Government to be condemned from
one end of the State to the other, and which
have resulted in only the remnants of the late
Government party being returned on the
other side. {(IIcar, hear!) I notice a Bill to
provide for the regulation of trusts and
monopolies is on the programme. Some hon.
members opposite say that it is not true that
there are trusts and monopolies, We know
that there are monopolies. Take the gas
companics, for instance, particularly the
South Brisbane Gas Company, which charges
2s. 8d. per 1,000 feet more for its gas than
the Brisbane Gas Company does, and some-
thing like double the price charged by New
South Wales. In New South Wales they
deal effectively with the gas companies, and
say what the standard of gas shall be, what
rate of profit the company shall get, and so
on. Here, in South Brisbane, they can give
what sort of gas they like. Very often we
have to light a wax match to see, as the gas
is burning sc low as hardly to be visible.
That is the sort of gas they charge us 6s. 8d.
per 1,000 feet for in South Brishans. I say
that these gas companies should belong to
the Government. We should nationalise
them. (Hear, hear!) I fear that if we
allowed them to get into the hands of the
local councils they would not run them any
better than some of the things that are now
managed by the councils, particularly the
one on the south gide of the river.

Iy

Mr, O’SurLivan: Wait until we geb the
franchise altered.

Mr. FREE: When we see the way the gas
companies, the electric light compenies, and
the Brisbane Tramways Company are run, it
is time that we had a Bill to regulate trusts
and monopolies. I notice a Trade Union
Bill. Tt is necessary to have such a Bill. If
the unions agree to ask for a price for their
labour, which they have not been getting
hitherto, it is called “u strike.”” But there
are other strikes besides trade union strikes.
If the bakers have a meeting, and put up the
price of bread, that is as much a strike as a
workers’ strike. They say that bread will be
a penny or a half-penny dearer per 2-lb. loaf
next Wednesday, or something like that, and
if you don’t pay that extra half-penny or
penny you will get no bread. These people
=hould be dealt with in the same way as the
workers. If the baton is good enough for
the workers, it is good enough for the bosses,
and it should be applied to them. If the
bosses are allowed to raise their prices, then
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the trade unionists should be permitted to
raise the price of their labour—the only com-
modity they have to sell—in the same way.
I notice we are to have a Fish Bill. The
hon. member for Burnett to-night practically
stated that the fishermen did the right thing
in dumping their fish in the river when they
did not get their price for it. Just fancy an
hon. member standing up in this House and
upholding the action of fishermen in throw-
ing away good food, because it did not reach
the price they had put upon it!

Mr. Coeser: I gave my reasons.

Alr. FREE : There are hospitals and charit-
able institutions which would have been glad
tn receive that fish. But no; it was thrown
away, because the middleman could not make
his profit out of it. When he could not take
out of the consumer his “ pound of flesh,”
it was dumped rather than the poor should
have it.

Mr. Comsyr: That is only a statement.

My, FREE: It is a fact, and you can find
in “ Hansard” what Mr. Barnes, the late
Treasurer, said. e said that 2,380 trays of
fish were dumped, because it did not bring
the reserve that was placed upen it in the
market; and I prefer to belicve the late
Treasurer than our friend opposita. Now, as
regards the amendment of the Local Autho-
ritics Act, I think that is absolutely neces-
sary, because I maintain that the man who
pays the rent pays the rates. If a man has
a property to let, he takes into considera-
tion what his rates are, what his water rate
is, how much insurance he has to pay for
protecticn from fire, then how much money
he has invested in that property, and he
charges so much per cent. on the total. He
is determined to get that, and as much more
as he can drag out of the man renting the
property. That is the system under which
we live. Supposing the local authorities take
over the tramways and the providing of
light, and made a profit. These preperty-
owners would benefit by that, because their
rates would be reduced. Do you mean to
tell me that the landlord would go to the
man who vents his property, and say, “Oh,
well, old chap, there were so many thou-
sands made ocut of the trams and the light
last vear, and my rates have been reduced so
much, so your rent will be 1s. a week less?”’
Not much. Ther do not do that sort of
thing. Consequently, I malntain that the
man who pays the rent pays the rates every
time, and that man is entitled to have a
vote, and should have a vote. I believe in
the system in force in South Australia, where
the occupier of the house has the vobe, and
1 hope that, when we have an amending
Bill before thix House, it will be something
on those lines.

Myr. Corring: Adult suffrage.

