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Adjournment, [20 Avugust.] Questions.,

WEDNESDAY, 20 Aveust, 1919.

The Spesxer {Hon, W. McCormack, Cairns)-
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock p.m.

QUESTIONS.
Svear Cropr ror 1920.

Mr. BERTRAM (Maree), in the absence
of Mr. Smith, asked the Acting Premier—

“1. In view of the fact that the agree-
ment between this State and the Govern-
ment of the Commonwealth, regarding
the purchase of the Queensland sugar
crop, expires at the end of this season,
have any negotiations taken place with
reference to next year’s crop?

“2. In the event of the Governmeut
cntering into a further agreement with
the Commonwealth, will he take steps
10 sprevent the Federal Government im-
pesing  conditions  subversive of the
~overeign rights of this State, and safe-
guard the right of the Queensland Par-
Jiament to amend any Act dealing with
the sugar industry in any way that
experience has shown necessary?”

The ACTING PREMIER (Hon. E. G.

Theodore. Chillagoe) rveplied-—
1. No.

2. That consideration will not be lost
~sight of.”

Ex1Exs108 0 Tier CLEANING AREA,

Mr. CORSER (Burnett) asked the Secre-
tary for Agriculture—-

1. Does he contemplate extending rhe
tick cleaning area of the State?

2. 1f so, what district or distriets does
he propose to include?

. 3. Before such action is taken in tick-
infested districts, will an opportunity be
given to stockowners in such areas to
express their views and experiences
regarding the advisability of such
action?”

_The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS

(Hon. J. H. Coyne, Warrego) replied—

“1. Yes.

42, The direction will be in relation
to the extension of the existing cleans-
mg areas,

8 Not necessarily, but I am alwaye
witling to rveceive the opinions of those
ingerested  in all matters ielating to
=tock and agriculture.”

Lare Prixciear. or TeRACHERR' TRAINING
('OLLEGF.

Mr. PETRIE (Toombul). in the absence of
Mr. Elphinstone, asked the Secretary for
Publie Instruction--

1. Is it a fact that the principal of
the Teachers’” Training (ollege is about
to be retired and appointed to a subor-
dinate position on the staff of the Queens-
tand Musewn ?

2. If so. what ix the reason for the
contemplated action?”’
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN- Hox. J. M. HUNTER (Marasoa) replied-—
STRUCTION (Hon. IL ¥.  Hardacre. ‘1. Four.
/)vvclzlz‘a:‘({t} replied— 2. {(¢) Twenty: (b) Townsville, four.

1 and 2. Dr. Shirley’s services have
been much appreciated by the Goveru
ment, but as he attained the full age of
seventy vears on the 11th August instant.
he had, in terms of section 49 of the
Public Service Acts, 1886 to 1901, to he
retired from the position of principal of
the Teachers’ Training College, and was
so refired as from the 3lst December,
1918. Hix services indeed were so much
appreciated that he waus retained for
four months bevond the age which ix
ordinarily regarded as the age of retirve-
ment. The Queensland Museum is con
trolled by the (hief Sceretary’s Depart-
ment, and I would suggest that the hon.
member address to the Chief Secretary
the inquiry regarding the re-employment
of Dr. Shirley in connection with the
Museum.”

-

TAROOM SEITLEMENT FOR ABORIGINES.
Mr. ELPHINSTONE asked the Home

Recretary—

“ 1. Has his attention been called to a
paragraph appearing in the ‘¢ Courier,
under date 16th June, wherein a church
dignitary, who has recently visited the
Taroom Settlement for Aborigines, com-
plained, amongst other things, that the
conditions were thoroughly depressing,
and that money was being spent there
without any real plan or object in view?

“2. Will he state whether these criti-
cisms are justified, and what steps he is
taking to have the couditions remedied.
and the expenditure better directed ?*

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J.
Huxham, Buranda) replied-
“1 and 2. Yes: mouney has not been

spent withont any real plan or object in
view,”

Rsmwway REVENCUE PER KMPLOYEE OF RAILWAY
DEPARTMENT.
Mr. CORSER, in the absence of Mr.
Morgan, asked the Secretary for Railways-
“ What amount of revenue (net) was
produced by the Railway Department,
per_employee, during the year ended—
a) 30th June, 1919; (») 30th June, 19147

Hox. W. N. GILLIES (¥ackan) veplied—
“a) £17 3s. 9d. 5 (h) £102 11s. 114

STRIKES IN STATE

Mr, CORSER, in the absence of
Morgan. asked the Chief Secretary--

~ “ 1. How many strikes have there been
in State butcheries in Queensland during
the year ended 30th June, 19197

2. How many shops were affected by
those strikes, and what was the total
pericd for which each was closed?

“3 How many customers, on an
average per week, were served by shops
affected by the strikes during the vear
ended 30th June, 1919?

. 4. Were the strikers paid any wages
in respect of the time they were on
strike; if so, how much?”

BUTCHERIES,
Mr.

nine days: Charters Towers, two, nine
days; Mount Morgan. five, five days;
Rockhampton, three, five days; Bunda-
berg, one, one day. Brisbane—Victoria
Bridge, eleven days; Roma street, ten
days; Woolloongabba, eight days:
Valley, nine days; Albion, eight days.

“ 3. Townsville, 7,000 per week;
Sharters Towers, 4,000 per week: Bunda-
berg, 4,000 per week; Rockhampton.
5,600 per week ; Mount Morgan, 8,000 per
week ; Brisbane, 22,000 per wesk.

4. No wages paid.”

PAPERS.
The following papers, laid on the table
wore ordered to be printed :-
Report of the Inspector of Hospitals for
the Insane,
T'wenty-fourth

General
Funds

report of the Auditor-
under the Supreme Court
Act of 1885.

STATHE BUTCHERIES.
On the motion of Mr. GUNN (Cartntrron)
it was formally resolved— .
“That there bhe laid on the table of
the House a return showing-
(1) The pumber of State burcheries
in operation in Queensland at date.
(2) Where thes are situated.
(3) The average number of customers
served by the State butcheries as s
whole.”

DISHENT FROM MR. SPEAKER'S
RULING.
STANDING ORDER No. 2804,

. Mr. MACARTNEY (Toowongi. iu
ng—

‘1. That so much of Mr. Speaker’s
vuling, given on Wednesday. the thir
teenth day of August, 1819, on the
motion ‘ That the Speaker do now leave
the chair,’ reported in ‘Hansard’ for this
session (pages 151 and 152), as determines
that debate cannct take place on &
motion that a Bill be introduced under
clause (2) of 8tanding Order No. 280a.
be disagreed with: and

2. That Standing Ordews Nos. 245,
263, and 264, which provide for the
second and third readings of Bills upon
a ¢ future day,’ have not been affected
br the provisions of Standing Order No.
280a,”

said : In rising to move the motion standing
in my name, I may say I do not move 1t
because I have any hope of its being carried
by this Chamber, nor do' 1 move it with any
desire of being disrespectful to Mr. Speaker
T desire that the question of how the business
of this Chamber should be conducted be
cleared up, in order that members on either
side may know exactly where they are. The
Government of to-day are sometimes the
Opposition of to-morrow, and what applies
to the Opposition to-day may apply to the
Government when they get into Opposition.

The Acring PrEMIER: You are looking far
into the future.

HIOY -
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Mr. MACARTNEY : We are not going to
discuss that side issue now. The motion is
not,guite in the form in which I gave notice.
There ic a slight crror in printing it.
Shortly. it means, however, that I wish to
disagree with Mr. Speaker’s ruling so far as
it prevents a discussion at the time of the
introduction of a Bill, and that it can be put
through all its stages in the one day.

The SPEAKER: I would like the hou.
gentleman to state clearly what he means by
the introductory stage. Is it the motion for
leave to introduce the Bill+

Mr. MACARTNEY : That is the poing I
4 going to deal with, There are two
methods of introducing Bills into this Cham-
ber. One is by order or leave of the House.
which is a plain motion that leave be given
so introduce a Bill.  That practice is not
srdinarily 1esorted to. Bills which impose
a charge upon the revenue require a message
from the (Governor, and are ordinarily intro-
duced in Committee.  That, I take it.
sccoants for the particular form in which
she Dairy Produce Bill was originally intro-
duced last session. That is to say, a pre-
liminary motion is notified and moved after
receipt of a message from the Governor. in
the following form :—

*That this House, at its next sitting.
do resolve itself into a (‘omnittee of the
Whole to consider of the desirablencss of
introducing a Bill.™

fn such case, therefore, the Bill is introduced.
not on the first motion that “ To-morrow the
House will resolve itself into a Committee of
the Whole,”” but on the subsequent mofion
moved in Committee. * That it is desirable
o introduce the Bill." That seems to be the
point, Mr., Speaker, upon which you and I,
2t any rate. have differed in connection with
“his matter.

The SPEAKER: Might I interrupt hero”
Where would the first stage start when the
Bill would not need the introductory Com-
mittee stage?” A Bill may be introduced
which is not a money Bill, and which would
ot need a Clommittee stage at all.

Mr. MACARTNEY: The Speaker is
bringing me to the point of the meaning of
the word * stages.” The word “stages” can
only be interpreted in the sense in which it
s used in any particular place. You may
speak generally of the stages of the introduc-
sion and passing of a Bill through the
House.  Of course, every step is a stage from
that particular point of view. The technical
sbages generally are regarded as the firsi.
second, and third readings, and vou., Mr.
Speaker, are speaking of the word in another
sunse,  But in this particuldr case T say that

-the word *‘stages.” in the Standing Order,
deals mere particularly with the second point
T am coming to. We are entitled to debate
or amend, if necessary, the “ motion after
notice.” which is referred to in the Standing
Ordsy,  Tf hon. members will look at the
Standing Order they will find that, under
paragraph (1), when the conditions to which
*hat paragraph is applicable exist, the Bill
may. on motion after notice, be resumed
in 4 subsequent session of the same Parlia-
ment at the peint which it had reached in
the previous session.” There are no words
there limiting either amendment or debate.

The SecrRETARY FOR PUBLIC Laxns: You are
selving on parvagraph (2)%

120 Avoeust.]

Mr. Speaker's Ruling.

Mr., MACARTNEY: 1 am questioning
paragraph (2), but I am referring to para-
graph (1) for the purpose of the interpreta-
tion. There is no limitation there in regard
to amendment or debate of the *‘motion
after notice-—which clearly shows what the
Standing Ovders Committee had in mind in
regard to paragraph (1). I say it is quite
reasonable to assume that the committee
had that in mind in regard to paragraph (2),
because they use exactly the same language.
Paragraph (2) says—

“The same Bill may be introduced
into the Legislative Assembly on motion
after notice, in a subsequeut session of

the same Parliament—-—
That is the same up to that point

“and passed through all its stuges— -7
That does not refer to the ‘ motion after

notice,” but to all the stages of the Bill—

“ without amendment or debate. and

sent to the Legislative Clouncil for their

concurrence,”
Therefore, T contend that it was the inteu-
tion of the Standing Orders Committee-
and it is the Standing Order as it is that
wust he interpreted by this House--that the
“ motion after notice” could be discussed:
and there are very good reasons for that.

The SPEAKER : T ruled that the *“ motion
after notice’” could be discussed.

Mr. MACARTNEY : Yes, I pointed thar
out. It seems to me that the Speaker
differed from me on the point of where
that disecussion could take place. The
Speaker seemed to think it could take place
on the motion, “ That this House shall, at
its next sitting, resolve itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole,” and not on the motion
for the introduction of the Bill which is
put to the Committee. My difficulty in cen-
nection with that is that T have rulings
by Mr. Speaker in which Mr. Speaker has
disallowed. on the first motion, a discus-
sion of the subject-matter of the Bill. Mr.
Speaker, as reported on page 2527 of “ Han-
sard ” for 1916-17. stopped the then leader
of the Opposition, Mr. Tolmie, from dis
cussing the Commissioner for Trades Bill on
that particular motion. e would not per-
mit any discussion. As a matter of fact.
in connection with the Bill upon which 1
raised the point of order. he stopped the
hon. member for Drayton.

The SPEAKER : The hon. member knows
that it is not usnal to discuss a Bill on the
original motion.

Mr. MACARTNEY : I know that is so, but
we have to e careful that our rights are
preserved.

The SPEAKER:
preserved.

Mr. MACARTNIY : We have your ruling
that on this particular motion—" That the
House resolve itself into a Committee of the
Whole at ifs next sitting” and so on—the
matter cannot be discussed. If we have
that ruling. and the ruling that you gave
the other day, then we are in this position,
that we do not know whether we can discuss
the Bill at all.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member might
give me the quotration and page, so that 1
might auswer hin.

Those rights will be

Mr. Macartney.]

.
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Mr. MACARTNEY : I gave you the page.
I mentioned page 2527 of * Hansard” for
1916-17. It seems to me that we may fall
between two stools, I would like to say that
a Bill may be introduced under this Stand-
ing Order twelve or fifteen months after it
was dealt with in the preceding session, and
the personnel of this House might also to
some extent have changed in the meantime.

The ActiNg PrEMIER: It must be during
the same Parliament.

Mr. MACARTNEY : The personnel might
change, not by a general election, but to
some extent by by-elections; and. as a
matter of fact, the purport of the measure
may have passed out of the public mind, and
may have passed out of the minds of hon.
members of this Chamber; and, if we are
going to adopt a short cut, such as Stand-
ing Order 2804 provides, then we ought to
adopt it with such re >e1vatlons at any rate,
as would enable the Chamber to be thor-
oughly acquainted with the pros and cons
relating to the measure which is going to
be #o introdueed. It is a matter in regard
to which we should protect ourselves as
to our right of discussign. 1 am not par-
ticular, except so far as the strict observance
of the Standing Order is concerned, as to
whether we have the discussion on the intro-
ductory motion or on the motion in Com-
mittee, so long as I am sure of having it
on one motion or the other. I say that,
according to a strict interpretation of the
Standing Order—and you can only interpret
the Standing Order by what the Standing
Order says, and not by what was in the
mind of any member of the Standing Orders
Commiittee when the Standing Order was
passed, or by what he thinks it means—you
can only interpret the Standing Order by
what the Standing Order actually says; and,
according to my reading, the Standlng Order
says we have th(\ right to discuss the * motion
after notice.” It so happens that this Bill
on which the Speaker’s ruling was given
is a Committee Bill—that it is a Bill im-
posing a charge on the revenue. If it came
before the House in another form, and only
required the leave of the House 6 be intro-
duced, there would have been no trouble.
It seems to me that it is the second motion—
that is the motion before Committee—~which
is the actual Order of Leave, and which is
the introduction of the Bill. 1 say, tech-
nically speaking, that that is the period at
which we should have the discussion.

On the second point, I say that it is mani-
festly clear on an interpretation of the Stand-
ing Order that the Standing Order is not
effective to enable the Bill to be put through
all its stages in one day, because such a
procedure 1s directly in ‘conflict with the
Standing Orders referred to in my motion,
which specifically say that the second and
third readings shall be taken on a future day.
It would have been very easy for the Stand-
ing Orders Committee, if they had in their
minds that a Bill should go through all
its stages in one day, to have put in the
words ** in one day.” That would have been
the simplest thing in the world; but by leav-
ing out those words you can only come to
the natural conclusion that the committee.
for some reason or other, thought it was of
some import that the various periods should
be allowed to run between the various stages.
There is a conziderable misconception as to
what the position 1s.. Last week, the hon.

{Mr. Macartney.

[ASSEMBLY .}

My, Speaker’s Ruling.

member for Keppel, who is a member of the
Standing Orders Committee, attempted to
deal with the matter somewhat fully. I have
read his remarks, and I have not been able
to discover that the hon. member really
realised what the matter in dispute is.

Mr. LARCOMBE :
about yourself.

Mr. MACARTNEY : I also know that the
Treasurer, who spoke on the previous occa-
sion, took this House into his confidence
when the Standing Order was introduced,
and he told the Houss that it was never
intended to apply this Standing Order to
1mp01mnt Bills; it would only be, in his

The same might be :aid

opinion, applicable to Bills of a simple
character such as the Townsville Harbour
Board BilL

The SPEAKER: The hon. member would

not suggest that as a reason for disagreeing
to my ruling?

Mr. MACARTNEY: No. 1 am dealing
with the jinterpretation of the Standing
Order.

The SPRAKER: The interpretation of the
Standing Order is not in the hands of the
Treasurer or in the hands of the Govern-
ment.

Mr. MACARTNEY : I might, in discos-
sing the question, give the history of the
Standing Order when it was passed. The
Htanding Order has a history. The Trea-
surer introduced it in this Chamber and
explained it, and he gave his view as to
what it would apply to, and I am saying
that thiere has been a general misunderstand-
ing. By and large, as Mr. Kidston used to
~ay, the Standing Orders can only be inter-
preted from what they say. I am referring
to you. Mr, Speaker, as the officer who must
protect the rights and privileges of hon.
members, and I ask that you will interpres
the Standing Order in accordance with what
it says, and not in accordance with what
might be merely a convenient interpretation
for the moment. There may be a good
reason wir the stages should be taken a
different gimes. I press very strongly on the
right of having a discussion on the motion
introducing the Bill.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member has
oxhausted the time allowed by the Standing
Orders.

Hox. J. G. APPEL (Abert): It cannot
be conceived for one moment that it was
proposed by this Standing Order to debar
debate in connection with the introduction
of a measure such as the one which has
caused this discussion, The point now is
that two rulings of Mr. Speaker have been
quoted. One ruling says that debate can only
rake place at one point, and the other says
that debate can only take place at another
point. The whole object now really is o
have it laid down definitely at which poing
debate can take place. As the leader of the
Opposition has pointed out, there can be ne
doubt that, according to the Standing Order,
there can be no debate on the measure itself;
vet_something may have arisen which may
really require dcbate as to whether the
matter should be entered into at all or not.
As the leader of the Opposition says, there
may have been a change in the personnel
of the House owing to by-elections, or publie
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opinion may have changed upon the point,
and it may require debate and discussion as
to wheter the particular measure should be
permitted to come before the House at all.

Mr. BertRAM : What is your opinion?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: We arc asking for
a ruling; it is not a question of my opinion.

Mr. MurtaN: You have a ruling, and you
are disagreeing to it.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: We have a ruling
by Mr. Speaker

The SPEAKER:
read the ruling?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I simply heard it
quoted by the Icader of the Opposition.

The SPEAKER: In that ruling I said I
would allow the fullest debate on the motion
to introduce the Bill.

Hon. J. G. APPEL: Is that the first ruling
or the second ruling?

The SPEAKER: The first ruling.
Hox. J. G. APPEL:

ruling 7
The SPEAKER : The second ruling is that
there can be no debate at any other stage.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: Of course, the point
really is that we desire to elucidate the
matter, and to ascertain definitely when
debate can take place. That is the whole
question.

_The SPEAKER : The leader of the Oppo-
sition is not raising any question as to the
right of debate. He admits that there can
be no debate on the Bill itself; it is only as
to the stage when debate may take place.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I admit that. too.
it is only a question as to whether debate
may take place as to whether the measure
should be placed before the House or not.

A GOVERNMENT MEWBER: There can be
no debate on the measure being introduced
a second time—the Standing Order is clear
on that point.

- Hox. J. G. APPEL: The hon. member

nas not grasped the point I am endeavour-

ing to arrive at. There is no question that,

~ when the measure is once before

[4 p.m.] the House, there can be no

. debate upon it. What we want

to elucidate is the time when a debate can

rake place as to whether the Bill should
come before the House or not.

Has the hon. member

What is the second

The second point raised by the leader of
the Opposition is also one that I think it
would be well to clucidate—that is, as to
whether the Standing Order permits a mea-
sure, when it is once before the House, to
be passed through all its stages in one day.
There is no direction there. I take it that,
if it has been intended that a Bill should
ctome before the House in the usual way,
stage by stage, the Standing Order would
have distinctly said so. However, we may
get. an elucidation of the matter from you,
Mr. Speaker, and I, therefore, second the
motion of the leader of the Opposition.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
Hon. J. H. Coyne, Warrego): The object
of introducing such a Standing Order as
this, in tbe first place, was to do away with
useless discussion on Bills which the House
had already agreed upon. (Hear, hear!)

{20 Avgust.]

Mr. Speaker’s Ruling. 265

The leader of the Opposition says that he
thinks discussion should be allowed in Com-
mittee—that is, on the second stage. I quite
agree with vou, Mr. Speaker, that a general
discussion may be allowed on the motion.
“Thst vou do leave the chair,” so that, if
there should be any alteration in the per-
sonnel of the Assembly, those members who
were not here the previous session could be
made acquainted with the objects of the
Bill. if necessary. That is all that should
be wequired, because the Government who
introduce a Bill which has been passed by
the Assembly, and not dealt with by the
Council, have then the right to bring in the
Bill again. We know the enormous cost
when Bills go to the other Chamber, then
come back here, have amendments made in
them again, are sent back a second time,
and again amended in the Council, and then
are brought back.here again.