Mr. FREE: Yes, adult suffrage. I main-
tain that these local authorities—according
to the South Brisbane Council, anyway—are
going ahead pretty strong. They are spend-
ing more money than they have a right to;
and now they have the audacity to come
down with a proposal to pay £1,500 of our
money to Mr., Badger to run the trams
round Grey street, and take over Dutton
Park, thet would come into their hands in
a few wesks without paying that money.
I hope the Minister for Railways will have
something to say about that, because we can
see very clearly that Mr. Badger has a
cunning move on there—to tap a railway
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line, and make more money for his com-
pany—and I hope we will hear something
more about it. There has been a system
in days gone by for Mr, Badger to get
whatever he liked from the Government.
All he had to do was to squeess the late
Premier, and he got whatever he wanted.
We had proof of that in connection with the
laying of the tramline down Adelaide street.
The local authority was against it, and the
business people were against it, but all
Mr. Badger bad to do was to go along to
the late Premier and make his demand, and
it was granted. I hope to goodness, when
we are amending the Local Authorities Act,
that we will deal with it in an effective way,
and, if we give adult suffrage., I venture to
say a different class of men will be put into the
councils, and that the interests of the people
will be looked after in a different way tu
what they are to-day. At the present timo
the system is to do nothing else but look
after the interests of the man who holds
property. Then, as to the perpetual lease
system, I believe the ownership of land is
the root of all evil. I believe in the
nationalisation of land. Our friends oppo-
site talk about the poor people on the land,
and how harshly we treat them. If we spend
thousands of pounds in building a railway
through certain lands, who gets the benefit
of it? The man who takes up that land at
a very low price—a few shillings an acre—
and it is increased in value a thousand times
by the building of the railwar; and the
Government, who built the railway, does
not get one iota of the increased value. But
under nationalisation, the Government would
get the whole of the increased value. At the
present time a lot of those people who taik
so much about the private ownership of land
do not own one foot of land; the financial
institutions and the banks own it for them.
They think that, because they sign promis-
sory notes and mortgage deeds they are
the landowners. No, the middlemen have
got them in their grip, and ‘““kid” them
that they are the landowners. It is the
middlemen that the Labour party want to
deal with—these financial institutions, who
are squeczing the life blood out of ths man
on the land, and mesmerising him into
thinking he is the landowner, when it is the
financial institutions who recally own the
land. I am very pleased to see that there
is a Stock Diseases Bill promised. That is
absolutely necessary, and I think everyone
will agree with it. I do not think there
are meany members of the Opposition who
would like to cat this diseased meat that we
hear so much about. Then, as to the appoint-
ment of a public works committes, I hope
to geodness that this will be carried out,
because I think it is really necessary, especi-
ally after the figures in rogard to some
Government wvorks that were given in answer
to my question the other day by the Minis-
ter for Public Works. I want to know why
£5,835 17s. 7d. should be given in preference
to any man, when the work could have
been carried out under the .day-labour sys-
tem for that amount of money less. That
seems to be only on a par with the £8,000
preference to the Germans in order that they
might have £8,000 worth of bullets to kill
the unionists who have gone to the front.
It is a positive fact that they gave £8,000
preference to the German dredges as against
the Sectch tenders. A lot of that money is
being used to-day to make bullsts to kill
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the people whom hon. members opposite said
were not worth giving a vote to because they
might get shot.

An OpeostrioN MemBER: Who said that?

Mr. FREE: Gertainly, you provided the
Germans with a sum of money to shoot them,
and it is a disgrace to any Government.

Mr. TOLMIE: I rise to a point of order.
Is the hon. member in order in saying that
any member of this House provided money
for shooting the unionists?

The SPEAKER: The hon. member is not
in order in making these insinuations, and I
hope he will cease to do so.

Mr. FREE: 1 accept your correction, Mr.
Speaker. I was not aware of doing wrong.
I think, however, that there are many cases
one could cite which shows that it is ab-
solutely necessary that we should have a
public works committre to look into these
things. There is the casc of preference to
printers, when tenders were put in, and there
is the grip buckets case that we have heard
so much about. There are £5,000 lying idle
in grip buckets. No inguiries made as to
whether they were useful or not, and they
are lying there practically on the scrap heap.
When we see these things take place, I think
it is absolutely necessary that we should have
a public works committee to inquire into such
matters. A good deal has been said in refer-
ence to the Workers’ Dwellings Act. Per-
sonally, I would like to see the Act extended
in such a way that the Government would not
attempt to make any profit out of it what-
ever—nothing but working expenses.

Mr. BeBBINGTON: They do not.

Mr. FREE: Oh, don’t they. I may tell you
that they have made a very large profit. They
made £13,660 clear. They paid to the
Treasurer £23,000 for the use of the money,
and I think it has been very good business
for the Government. And yet they tell us
how beneficial this Act has been to the
worker ! Certainly it has been beneficial, but
it might have been made of much greater
benefit. If they did something under the co-
operative system, so that after the first year
those who had paid in the money got an
oxtra credit on their payments for the next
year as bonus, then it would have been shown
that the Government were really in earnest
in trving to pass an Act which would be of
benefit to those who wished to take advan-
tage of it. Our Government, I think, are
prepared to go much further than the past
Government, and I hope that as they are
not going to sell the land, but are going to
give leases, the borrowers won’t have to have
the land first—which is a great struggle for
a working man to do, with the result that
they cannot, under those conditions, take
advantage of the Act. I sincerely hope and
trust that all the measures on the Govern-
ment programme will be carried into effect,
and I am sure that by so doing this Govern-
ment will earn for themselves a renewal of
the parliamentary life which was granted to
them on the 22nd May.

HoxourabLE MeusErs: Hear, hear!

Mr. SWAYNE: I beg to move that the
debate be now adjourned.

Question put and passed.

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

The House adjourned ab

] twenty-twe
minutes past 8 o’clock.