Myr. Macartxey : This Standing Order does
not alter that.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
No. I am speaking of the need for having
the Standing Ovder in the first place. The
leader of the Opposition says he thinks that
the Assembly have a right, under the Stand-
ing Order, to discuss the Bill in Committee
on the motion for leave to introduce. I do
not agree with the hon. gentleman there at
all, becuuse a discussion at that stage would
be of no importance whatever, unless the
discussion permitted of an amendment being
made to the motion. Unless it could lead
t» an amendment being made, the discussion
would be absolutely useless. As an amend-
ment is not permissible under the Standing
Order, it only goes to show the wisdom of
the introduction of a Standing Order of this
sort.  With regard to the question of putting
the measure through all its stages in one
day, 1 think that the very paragraph of the
Standing Order, under wnich this motion of
disagreement was brought in, settles that—

“ When a Bill has been passed by the
Legislative Assembly, and transmitted to
the Legislative Council, and not returned
ro the Legislative Assembly owing to
prorogation of Parliament, the same Bill
may be introduced into the Legislative
Assembly, on motion after notice.---"

which was done—

““in a subsequent session of the same
Parliament, and passed through all iis
stages without amendment or debate, and
sent to the Legislative Council for their
concurrence, notwithstanding anything
to the contrary in these Standing Orders
contained.”

That is= the principal point of the Standing
Order, which upsets the contention of the
hon. gentleman. It says that it shall be sent
to the Legislative Council, after being passed
through all its stages, without ame<ndment
or debate. Does that mean that you are
going to spread it over six months?

Mr. MacARTNEY : It does not matter. That
is what it says—* without amendment or
debate.”

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS -
The object of this Standing Order was tc
return the Bill to the Chamber which had
not had time to deal with it in the previous
session, so that they might deal with it.

Mr. MacartNEy: Why did they not put in
the simple words “ in one day ™ ?

Hon. J. H. Cayne.]
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
Because there was no necessity for it. It
was left to the good sense of hon. members
to understand it.

Mr. MacsrTNEY : And you are a legislator.
{Laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
I am more than a legislator. (Opposition
‘aughter.)

Mr. F. A. Coorer: You are an insbructor.

The SECRETARY ¥FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
The hon. gentleman made out a very poor
case. He referred to Standing Orders 245,
263, and 2064, which have no application to his
contention that the Speaker’s ruling should
be disagreed to, because the last line and
a-half of the Standing Order completely
upsats his contention. It says—

* notwithstanding anything to the con-
trary in these Standing Orders con-
tained.”

Mr, MacarrNEy: That applies to amend-
meont or debate,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
1t means nothing of the sort. It means that
it shall be passed through all its stages
without amendment or debate, and sent to
zhe Legislative Council for their concurrence.

The Acting PreEmieR: Forthwith,
Mr. MsoARTNEY: ““ In one day.”
find the word ** forthwith > there?
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:

Do you

No. Bat there is no necessity to bring in
she word * forthwith,”” or the words
~ through all its stages in one day,” seeing

that the final sentence—
" notwithstanding anything to the gon-
trary in these Standing Orders con-
tained.”

i+ there.

Mr. Macarrney : That only applies to what
was done before,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
No, it refers to the passing through all its
stages without delay, notwithstanding what
ather Standing Orders say.
~ Mr. MacarTxEY: Are the words * without
delay 7 in it?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
They are not there, Why do you want to
read the words in?
there would be no need to put in the last
part of the sentence, because then the Bill
would have to go through all its stages in
one day.

Mr. Macarrnuy: The .last part of the
sentence is only surplusage.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
No; the last part of the sentence does what
the hon. gentleman says it does not do.

Mr. MacartNEY: It does not say that a
Bill should be passed through all its stages
““in one day.”

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
That could not be done without the pro-
vision contained in this Standing Order.

Mr. Macart¥EY: You do not understand
what you are talking about.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
I understand that. if it were the intention
of the Standing Orvders Committee to pass
the Bill through all its stages in one day.
there would be no necessity to insert the
concluding part of the sentence.

[Hon. J. H. Coyne.

[ASSEMBLY.]

If they were there, .

Mr. Speuke's Ruling.

Mr. MacarTtNey: That is

that purpose at all.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBL1tL LANDS :
I think it is, and it seems to me that that
makes the intention of the Standing Order
quite clear.

The ACTING PREMIER (Hon. E. G.
Theodore, C(hillugoe): I think the Standing
Order is not as complete as it might be,
and that it is open to more than one inter-
pretation. I feel that a common-sense
interpretation of the Standing Order might
be given either way; but, reading the Stand-
ing Order as it stands, and knowing the
way in which it will be applied, it seems
to me that your ruling, Mr. Speaker, is
correct. The interpretation you have given
of the Standing Order is a perfectly natural
interpretation to read into it. The words
*in one day’’ were evidently intended to
be read into it. If the Standing Orders
Committee had decided to put the matter

not there for

‘absolutely  beyvond doubt, they could have

inserted the words *‘in one day,” but, even
with the omission of those words, the ruling
you have given iv perfectly reasonable,
especially in view of the Jatter words of
paragraph (2)—" Notwithstanding anything
to the contrary in these Standing Orders
contained.” What are these things? They
are that the Bill shall pass ‘through all
its stages without amendment or debate and
be transmitted to the Legislative Council for
their concurrence.” Why are those words
put in if the ordinary stages are to be
delayed in accordance with the ordinary
Standing Orders after the Bill has been intro-
duced? The intention obviously is thet the
Bill should be transmitted to the Council
forthwith, after all the stages have been
treated as formal and passed in the one day.

Mr. MacaBrNEY: Does it say ‘ forth-
with ™7 *

The ACTING PREMIER: The word
* forthwith ** is not there, but that is evi-
dently the intention of the framers of the
Standing Order. The leader of the Opposi-
tion has argued that, if the Speaker’s ruling
were upheld, it would have the effect of
destroying the effectiveness of the Standing
Order. But I hold that the Speaker must
place such an interpretation on the Stand-
ing Order as will make it effective, and
the interpretation he has put upon it is
reasonable.

Mr. MacarTsEY: You could get the Order
altered at once

The ACTING PREMIER: If the hon
gentleman thinks the Standing Order is

likely to be strained by the interpretation
put upon it, then, as he is a member of the
Standing Orders Committee, he could get
the Order altered.

Mr. MacarTNEY: Fancy
anything and getting it!

The ACTING PREMIER: The hon. mem-
ber is joking when he says that. The fact
is that the general treatment accorded by
the Government to the present Opposition
is much more generous than the treatment
which was accorded to us by hon. gentlemen
opposite when we were in opposition.

my asking for

Mr. MacArTNEY: Your memory is very
short.
The ACTING PREMIER: I think the

ruling of the Speaker a perfectly sound one,

Mr, MacarTNEY: What about discussion
at any time?
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The ACTING PREMIER: That point the
hox. member may consider more material
than the point I have been discussing, but
my own opinion Is that no discussion is
permissible at any stage. The whol: test
of his contention on that point is what con-
stitutes a stage of the Bill. Are there any
wmore stages 1n connection with a financial
Bill or an Appropriation Bill than there
ure in connection with ordinary Bills? There
are. The additional stages in connection
with a financial Bill or an Appropriation
Bill are their introduction and inistiation in
Clommitiee, . If a strict ruling is given under
this Standing Order, I doubt very much if
there can be any discussion after the Minis
rer has introduced the Bill under Standing
Order No. 2804, The Speaker was, | think,
very considerate to the House in laying
down a ruling which permits of discussion
-n the “ motion after notice”’ has been
wiven.

Mr., MACARTNEY: What do vou tnean by

“motion after notice®’?
- The ACTING PREMIER: That is the
motion to go into Committee. I think the
Speaker’s ruling is reasonable, and it ought
to be sustained.

The SPEAKER : If the first stage is the
motion to go into Committee, then, if the
Bill is not a_money Bill, there would be no
chance for discussion.

The ACTING PREMIER: Quite so. But
under the Standing Order as it now stands,
vou would be absolutely justified in stopping
discussion at any stage.

Mr. MacartNEY: The Standing Order pro-
vides that some notice of the introduction
=f the Bill must be given.

The ACTING PREMIER:
stages of the Bill.
Ar. MacARTNEY : The first motion is—
© That the House resolve itself into a
Committee to consider the desirablenese
of introducing the Bill.”
The ACTING PREMIER:
that is a stage of the Bill. The Standing
Order is so wide that its application may
amount to a serious limitation of the rights
of members in regard to discussion, but
{ think the ruling of the Speaker is right,
and ought to be upheld. '
Mr, ELPHINSTONE (Oxley): This is a
subject which is interesting to a layman,
although it must be admitted that it requires
@ certain amount of legal training to deal
with it in its entiretv. I would call the
attention of hon. members to the Standing
Orders _of New South Wales dealing with
@ similar position. On page 117 of the
Btanding Orders of the Legislative Assembly
of New Bouth Wales, hon. members will
#ind Sranding Order No. 295, which reads—
“If a public Bill which shall have
originally been introduced in the
Assembly shall have passed any or all
its stages therein, but shall have been
interrupted before its completion by the
prorogation of the Legislature, whether
such interruption shall have been in the
Assembly or in the Council, the con-
sideration of the same, with such amend-
ments as may have been made in a
previous session, may be resumed by
motion_in_a subsequent session of the
same Parliament.”

The SPEAKER: The hon. member will
serognise that under that Standing Order

Those are
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of the New South Wales Parliament, mem-
bers are not given a chance of discussing
the Bill at all.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: That is a point 1
am coming to. Referring to the Federal
Standing Orders, I find that the Standing
Order with regard to * Lapsed Bills,” on
page 63, provides that—

“(a) If the BIill be in the possession
of the House in which it originated,
not having been sent to the other
House. or, if sent, then returned
by message, it may be proceeded
with by resolution of the HHouse in
which it is, restoring it to the
notice-paper.

“(b) If the Bill be in the possession of
the House in which it did not
originate, it may be proceeded with
by resolution of the House in whick
it is, rvestoring it to the notice-
paper, but such resolution shall not
be passed unless a message has been
received from the House in which
it originated, requesting that its
consideration may be resumed.”

The inference to be drawn from that is thas,
if the intention of this House is the same as
that disclosed in the Standing Orders of the
New South Wales and "Federal Parliaments.
we may reasonably ask why are not similar
words used in this Standing Order?

The SPEAKER: I will explain to the
hon. meomber why similar words were not
used in our Standing Order.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE : 1 shall be glad tu
hear that explanation. The point we have
to consider is not as to the necessity of intro-
ducing a measaure without discussion, but
whether we should not have a definite ruling
as to the construction of the Standing Order.
1 think the Bpeaker was uncertain in his
own mind on thiz matter, because, when the
hon. member for Drayton was: making some
remarks on the Bill, the Speaker told him
that he must wait until he had seen the Bill.
What was the object of saying that if the
Bill was not open to discussion at a subse-
guent stage?

The SPEAKER: Because I did not theu
know that the Bill was to be introduced
under this Standing Order.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Then the House
should be advised on the introduction of a
Bill of this soyt whether this particular
Standing Order is to be taken advantage of.

Mr. LARCOMBE (Keppel): In 1916-17,
when this Standing Order was first brought
into operation, a specific motion was moved
by the Minister to the effect that Standing
Order No. 280s should be applied. That
motion was carried, and consequently there
was no further debate, because Standihg
Order 2804 states that after such procedufe
is followed the Bill must be passed through
all its stages without amendment or debate.
Therefore, to my mind, until a specific
resolution has been passed by the House
to deal with a Bill under that Standing
Order, discussion is possible, but after such
a resolution has been passed, no discussion
is possible. Now, let us argue by analogy.
taking what is termed the ‘ guillotine’
section of the Standing Orders. It sets out
a certain course of procedure, but it dpes
not operate automatically., When it is being
used, the leader of the Iouse comes down

Mr. Larcombe.
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with a motion that Standing Order so-and-so
shall apply to a certain Bill that is under
discussion. In the same way, to my mind,
the necessary specific motion should be moved
under Standing Order 280a. The Standing
Order docs not operate automatically at all.
It is only machinery, and the machinery has
to be set in operation by a specific resolution.
If that had been donc in this case, if the
practice of 1916-17 had been followed, this
discussion would not have taken place at all,
and the procedure would kave been quite
clear. The Speaker himself, when the dis-
cussion took place on the point that the
leader of the Opposition has raised, dis-
tinctly suggested to the Minister in charge
of the Bill that he should embody in his
motion certain words setfing out that Stand-
ing Ovder 2804 was to apply, and it is sur-
prising that he did not follow that advice
and avoid all this discussion. The position
then would have been clearer and satisfac-
tory. The motion of the hon. member for
Toowong really is based on a misstatement
and is contrary to fact. Tt states—

. " That so much of Mr. Speaker's rul-
ng, given on Wednesday, the thirteenth
day of August, 1919, on the motion ¢ That
the Speaker do now leave the chair,
reported in ‘ Hansard’ for this session.
pages 151 and 152, as determines that
debate cannot take place on a motion
that a Bill be introduced under clause
(2) of Standing Order No. 2801, be dis-
agreed with.”

The Speaker did not rule in that way at all,
On the contrary, he distinctly ruled, as on a
previous oceasion, that discussion could take
place on an introductory stage, and it does
not matter to the leader of the Opposition
whether ‘the discussion is on introductory
stage No. 1 or introductory stage No.”2.

The Skcrersry FOrR PusLic Laxps: Oh,
yes; it must be a point where no amendment
can take place.

Mr. LARCOMBE: I do not hold that
view at all, because, if an amendment can
be moved on stage No. 2, it can be moved
on stage No. 1.

The SecrETARY FPOR PusLic Lanps: No.
because the question at stage No. 2 is that
the Speaker leave the chair,

Mr. LARCOMBE: It is quite competent
to defeat the motion.

The BECRETARY FOR PusLic LaxDS: That
would not be an amendment of the Bill.

Mr. LARCOMBE : As a matter of fact, on
stage No. 2 there can be no amendment on
the Bill either, because it is only an intro-
ductory stage, and does not refer to the
Bill at all,

The SecreTArRY ¥OoR PupLic LANDS :
you can add to it.

~Mr. LARCOMBE: It only affirms or
denies the principle that the Bill be intro-
duced. To my mind, exactly the same con-
ditions exist in connection with stage No. 1
and stage No. 2; and, if the Speaker gives
the Opposition a distinct assurance that they
can have a discussion on stage No. 1, then
why quibble? The discussion on stage No. 1
can be just as full as on stage No. 2.
Viewing the question from that point, I
heartily agree with the Speaker, and say
the Opposition have no cause of complaint.

[Mr. Larcombe.
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The intention of the framers of the Stand.
ing Urder to some extent enters into this-
discussion. [ was one of the Standing
Orders Committec who framed the Standi
Order, and my understanding of that dis-
cussion was that this Standing Ovrder should
only operate in the wav ‘I have mentioned,
that is, by resolution, because it was pointed
out by some members of the committee thas
the Minister might desire to amend or dis-
cuss his own Bill; and, if the Standing
Orders were to operate automatically, he
would not be permitted to do so, so that
the question as to whether it was competent
to discuss or amend the Bill was to be
determined by specific resolution bringing
into operation the Standing Order to which
T bave referred.

Again, dealing with the question of what
constitutes a stage, I think that your ruling
is absolutely sound. The Standing Orders
do not define a stage, nor does ¢ May’s Par-
liamentary Guide.”” We have to rely there-
fore on the dictionary, and ¢ Webster's
Standard Dictionary” defines “stage” as
~a degree; progress in development.” Kach
motion i+ a stage, or degree, or progress i
development,  So, if we rely on the only
poisible  authority we have, the Speaker’s
ruling i« absolutely correet on the question
of what is a stage. These are a few points
T desire to place before the House. I think
that the remarks of the leader of the Oppo-
sition were not quite generous, and. as oue
of the committee who helped to place this
Standing Order wheve it is, I say that on
point (1) he is not correct. and on point (2)
he i3 not correct.

Mr. MacarrNEy: Did you ever know him
to be correct?

Mr. LARCOMBE : Not very often. He 1s
too petulant and narrow-minded to be leader
of a side of a House, and sometimes the
worst side of his nature gets the better of
him, his temper runs away with him, and
he says things that perhaps he does nos
really believe; and. instead of trying to
appreciate a point in a fair, broadminded
way, he allows those police court qualities
to take advantage of him. (Governmens
Jaughter.)

Hon, W. H. BARNES (Bulimba): This is
one of those matters on which a layman 1s
somewhat at a disadvantage, but I will
point out that even the Speaker was uncer-
tain as to the exact position. You may
notice that the Acting Premier thought that
your interpretation was right, and the hon.
gentleman also thought that the interpreta-
tion of the leader of the Opposition was
right, I want to point out that the House,
in any case, whoever may be right or wrong,
has suffered very largely, I think, becauss
of an interjection which you made to the
hon. member for Oxley, that is, if T did not
misunderstand you with regard to it. The
inference conveyed to my mind, when notice
was given, when the Bill was being intro-
duced in 1its first stage, was that you drew
attention to the fact that you did not know
that it was going to be the particular Bill
it was. I want to assure you that in dis-
cussing this matter there is no feeling on
my part. I take it that we all want to get
at what is the correct meaning, because
underlying the point which we are discuseing
is the important principle of the protection
of the rights of members. To-day there may
be a majority on one side; on another day
it may be on the opposite side; and I taks
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it that, in the interests of the House, there
should be no mistake at all about it. I
may say that it was a source of very great
pleasure to me to hear the Acting Premier
and the Minister for Lands, and % am sure
it would be a pleasure to listen to other
Ministers, for instance, the Minister for
Public Instruction, who is an authority on
these matters.
My, ForLey: Don’t be sarcastic.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I was going to
draw rour attention to the debate, as re-
corded on page 116 of “ Hansard ” for this
session. Perhaps I would be out of order
in reading something that took place in the
House during this present session. but the
fact remains that, when the Secretary for
Agriculture was introducing the Bill, he
said that he was fortified by Standing Order
No. 280a, and he went on to say that it
did not permit any discussion on the Bill on
any but its formal stages, and that it
must be moved and passed without debate.
The point I want to make is, that the House
—and I am quite sure absolutely uninten-
tionally—were lulled info a false sense of
security in a matter affecting their rights.
I find that you yourself at a later stage made
this remark, as recorded on the same page—

“I wsuggest that the hon. member
should wait until he sees the Bill.”

That was a suggestion made in reply to the
hon. member for Drayton, and I think it is
perfectly patent that that remark of yours
quite unconsciously—I do not suggest any
intention to do anything but what was quite
fair and right—that suggestion was the means
of allowing what is now contended to be the
proper time for discussion to pass by, and
therefore I say in that connection that the
House has not been quite fairly treated. I
would also point out that at a later stage
vou said, as recorded on the same page—

‘“The motion now before the House
only proposes that it is desirable to
introduce the Bill at another sitting. I
have no knowledge of what that Bill may
be. If, at a later stage, the Secretary
for Agriculture proceeds to put the Bill
through all stages under Standing Order
No. 280a, I think that would be the
proper time to raise the question as to
whether 1t comes under that Standing
Order or not.”

I am not

impugning your ruling, Mr.
Speaker. We are exceedingly

{4.30 p.m.] anxious to find out where we
are. 1 want to point out that as
the result of the ruling which you subse-
quently gave, the members of this House
were practically deprived of the opportunity
of discussion.
The SPEAKER: It was not any fault on
my part. It was the fault of the Minister
who introduced the Bill.

Hox. W. H. BARNES:
Minister is not here.

Mr. Bertram: The Minister’s remarks
inferred that he intended to put the Bill

through under the operation of the Standing
Order.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The hon. member
for Maree is quite right, but I wish to point
out that in the midst of it all this House
has fallen to the ground as far as any rights
of theirs are concerned. I think that must
be conceded. If there is anvthing faulty in
-connection with the Standing Order, in thu

I am sorry the
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interests of the community gencrally and
the rights of this House, anything that is
not clear should bhe cleared up so that we
may know what the Standing Order really
means,

The SPEAKER: I want to say a wond.
At the outset, I bhelieve the lesder of the
Opposition moved this motion to give an
opportunity for a <discussion on this Standiny
Order, which is an innovation so far as this
Parliament is concerned. No benefit could
accrue to me or to anybody else by giving
the ruling that I gave. 1 gave the ruling.
not to galn any particular time, because, as
a matter of fact, the Bill is still on the
stocks in the Upper House, and we are nc
further advanced than we would have been
had we allowed it to go through its several
stages.

Mr. MacARTNEY: We could have had
another cut at it.
The SPEAKER: TUnder his own inter-

pretation of the Standing Order the hon.
gentleman would not have had an oppor-
tunity to debate or amend the measure.

Mr. MACARTREY: We would, when the
Chairman was in the chair.

The SPEAKER: In regard to the motion
for the disagreement with my ruling that
the discussion shculd take place at the first
stage, the leader of the Opposition has
pointed out that he intended something
different to the manner in which the motion
reads. 1 want to be fair to him in that
matter. I ruled the other day that I would
allow discussion at that stage. I think I
was quite correct, because a Bill may be
introduced which does not require a Com-
mittee stage, is read a first time, printed,
and goes on to the second reading. That
is under our ordinary Standing Orders. Con-
sequently, if we are going to_allow discussion
at any stuge it must be on the first stage.

Goverxyint Meumpers: Hear, hear!

The SPRAKER: We would have to leave
the diseussion until the second reading stage
if we did not allew 1t at the first stage.
The hon. member for Oxley referred to the
Standing Order in force in New South
Wales, which the Standing Orders Committee
actually had in mind in_framing this Stand-
ing Order. That Standing Order does not
allow discussion at all, except on a motion
to send a message to the Upper House to
place the Bill again on the business paper
in that House. For the purposes of discus-
sion, the New South Wales Standing Order
is much more drastic than the Queensland
Standing Order. So is that of the Common-
wealth,  The hon. gentleman says *“ Why
did we not do likewise?”” If he will remem-
ber, the reason for not adopting the New
South Wales Standing Order was that
Queensland has the Parliamentary Bills
Referendum Act, and that Act—which is
part of our Constitution—seys that a Bill
must pass through this House on two
separate occasions and be sent to the Legisla-
tive Council before it can be submitted to a
referendum. We found ourselves up against
that difficulty. I remember distinetly that
it was pointed out at the Standing Orders
Committee meeting that, if we had a SgandA
ing Order on the lines of New South Wales,
and the Council refused the Bill upon the
frst occasion and again on the second
oceasinn, this House could not take advant-
age of the Parliamentary Bills Referendum
Act. To get over that point we framed a

Hon. W. McCormack.}
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Standing Order that would allow the Bill
to go through all its stages here, to conform
with the provisions of the Parliamentary
Bills Referendum Act.

Mr. MacartNEY: That does not refer to
a Bill that is rejected by the other House
at all,

The SPEAKER: No, it does not, but that
was the point the Standing Orders Com-
mittee had in mind, and that is why the
more «drastic method was not adopted. I do
not want to go over what I seid previously.
The Speaker has to interpret the Standing
Orders, not from a legal point of view—
not in the method adopted in the reading
of the Criminal Code. The hon. gentleman
would introduce the methods adopted in
reading the Criminal Code. Those methods
are not adopted by any Speaker, either oue
who is a lawyer or by one who is a layman,
T have looked the matter up, and I find that
in the House of Commons great Speakers
who have been lawyers invariably have
adopted the common-sense attitude, and that
is not always the strict legal reading of the
words contained in the Standing Orders.

Mr. MacarTNEY: Where the law does not
provide for it.

The SPEAKER: I must say that that
method was adopted perforce by me, because
1 am not a lawyer. I have invariably tried
to put the reasonable, common-sense construc-
tion upon the Standing Orders.

GovERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

The SPEAKER : That being the case, it
was for me to inguire what was the idea
hehind that Standing Order. The idea was
despatch. The House, being desirous of pass-
ing a Bill in exactly the same terms as that
passed in the previous session, and not having
changed in personnel from one session to
another, desires that Bill to get to the
legislative Council without delay.

GoveERNMENT MeumBERs: Hear, hear!

The SPEAKER : 1s it not reasonable that
T should construe thiz Standing Order in
such a way that. when no result can come
unless the motion to introduce is negatived
—which the hon. gentleman has the oppor-
tunity of doing—the ubmost despatch must
be observed in sending that Bill to the Upper
House? That is the way in which I read
the Standing Order. I said on a previous
occasion that probably the Standing Order
is slightly ambiguous—the hon. gentleman
will recollect that-—that it might have con-
rained the words ““ in one day.” T read into
the Standing Order that that was what was
intended~—that the Bill should pass through
all its stages here in one day, and go along
to the Legislative Council. The Acting
Premier has rightly dwelt upon the latter
part of the Standing Order, which says,
“and sent to the Legislative Council for
their concurrence, notwithstanding anything
to the contrary in these Standing Orders
contained,”

Mr. MacarTNEY: *° Without amendment or
debate.”

The SPEAKER : The hon. gentleman may
say so. That is not my reading of it. The
hon. gentleman has not stated what would be
gained by stringing a Bill over several days
without the opportunity of saying one soli-
tary word on it, or amending it in any form.
If the Parliamentary Bills Referendum Act
had not been in the way, I have no doubt
the Standing Order would have been similar

[Hon. W. McCormack.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply.

to that of New South Wales, and this House
would have been asked to pass a message
to be forwarded to the other House, request-
ing them to place the Bill again on the
business-paper That would have been the
procedure adopted, but it was preveuted by
aving an Act on the statute-book which
could not be got over without putting a Bill
through all its stages. hon. members
think the Standing Order is taking away
any of their privileges, then they can get
a meeting of the Standing Orders Committee,
and have the Standing Order altered. It
was an idea in the minds of some members
of the Standing Orders Committee, and it
was made the law. I have no hesifation in
stating again that my ruling is the correct
interpretation. I know that that was in the
minds of the Standing Orders Committee,
and is supported by the fact that in other
Parliaments in the Commonwealth, a more
drastie procedure is adopted.

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber has no opportunity now of discussing
the question.

Question—That the ruling be disagreed to
--put and negatived.

ADDRESS IN REPLY.
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. F. A, COOPER (Bremer): So far as
the references to the war are concerned, I
think that portion of His Excellency’s Speech
has been sufficiently well covered, and I wil}
not take up any portion of the time of the
House in referring to them. I will deal
more particularly with the practical portion
of the Governor’'s Speech which sets out the
work to be done by this Government during
this session, and I am sure that anybody
who dispassionately views that Speech will
say that those Bills cover ground which
back up assertions previously made by mem-
bers of this party—that this party goes about
its business very surely, very carefully, and
in accordance with the ideals of the Labour
party. Now, our opponents, who are a very
cool and calculating opposition, generally
charge the Labour party with being rash,
hotheaded, impetuous, and hasty. They say
that our legislation and our legislative pro-
gramme is generally visionarv; that it is
unsubstantial and impossible. But when they
are asked what particular measure passed
by this party it is that they object to, we
always find 1t very difficult to get an expres-
sion of opinion from them. The same thing
exists right throughout Australia. Wherever
there has been an accredited Labour party
in power, and it has done anything for the
good of the country, the Governments that

follow make no effort to repeal those
measures. 1 want to know now from the
Opposition what measures this Labour

Government have passed they will repeal if
they get into power, as they seem to want
to do. I remember reading this morning
the programme and platform of the National
party. Imitation is the sincerest form of
flattery, and we find they are imitating this
party by laying down a specific platform
and programme. We find that many of the
things they are advocating have been advo
cated by this party for many years, and, if
they are a party in direct opposition to this
party, 1 want to know what game they are
coming at. I want to remind those people
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that many, many years ago it was said on
Mount Ebal, “Cursed be he who removes
his neighbour’s landmark™; and by taking
things out of our platform and placing them
in_their platform, they are removing their
neighbour’'s landmark, and the people of
Queensland want to know on what ground
they stand—whether on Labour ground or
whether on National ground. It is likely
that curse will fall upon that party, and
they may wither up altogether, though the
people who look after the inner workings of
that party assure us that that is not likely
to happen. The exposure made by the hon.
member for Flinders last night shows that
there is some underground current at work,
and I remember reading to this House a
session or two ago a particularly interesting
document with reference to State insurance,
wherein it was shown that the National party
were absolutely entering into a contract with
2 number of insurance companies to repeal
the State Insurance Act provided a certain
Jonation was made to the funds of the
National party. The Nationalists have
attempted to wriggle around that thing; they
have attempted to explain it away; butb
nothing in the wide world will explain the
cold type of the agreement thev entered into.
It is an astonishing thing that there are
any people who have to earn their bread
by the sweat of their brow who will listen
to the blandishments of a partv such as that.
If they are not going to repeal any of the
measures that have been passed by the
Labour Administration, they must be want-
ing one thing; they must want power for a
certain purpose. I am not going to stoop
to the level of the Opposition by saying that
they want. power merely for the emoluments
of office, but I do say they want power for
the purpose of administering. They want
to administer the laws according to their own
ideas. They want to stop fresh legislation
i the interests of the people. They want
to shift the burden of taxation from the
shoulders of those who are well able to bear
it, and upon whose shoulders the Labour
party have placed it, and place it on the
shoulders of those who are unable to bear
it; and, finally, they want to educate the vouth
of the State to that condition of obedience
when they will belittle themselves before
sheir so-called betters. They want to dethrone
the doctrine of democracy—the doctrine of
helping the people—and to enthrone the
power of money. They ever worship the
money power, and I have conie into posses-
sion of & document—another of those docu-
ments that are so damaging so far as
National Governments are concerned. These
people are compelled to negotiate in the
dark; they are compelled tc conduct their
business in a peculiar way, and I have here
a very interesting document which was writ-
ten from 27 New Zealand Buildings, Queen
street, Brisbane, as long ago as 24th August.
1914, The reason why it has not been read
before is that the censor might not have
permitted it. Now that the war precautions
regulations, so far as the censorship is con-
cerned, have been repealed, we are getting
at the inner history of things. This letter
was addressed to a well-known gentleman,
Mr. Osborn J. Fenwick, general secretary,
Liberal Association of Queensland, and it
says—

7 have to report that since the war
in Burope started, there has been a seri-
ous falline off in the contributions fo
the fund.”

{20 Aveust.]
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The war started on 4th August, 1914, and on
24th August this gentleman reported that
there had been a serious falling off in con-
tributions to the fund. The letter goes on—
“ Of course, all commercial interests are
affected, and most of the houses view
the future with apprehension, not only
regarding the shortage of stocks, but the
small prospect of replenishments.”

Where did ghey get their stocks from?
he says—

“ Weveral firms have already reduced
the number of hands, and the remaining
members of the staffs have had to submit
in reductions of salaries.

“ Notwithstanding this, however,
several firms who have used the war as a
reason for not contributing, figure in
the patriotic list for considerable
amounts.”’

Then

iGovernment laughter.) Think of the terrible
crime of those people who first and foremost
contributed to patriotic funds, and left the
more important funds of the Liberal Associa-
tion to go hang! (Government laughter.)
Can you imagine anything more terrible
than the might and main of this money
power being undermined by the patriotic
funds of the nation? They can conceive of
nothing more dreadful—nothing more atro-
cious 1n the annals of crime—than putting
money into the patriotic fund that ought
to go to the party fund of the Liberal
Association. The horror expressed in the
paragraph is so clear. It goes on to say—
“1 think it as well to mention the
names of two firms from whom 1 can
get no satisfaction, and who might have
been expected to have sent their contri-
butions in without solicitation long ago.
They are Messrs; Alexander Stewart and
Sons and Perry Brothers. Mr. J. K
Stewart promised some time ago, after
severe criticism of the ¢ Denham (iovern-
ment,” to send a cheque along, but in
my last interview with him. he was
extremely brusque, and told me that he
would not give one threepence at
present.”

(Government laughter.) After having the
rrivilege of severely criticising the Denham
Government, he then refused to give 3d.
To have the privilege of denouncing the
Denham Government through an organiser
of the Denham Government ought to have
been worth £100, but to value it at less than
3d. is more than I can understand. (Govern-
ment laughter.) Then, he goes on—

“ Mr. Bond promised several times to
send a cheque round to the office, bus
eventually asked me not to worry him.
‘ That*he knew all about the funds, and
would send his contribution in good
time. ” :

I wonder if i arrived before 1915, because
that was the good time for them, when
they were to get power to control things
during that very necessary period; but,
fortunately, it was a good thing for the
veople of Queensland that in May, 1915, they
had the good sense and foresight to place a
Labour Government in power for the balance
of the time that the dreadful war raged in
Furope. Then he goes on—
““I had an interview with the Hon.
W. H. Barnes, who intimated that he
did a lot for the association outside of
monetary support.”’

Mr. F. A. Cooper.]
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‘Government laughter.) We know that siyle
of gentleman. He says, 1 will give you a
iittle contribution, but you understand that
in my quiet moments I will give you much
more secretly.,” (Government laughter.) Mr.
Barnes did a tremendous amount for the
Liberal Association in regard to the actual
funds the many times he attended the bazaars
and sales of work and bought pin cushions—
1 dare say he did a considerable amount more
for the Liberal Association than actually
appeared in his contribution. Referring
again to Mr. Barnes, he says—

“ He finally said he would consult his
brother, and would let me know what
they would do, but he has not yet in-
formed me,”

iGovernment laughter.) One of the deadly
things we have in this world is procrastina-
tion, and if the procrastination of Mr. W.
H. Barnes was responsible for the downfall
of the Liberal Government in 1915, it is the
most splendid example of procrastination that
this world knows. (Government laughter,) It
goes on further to say—

“T have also interviewed the manager
of Messrs. Denham Brothers a number of
times. He has always promised to speak
to Mr. Denham on the matter, but never
appears to have done so.”

Cannot you see that little building in Roma
street, where produce comes in and is sent
out, and the profits come in? Cannot you
imagine him saying, “ Well, Digby, old boy,
they are worrying me for that cheque,” and
Mr. Denham replying, ‘“ And they want to
cut my throat at the mnext election”?
(Government laughter.) He goes on to say—

““ These instances will enable you to
form an idea of the attitude taken up
by some of the firms who would be
expected to contribute promptly and
liberally.

“ There are still a number of promises
to be fulfilled, and I have yet to hear
from the different trade organisations
with whom I have been in communi-
cation.

“ Yours faithfully,
“®E., O. Rees.”

That is the letter. It is another damning
proof that the National Association——

Mr. MooRE: Another proof of the high
morality of the Labour party—to read pri-
vate correspondence ! (Government laughter.)

Mr, F. A. COOPER: The hon. member
talks about the high morality of the Labour
party, because it reads private correspond-
ence. He would cavil at the prosecutor in a
murder charge who brought forth a dagger
and said, “ This is the dagger with which
he tried to slay me’’; he would be such a
contemptible man in bringing forth the
private dagger with which the prisoner
attempted to slay him! (Government laugh-
ter.) These are the daggers with which the
party opposite are attempting to kill the
people of Queensland. The hon. member for
Aubigny wants to rebuke me because I de-
sire to expose these various matters. I am
astonished to think that such things can
happen. We are getting pretty well used
to the attitude of the Nationalist opposi-
tion. We know, as the hon. member for
Port_Curtis pointed out last night, that they
are in the hands of the money power, and
that all the time they are attempting to
persuade the people that they are as milk
and water, that they are very mild, and

[Mr. F. A. Cooper.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply.

there is nothing damaging about them, and
that, if we will only trust them, they will
alter no laws which the Labour party have
introduced, but will make things run more
smoothly. You have heard that—

“ There was a young lady of Niger,
Who went for a ride on the tiger;
They returned from their ride
With the lady inside,
And a smile on the face of the tiger.”

(Laughter.) That little story is too well known
by the people of Queensland, and too well
‘applied by them, ever to trust the tiger on
the other side. We know too well what would
happen to the people of Queensland if they
ever again got into the clutches of the party
opposite. We are fully aware of their inten-
tions and ideas so far as Queensland is con-
cerned. Whatever little differences may
crop up amongst the labouring class, we have
come fo the conclusion that, whatever elsc
is to be fought, the menace of Nationalism
is to be fought all along the line. We have
only one thing to fight Nationalism with,
and that is the outstanding features of the
programme before us to-day. It cun be
divided into two parts—the things for to-day
and the things for to-morrow. For to-day
we have to struggle along and keep going,
and, in order that a man may keep going,
he needs food, clothing, and shelter, The
profiteers have been abroad of late, and it
1§ very necessary for us to grapple with this
matter at the earliest moment. The capitalis-
tic system under which we live divides the
people practically into three sections—the
capitalists, the workers, and the consumers.
The capitalists are completely organised to-
day, as the letter I have read, and the ex-

posure made by the hon. member for
Flinders last night, prove. The workers
are not organised completely; they are

organised in a number of separate bodies,
and they are being urged to remain in
separate bodies, so that they may war one
with the other instead of being in one con-
glomerate body and presenting a strong face
to the enemy. We may gquarrel about the
absolute ideals of the One Big Union—
quarrel as to the way the preamble is
framed, and quarrel with some of the things
in the preamble—but I have yet to find any
wholehearted supporter of the Labour party
who has not his heart and soul in the idea of
one big union to fight their enemies, who
have been for centuries living upon them.
While the workers are not completely
organised, there is another section of the
community practically composed of workers,
and they are the consumers, who are not
organised at all. Things have been going
on for many years that we have not taken
a tumble to, but which the last four years
of war have shown us. While the worker
has been fighting the capitalist in the
matter of wages, the capitalist has been
drawing his reserves from the worker. It is
not a three-cornered fight, but Labour with
its one head is fighting this hydra-headed
monster, and this hydra-headed monster has
one of its many mouths at the back of
Labour, swallowing it from behind. Through
the consumer capital is actually drawing its
reserves from Labour. What hope have we
of fighting a beast of that description? We
have to do something to meet the terrible
position, Up to the present we have had
some faint idea that we might do it by way
of arbitration. Our friends opposife agree
with us that arbitration is an excellent
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thing. They have 1t in their programme,
and, as far as it goes, therc is nothing par-
ticularly wrong with arbitration, in so far
as it fixes the price of the worker’s commo-
dity. The worker’s commodity is his labour,

and the price of that commo-
.[5 pom.] dity is fixed by the Arbitration

Court, but the price charged for
the commodity he produces is allowed to
go unfixed, and the profiteer can charge
what he likes. 'There should be a Fawr
Prices Court which will fix the price
of the commodities that the worker produces.
We should fix the prices of all the commodi-
ties produced by the worker, so that he may
get a decent return for his labour, and.
unless we do that, the Arbitration Court
may go by the hoard. Therefore, we should
take effective wteps to fix the prices of the
commodities which labour produces, so that
the worker may get some sort of a living.
At present he is getting no sort of a living:
he 1a simply handing out from his pocket
all the day long. I believe that arbitration
and the fixation of prices should go hand in
hand. If the splendid metal which is now in
the melting pot is to come out with any
degree of purity, we must remove the dross
that is floating on the surface of that metal.

The second part of our programme refers
practically to education. I regard know-
ledge as the only effective weapon which the
workers have to wield against the capitalists.
Brute force is absolutely no use, because
meney can always obtain more brute force
than the worker. In any case, brute force
is not an ideal. Knowledge and education
constitute an ideal,:and that is the ideal for
which the Labour party is striving. The
Labour army has its advance guard and its
main guard, as well as its rear guard, and
the men at the back of the army are just
as essential to its advance as the men at the
front. The men at the front are preparing
the way for the main body. The Labour
party can look down the vista of years and
read the lives of men whose achievements
are monuments to the progress of the Labour
partv. There have been many men who have
fought, struggled, and died for this wonder-
ful gospel. There have been men who have
fallen out of the fight because they were
unable to go any further, and, worst of all.
we have had deserters from the ranks who are
now generals fighting as a rear guard for the
capitalist section. None the less the Labour
party will go on; it will keep on the path
it has sef itself to travel, and will reach its
desired goal in good time. 8o far as the
educational programme of the party is con-
cerned, I think it 1s high time that
we took steps to extend the compulsory
age for the attendance of children at

school, Fourteen years is not a fit age
at  which to take children away from
school and set them to work; they

should continue at school until they reach
the age of sixteen years. Long years ago
children of the age of seven, eight, and nine
years were taken into the mines and fac-
tories, but we have passed those times. I
believe the age of thirieen or fourteen is too
voung for children to leave school. (Hear.
hear!) We know what are the conditions
with regard to the employment of youths at
the present time, and I hold that we should
extend our trade schools, and arrange that
they shall co-operate more with the Depart-
ments of the State and with the industries of
the State, We have at Ipswich a trade
school which has something like forty boys

1918—1
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attending it, but, owing to the blundering of
the committee or the tutors in the Technical
College, that school is not as effective as it
should be. Tt was stated by authorities of
the Technical College that after those boys
had served two years in the trade school
they would be admitted to the workshops
in the Railway Department. But the offi-
cials of the Railway Department advise thart
only those candidates who pass the necessary
examination are admitted to the workshops.
and that attendance at the trade school for
a specific period is not sufficient qualifica-
tion. Nevertheless the trade school has
blundered on in its operations, and has thus
spoilt the lives of those boys. Many of the
mothers of the bovs were told that it would
be all right, and that matters would be
fixed up. But that cannot be done, because
it means, going against regulations. The
old system of doing things contrary to the
regulations has to be beaten down. I very
much regret to saw that the Technical Col-
lege authorities at Ipswich were so short-
sighted that they allowed the kind of thing
T have described to go on. I believe that
the worker should be trained, and that he
should be as skilful as possible. We would
be a better people if everybody was a trades-
man. The drug in the market in Queens-
land is unskilled labour. We have to-day =z
surplus of unskilled labour, and a shortage
of skilled labour. People sometimes ask why
trains cannot run to time. The reason is that
there are not enough mechanics available
in Queecnsland to do all the rvepairs required,
to repair the engines when they break down.
Yet the people are furning out their own
boys to be labourers. In the Ipswich work-
shops there is room for 140 apprentices, but
the man in charge of the shops says he
thinks he will take thirty boys. When he
was asked why he would only take thirty
bovs, he said, * For reasons of economy.””
T ‘think it is « regrettable thing that we
should have in charge of such an important
department a man who is so short-sighted
as that. Queensland is going to make
wonderful progress in the coming years, and
we shall require all the tradesmen we are
able to get, so that to refuse to accept boys
ag apprentices is a ridieulous thing. In five
or ten years we shall need all the trades-
men we can possibly procure, and, if we
are long-sighted enough, we would insist
upon Government departments taking all the
apprentices they can carry. Therefore I ask
the Government to take steps to see that the
public departments take all the apprentices
they are able to take under existing awards,
so that in five years’ time we may have
sufficient skilled men to turn their hands
to the very necessary work that will have to
be done.

Mr, RoBerts : Do you know that the Rail-
way Department has the full complement
allowed by the award?

Mr. F. A, COOPER: No. That may be sc
in Toowoomba, but it is not so in Ipswich.
The Ipswich Workshops can take 140 ap-
prentices, but the officer in charge thinks
that. on the score of economy, omly thirty
should be employed. I know that the argu-
ment is sometimes used that, if the Depart-
ment takes on these boys as apprentices.
the boys will expect to be kept on, and that
the Department would not be in a position
to find sufficient work for them; but I do
not think there is much force in that argu-
ment.

Mr. Guxy: Why complain about us?

Mr. F. A. Cooper.]
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Mr. F. A, COOPER: 1 am coming to
ihe hon. member again. 1 have been deal-
ing with members opposite, and 1 can deal
with them again. If they are in any way
«woncerned about the attention 1 am not pay-
ing to them, I will attend to them imme-
diately, but, if a man were to attend to all
vhe shortcomings of hou. members opposite,
an hour would not be sufficient. T doubt if a
litetime would be sufficient. (Laughter.)
Notwithstanding their boosted idea of them-
<elves, I think there are other things much
more important. I say that if the depart-
ment should raise the argument that they
will have to retain these boys, a regulation
«an casily be made saying that they need
not continue after their apprenticeship.

Mr. Roperts: You ought to be ashamed
ro say such a thing—teaching a man a
.trade, and then not giving him a job.

Mr. F. A. COOPER: I say there is no
need for it. 'The hon. member displays
just about the full limit of the intelligence
he possesses. I say that the chief thing we
are concerned about is teaching boys trades.

Mr. Roserts: And finding them work
afterwards.

Mr. F. A, COOPER: We can find them
work afterwards. I say that, even if this
excuse should be made. we need not worry
about it, because Queensland will be such a
zood State in five years’ time that we shall
be able to absorb all the tradesmen that
we can produce.

Mr. Roserts: You are employing fewer
than five years ago.

Mr. F. A. COOPER: In the railways?

Mr. RoBERTS: Anvywhere in Queensland
ro-day.

Mr. F. A. COOPER: The hon. member
does not know what he is talking about.
I know that the railways can do with every
sradesman they can get.

Mr. RoBERTS: You have got
employment too.

Mr. F. A. COOPER: The Government are
smploying more than they were five years
a2go. And, if the charge that there is more
unemployment is to be laid at any man’s
door, it should be laid at the door of those
who stand bchind the hon. member for East
Toowoomba.

Mr. ROBERTS:
more tradesmen,

Mr. F. A. COOPER: I say we are.

Mr. RoBrrrs: You are not.

Mr. F. A. COOPER: We are. I wish the

hon, member would produce some argument,
I hate this continual so-called argument—
“VYou are.” “You ain’t.” “V¥Ycu are”
¥ Vou ain’t.” (Laughter.) It is so incon-
clusive, and I believe the hon. member has
an opportunity yet of speaking. If he
would retire for about a week, he might
produce something that would last him half
an hour,

Mr. Roserrs: He is worrying you.

Mr. ¥. A. COOPER: The argument is
not worrying me at all; it is the noise that
is worrying me. (Laughter.) I say that the
Government should put on every apprentice
that the awards will allow them to do. It
is a very shortsighted policy not to put them
on now, because we think we will not be
able to employ them at the end of five years.
That is a policy that we should not pursue.
I regret to say that that is the case at

[Mr. F. 4. Cooper:
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present. We want our men to be tradesmen.
We want them to be efficient men, and they
can only be cfficient men if they are properly
trained. And the use of that word * effi-
cient ' leads me to the point that perhaps
to-day the most burning question is efficiency.
There is a good deal of misunderstanding
as to what it really means. For one thing,
it does not mean high salaries to the boss,
because vou can pay high salaries and have
no results. It does not mean big results,
because you can have big results by sweat-
ing and profiteering. And it does not mean
the greatest output per person employed,
because you can have output regardless of
conditions, regardless of health, and regard-
less of life. I think that * efficicncy > might
be summed up in the words * quantity and
quality of product in comparison with the
human effort and sacrifices involved.” It is
all very well to talk about efficiency and let
it go at that. It would be a better thing
for us to consider how it might be obtained.
And in considering that question, I think it
is just as well for us to understand that we
have to live, and that to live we have to
work. I think it is just as well for us to
lay down the principle that we work to live,
and that we do not live to work. There is
a-.vast difference between them, and I think
it should be thoroughly understood. The
fault to-day in regard to production and
efficiency is that we worship wealth, but have
no appreciation or regard for education, cul-
ture, or happiness. We make no attempt to
eliminate waste. Our managers, our con-
trollers, and our overseers and foremen seem
to have hands which still itch for the whip
of the nigger-driver, for ‘the methods of the
sweater, They do not seem to be able to
adapt themselves to new methods, and it is
not to be wondered at if the wage-plodder
naturally resents being turned into a
machine. If efficiency is only going to aim
at profit, it is no wonder that he “bucks” at
efficiency, and he naturally objects to the
introduction of new methods thrust upon him
merely to that end. I believe that the
worker is as keen for efficiency as the boss,
but it must be an efficiency in the benefits
of which he participates as well as anybody
else. As a State, we are developing enter-
prises. We are attempting to grapple with
the old, old disease of unemployment, and
we are sufficlently far advanced to know
that lopping off a limb here and lopping off
a limb therc is not of much use. We have
got to go right to the root and cure the

“disense, and the disease is the construction

of the system of society in which we live.
I do not believe that we are going to solve
the wunemployed problem absolutely, no
matter how much we may relieve it, until
we get right down to production and control
the whole thing. So far as our State enter-
prises are concerned, which, as a party, we
regard as the first step towards the co-opera-
tive commonwealth, we must have efficiency
as a first consideration, and there is a very
mistaken idea of efficiency abroad, and thas
is, that it only applies to the workman.
You hear the boss continually grumbling
that he has not got efficient men, and saying
what he could do if he had efficient men.
Efficiency should not start at the bottom;
efficiency should start at the top. If we have
not got efficiency at the top, we cannot hope
to have it anywhere else. I say that the
man in charge should be a man inspired
with a zeal for the enterprise which he is
conducting, and it is - a very regrettable fact
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shat the heads of certain industries we are
eonducting are absolutely antagonistic. Some
are luke-warm and some are half-hearted,
wind I say that the most shocking example
of this is the railways, and it is the most
shocking example because it is the oldest
State enterprise we are conducting in
Pueensland. It was instituted under different
conditions to those under which enterprises
are instituted to-day, and consequently its
constitution has made it absolutely out of
sympathy with the ideals of Labour admin-
istration. Sometimes there has been hostility
to the aims and objects of Labour adminis-
tration. I remember being one of a deputa-
‘ion to the head of the department over
wme trouble, and the man at the head
advanced the argument, “ Twenty Fears ago
we did not_have any of these things we are
having to-day. Twenty years ago we did
not have to meet the union secretary.
Twenty years ago there was none of this.”
Why, we march with the times, or we ought
0 march with the times, and to-day, if the
manager or supervisor, or overscer, or head
refuses to meet the accredited representative
of the union, the men naturally think he is
afraid, because he does not want to be beaten
or there is something he wants to hide. A
man has no idea of efficiency who advances
an excuse of that kind.

Mr.  MyrLiax: Some big Government
sfficials will not meet them.

Mr. F. A, COOPXR: They will have to
tearn to meet the accredited officials of
anionism, and those who do not will show
their lack of appreciation of present-day
methods, show that they are back in the
Adim. distant past, that they desire.to main-
fain a spirit of antagonism to their men,
that ther do not want to advance as they
ought to advance. A shocking thing occurred
' this connection in Ipswich. Iiwe boys
finished their apprenticeship and applied,
naturally, to be reccognised as tradesmen,
The foreman under whom they had served
their time reported that they were not
afficient, and he could not recommend that
they be paid as journeymen. I say that
a foreman who sent along a recommenda-
tion like that about five boys he had
trained should also have sent along his
resighation, because he was responsible
for their training, and to allow those boys
to waste five years and then say they were
not efficient casis a very grave reflection,
not upon the boys. but upon the head of
the department. That is one of the things
that make for inefficiency in the railways,
and will make for inefficiency in other de-
partments of administration unless it is
checked. It is high time the heads of
departments were given to understand that
they must take some different attitude to
that. In the Railway Department parti-
cularly there must be some co-ordination
of effort. We inust get rid of this eternal
feud between the locomotive department
and the traffic department. Some members
of those branches live for nothing else
but this strife between the two departments.
The Railway Departmens, as I say, is an
old department, fifty or sixty years of age,
ruled mostly by regulations drawn up under
the Act, and those regulations are based
on regulations which were drawn up fifty
or sixty years ago. They are based upon the
old military idea of regulations. Many
of them were absolutely taken from the mili-
tary regulations of the old country. Some
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of them were based upon prison regulations.
Based as they are upon these oid ideas,
those regulations should be swept eutirely
away. It is high time that we swept away
every railway regulation that exists to-day
and drew up an entirely new set. We must
base the new regulations upon the new ideas.
T think the basis of all the regulations should
be, not control of the employecs by the
industry, but control of the .industry by the
employces. I believe, with others, that
industry can best be controlled by the em-
ployees in the industry. They can control
it best who shoulder the responsibility, and,
as the workmen have generally shouldered
the greater portion of the responsibility—
in State enterprises, at any rate—it would
be a much better thing if they shouldered
the whole of the responsibility and the
control were given over wholly to them.
There must be one principle firmly estab-
lished in the new regulations, and that is
that every employee must be in accord
with the ideals of the industry, from the
manager down to the last lad employed.
They must all be given to understand that
they are an integral part of the mechanism
requisite for the success of the undertaking.
The result then will be creditable equally
to the last lad engaged and to the manager.
There must be the co-operation of every
man to help the industry. To-day the posi-
tion is that between the managers, the
foremen, and the men there is nothing but
antagonism; and, while that antagonism
oxists, there cannot be anything in the
nature of efficiency. We can still trace in the
Railway Department and in other branches
of enterprise the hand of the autocrat. One
of the things in which we can still trace

that is in the matter of p me*t by
regulation, To-day in the rai. .ay scevice

they still punish as they punished in the
army forty, fifty, sixty years ago. If a
man did something wrong, they stripped his
epaulettes from him; they took away stripes;
they reduced him in rank. To-day in the
railway service they do exactly the same
thing—they strip his status from him; re-
duce him in rarnlk; throw him back; make
him suffer in that way—the old, old ideas.
Cannot we advance a little? Cannot we
get along the line some way? QCannot we
move our ideas up in conformity with the
ideas that are embraced to-day? Even if it
is a new venture, cannot we venture? We
say a man who commits a crime shall be
tried by a jury of his peers, so far as the
common people are concerned. In the rail-
way service, if you commit a crime—that is,
if you break the regulations~~you are tried
by the man whose regulation you have
broken—the boss immediately over you. You
have broken the regulation with which he
governs you, He is your accuser, and he is
also your judge. He tries you; he awards
the punishment; and after punishment is
awarded we have an opportunity of going
to the appeal court. How is the appeal
court constituted? One man representing
the boss, one man representing the man.
and an independent magistrate, an unbiazsed
magistrate, with a strong leaning to the
boss; otherwise, why should the man be mn
the dock? e must have done something,
or he would not have been there! The
old, old attitude in the old, old days that
the man must be guilty; that he must have
done something, at any rate, or he would
not have had a charge brought against him.
I think it is high time we broke new ground

Mr. F. A. Cooper.]
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in the matter of regulations for the trial
of offences, I think men working m an
industry should be in complete accord with
the industry. Any man who breaks regula-
tions in such a way that it would be to
the detriment of that industry, to the throw-
ing back of that industry, should be put
out of the service. There should be prac-
tically .only one punishment for serious
breaches of the regulations, and that should
be dismissal. I think, also, that we might
try the experiment of allowing to men who
commit scrious breaches in ibhe Railway
Department the opportunity of keing tried
by the men with whom they work. Let
them be tried by their peers, and not, as
they are to-day, tried by ths man imme-
diately over them, with the right of appeal
to a court composed of a man against him,
a man with him, and an independent chair-
man who, we strongly suspect, is uncon-
cicusly biassed.

I notice in the papers to-day the programme
of the National party. I notice that they
are going to make an effort, through their
programme, to have a Chair of Medicine
and a Chair of Commerce instituted at our
University. 1 say nothing against it, but T
say we have Chairs of Medicine and of Com-
merce in other parts of Australia. Let us
also strike out on a fresh line there. Let us
institute a Chair of Industry. Let us educate
industry along effective lines—because, after
all, industry is the thing we live for—the
uplifting of the people generally. If we
have any object in life, if we have any ideals
at all, it is not to go along in the same old
way perpetually quarrelling, seeing somo
people in absolute misery and others in abso-
lute luxury. Surely we have something in
us which impels us to make things a little
better than they have been. If we can do
it, let us do it. ILet us start in the very

best way—by initieting a proper system
of education. Let us have a Chair of In-
dustry along effective lines, where there

will be effective co-operation and co-ordina-
tion of intellectually directed effort to obtain
the fulness of life by the elimination of
waste, by the application of science to indus-
try, so that the fulness of life may be
enjoved by all. Tife has to be lived, not
to be endured. The worker’s life I described
a little while ago as the life of an army--
struggling, fighting, quarrelling, repelling
this onslaught, repelling the other onslaught.
(annot we raise a higher ideal of life? Can-
not we lift it out of the idea of a thing of
struggle into something else. I hope that
in the near future we may be able to drop
the simile of an army and take on the simile
of an orchestra—striving for harmony, con-
cord, and a happy life. The hon. member
for Bulimba might even bhe a happy
drummer. Even if he beat the drum, so
long as he beat it in harmony, he would be
doing something for the community. The
man who beat the drum would be as indis-
pensable in @ good orchestra as the man who
wielded the baton. I hope the efforts of the
Labour party will continue to be directed
- along the lines of a harmonious community.
enjoying the full product of their labour and
coming into that fulness of prosperity that
the people of a State are entitled to. (Hear,
hear !)

Hox., W. H. BARNES (Bulimba): The
hon. member who has just resumed his seat
made e remark about the member for

[Mr. F. A. Cooper.
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Bulimba beating the drum in this new order
that he is endeavouring to forecast,

Mr. Kirwan: Would you rather play the
trombone ?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: It may be couv-
soling to him to know that in past days the
hon. member for Bulimba has done some-
thing perhaps more menial than beating =
drurm.

Mr. F. A, Coorgr: I did not say that it
would be enial. I said it would he as
important as wielding the baton.

liox. W. 1I. BARNES: I have done things
very much more menial than beating a drum.
If ‘there is one thing more than another
upon which I pride myself, it is that I know
all the dJifficulties associated with the lifi
of men, because I have had the privilege
and it is a privilege—of commencing at the
bottomn rung of the ladder and working up
by dint of hard work. It should be no news
to inform the hon. member that, if I had
to undertake a task of that particulfwr
deseription, T would endeavour to do it weli.
1 take it that, after all, the greatest happi-
ness in life comes to the man who believes
that he has a duty to perform and, accord-
ing to his lights, does it to the very best
of his abilitv. I do not know what the hor.

member for Bremer wmeant by

[6.30 p.n.] some of his arguments, but it

) secems to me that, boiled down.
his speech was a kind of vindication of
something that I shall have to refer to later
on in connection with certain recent happen-
ings in the North. It seems to me that the
hon. member’s contention is really this—that
all authority, practically, should be thrown
overboard and that there should be placed in
the hands of irresponsibles the duty of regu-
lating the control of public d_epartments.
That seems to be the leading point that the
hon. member sought to make. The hon
member’s references to having an unbiassed
magistrate associated with railway appeals—
he spoke sarcastically about having an un-
biassed magistrate—were utterly uncalled for.
Tf I know anything of the men who are
appointed to positions of that description.
thev enter upon their duties with a sincere
desire to carrv out their duties in an abso-
lutely impartial manner. Nothing can be
more humiliating to public life in Queens-
land than for public men to get up in this
House and speak of the men so appointed
as though they wanted to carry ouf, their
duties in an improper manner. That is
absolutely against the very best interests of
the community.

Before dealing with the Address in Reply.
I want, to comment on one or two matters
that have been referred to by hon. members.
T am sorry the hon. member for Bremer has
gone oubt of the Chamber, The other day
reference was made, by question, to the
use by returned soldiers of motor cars belong-
ing to the leader of the Opposition and
myself. Let me say here and now that
the hon. member was exceedingly unfor-
tunate in his remarks in that connection,
because, as a matter of fact, only the night
before he made that reference, my car was
at the Central Station, as it had been on
many previous occasions, to serve and help
the boys. A man who grudges his car to help
the boys, at any rate, has missed his oppor-
tunity. It is, comparatively speaking, a
very easy thing for me to allow my car to
meet the returned soldiers, but my position
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is . entirely different to that of the leader
»f the Opposition. As a matter of fact, 1
sannot drive a car; I have a chauffeur ;
while the leader of the Opposition drives
his own car; but I know sufficient of the
leader of the Opposition to know that, if
he only chose to speak in this matter, he
would put to shame even hon. members on
the opposite side who brought in that refer-
ence to our returned boys. It is only right
that these remarks should be made.

The bhon. member for Port Curtis, last
night, touched on a matter which is exceed-
ingly vital to the community. He read some
correspondence  which emanated from the
Military Department of Queensland, in con-
nection with certain people who, it was sug-
gested, should be deported. 1 want to say
here and now, and I have never hesitated
50 say it on the floor of this House, that {
Jdo not care what nationality a man is;
whether he is English, Irish, Scotch, German,
or any other nationality, if he has the ad.
vantages of British rule and British freedom,
then, if that man is not a loyal man. he
should be sent out of the country.

Mr. SroprorD : Without a trial?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: A trial is part
and parcel of British justice. One of my
own constituents received a similar notice
to that which was read by the hon. member
for Port Curtis last night. I am not saying
that any member on this side of the House
15 here to support any action that is in-
Buman or unkind towards a man because
of hi¢ nationality. When I got that notice
I immediately took action, because 1 felt it
was one of the things that did not appeal
% me, as a member of the National party of
Queensland, and I wrote to Mr. Watt, the
Acting Prime Minister of the Common-
wealth, and I received this reply from hin,
dated Tth July, 1919—

* Dear Mr. Barnes,

“In continuation of my letter of the
24th June, regarding a circular issued
by the military authorities in Brisbane.
in_ connection with the deportation of
aliens, I desire to inform vou that the
circular in question was sent without
instructions from headquarters, and the
Military Commandant in Queensland has
had his attention drawn to the error of
judgment made by him in sending such
cireular out.

* Before any naturalised subject could
be deported, 1t would be necessary that
he first be denaturalised, and even when
this course is followed, he would not be
~ent away without first having an oppor-
tunity of applying for permission to
vemain in the Commonwealth.

* Yours faithfully,
G. W. H. Wise,
* For Acting Prime Minister.”
Mr, S1oproRD : That does not apply $o the
men who came here too late to get naturalisa-
tion papers.

Hox. W, H. BARNES: It shows that the
hon. member for Port Curtis, in my judg-
ment. was seeking to make political capiial
in view of the coming Federal elections. He
was seeking to make political capital out
of that circular when.” as we know, very
frequently  letters and  cireulars are sent
ous of Government offices unknown to the
Minister, and especially from such offices as
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distant as Queensland is from Melbourne, It
is only right that I should place before this
House what was in the mind of the Acting
Prime Minister of the Commonwealth.

In connection with His Excellency’s Speech.
1 wish to say at once that any Bills that are
to be introduced, that have in them quali-
ties for the betterment of Queensland, will
have my earnest and strong support. Any
measure which has for its object the uplift-
ing of the people of Queensland will always
have my support, because I believe it is most
essential that every man in this House, what-
ever his political views may be, should seek
to help along these lines. Having said that,
I wish to state that, from my view, His
lixcellency’s  Speech largely excludes the
things that would be of benefit to this State.

The Acmineg PreMIER: That is a reflection
on His Excellency.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: It is not a re-
flection on His Excellency, because His Ex-
cellency merely reads what is put into his
hands. It is a reflection on those hon.
gentlemen who furnished His Excellency with
such an Address. The Speech very largely
in a resurrection of old Bills. Some of them
have been brought forward again with a view
to trying to induce another place to pass
thein, We had evidence of that here to-day
in the notice of motion of the Home Secre-
tary for leave to introduce certain Bills.

The Howme SecreETaRY : Don’t you believe
m them?

Hox., W. H. BARNES: I shall have an
opportunity of saying, at the proper time.

‘what T believe in, when those Bills come

before the House. At any rate, I will seek.
when they do come before us, to find out
what is the proper time, because on that
point there seems to be a difference of
opinion in the minds of the big guns of the
House.

The Home SECRETARY : Yes, but you had
a chance last session.

Hox. W. H. BARNES:
Home Secretary to know that I do not
always avail myself of my chances, I think
that the Bills that have been included in the
Governor’s programme have been put for-
ward for the specific purpose of tickling the
ear of the man outside, without having any
real business in them. I think that the
Speech itself contains a great deal of pad-
ding. 1 want to draw attention to some
of the measures to which reference is made.
There is the Legislative Council Abolition
Bill—that is an old friend—an Elections Act
Amendment Bill, a Seaforth Repurchased
Estate Bill-—

The Actrxeé PreEmiEr: That is an old
friend. :

Hox. W. H. BARNES: And a Fair Prices
Bill. I want to know if the Government
are going to start with themselves in regard
to fair prices. If the Government are going
to be fair and square, they themselves will
have to start with fair prices. May I remind
them of the fish shops, and of the big per-
centage of profit which they are getting
in connection with other business ventures
under their control”

The Acting PreEMIER: Meat, for instance.
Hox. W. H. BARNES: Quotations have
been read by hon. members opposite in the

Hon. W. H, Barnes.)

I would like the
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direction of trying to prove that enormous
profits have been made.

The Acrine PreEMIER: Has there been any
profiteering ?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Yes. there has
been profiteering. and the profiteering has
taken place practically by the Treasurer.
It will be interesting to see if the Govern-
ment are going to trv fair prices in some of
their own departments, because, if the State
has done one thing more than another in
connection with some of its projects, it has
heen to raise the price of commodities.

We are told there is going to be a Legis-
Iative Comneil Abolition Bill brought in.
What is the offence which the Council has
commitied against the (Government?

Mr. Duwstax: They have been too long
on the political stage.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I hope the hon.
member mav have as good a record as hon.
nembers in another place; if so, he will
have nothine to be ashamed of. What is the
offence of the Council? Is it because it has
been a pretection to the community against
spoliation by the Government?

Mr. Carter: It has saved the profiteers.

Hox. W, H. BARNES: If it had had the
opportunity of doing its duty, some of the
profiteers who make a very great noise would
have been dealt with. It has not done that,
hut it hax come along and said that British
lustice should be done. (Government langh-
ter.) It has said that when cortain things
are acquired. thev shall be acquired * on
just terms.”  Surely, we are not going to
tear justice into shreds in connection with
the administration of the (Government of
this countrv ! Opne of the things we have
resolutely «et our face against is the wilfully
doing an injustice to anv person in the com-
munity, because that would do untold damage
in the community itself.

Then there is to be an Elections Act
Amendment Bill. Has the Acting Premier
been bringing himself and his constituency
into line? Does he propose to remove the
inequality which exists in covnection with
the representation of the people? If votes
arc, comparatively speaking, equal, allowing
for a proportion in favour of the country.
is it fa'r that there should be electorates
with 12.000 voters and other electorates with
2,000. and that rbe Government should be
unwilline to rectify the iniustice? Does the
Actine Premier say that it is just to place
one electorate in that respect at such a
great dizadvantage with another electorate?
Is it due to the fact that the hon. gentleman
is afraid to tackle the matter, because the
brains are on the side where the big electo-
rates are? (Government langhter.) Why is
it that & man who has a reputation for going
straight  like the Treasurer should ap-
parently hesitate to influence hix colleagues
in the direction of doing justice? The
Toowong and Toombul electorates have each
about 12,000 electors, while the Acting
Premier’s electorate has onlv about 2,000, and
vet the hon. gentleman is sitting complacently
on the front bench.

The Acrixe PrEMiER: I will confess that
those 12,000 electors in Bulimba did not
deserve credit when they elected you. (Go-
vernment laughter.)

Box. W. H. BARNES: I confess that I
have some feclings of sorrow for the 2,000

[Hon. W. H. Barnes.
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electors in tho electorate which the hesn.
member represents. (Laughter.) What is
going to become of the principle of adult
suffrage? If John Brown is as good as Tomw
Jones, how is it that the John Browns in
Bulimba, Toombul, and Toowong are not as
good as the Tom Jones’s in the hon. mem-
ber’s_electorate? However, I presume that
the Bill to which prominence is given in
the Speech really has to do with giving
a vote to minors. It seems to me that this
is one of those things with which the Govern-
ment are tickling the community, and making
certain classes think that the Government
are their only friends.

Then. I want to deal with the Seaforth
Repurchased Hstate. I admit that the Sea-
forth Estate was not a good purchase.

Mr. Carter: A very smellful purchase.

Hox. W. H, BARNES: The hon. member
knows as well as I do that the estates that
were repurchased by the Liberal Govern-
ment were, on the whole, satisfactory pur-
chases. that none of them were smellful, and
that there has been no loss, even including
the Seaforth Hstate.

The AcTixg  PREMIER:
Jimbour ?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I think that whex
Jimbour was repurchased, the hon, gentle-
man was sitting behind the Government whe
repurchased it,

The AcTiNg PREMIER: No.

Hon. W. H, BARNES: I may be wrong:
but that is my impression. There ix nothing
in the Speech in the nature of creating new
industries. The whole cendeavour seems io
be to try to catch the cars of the unwary
outside.

What  about

Another question which must be faced by
the community generally—and I take it that
this question is bigger than party politics—
is the fact that Queensland 1s face to face
with a depletion of the country districts.
I am quite prepared to admit that some of
the factors which contribute to that state of
things cannot be controlled by the Govern-
ment: but there are other factors which may
be controlled by the Government, and whieh
are not being controlled by them. The pro-
ducer is heing squeezed out—and here I max
say I want to consider this matter apart
from politics and only in the interest of the
State—the producer, I say, is being squeezer
out. The tendency has been to induce mer
in the country, especially young fellows, te
come into the city. I am referring now t«
agriculture and dairying, more particular
dairving. If a man wants to make a succesr
of dairying, he has to work early and late
seven days a week, and the returns from his
labour are not all that could be desired.
The advantages which people in the country
enjoy are not very great as compared with
the advantages enjoyed by residents in towns
and cities. The producer finds himself living
at a distance from the metropolis, where
there are all kinds of advantages, such ax
theatres and picture shows—advantages which
are not available to country people, bus
which must attract young fellows to the city

The TREASURER: What attracted you to
the city?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The Treasurer
knows I did my job in the country wzll, and
was thus attracted to the city. Distance
from the metropolis is a factor which is
influencing the settlement of men on the
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land. Then, again, the producer finds that
he is a target for all the additional taxation
that is imposed. Further, every new indus-
trial award means a temptation to the young
men in the country to leave their employ-
ment and come into the towns or cities.
The TREASURER: Are vou against awards?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I am not against
awards, and I am not against arbitration.
What I say is, that we have to face the posi-
tion fairly and squarely, and ascertain what
is going fo be the outcome of this continual
trend of country people towards the city.

he time is not perhaps very far distant
when the Government of this State will have
to do something in the direction of giving
some assistance to men on the land in order
to keep them there. I am sorry to say that
lately Queensland and other parts of Aus-
tralia have suffered very keenly from the
effects of a drought. It requires a man with
a very stout heart to remain on the land
after he has put a crop in and seen it fail,
We shall, T say. have to face the problem
of keeping men on the Jand, because. unless
the men on the land are kept there and
prosper, it iy as evident as the fact that I
am present in this House to-night that the
cities must suffer. '

I wish to draw attention to another matter.
Our position has changed as a result of the
war, and it is necessary for us to see that
our population is increased. When I think
of the large territory we possess, 1t seems to
me that we who are sent here by the con-
stituencies to look after their interests should
try to help the State in this respect, and
that. instead of the Government bringing
forward some of the Bills which are men.
tioned in their programme. they should earn.
estly set about seeing what can be done in
the way of preparing for the day when it
will be noticeably manifest that we require
a Jarger population in the State. No mem-
ber can speak about the war through which
we have passed without recognising that the
boys who have left Australia and gone to
the front have done their best in our inter.
ests. But the very fact that we entered into
the war has made it wmore patent that we
are part and parcel of a great Empire. I
do not think there is any man in the com.
munity who would not wish that this country
should be part and pareel of the great Empire
to which we belong. The fact that we are
part and parcel of that Empire should cause
us to recognise that the war has placed us
in a new pesition, and [ want to ask those
who are listening to my voice to-night if
that has not been foreibly brought before
us by the report of Lord Jellicoe® The
British Government, and those associated
with them. recognise that there is going to
be a new responsibility placed upon Aus-
tralia in conucction with our navy. Lord
Jellicoe has said that Australia must protect
herself and must have her own navy, and,
according to the veports which have been
published, he has also said that it will be
necessary fer us to have assistance from the
British Government. We must aceept the
respousibilities which have been placed upon
ws in that particular regard, and I say that
our duty i~ ohvicus. :

One of the duticx we should attend to is
that of making our land laws more attrac.
tive. I do not believe in the principle which
is enunciated by members on the other side
of the House that men should be asked o
come here and then be told that all they
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are to get so far as land tenure is concerned
is a perpetual lease. The man who wants
to take up a small holding does not want a
perpetual lease; he wants to feel that be
owns the freehold, and that the land which
he takes up and improves is his own. I am
quite prepared to admit that a lot of land
has been held under leasehold in Queensland.
I am also quite prepared to admit that even
those unfortunate people who were washed
out at Clermont have taken up leaseholds.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
The people there prefer the leasehold
system.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I doubt that very
much: 1 think theyv are exceedingly sorry
they have had to take up leaseholds.

(Sitting suspended between 6 pom. and T p.m.i-
Honx. W. H. BARNES: One of the very

necessary things to be done in connection with
settlement is to make provision for providing
water upon the lands which are being opened
up I recognise that it is not a bit of use
tn put men on the land, possibly only to
find that at the very commencement they arc

assailed with drought, and, having very
little water, it may wmean ruin for them
unless they are financially strong. It is our

duty to improve by making provision for
th» men who, after all. are the backbone of
the community.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
land arve you referring to now?

Hon. W, H. BARNES: The hon. member
knows that there are localities where the
water supply is not good, where there are no
natural rivers: and to a large extent weo
should svail ourselves of the opportunity to
put down “artesian bores.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PuUBLIC
ix being done in places,

Hox. W. H. BARNES: That was donc
by the CGovernment of which I was a, mem-
ber, but I say it wants to be done again and
again, to make it casier for the man who is
settling on the land.

There ix one phase of things that we must
consider.  Though we are only one of ths
Rtates—a very important State—of the Com-
monwealth, still we have entered into 2
League of Nations through the Common-
wealth Government, and we have taken upon
ourselves certain responsibilities which,
feel, will demand the fullest attention from
every man in the days to come, whether he
be a member of the State or the Federal
Parliament. 1 think T am right in saying
that not only should the Federal Parliament
have representation at the League of Nations,
but that it would not be an unfair thing
that the State Parvliaments should have some
representation  also,

The SECRETARY FOR PoeBric Lanps: Surely
you do not distrust vour Imperial Govern-
ment ¥

Hox. W, H. BARNES: T do not distrust
the Imperial Government one bit, but the
knowledge which a member would have
coming from a particular State wo'uld be of
very great value in the deliberations. No
one for one moment would suggest that the
making of that suggestion arises from any
distrust of the Imperial Government. I am
an Australian, but I believe in the Imperlai
Government, and believe that they will do
a fair thing by us in Australia.

Hon. W. H. Barnes.]

What
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Just now we have a responsibility cast upon
us to assist more and more in the develop-
ment of the State along the lines of manu-
facturing. I fancy that in some directions
Victoria holds the key to the position, but
surely we should do what we can genemlly
and not only in one direction, to develop the
great State of Queensland. It will be ad-
mitted that we have abundance of raw
material in some directions, and I want to
congratulate those men in Queemland and
possibly to a larger extent elsewhere, who,
as a result of the stoppage of the 1mporta~
tion of some lines, took advantage of that
+ret and manufactured articles in Australia
which had previously come from abroad. It
is distinctly along those lines that we can
help to develop the State.

It also seems to me that we should, to a
very large extent, husband our resources.
For a very brief moment I want to deal
with the financial position, and I think we
should endeavour to keep that gquestion away
irom the realm of party politics. I believe
that, if the Acting Premier were willing to
give to this House his own views in regard
to the financial position generally, he would
say that it required the closest considera-
tion, and called for a tight grip, because it
appears that not only in Queensland, but
right throughout the world, we are faced
with financial difficulties, Possibly I shall
be told that 1 am a kind of Jeremiah, but
it 1s a patent fact right throughout the world.
Take. if you will, Lloyd George and the
Federal Prime Minister, who again and again
have referred to the need for exercising the
greatest care so far as the finances are con-
cerned. It is a fact, whether we like it or
not. that we have been spending a very
considerable sum of money in Australia, and.
having contracted debts, must pay them.

Mr. Hartiey: Of course, you want to pay
the interest on the war loans.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I take it that any
Government should carry out their obliga-
‘tions to those with whom they have entered
into_ contracts. The policy of the party
on this side of the House is not to repudiate
contracts, but to adhere to them, and carry
them out.

Mr. Harriey: The policy of this party is
i keep faith with the worker.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: A writer in the
" Age” recently, after dealing specifically
with other States, said, with regard to

#Jueensland—

“The position s equally bad in
Queensland. The present Government
came into office pledged to economy.
When it took over the reins in 1915
there was a surplus of £3,258. On 3lst
December last there was a deficit of
£371,000. During its last year of office
the Denham Government spent £7,199,000.
In its firsi year the Ryan Government
exceeded this by £472,000; in its second
year by £935,000, and in its third year
1t planned to exceed it by £1,550,000.

¢ All the other States also show a con-
siderable increase in their public service,
and, generally, the position of Australia
in this regard is rapidly becoming des-
perate. TUnless the various Governments
soon make up their minds that system-
atic economy is imperative, there will be

a black day in store for Australia,™
Mr. BErTRAM: In what way would you

wffect economy 7

[Hon. W. H. Barnes.
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Hox. W. H. BARNES: That is a very
pertinent and plain question. There has
been a tendency on the part of the Govern-
ment unduly to fill up departments.

The Acting PREMIER: You would have
wholesale sacking.

Hox. W. H, BARNES: No;
out to do that. In answer to the hon. mem-
ber for Marec, I say the duty of the Govern-
ment, if they have been—and I believe they
have—carrying on an orgy of expenditure,
is to put on the brake, and see that the
policy of the departments in placing men
here, there. and everywhere should cease,
and that fime should be one of the factors
in righting the position.

The Actine PreumiEr: Would you take it
away from the hospitals, or starve the chil-
dren?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: That is getting a
threadbare argument on the part of the hon.

I am not

gentleman. Let us look again at seme of
the conditions in Queensland as they are
to-day. There are two factors. One is that

Quecnsland is the most heavily taxed of the
States, and another is that if is apparently
procpedmgr along lines which are going to
lead to heavier taxation still.

Mr. WHITFORD : By profiteers.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: If the taxation is
to get at the profiteers, they will be found
on the other side—not ounly at the men who
may be in business—it 1s said they are
profiteering, but I do not know any of them
—but the men who are ‘ brief barons” and
such like. Let me deal with one phase of
our life as it affects the Administration
itself.  Nince this Government came into
office they have systematically spent more
money in some depariments from Loan Fund,
and reduced the amounts paid from ordinary
revenue, 1 am referring more paltlcula,rlv
to the Works Department. Let me illustrate
what I mean. The amount spent from
revenue by the Department of Public Works
on bulldmgi in 1913-14 was £192,785; in
1914-15 it was £228,689; in 10915-16, £173, 866 :
in 1916-17, £166, 504; in 1917 18, £142,866.
Ever since this Government came into office
they have gradually whittled down the
amount spent in public works from revenue,
and increased the amount spent from loan.
It all indicates a tightening of the finances.

The MSECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCIION :
New schools have been put up.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I recognise that
the hon. gentleman is always willing to help
in connection with schools, and I am not
scolding him for that. I am scolding him
for not getting his colleagues to see the
importance of the position, and to shape
their course so that they will adopi legiti
mate methods in connection with finanece.
The amount spent from Loan Fund in 1913-14
on public works and buildings was £72,657:
in 1914-15—the last year of the Denham
Government—it was £77,333; in 1915-16—the
first year of the Ryan Government—£151,574 ;
in 1916-17, £205,372; and in 1917-18, £158 157.

The Acting PreEMIER: We bullf a lot of
schools.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: If the hon. gentle-
man will take the trouble to put the two
sets of figures together, that argument of
his will be at once dissipated, because, taking
the expenditure on buildings from revenue
and loan together, it will be found that the
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Liberal Administration spent about as munch
vear by year as has been spent under the pre-
sent Administration. The railways produced
a net revenue in 1915-16 of £1,289,000; in
1916-17, £837,780; and in 1917-18, .£613,764.
‘What is the explanation of that? An hon.
member—I think the hon. member for
Murilla—the other night asked a question
which revealed a tremendous shrinkage in
the train mileage and a very large increase
in the number of railway employees. Is it
any wonder that there should be a shrinkage
along those particular lines when that kind
«f action is being followed? Let me draw
attention to another phasc in connection with
tinance. I said a while ago that Queensland
was the most heavily taxed of the States.
I am quoting now from the ‘“ Year Book of
Australia = for 1917.

The Acmixg PREMIER: We tax the rich
men in Queensland.
Hox. W. H. BARNES: My time is

Hmited, and 1 will not reply to these unruly
interjections from the hon. gentleman. The
taxation per head of population in 1917 was:
New South Wales, £1 9s. 1d.; Victoria, £1
12s.; South Australia, £1 13s. 8d.; Western
Australia, £1 6s. 1d.; Tasmania, £2 3s. 11d.
Queensland, I suppose, the Acting Premier
will say, takes pride of place with £2 6s. 8d.
per head of population.

The Acrine PREMIER: It comes out of the
pockets of the rich men.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: 1 am very glad to
know it comes out of the rich man’s pockets.
because then it is coming out of the hon.
gentleman’s pocket.

The AcTINg PREMIER :
impartial T am.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The total Com-
monwealth and State taxation per head of
the population was: 1915-16, £4 16s. 7d.; and
1916-17. £6 17s. 6d. Now. let us look at
another phase of it. The State expenditure
per head of population in Queensland was,
w 1914-15, £10 12s. 7d.,, and in 1916-17, £12
3s. There is no doubt a rapid rise in that
varticular regard. Am I not right, there-
fore. in saying that there is abundant need
for every man who is a statesman, for every
man who is conducting a department, for
»very man who believes that this State wants
the Dest that we can give, to look into the
matter and see that we face the financial
position so that we shall be able satisfac-
vorily to deal with it¢ The Treasurer must
know that, if the finances break down, there
must come a lot of other things in the wake
of that breakdown. .

The Acrine PrEMIER : There is no danger
i the finances breaking down.

Hox. W. H. BARNE®: Is it not a fact
that the Acting Premier has had to go to
the Savings Bank and get s£1,000,000 to help
the finances so that they would not break
down ?

The Acrie PrREMIER: [
much as you did.

Hox. W. H. BARNER:
Premier deny that?

’gh(- Acting PrEMIER: You had £3,000,000
odd.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Can the hon
gentleman deny that he had to go to the
Savings Bank to get a million of money?
{f the money were called in, the hon. mem-
ser knows the difficulty. he' would have in

It shows you how

did not get as

Can the Acting
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repaying it. I want now to deal with the
question of arbitration. It seems to me that
we have to look into the question of how
it is arbitration has failed to some extent.
I am a believer in arbitration with all its
disadvantages, but I am not a believer in
the sentiment which appeared in the columns
of a daily paper recently, which practically
said to the men, “Flout the Arbitration
Court. It will be all right in the near
future, as vou have a sympathetic Govern-
ment.” I notice also a message from the
Assistant Minister for Justice, the Hon., Mr.
Gillies, with regard to certain things that
happened to men employed in the Railway
Department, and their suspension. 1 notice
the Minister is particularly careful in what
he says. This is what he said--

“ Your wirte received. This matter is
under consideration by the Cabinet.”
The Acrixe Premipr: Is that what you

complain about *

Hox. W. H. BARNES: No. I awt going
to tell you something more. Then I notice
that Mr. H. J. Ryan sent a wire to Mr.
Murchison, (‘airns, as follows:—

“ Approve railway workers action.
and think, as unionists, they could not du
otherwise, Urging {"abinet to reinstate.”

That is all in keeping with what was said
by an hon. member of the other side this
afternoon, practically stating that the men
themselves should control and direct what is
to be in Queensland. Tf that happens. what
a pretty mess we shall get into! What =
shocking mess we will get into! There is
another wire to Mr. Murchison. (lairns. in
reply, which reads.-.

“Thanks vour action regarding
comrades, Trades Hall Council and
unions’ delegation to Premier is being
arranged. In the meantime I think it
advisable to rvefrain from making any
announcement. Matter of retrospective
pay i in hand.  (8igned) Rymer,
Northern organiser.”

There is one other name here. I refer now
to the hon. member for Cairns. Hon. mem-
bers will understand that T am not dealing
with the high office of the chair. This is
what the hon. member for Cairns wired—
“Have already urged Government not
to penalise men for obeying their uniorn.
Northern members acted conjointly on
this martter: think Government be
persuaded take more lenient view
shortly.”
That shows there is a conspiracy going on.
Of course, Mr. Speaker. T do not suggest
that vou are in that.

The SPEAKER: I would suggest, if the
hon. member wishes to attack the hon. mem-
ber for Clairns, that he should take the oppor-
tunity when the House is in Committee so
that the hon. member for Cairns will have
an opportunity of replying.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I am very sorry,
Mr. Speaker, but I hope you will not rule
me out of order for eriticising the hon.
member for Cairns.

The SPEAKER : 1 only make the sugges-
tion,

Hox. W. H. BARNES: [ respect the sug-
westion, and, if the House likes to exclude
the hon. member for Cairns, so be it: but.
at any rate, there was @ conspiracy going on

Hon. W. H. Borves.]
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apparently by which it was suggested--1 do
not suppose the Acting Prcmxer will deny
it—by Whlch it was suggested, *“ Let slecping
dogs lie.”

The Acmixe Preamier: I did not say that.

Hox. W. II. BARNES:
not.

Mr. KIrRwaAN: A very wise proverb that.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I do say that we
have to face this position—that, if we want
to have law and order, we must have con-
trol. If every man is going to be his own
Jjudge of what is right and of what is fair,
what sort of a po%ltmn shall we get into?
Are we not all of us under control? Why,
I 2 now under your control, Mr. Speaker,
and, if I offend, you can very sharply bring
me to order, and 1 say it is essential that
where there is a big department such as
the Railway Department, such a department
should be under control. I notice that the
Minister is reported to have said that, if
the men promised not to offend again, they
might go back. I think that 1s a very
veasonable and a very proper suggestion fo
wmake; but it must be laid down, and
Pmphahoally laid down, what is to be the
policy of the Government in that regard.
If the Government want to wreck Queens-

T know you did

land, they will play absolutely into the
hands of ‘the men who, after all, want no
authority and want to pull down. The Go-

vernnient themselves have created @ mighty
instrument which is seeking to wreck them.
T can remember when that genial member
the Seeretary for Public Lands used to go
vound and tell the people that they were
heing most unfairly and improperly treated.

The SECRETARY FOR PusrLic Laxps: Hear,
hear!

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Those chickens are
now coming home to roost, and the instru-
ment they have created is an instrument
which is striking at the very vitals of the
community, There is no doubt that the
Secretary for Public Lands is one of those
who is responsible for what is happening.

So far as the policy of the Government is
concerned, the Speech is full of padding.
It seems to me that, if one reads the Speech
through, he can, in another sense, read into
it a remark which was made by a_ Minister
of the Crown-——namely, that the Speech is
full of cant and humbug. Very largely, it is
full of cant and humbug.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaxDS: Do you
accuse the Governor of that.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: No, nor do I
accuse the hon. gentleman of it.  There

are loyal references made in that Speech
which must have cost a very great deal to
make them.

The AcTING PREMIDR:
flection on the Governor.

Hox, W. H. BARNES: No. It must have
cost '\Ilnle[(’l‘\ a very gleat deal of trouble
to make those remarks, because there are
some Ministers—not all of them, and by no
means all of them-—who never once mounted
a platform to assist in any way to give a
welcome to the boys who are coming back.
I want to ask: Can we have any confidence
in utterances like this, when we know that
the Premier attended the Amsterdam con-
ference, and was prepared to associate with
our onvmi(n while the war was on? Is it not
also a fact that we have some hon. gentlemen
opposite who went to the Perth conference,
and asked for *“Peace by negotiation,”

[Hon. W. H. Barnes.

That is another re-

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply.

when the old couutry was facing a position
that was as dark as 1t possibly could be?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: Was it
not ** Peace by negotiation?”’

Hox. W. H. BARNES : Yes, but no thanke
to those men who went to Perth and tried
to do what they could to pull down the
Empire at that time.

Mr. VowLes:
tiow,

They cliecred for the revolu-

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The hon. member
is right: such a call was reported from
Perth. Now., we find in the Speech these
words

It must be a source of intense gratifi-
cation to you that the dreadful war
which for more than four years had
devastated the fairest portion of Europe
and had caused appalling loss in life
and treasure has come to an end.”

The Actise PreMiEr: You should not
oppose that sentiment,

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I do not oppost
the return of peace. I thank God for the
return of peace, but I say that it is regret-
table, when some public men of Queensland
had the opportunity of testifying where they
were, and of trying to help the old country,
that, instead of ‘doing that, they were pulling
the strings all along the line to try and dowr
the old country. Now, however, they come
out as full-blown loyaliat:’, and pose as being
men who were most anxious to serve the
Empire at a critical time. I want to clos
by saving there are some matters rveferred
to in the Specch which will receive my
hearty support. Mention is made 'xbout
overcrowding in the city. I think it is a sin
and a shame to permit overcrowding, and.
should any attempt be made to prevent over-
crowding, I shall only be too glad to assist
the Government. Any measure that has
for its object the development of a more
satisfactory -citizenship, will always have my
assistance and support. I know attempts
have been made by some hon. members oppo-
site to try and create the impression that
members on this side of the House have uo
sympathy for the worker. Our sympathy is
broad and wide, and we are out to help the
meek, the poor, the needy, and do anything
along the lines of constitutional Government
to help the people to work out the great
llebtlll\ that lies before this State, and, 1f W
do that, we shall not have failed in our duty
to the country.

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): I was very sorry
to hear the hon. member who has just re-
sumed his seat make an attack on members

on this side, by accusing them

{7.30 p.m.} of having no sympathy with the

old country, but I will refer te
that later on.

To some extent, my speech will deal with
North Queensland and my own electorate.
I notice a paragraph in the Governor’s
Speeeh which reads—

* With regard to State enterprises asso-
(mtnd with mining, the queﬁtlon of an
iron and steel works site is still engaging
the closest attention of my advisers; the
arsenic works at Jibbenbar arc already in
the experimental stage; the Chillagoe ‘and
Ktheridge railways, and the mines and
works connceted with them, have beexn
taken over: the Bamford battery con-
tinues to work satisfactorily: the Bowen
coalmine nceds only the completion of
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the ratlways to it to make its develop-
ment  practicable and successful: and
prospecting for coal on the areas reserved
for State purposes is being continued at
Styx River and Baralaba.”

1 am very pleased to say that, so far as the
Bowen State coalmine is being developed,
there has within the last few days been a
bulk test made of the coal from the Bowen
seam for coking purposes, and I am glad
to say that the coke which I have in my
hand is a sample of the coke made from the
seam on the Bowen River coalfield. (Hear,
hear! and laughter.) I believe there are
seventeen similar samples to this at the
Mines Department, which hon. members can
inspect. The Bowen seam has been proved
by a shaft recently sunk to be of a thickness
of 10 feet 10 inches of good coal, and this
is some of the coke that has been made from
the coal in that seam. Hon. members will
remember that, when the discussion on the
Iron and Steel Works Bill took place, I
stressed the point that three of the principal
countries in the world had been built up by
the development of coal and iron—namely,
Great Britain, Germany, and the United
States of Amebica. T am satisfied that, as
time rolls on, and we develop the Bowen
coalfield, we shall find it one of the biggest
coalfields in Australia, if not In the civilised
world. We have five seams of coal in less
than 500 feet of sinking. I would be lacking
in my duty to the North if I did not bring
this matter up, because, after all, no matter
what Government has been in power, the
North has not been developed as it should
be developed, as I shall prove before I sit
down. There is no better place for the
establishment of iron and steel works than
North Queensland, and the best placs to
establish these works is at Bowen. (Hear,
hear! and laughter.) We have a suitable
site there. I was taught, long before I saw
Port Denison, that the Bowen Harbour is the
third harbour in Australia. I was always
taught that Sydney Harbour was first, then
Port Curtis, and Port Denison came third.
We not conly have the coal deposits, but
what the Bowen people believe should be the
site.  We have in the Bowen Harbour an
immense volume of limestone—over 1,000,000
tons are in sight above the surface—and it is
State-owned. The member for Bowen has
seen to it that it was reserved to the State.
Then again, nature has been most kind to
us in the North, as anyone who has studied
the iron deposits of Queensland must know,
and it is only fair to tell the truth, that
the largest iron-ore deposits known in the
State of Queensland are in the Cloncurry
district. Mount Leviathan has a deposit of
10,000,000 tons. Then again, quite recently
the Government Geologist has told us that
Mount Philp, a few miles beyond Clon-
curry, contains no less than 20,000,000
tons, also above the surface, and could be
easily mined. In other words, in these two
deposits alone we have 30,000,000 tons of
iron-ore, and I am satisfied that, if we do
not develop it, the little brown man would
be only too pleased to develop it. I believe
that during the past few years the Japanese
have inspected the deposits at Mount Levi-
athan. 1t has been argued that the distance
from Cloncurry to Bowen is too great to
bring the ore to the seaport and make it
into iron. I deny that. No matter what
those who believe that it is too far away
may say. they have to convince me that
it is roo far away. The distance from
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Cloncwrry to Bowen is 601 miles. They say
that the expense on our railways would be
too great to bring the iron ore that distance
and manufacture it into iron and steel, My
reply to that is, that in some portions of my
electorate there are only about three trains
per week, and the same thing is true of
many other parts of Queensland. To make
our railways pay we must have increased
production, and there must be more trains
tun over the railways. Presuming that each
mile of railway cost £5,000, and there are
only six trains per week running over that
mile, occupying one hour per week, in one
hour that railway service has to earn interest
upon capital invested, and maintenance like-
wise. My contention is that, if we develop
those iron-ore deposits in the Cloncurry dis-
trict, and we could brin% a trainload of ore
over the railway from Cloncurry to Bowen
every hour, we would be sble to carry our
ore at a mere fraction per ton. Even sup-
posing the iron-ore did not pay—that we had
to carry it at a slight loss—would it not be
better fo bring the ore from the place where
naturc has been so lavish in putting such
immense deposits, than not to develop them'?
Ti is all moonshine to tell us that we cannot
compete against other countries in the manu-
facture of iron. Where you have a moun-
tain it is easily mined. I think you could
mine it and put it on the trucks for 2s. 6d.
a ton. It is there in abundance. Nature
has been most kind to us in the North. It
is in the North where the big things are,
just the same as with the men who count
in this Parliament—the big men of this
Parliament. You have only to lock at the
front Treasury bench and the Speaker's
chair to realise that.
GoVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. COLLINS: Another reason why I am
advocating the establishment of iron and
steel works north of Brisbane is in regard to
population. The hon. member for Bulimba
referred to the fact that the country was
getting depleted of population. I have a
few figures here in reference to the popula-
tion of Northern, Central, and Southern
Queensland. I wrote to the Registrar-
General on the 28th of last month, asking
for the estimated population of the northern,
central, and southern divisions of the State
ten years ago, five years ago, and at the
present time, and he writes—

“In reply to your letter of the 28th
instant, asking for the estimated popu:
lation of the Northern, Central, and
Southern divisions of the State for ten
years ago, five years ago, and at the
present time, I heg to inform you as
tollows 1 —

Nerthers. (antrol. Southeri.

Persons. Persors.  Persons

1908 .. 122,614 70,858 364,764
1813 . 124848 82,764 452,546
Increase on 1908 2,234 11,905 87,782
1918 . 130,512 86,738 477,190
Inerease on 1913 5,664 3,974 24,644

Total increase

since 1908 7,898 15,879 112,426

The increase in South Queensland in that
case amounted to the total population of
North Quesnsland, within a few thousands.
We can ecasily understand why Southern

Mr. Collins.]
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Queensland grows, and why fthe nrogress
of the North is retarded. We have not got
the secondary industries in the North that
vou have in Southern Queensland. But,
considering that we have iron ore deposwa,
roal deposwa from which such excellent coke
can be made, limestone deposits, and mag-
nesite——that we have everything necessary for
the ostablishment of iron and steel works—it
seems to me that the Government should
seriously consider the suggestion to estab-
lish those works in that part of the State.
(loke is a_ very important thing for North
Queensland. With coke, the Cloncurry cop-
per fleld can be developed, and thaf field
i one of the largest copper fields in the
world. Al that is required to enable it to be
developed is cheap coke. The iron and steel
works should be established in either the
North or Central Queensland, to enable us
to settle those parts of the State. Quire
wcgntly as a member of the Public Works
Jommission, I travelled over a greater por-
tion of the North than I had ever travelled
over before, and I had previously travelled
over a uood part of that part of Queens.
land. VVhen I saw the magnificent ‘ands
which are to be found on the Barkly Table-
land, and the stream of the Gregory River
containing millions of gallons of water which
were rushing to the coast, I said.* Oh where,
oh where are the peop le?” It is all very
well to talk about cattle and sheep, but
neither cattle nor sheep ever make a great
nation. That splendid country is within
a few dayy travel of the millions of people
in Japan, China, and other parts of rhe
ast, and I contend that it is the duts of
this Government—and not only of this Go-
vernment, but also of the Commonwealth
(rovernment—to assist in the work of
developing that part of Queensland. The
Barkly  Tableland, which is not all in
Queensland, extends for 360 miles iu length,
and Is 200 miles wide, and it contains some
of the most magnlﬁcent land that ever a
man travelled over. If T had my way, not-
withstanding the stringency of the State
finances. I would put a sum of money on
the Fstimates to enable every member of
this House to go and inspect that part of
{Jueensland, where there are fewer people
than are to Le found in one of the suburbs
of Brisbane. This State has to grow in
the futare much faster than it has grown in
the past. and it can only grow by dovelopmﬁ
our railways and our natural resources.
Personally T am tired of talking about this
matter. and I say that it is time we did
something more than talk abouts it, and
I hoper the Government will consider the
remarks 1 have made this evening with
reference to the establishment of iron and
steel works in the North. The hon. mem-

ber for Bulimba this afternoon referred
to the fact that his electorate contains
12.000 electors. My electorate has 7.227

slectors—very nearly 2,000 more than it had
when I was first retulned in 1915, I am
proud to say that it is one of the eclectorates
in the North which is growing, and I hope
it_will continue to grow, and that it will

still return me as its representative to
Parliament. Quite recently 600 and odd
names were put on the electoral roll. I am

not afraid of an election if it takes place
to-morrow, as I am satisfied that I will
come back to this House when election does
take place.

Mr. VOWLES :
the South?

[Mr. Collins.

Are thev cane workers from
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Mr. COLLINS: They are not moaning
and groaning like the people in the South,
for whose
relief we are continually passing Acts of
Parliament. As showing the importance of
my electorate, I may mention that the Go-
vernment qulte recently made the announce-
ment that they are going to put 200 men
on the railway under construction from
Proserpine towards Mackay. I want to
thank the Government for the good work
they have done in my electorate. Some hon.
members will remember that a few days
ago I asked the Secretary for Agriculture
certain questions In reference to the export
of fruit from Bowen. I hope you do not
all believe what appears in sthe daily Press
in Brisbane, because, if you do, you will
believe a lot of thmgs that are not true.

Mr. Guxx: It s all right in  the
- Srandard.” isn’t it?  (Laughter.)

My, COLLINS: No. Personally I do not
believe all that appears in any newspaper,
but I believe the ** Standard ” contains more
truth per inch than is contained in any
newspaper in Brisbane.

An  OrpposiTioN  MEMBER« Even  the
* Worker 77
Mr. COLLiNS: The » Worker” ix the

best newspaper ever published in this State.
and possibly in the Commonwealth, or even
in any part of the civilised world I am
one of those who were pioneers in connection
with that newspaper, and I am proud of
the position it has attained. Coming now
to the fruit industry, I want to thank the
Premier, the Treasurer, the Hon. My
Hunter, and other members of the Ministry
who during this great shipping upheaval
have assisted the Bowen fruitgrowers. From
reports which have appeared in the Press.
vou would be led to believe that all the
fruit from that district had rotted. but
such was not the case. I asked the Secre-
tary for Agriculture what was the quansity
of fruit exported from Bowen during the
months of April, May, June and July. in
1918, and the quantxtlex exported during the
same months in 1919, What are the facts?
Taking vegetables in sacks, and fruit io
cases. the facts are that for 1918, 37,746
packages were exported, and for 1919, 48,2179,
or an increase of 10,533. That gives the lie
direct to those persons who say that this
Government have no sympathy wish the
fruitgrowers and farmers of Queensland—an
increase even when a big shipping strike
was on of over 10,000 packages. I am not
saying that, if there had been no strike.
there would not have been more, because
there has been an exceptional crop of
tomatoes, citrus fruits, and vegetables in
that part of Queensland. As most hon.
members know, most of the fruit goes direct
to the '%vdn(\v market. Tet the truth be
told. I am not one of those who got into
Parliament by telling the electors lies, but
by tolling the truth, and I say that this
(GGovernment have done all that it is possible
for any Government to do under existing
conditions in assisting the fruitgrowers of
Bowen. The hon. member for Drayton
<neered that Bowen was represented by an
international socialist, and that the fruit
was rotting on the n"round I want fo point
out that the hon. member for Bowen knows
his duty to the people who sent him here.
and the people who sent him here know that
he is doing his duty.

GovernMeExT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!
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I am willing to admit that people in the
sugar industry are passing through a very
critical time, owing to the fact that we are
unable to get sacks to the North; and that
on the Burdekin, which is in a dry belt, the
cane is drying up, or in other words, even
if they were to crush now, some of the cane
would have a very low density. But let
the blame be placed on the right shoulders.
Who is responsible for the shipping dispute?
Not our party; not this Government, but
the Federal Government. I said in this
House on one occasion, and I am prepared
to repeat it even if that little Kaiser,
< Billy ” Hughes, were in my presence. that
I question whether the Federal Government
are fit to run a lavatory, let alone a Common-
wealth. HKven if the seamen had ieen in
the wrong, as I claim they are not, are
men after nearly five years of war to get
up on a pedestal, and say, “ We will let
the country be ruined sooner than come
down from our pedestal ‘and settle the
strike ?””  If Lloyd George had adopted that
attitude after the war was over, Great
Britain at this moment would have been
wiped out. When the transport workers
threatened to hang up that country, did he
sit upon his pedestal and fold his arms, and
say, “I am the Prime Minister of Great
Britain, returned by the greatest majority
e¢ver known in the history of Great Britain.
I will not meet these transport workers and
listen to their terms?” "Nothing of the
kind. He came down from his pedestal and
met the workers in conference. By.doing so
he kept the wheels of industry going. That
is what should be done in the Common-
wealth. You should not cut off your nose to
spite your face. You do not want to have a
strike for months, when by giving conces-
sions you can settle it. Is that going to
increase your greatness or swell your pro-
duction that you talk so much about?
Nothing of the kind. My friend, the hon.
member for Wide Bay, quoted a remark
of William Kwart Gladstone, to the effect

that the workers, as a rule, were always

right, and my experience of them is that, as
a rule, they are always right. The fact
that we cannot get sacks to my electorate
and to other electorates in the North, and
the fact that, unless crushing on the
Burdekin starts soon, there will be no cane
to crush, because it will be dried out, may
mean the ruin of hundreds of sugar-growers
in that part of Queensland, and further
North, and in the Mackay district. But we
cannot send sacks, because the people are
erying out for food, and the first obligation
is to provide it for them. I am satisfied
that the Commonwealth Government will
have to give way in the long run, unless
they wish to bring this Commonwealth to
ruin. That is what I claim they are doing.
Why do they not get into touch with the
modern thought that is going right through-
out the civilised world to-day? Do they not
know that we were told this was a war for
democracy? Were we not told by men like
Lloyd George that everything is in the melt-
ing pot? Why do they not realise that
things are changing, and that the workers
are now standing erect? I am one of those
who helped to pioneer the way and teach
them to stand erect, and I am not going
to desert them now when they are standing
erect and acting the part of men. How
would these men who criticise the seamen
from time to time like to be in the fore-
castles of some of those ships, or to work
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the hours that they have to work? Why
always say that the workers are wrong?
Whyv do the Tory papers always contain
leading articles abusing the men who create
the wealth of the nation? Why do they not
abuse the men who control the means of
production of wealth, or who control the
shipping? Why do they mnot tell them to
come down from their pedestals, meet these
men, settle this dispute, and let the wneels
of industry go on? Nobody wants to see
the nation ruined—at least, I do not—but
1 am prepared to say that we are not going
to get over the difficulty by going on in
the way in which the Commonwealth Go-
vernment are moving at the present time.
They cannot defeat Labour in  Australia.
They know that, or ought to know it—a
country with the greatest percentage of
organised workers of any country 1n the
civilised world. The workers are awaking
at the present time. Before long they will
be fully awake, and when they get fully
awake hon. members had better beware.

Hon. W. H. Barxes: Is that a threat?

Mr. COLLINS: No, it is not a threat, but
it is a warning. I have been fairly correct
all through this war.. I saw your monarchs
toppling from their thrones. I saw the map
of Europe practically changed. Hon. mem-
bers, when they were creating their Franken-
stein, did not realise what they were
creating, They need to be very careful lest
it should overpower them altogether. (Op-
position laughter.) It is no use laughing.
I could sec the signs of the times. I could
see what was happening in Russia. I can
see what is going to happen later on in the
United States of America; and what is going
to happen here in Australia, unless there is
common sense.

In the Speech I notice a reference to
sugar—

‘ An additional sugar experiment sta-
tion has been formed, and it is proposed
to establish an irrigation farm on the
Burdekin delta.”

T am very pleased to think I represent such
an important electorate. The idea of that
farm on the Burdekin delta is to -demon-
strate to the farmers that other crops than
sugar-cane can be grown, They do not re-
quire any demonstration as regards cane,
because they have grown it for a number
of yvears, and have proved the worth of irriga-
tion. I mnotice an article in to-day’s
* Courier ” which I would like to guote.
I always like to quote the * Courier”:
although it is not my Bible, I read it fairly
carefully.

¢ NATIONAL DEMOCRATS.

“ POLICY AND PLATFORM.

© Loyalty and Sane Government—-""

T would like a definition from the hon, men:-

ber for Bulimba of ‘loyalty.” I notice

there is a very peculiar plank, and I am
going to read 1t—

‘“SUGAR INDUSTRY.

“The development of the sugar indus-

try along lines that will safeguard the

interests of all parties engaged therein.

preserving the princinle of cane price
Loards.”

I read that half a dozen times to make sure
of what I was reading. Preserving the
principle of cane price boards] Surely
never! Did not the leader of the Opposition

Mr. Collins.]
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address a meeting of that particular council

the other night? Fancy the leader of that

party adopting that plank! Is

{8 p.m.] that the platform hon. gentlemen

on the other side are going to

tight on at the next election? Here iz what

the leader of the Opposition said in this

House in 1913, “ Hansard,” volume exvi,
page 2775—

“1 say unhesitatingly that this Bill
splinters every principal plank in the
Liberal platform and adopts straight out
to the same extent the platform of the
Labour party.”

Clolonel Rankin’s Cane Price Boards Bill
was under discussion at the time. Is the
hon. gentleman stealing our platform now?
That shows what the war has done. (Laugh-
ter.) We shall have to get a move on, or
else there will be only one party and one
platform in this House. (Laughter.) Then,
again, I got hold of the primary producers’
platform, and find that they have lifted it
nearly holus bolus out of our platform. In
other words, they have come to the conclu-
sion that they cannot get into Parliament on
their old, obsolete methods. The war has
changed people. The world is in the melting-
pot.

Mr. KiRwaxn: The Opposition will be in
the melting-pot.

Mr. COLLINS: Yes, the Opposition will
disappear altogether and a more radical
party will take their place. In the North we
are being considered as fairly conservative
ourselves, so I do not hold out any hope for
hon. gentlemen opposite up that way with
this new platform. The hon. member for
Mackay asked a question or two in refer-
ence to the sugar industry the other day
regarding the right to amend the Regula-
tion of Sugar Cane Prices Act, and we were
told we could not do it owing to an agree-
ment having been entered into with the
Commonwealth. We say that that Act
should be amended in the interests of the
sugar-grower, and I suppose we shall have to
walt until the agreement expires.

The SecrerarRY FOR PusLIc LaxDs: We will
have a new Government in the Common-
wealth by that time.

Mr. COLLINS: I hope we will have a
Labour Government in the Commonwealth
by that time. Coming to land settlement, 1
defy anybody in this House to produce evi-
dence from any speech of mine, even when
T vrepresented an important industrial
centre like the Burke, decrying the man on
the land. When I was very young I read
John Stuart Mill, and I remember how he
stressed the importance of land cultivation.
T am one of those who believe that we
should have more people on the land than
we have in Queensland at the present time,
and anything I can do towards bringing
that about will be done by me. I am one
of those who believe that e nation can be
great only by having its people rooted to
the soil. T am not afraid of their becoming
conservative even when they are rooted to
the soil, if they are rooted to the soil uider
proper conditions. We must try to persuade
more industrial workers to settle upon the
land and make homes of their own.

Coming to industrial unrest, of course
there is_industrial unrest. It exists all over
the world. It is not confined tc Queensland

[Mr. Collins.
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or the Commonwealth: it exists evervwhere.
What is the cause of the industrial unrest
in Queensland and in this Commonwealth”
As I travel to and fro in Queensland and
the Commonwealth I notice schools every-
where. What have you been erecting those
schools for? The member for Bremer told
us to-night it was to increase the knowledge
of the people. While some people may
claim that profiteering is the cause of the
industrial unrest, I go deeper down and
claim that the cause of the industrial unrest
throughout the civilised world is the fact
that we have an educated democracy to-day
-—a democracy that you can no longer de-
ceive—a democracy that is saying to you
and to me and to parliamentarians right
throughout the British-speaking dominions
and the civilised world, “Your parliamen-
tary system is now on trial’’ It is on trial
in the State of Queensland, in the Common-
wealth of Australia, and even in Great
Britain. “You cannot go on fooling the
people any longer,” that is what they are
saying. They say, “Come down to bedrock
and do something for wus.”’ That is the
cause of the industrial unrest—the know-
ledge that has been spread among mankind.
the knowledge which I have been trying
to point out since 1911 in this State. Last
yvear—you cannot gef away from the fact—
a few persons and a few companies took
nearly one-half the wealth produced in this
State, and what is true of the State of
Queensland is true of the Commonwealth
and of the whole civilised world. The
workers say, ‘‘We produce the wealth:
others spend it.”” Only last night I looked
over to the Bellevue Hotel opposite, and
what did I see? Talk about Bolsheviks
getting abroad! That is the kind of thing
that breeds your Bolshevik.

Mr. Kmwav: They were doing the jazz
over there. (Laughter.)

Myr. COLLINS: I do not know what they
were doing.

Hon. J. G. Apper: If you loock along
George street, you will sce a crowd every
day.

Mr. COLLINS: I knew what o crowd of
people would think, looking at it. Some of
the ladies there, maybe, spent more in dress
than the average man in Queensland received
during the past twelve months. The people
are looking on at all these things, and are
taking note of them. The hon. member for
Albert knows that. Everyone knows it.
We cannot deceive ourselves. There is no
use in cur being like the ostrich, putting
our heads in the sand and saying that these
things do not exist. They do exist. The
capitalistic Governments of Burope brought
about the war. They are now reaping that
which they have sown.

Mr. Vowres: Do you want those people
to dress like Chidley did?

Mr. COLLINS: T notice a lot are dressing
like Chidley. In the part where I was reared
they would be classed as indecent if they
went about in some of the dresses I looked
at last night. They are adopting Chidley’s
dress. (Laughter.) It might be a good dress,
for all I know—I have never adopted it
myself. (Laughter.) I am dealing with
industrial unrest, and I want to quote from
a paper called * The New Statesman,” which
is an English publication, and published in,
a ~counfry where they have got more
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toleration than we have in Australia. This
vountry is becoming dammnably intolerant; I
am practically ashamed of it. The utterances
I hear from time to time and the expressed
lesive to suppress literature make me tremble
for the future of Australia. I come of a race
of men who, as you all know, did not hesi-
tate to take a king’s head off when he stood
in the way. In literature, men in England
have sent forth to the world some of the
best thoughts that have ever been written;
but here i Australia, if you get up and act
the part of a man—if you express the thought
that God has given you—you are accused
of being a disloyalist or a Bolshevik. I
claim that I am no disloyalist; { would not
say that there is not a bit of the Bolshevik
about me. (Laughter.) At anv rate, I am
not disloyal except in the minds of those
people who are intolerant. This is what “The
New Statesman’ says about the cause of
strikes—

““The fundamental causes of the world-
wide unrest are mainly economic. Some
peculiarly bad clause in the peace treaty.
some blunder of the politicians, some
manifestation of militarist reaction, may
prove to be the spark which will set the

world ablaze. But the fundamental
cause of the conflagration will lie deep
down in the economic system. The

workers of France, or Italy, or Great
Britain will rise in revolt, not really
because injustice is being done to the
workers of Germany or Hungary or
Russia, but because in every country it
is becommg increasingly difficult, as the
Coal Commission has a,bundantly shown,
for the workers to live any longer under
.an economic system devoted primarily to
the making of profit. This is not to say
that a majority, or anything like a
majority, is consciously demanding the
overthrow of the capitalist system
Socialism of any constructive sort re-
mains, probably in every country, the
creed of a minority. But even the ma-
jority which has not attempted to formu-
late a constructive opinion has changed.
The pre-war industrial system rested upon
the gencral acquiescence of the workers
in the subordination of their personality
to the needs of industry as interpreted
by capitalists and employers. It was
possible only because it was able to treat
Labour as a thing instead of a number
of persons, and because Labour, though
‘it kicked occasionally, as a rule acquiesced
in that treatment. To-day, nearly every-
-one has a higher conceit of himself than
he had before. Nearly everyone makes
not only higher material claims, which
.are hard enough for capitalism to satisfy,
but also higher human claims, which it
has no means at all of satlsfylng, and
which most of its protagonists do not
even attempt to understand. We are
face to face with the fact that the war
has taught the workers in almost every
country to assert their human claims by
putting forth the vast economic strength
which hlthuto they have not known how
to use.

“We all know that arbitration is a plank of
our platform, but I am one of those who
never expected that in the transition period
there would be no trouble. We who belong
to the working class have been accustomed
‘to strike from time immemorial. We had
no. other method of settling our disputes in

[20 Aveust.]

- war.

Address in Reply. 287

Queensland until the Industrial Peace Act
was passed in 1912, At that time we adopted
methods whereby we could settle disputes
under what was known as arbitration; but
do you think you can change in seven years
a people who have been accustomed, for
hundreds of years, to the right to strike ?
The idea of “the strike still lingers. As
said in my electorate, when speaking to a
big crowd of industrial workers, ““To go
back to direct action is a form of atavism.’
In other words, they would be going back
to the wilderness where we were when I was
a boy. I further said, “ What you want to
do is to point out to ‘the Labour party and
the movement in general the defects in your
Arbitration Act, and get Parliament to
amend your Act; but you do not want to go
back to where we were when we were boys.
We want to keep on progressing.” I never
said arbitration was perfect, but I want to
quote what I did say on the introduction of
the Arbitration Bill in this House, because
on that occasion I was a fairly good prophet.
I know the working class pretty well, and I
know we can only advance step by step.
When the Industrial Arbitration Bill of 19156
was under discussion in this House, as
reported on page 817 of ““ Hansard,” volume
exx., I said—

“ We do not state—at least, I do not—
that this measure is the be-all and end-
all of this great movement.”

Further on I said—

« After all, the Industrial Court will
be preﬂded over by a judge. I might
say here that it all depends on that
judge. I prefer that Charles Collins
should be appointed the judge, and then
I am satisfied that the worker would get
a square deal.”

That may appear egotistical to some people,
but I know the type of men who sit as judges
in our Arbitration Courts. Further on I
:ald—
“1 say again, and emphasise that
point, that much depends on the judge.”

I find that I was fairly correct on that occa-
sion. Much does depend on the judges of
cur Arbitration Court. I question very much
whether a man drawing £2,000 or £3,000 a
year is a fit and proper person o say T shall
receive only £3 per week. -I think the whole
of the methods of arbitration could be
changed with advantage. What do our
friends opposite stand for? What does any
man who believes in war stand for? War
is direct action, is it not? It is direct action
of the worst kind, because in our industrial

upheavals we do not kill each other, as a
rule; but in war they do kill. After
1,900 years of Christianity you have not

been able to change the people and abolish
war. I am not one of those who are going
to raise the cry that this is even the last
So long as there remains on this earth
a system of societr which enables one man
to make a profit out of another man, so long
are you likely to have war, and I say that
system has got to go. It is just as immoral
that any man should make a profit out of
men,vor that I should make a profit out of
him, as it was for the slaveowners of America
to own slaves. The world is changing. Why,
even Lloyd George, according to to-night’s
“ Btandard,”” admitted in the House of Com-
mons that before the war the condition of
thousands «{ workers in England was deplor-

We . hear from time to time that the

able.
v -Colline. ]
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Government must govern. The * Courier”
is always writing in that strain, and the
“Paily Mail”’ likewise. They should add
to that that the Government must govern
with the consent of the governed. Could
Lloyd George, with all his strength, govern
Great Britain if the miners of Great Britain
said he was not going to govern? He knows
that. He has got more intelligence than
these editors who write leading articles in
such a strain as I have mentioned.

Mr. Moozre: Your own Ministers have been
saying it.

Mr. COLLINS: I am not responsible for
all our Ministers say, any more than I am
responsible for what the hon. member says.
I look upon him as one of the most conserva-
tive members of this House. Quite recently
he was elected as president of the most con-
servative body in Queensland—the Local
Authorities Association. The Government of
Great Britain will have to bow to the de-
mands of the transport workers of Great
Britain. Will anyone say that Lloyd George
was not governing when he agreed that the
mines in Great Britain should be nationalised,
which the Sankey report recommends should
be done? What rot to say you are going
to govern! That is how the Czar of Russia
talked. and where is he now? That is the
way the Kaiser talked, and where is the
Kaiser now? He is in Holland, exiled from
his native land. Where are the Austrians
who sat upon the throne, who said they were
going to govern? Where, oh where, are they
now? Where are some of the princes of the
little States in Germany? They governed
with an iron hand. I am one of those who
believe that the world is going to change.
We have had thousands of years of govern-
ment by force. I am one of those who be-
lieve that in the future mankind will be
governed by a highter law than force—that
15, by the law of love. That may be some-
thing new to hon. members opposite. I am
glad the hon. member for Bulimba is pre-
sent. That is the new power which is going
to rise throughout the world—to govern, not
by force, but according to the old saying
of the Nazarene, “ Do unto others as ve
would that they should do unto you.”

Mr. GuxN: Like the Bolsheviks.

Mr. COLLINS: Does the hon. member
known anything about the Bolsheviks? If
he will read an article in “ Round Table,”
he will know something about it. I am one
of those who believe that the Russians have
a right to govern themselves as they think
fit, and not as you and I think fit, and I have
no time for Great Britain interfering in
Russia. I know the history of my country,
and I know that for twenty years we fought
the French after the French Revolution, in
order to suppress the spirit of the revolution.

GOVERNMENT MgenBERs: IHear, hear!

Mr. COLLINS: If you doubt my word.
read Buckle’s *“ History of Civilisation.”
That is the kind of literature I was brought
up on, not the intolerant kind of stuff that
some of our people read to-day. Buckle, the
man who wrote one of the finest works in
Bnglish literature, points out that for twenty
vears we fought the French and suppressed
the revolution.

Mr. BayLey:
tinn.

. Mr. COLLINS: The revolution; and that
is  what the capitalistic Government of

[Mr. Collins.
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Europe want to do in regard to Russia—they
want to suppress the aspirations of the
working-class of Russia. Let the Russians
govern themselves as they think fit. That
is what I believe in. We should not inter-
fere with the Russians as we do from time
to time. As I said, I do not believe in
government by force. I do not know whether
my speech will be allowed to go out or
not. I notice that the little chap who has
been associating with—I said on one occa-
sion dukes and duchesses, but I believe there
are not many outside Great Britain at the
present time.

The Secrerary rorR Pustic Lanps: You
mean the gentleman who ended the war?

My. COLLINS: Yes. The Prime Minis-
ter of Australia is about to return to Aus-
tralin. There have been some interesting
articles recently in ¢ Stead’s Review” on
“ The Censor and 1. We must admit Mr.
Stead has been one of the most fearless
writers we have had in the Commonwealth.
He states in his last article that “ Billy ”
Hughes, the Prime Minister of the Common-
wealth, censored his magazine.

Mr.
zine.

Mr. COLLINS: It was not a pro-German
magazine, and, if the hon. member went to
Great Britain, he would not say that, be-
cause his father was recognised as one of
the foremost English journalists, and a man
who helped to educate the masses of Great
Britain by the publication of his 2d. tracts
on literature, and his ‘ Penny Poets.” 1
owe him @ great deal myself. I would be
a coward if 1 allowed the hon. member to
traduce the name of Stead—a man who has
made it possible for the present Labour
party to sit in the House of Commons, by
making them acquainted with literature.
Mr, Stead states in his magazine that even
now we do not know the peace terms, and
we are not likely to know them, until this
little chap comes from overseas to tell us all
about it. What he may have up his sleeve
I do not know, but I know that things are
happening in Australia that make one blush.
When the Russian nihilist could not live
in his own country, he could live in my
country. When the Italian anarchist could
not live in Italy, he could live in England.
When the German socialist could not live in
(Germany, he could live in England; and
when the French communist could not live in
France, he could live in England. But we
find that deportations are taking place in
Australia.

Mr. VowLes : Hear, hear!

3UNN: It was a pro-German maga-

Mr. COLLINS: The hon. member says
“ Hear, hear!” What blood flows in his
veins?

Mr. Vowres: I hate treachery.

Mr, COLLINS : Do you believe men should
be deported without a trial? Is that British
justice? Is that what we stand for as a
great nation?

Mr. WarLker: They can have a trial; and
they have a right of appeal.

Mr. COLLINS : Why have they not had a
trial ? ’

Mr. WaLKER: Because they have never
asked for it.

Mr. COLLINS: Who was responsible for
bringing these people here? It was the
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Liberal party. Who settled the Binjour
Plateau, up in the Gayndah district, with
Germans?

Mr, Baveey: In times of peace.

Mr. COLLINS: Who was it that advo-
wated that 5,000,000 people should be brought
here in 19107 This is what the Hon. R.
Philp said, as reported on page 1547 of
* Hansard 7 for 1910—

‘“ He picked up a paper the other day
and read that in Germany there were
5,000,000 people out of work. Where
could they go to? They must come to
Australia or some new counfry; and
why should we not take them if they
wanted to come to Queensland? Why
should we act the dog-in-the-manger
policy, and say, ‘* We will not have them
here’?”

AMr. Goyn: He was quite righs.

Mr. COLLINS: Suppose the hon. mem-
ber said to-day that 1 was a good sort of
ehap, but because I happened to fall out
with him to-morrow he said that I was a
scoundrel,

Mr., GunN: When you come here you
ought to be loyal to this country.

Mr. COLLINS:' I am more loyal to this
country than the native-born are—I stand for
Australia,

Mr. Vowres: We are mnot talking about
you; we are talking about the Germans.

Mr. COLLINS: What we have to look
after is our own development. Coming
back to the question of deportation. Is tha
British-like—separating the wife from the
husband, the children from the father? Can
vou build up a great nation on those lines?
A nation can only be great by showing its
greatness, I am prepared to say that they
ars not going to these extremes in any other
part of the British dominions, Owing to the
censorship—to the kind of Government we
have in the Commonwealth—there are a_lot
of things happening that we know very little
about; but, thanks to men like Mr. Stead,
we are going to get the censorship exposed,
und then we shall know what did take place
during the war. We will get the truth, and
no one should be afraid of the truth.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. MOORE (4dubigny): The programme
put forward for the session is a very long
one, and the titles of many of the Bills are
attractive, but I cannot see anything in it
that is going to affect the real troubles we
are suffering from in Qucensland at the
present time. There is no reference to the
financial disaster which is coming on, and

] no way is suggested by which
[8.30 p.m.] it is going to be stopped, and
o prosperity brought back. Taxa-
tion 1s not going to avert it. A% the present
time we are taxed more heavily than any
other State in Australia. Every year we
have fresh taxation, and every year we have
a deficit. I was very anxious to see in the
programme of the Government a proposal to
adopt some methods by which the develop-
ment of the Sfate would be encouraged;
but, instead of that, we have foreshadowed
a number of measures which are calculated
to bar the way to progress. We must all
recognise that there is a feeling of insecurity,
and a feeling of want of confidence in the
country.

Mr. HartLeY : What is barring the way to
progress

1918—v
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Mr. MOORIE: The obvious tendency te
produes less for more pay. .

Mr. Hartrry: Where?
Mr. MOORE: Among the workers,
Myr. Kimrwax: That is wrong, and I

challenge you to prove your statement.

Mr. MOORE: Experience is the best way
of learning whether that is the case or not,
and we know for a fact that workers are
producing less. The court which was ap-
pointed 1{o settle industrial disputes is
allowed to be bluffed. I think the leaders
of the Government should take some responsi-
bility in this matter and de as DBritish
polifical leaders have done—preach the
gospel of more work and greater production.

Mr. HarTiEy: And greater profits for the
profiteers.

Mr. MOORE: No; production means more
prosperity to the whole of the country.

Mr. Harmiey: No, it does not; that is
what is wrong with the Industrial Arbitra-
tion Act.

Mr. MOORE: FEverybody admits that
there must be greater production in Aus-
tralia if we arve going to meet the liabilities
we have incurred, and I do not think we
can have greater production unless there is
an end to these industrial disputes and men
do their utmost in the matter of production.
There is a lmit to the number of hours that
men should be required to work, and
apparently that limit is eight bours a day.

Mr. WiInNsTANLEY : Lord Leverholme says
six hours a day, and he knows better than
you, perhaps.

Mr. MOORE: I think the principle
adopted by Lord Leverholme in connection
with his enterprises is a good one—viz., the
principle of profit-sharing, and I hope it
will be adopted in Australia. In connec-
tion with his works they have a model
industrial city; the men endeavour to pro-
duce ws much as possible; and they do not
have industrial unrest, because they have
conditions that they can work under. I do
not think there is any profiteering in the
industry in which Lord Leverholme is con-
cerned. But here the system of profit-shar-
ing has been fought against by the unions.
and unionists have been advised not to
accept the system unless it is hedged round
with certain conditions. If they are going
to hedge round the system with harassing
restrictions and say they will not have profit-
sharing except under the conditions they
propose, the system is not likely to be
adopted. Under that system a man is paid
for any extra skill he may acquire or any
extra industry he may display in the work
in which he is engaged.

My, Harriey: That system leads to pitting
one man against another.

Ny, MOORE : It does not lead to anything
of the kind, Mr. Justice McCawley laid it
down in a perfecily clear manner that the
conditions which exist in the old country do
not prevail in Queensland, where the worker
is protected. It is my opinion that, if a
man is particularly adapted for a certain
work and becomes well skilled in that par-
ticular work, he should be paid for his
increased skill and industry, and should not
be restricted to the same pay as is given
to a man with less skill and less application.
1 certainly believe in profit-sharing. You
cannot expect that a good man who is

Mr., Moore. |
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peculiarly adapted for a certain class of
work will produce the best he can produce
if ie gets only what is paid to a man of
mediocre ability. I see no scheme outlined
in the Government programme by which
confidence is to be restored. Confidence has
undoubtedly been «destroyed in the country.
with the result that thousands of acres of
land which usced to be cultivated and made
productive are now uncultivated. That is
not owing to the drought, but to want of
confidence, and the fact that the Govern-
ment are carrying on as they are doing at
the present time is not going to alleviate
the condition of affairs.  The starting of
‘Rtate butchers’ shops and State fish shops
is not likely to alleviate that want of con-
fidence or lead to any increase in private
<nterprise. That sort of thing does not
engender confidence. Men must have some
security if they are to embark on enter-
prizes; but, when you find the State embark-
mg in particular industries in opposition to
private enterprise, it is mnot likely that
private individuals will be encouraged to
engage in those industries. Naturally a man
-expects to get a commensurate return for the
risk he incurs when investing in an enter-
prise; and, instead of the Government com-
mandeering or threatening to commandeer
businesses, they should encourage private
individuals to enter into those businesses
and develop them.

The SeCRETARY FOR PuBLIC Lanps: The Go-
vernment are not going to deal with any
private individual who is not injuring the
public.

Mr. MOORE: We must have individual
enterprise in Queensland. It cannot all be
State enterprise.

At twenty minutes to 9 o'clock p.m.,

The CHAIRMAN OF CoMairtees (Mr. Bertram)
tool the chair as Deputy Speaker.

Mr. MOORE: State enterprise up to the
nresent has not been such a success that we
want to continue it indefinitely. The more
development we' can get carried out the
greater will be our prosperity, and the
better will be the progress we shall mzke.
Have we not got stagnation in many parts
of Queensland and an enormous amount of
unemployment? Then, is it not the best
thing the Government csn do to encourage
people to develop our resources by private
enterprise? It is said that there has been
profiteering. Well, the Government have
been in power for four years, end have had
an opportunity of doing something to stop
that profiteering.

Mr. Kirwan: No; they had the War Pre-
cﬁutions Act to stop them, and you know
that.

Mr. MOORE : When the State Government
started their price-fixing in Queensland, was
it a great success? It only helped to ruin
a number of farmers. 'The Government
appointed a man who fixed prices without
reference to the cost of production. They put
on an embargo in order to keep meat cheap
in Queensland, and it ruined several people.

Did it do any good to anybody else? Did
it do any good to the workers?

Mr. HartLEY : Yes.

Mr. MOORE: It did not. It gave the

farmers Is. 6d. per lb. for their butter, and
left some farmers so poor that they were not
able to buy food for themselves. The Govern-
ment are prepared to rob one section so that
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benefit shall accrue to another sectiorn who
happen to live in the large centres where the
mest votes are,

Mr. Kirwax: We lost seats here and won
them in the farming districts.

Mr. MOORE: You did not win any on
the Downs. In connection with the indus-
trial unrest, which is one of the most im-
portant things we have to face to-day, I
should like to call the attention of the House
to the remarks of the Premier in his pre-
election speech—

“The Labour party believes in con-
ciliation and arbitration. If given a
majority we will establish a system of
industrial arbitration, the details of
which will be settled after due considera-
tion of the Commonwealth. SBuch a sys-
tem will recognise the necessity of indus-
trial boards with limited jurisdiction, and
an Arbitration Court with more extensive
powers. We will also adopt to a greater
extent than has been tried in Queens-
land before a system of conciliation
boards for the purpose of settling and
shortening industrial disputes. The adop-
tion of a wise policy in regard to these
matters, and the promotion of harmony
between the employers and employees,
will do away entirely with the proba-
bility of industrial deadlocks.”

I thoroughly agree with that, and I certainly
think that was their intention. But how do
we find, not only those behind the Govern-
ment here, but those outside who support the
Government, are carrying that out? Instead
of helping to carry it out—instead of advis-
ing the men, as has been said, to endeavour
to get the Arbitration Act amended as they
wanted it to be amended, we find them
preaching industrial unrest and class-con-
sciousness throughout Queensland, and en-
deavouring, apparently, to stir up strife
instead of discouraging it. What is the good
of suirring it up? What other reason is
there for preaching class-consciousness or
stirring up industrial strife except to gain
political advantage? The Arbitration Act
was passed, and the judges were appointed.
not as the hon. member for Bowen said the
workers feared, but by this Government. And
surely it is up to the Government now to
give advice to the men who strike and the
men who prefer direct action, and see that
the laws are upheld until they are amended
by the means by which they ought to be
amended. We know perfectly well that, if
an employer, even technically, breaks an
award, the inspector is down on him straight
away.

Mr. Porrock: The stations’ award of the
State Arbitration Court is being flouted
every day.

Mr, BesBiNGTOXN: On State stations?

Mr. Porrock: Not on the State stations,
but on private stations.

Mr. MOORE: I do not know that; I have
seen no evidence of it. All my experience
goes to show that, if an employer commits
even a technical breach of an award, the
inspector comes down on him straight away;
but there are breaches on the other side of
which no notice is taken. There is one phase
of this question I strongly object to. We
find that, when the Treasurer was Acting
Premier some time ago, he spoke to the
soldiers outside the Trades Hall in Brisbane,
and instead of asking all parties to come
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scgether to assist the returned soldiers in
every way they could, these were his
remarks—

¢ Attempts had been made, and would
be made, to use returned soldiers for
political purposes, but those attempts
were destined to fail while returned
soldiers showed the spirit they had thas
morning. Returned soldiers and the
workers must link together in a common
cause. The workers had many grievances
and reforms to accomplish, and the
soldiers also had many grievances and
reforms to accomplish. Therefore, they
must stand shoulder to shoulder in order
to be of mutual advantage to each other.
Mr. Theodore said there was evidence in
Western Australia and other States that
the returned soldier was beginning to
realise that he must look for support
from the workers, his natural friends.
rather than from the capitalists, his
natural enemies.”

‘What is the good of going out and trying
$o stir up strife? Has not the whole prin-
ciple for which we have been contending
been that of trying to unite everybody to
give everybody who has returned what he
requires? When we find the Acting Premier
saying to the soldiers, * Turn to the workers,
your natural friends, rather than to the
capifalists, your natural enemies,” can we
say that is the way to bring about harmoni-
ous relations—to encourage the people to
work together to give these men the best
that can be given to them? I suppose that,
according to the Acting Premier, the capi-
talist is a man who holds different opinions
from his. Surely that is not the way the
Acting Premier of a State like Queensland
should talk! Is that the way politicians, or
the statesmen of Queensland, as they call
them, are going to act? Are they going out
on to the streets to preach stuff like that in
order to create strife? One would think
that their oject would be to bring the people
together so that they could all work unitedly
for one purpose.

~ Mr. Wuirrorp: That is what he was try-
ing to do. Are not the interests of the
soldiers who fought on the western front
and the workers identical?

Mr. MOORE: All classes of soldiers went
from Queensland. I do not think any section
lagged behind.

Mr. KIRwaN:
workers went.

Mr. MOORE: What is the good of any
man saying that 80 per cent. of the workers
went? There is no proof of that.

Mr. Kirwan: Mr. Holman said so, and he
is one of your apostles.

Mr. MOORE: Mr. Holman does not know
everything. 1 might as well say that 80
per cent. of the squatters went.

Mr. WHITFORD : Who would believe you?

Mr. MOORE: Nobody believes the other
thing. I certainly think that open incite-
ment to rebellion is allowed to go on in
Queensland.  Judges are terrorised appar-
ently as well as the Government by a few
extremists whose common sense is in inverse
ratio to their vanity We find all sorts of
statements being made and nothing done.

The SECRITARY FOR PuUBLIC LANDS: Are

you insinuating that the judges are not doing
their duty?

Eighty per cent. of the

[20 AvgosT.]

Address in Reply. 201

Mr. MOORE: No, but when & court is
held up to derision and contempt, how can
it perform its duty? I will read what Mr.
Carney said—

“They had no use for the court, and
hix union would only accept the Arbitra-
tion Court award when it suited them.
His union was strong enough to get all
it wanted in spite of the court.”

Does that not hold the court up to derision?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaNDS: That
does not terrorise the court.

Mr. MOORE: I call that terrorism. 1
think that, when you find men holding up
a court to derision and saying they will not
accept an award unless they get what they
want, that is terrorism.

The SEcRETARY FOR I’UBLIC LANDs:
court does not take any notice of that.

Mr. MOORE: That is what I am com-
plaining of. The court does not take notice
of it, and neither do the Government. We
find State employees practically asking other
State employees to rebel. We have a lot of
railway men coming to this resolution:—

**That this meeting of railway men
expresses its indignation at the despotic
attitude of the Railway Department and
the Government in the treatment of our
Northern comrades, whose loyalty to
union prineciples in connection with the
Northern strike has been responsible for
the situation created.”

And another section passed this resolution—
“We commend our comrades for their
adherence to union prineciples and
pledge ourselves to stand behind them
and the council of the union, and to
loyally support any action that may be
taken to secure justice for the men con-
cerned.”
The Government are those who are sending
the police up to Townsville. Why should
these other railway servants pass resolutions
that they are prepared to stand behind the
Townsville men in any action they like to
take? Is that not incitement to open rebel-
lion against the Government? Hvery man
in Queensland has a vote. He puts into
Parliament men who will govern him in
the way he wants to be governed. Surely,
that Government must have the power to
carry out what they consider to be in the
best interests of the whole community. Are
we to allow certain State employees to go
round and practically incite others to
rebellion ?

Mr. Kirwan: I can quote you a sermon
from a pulpit in Brisbane inciting to
rebellion,

Mr. MOORE: I am not concerned with
sermons in churches, but am concerned
with a section of Government employees
openly inciting others to rebellion. I think
it is a mistake, and it is wrong. The Go-
vernment are not doing their duty when
they do not point out that this sort of thing
only leads to anarchy. We heard the hon.
member for Bowen saying that people could
not be governed unless they consented to it.
I would like to quote this statement by the
Secretary for Mines—

““Mr, Jones said that he spoke his
mind pretty plainly on certain subjects
of public interest, especially industrial.
The Government had every sympathy
with the unemploved, but none what-
ever with the wunemployable. This

Mr. Moore.}
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covered the policy of the Government in
this matter. Following floods, cyclones,
and drought, the Queensland Govern-
ment had come into conflict with the
Commonwealth Government, the national
Government of Australia, and it must
be patent to every inind that a Govern-
ment which had the courage to defy the
higher Parliament could arrange to
fight a section which came into conflict
with it, and the policy under which it
was elected. The people of Queensland
might rest assured that the Government
intended to govern irrespective of any
section, either in Townsville or else-
where, until a majority of the people
said that they should not govern any
longer.”

Then we find the
saying this—

“ My point mainly is this: If you
people of Toowoomba send Mr. Brennan
into  Parliament, and the people of
Queensland send the Labour party into
office, we should demand the right to
govern while we are there. (Applause.)
The duty of a Government is to govern
and not to trade, and my opinion always
has been that it is the dufy of the Go-
vernment to look after the benefits of
the people.”

Secretary for Railways

Both those Ministers say that the Govern-
ment must govern, and that they intend to
govern. They were able to fight the Federal
(Giovernment, and consequently they should
be able to fight any section that stands up
against them. Do we find the Government
being firm, or giving even reasonable advice?
No. We find Northern members practically
going behind the Government and en-
couraging the railway men up North to stop
where they are, inciting them to rebel, and

saying, “ We will endeavour to get the
Government to be lenient.”” Is that a fair
thing ?

Mr, CoLLinNs: Do you say members from
the North did that?

Mr. MOORE: Did not the hon. member
for Bulimba read out telegrams to-night?

Mr. Corrins: Don’t you know the history
of the Boer war—that after that war the
British Government gave pardons?

Mr. MOORE : Talking about this question
of the ** remorseless profiteer,” I would like
to quote what a New Zealand Arbitration
Court judge has to say about it, because it
has a very intimate bearing on the position
in Queensland to-day. The court in New
Zealand used not to fix wages on the cost
of living; it used to fix it on a different
principle. 'Then a statute was brought in at
the end of a session, in which the cost of
living was made the basis for the fixing of
awards. These are the remarks the judge
made in court—

“ The court now interprets the recent’

statute to mean that in the absence of
any countervailing consideration wages
of workers should, for the future, be
increased in correspondence with the
increase in the cost of living sinece the
making of the several awards. The court
has now granted increases in wages on
this prineiple. It is not blind as to what
must be the effect of the judgment. The
judge stated that it was certain that the
workers in other industries would in
course of time make application to the
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court for an amendment of their awards
similar to those now made, and a general
increase Iin wages of workers might,
therefore, be expected. It is inevitable
that the effect of these increases will be
reflecied, and probably in a magnified
form, in further increases in the cost of
living. Unless, therefore, the cost of the
necessities of life is reduced as the result
of the cessation of the war, or, failing
this, unless the Government and the
Board of Trade are able to devise some
methods of preventing further increases
in the price of such necessities, the court
will again and again be asked to amend
its awards and increase wages in con-
formity with the ever-increasing cost of
living. It is obvious that continual in-
creases of the wages of organised workers
through the medium of the court, whick
results in these workers obtaining partial
and often only temporary relief, largely
at the expense of members of the com-
munity with fixed incomes and of un-
organised workers, cannot continue in-
definitely, and that sooner or later many
industries may become unprofitable and
cease operations, with the result that
many workers may be thrown out of
omployment. If this is to be avoided
means of doing so must be found by the
Legislature, as the court is powerless
in the matter.”

Is not that the condition which we are getting
in Queensland? Our primary industries are
not in a position, owing to the perpetual
droughts we have had lately, to have con-
tinual interference going on. Through co-
operation we have endeavoured to keep the
markets as steady as possible. I do not think
there has been profiteering. If you are going
to constitute a board similar in any way to
that constituted in 1915 by the Government,
where prices were fixed irrespective of the
cost of production, it is not going to make
for prosperity in Queensland.

The Sxcrerary ror Pusnic Laxps: You de
not suggest that the cost of production wae
not taken into consideration last time?

Mr. MOORE : Most decidedly. it was not
taken into consideration. Political considera-
tions were the ruling factor. It was admitted
by the price-fixer himself that the cost of
production was not taken into consideration
—that he had to do it according to political
considerations.

Mr. W. CoorEr : What price-fixer was that®

Mr. MOORE : Mr. Sumner was the price-
fixer at the time. He was appointed by
this Labour Government. It .does not matter
twopence who appointed him, it is the prin-
ciple to which I object,”where the cost of
production is not taken into consideration
in the fixing of prices.

Mr. Brexwyan: What did the
Price-fixing Board do?

Mr. MOORE : We had our cost of produc-
tion taken notice of by that board. We
put our case before the Federal Price-fixing
Board. Many factories—cheese and bubter—
have received deferred payments from the
Federal pool.

Mr. BrENNaN: What price did you get?

Mr. MOORE: I could not tell,
memory, what was the price.

Mr. Brenxnan: Less than the State price.

Mr, MOORKE : Oh, no!

Mr. Kirwan: I say, yes.

Federal

from
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order ! Order:

Mr. BeeBixerON: One hundred per cent.
more—178s. per cwt. now. and your price
was 1218, per cwt.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order! Order!

Mr. MOORE : The hon. member asked for
figures, and when he gets them he does not
seem to like them.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I sug-
gest that the hon. member address the
(hair, and take no notice of interjections.

Mr. MOORE: One question I want fo
mention is the settling of returned soldiers.
{ do not know how it is going on in many
districts. In my own district the land itself
= all right, but its inaccessibility is the
trouble.  The expense of cartage and
haulage to a lot of those blocks of land is
~nough to make the selection prohibitive.
They are selections which have been avail-
able for vears, and have never been taken
up. The quality of the land is not objected
ro. It is all right. When you come to the
question of being able to get to it. the diff-
culty is going to come in.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaNDs:

Where
is the hon. member veferring to now?

Mr, MOORE: Up in the (oovar and
Yarraman districts.
The SECRETARY FOR PuUsLic Laxps: I sup-

pose the hon. member knows it was at the
soldiers’ own request that that land was
made available?

Mr. MOORE : [ canunot help who made the
request.  Soldiers have gone on the land
who have never had any experience. They
<do not realise the enormous difficulty they
have to contend with in getting their produce
to market. There is one other guestion in
regard to soldiers’ settlements
that I want fo bring forward.
because it is one the Government
wee pushing a great deal—not only the
Queensland  Government, but the Govern-
ment of New South Wales, and the Govern-
ments of other States in the Commonwealth.
{ huve here a letter which I received from a
seturned soldier, who says—

* After the armistice was signed I
attended the ALK, educational lectures
on poultry farming. As a result of these
lectures, I decided to take up poultry
farming on a fairly large scale on my re-
rurn. I decided to purchase an incubator
and outfit, and buy the eggs. We were told
that the Governments in all States were
doing everything possible to induce re-
turned men to take up this branch of
agriculture, one of the few lines that
does not take too much capital to start
in. We were told that we could get
good, reliable eggs at a reasonable cost
from any .of the Agricultural Depart-
ments. who were only too anxious to
help us, ete., ete. I wrote first to Gat-
ton, and received a reply that they
vegretted they were unable to supply
incubator lots, but they could supply
trios from £3 3s., or fifteen eggs for
£1 1s. 1 then wrote to the Department
of Agriculture and Stock, and told them
I was a returned soldier, ete., starting
poultry farming, and that I intounded
purchasing an incubator and eggs to start
with. I asked if the department could
supply the eggs, and if not, for advice
as to the best means of obtaining same.
‘They referred me to the poultry expert,
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and he advised me not to purchase eggs.
but to buy day-old chicks. I wrote to
him again, asking him wheve I could
obtain these chicks, He replied that he
was not allowed to advise any particular
stock, but if I was intending to go in
for poultry, I should become a sub-
scriber to ‘ Poultry,” a New South
Wales publication. He said T could get
all the information I required from that
paper’s advertisements. He also men-
tioned a Victorian poultry journal. I
have become a subscriber to ¢ Poultry.’
which is well worth the subscription.
but all the advertisements are for Syd-
ney breeders, That is what Ryan cau
do for us in the poultry line—advise us to
go to Sydney and get eggs or day-old
chicks. Not a bad way of putting re-
turned men on the land. T may add 1
am still determined to go in for poultry.
I have got an incubator, and am getting
eggs at 5s. a dozen from F. Hoffman,
Haden. He has good stock, and has
been at the game for a few years. Last
vear he purchased 500 day-old chicks in
Sydney. and when they arrived here
they were a very poor lot, 110 dead, and
many crippled, which had to be de-
stroyed. He reared about 300, and I saw
some of them, and they are a very weedy
lot, and certainly far from pure bred, so
the only thing they will give you is
advice, and that appears to be bad.”
(‘onsidering the number of returned soldiers
who are being induced to go in for poultry
farming. surely, if the Queensland poultry
expert is not ellowed to give advice as to
one particular breed, a list could be pre
pared of those persons who are veliable
breeders, and to whom they ecould recom-
mend the returned soldiers to go for eggs
or chickens,
The SecreTarY FOR PusLiC Laxvs: Do you
say the poultry expert is not allowed to
advise ?

Mr. MOORE: Iie says himself he is not
allowed to advise as to what stock to secure,
and he advises the returned soldier to get a
publication from Sydney and to get his
information from the advertisements in that
paper.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Are you
sure the poultry expert himself said that?

Mr. MOORE: I have read this soldier’s
letter to that effect,

The SecrersRY For PuBLic Taxps: I do
not believe that it is correct. There is no
restriction on him, and he can give what
advice he likes. That is what he iz there
for.

Mr. MOORE: He veplied to this returned
soldier that he was not allowed to advise as
to the purchase of stock. {(‘onsidering the
difficulties that a novice has to encounter
when going in for poultry farming. all the
advice that can be given by the poultry
expert should be available.

The SECRETARY Tor PUBLIC Taxps: We
reckon we have one of the ablest poultry
experts in Australia, and I think it very
unfair for vou to say, oun hearsay evidence,
what you have just said.

Mr. MOORE: It is not on heavsay. [
have this man’s letter.

The SECRETARY ForR Pusnic Laxps: The
hon. member for Windsor will bear out

what I have said.

Mr. Moore.]
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Mr. MOORE: I am not saying anything
against the qualifications of the poultry

expert.

The SecrETARY FOR PUBLic LAxDs: The
hon. member for Windsor will bear out what
I have just said—that there is no restriction
whatever on him and he can give whatever
advice he likes,

Mr. BEBBINGTON :
particular breed?

The SEcRETARY
is his business.

Mr., MOORE: This man gives me definite
information, and, if what he says is the
case, the position wants remedying; I cer-
tainly believe it is the cuse, as T am perfectly
satisfied he would not write in that strain if
it was not true,

Mr. BrenNax: Did you investicate the
matrer at the department?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Lanps: Have
you any objection to giving me that letter?

{an he recommend any

rOR PuBLic Laxps: That

Mr. MOORE: The Secretary for Public

Lands is perfectly welcome to the whole
letter. I am only too willing, if there is a

mistake, to have it pointed out, and, if
there is not a mistake, the thing should bhe
vemedied. I do not want to make political
capital out of it.

Mr. BrexNan: Why did you not make
inquiries before publishing it?

Mr. MOORE: Other hon. members have
had similar letters from all over Queensland.
and surely a thing like that should he
brought up in this House!

Mr. BrExNaN: Why not make investiga-
tions first?

Mr. MOORE: Make investigations' IHon.
members opposite want to shield the Govern-
ment on every possible occasion.

I notice in the GGovernor’s Speech reference
is made to the influenza outbreak. It ix
extremely fortunate for Queensland thatr we
have got out of it up to the present as light!y
as we have. To my mind it is a most extra-
ordinary thing that before the influenza out-
break occurred in Queensland a conforence
was held down South of representatives from
the Health Departments of esch State u
which a policy was formulated which was
to be carried out in the event of an out-
break of influenza occurring: and then, as
soon as an cutbreak was threatened, the
whole result of that conference was praeti-
cally wiped out and each State had to fight
the epidemic on its own. Appavently the
Queensland Government was more concerned
about meking political capital acainst the
Commonwealth Government than they were
in fighting the epidemic. Thev went aboui
the matter in a very feeble manner indeed,
and the most feeble thing about the whole
business was the reasons which were given
for handing over the control to the local
authorities. The veason given was the
extravagant demand of three or four districts
in Queensland who wanted a huge amount ol
money spent in their «ivisions. Because the
Home Secretary considered thev were
extravagant in their demends and he did not
consider it politic to stand up acainst them,
because the requests were backed up by
members supporting the Government. so
the whole control was handed over to the
local authorities. T do not object to the
control being handed over to the local
suthorities: but what T object to is that it
was not handed over to them before the
enidemie oecurred to enable then to organise
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It was handed over to them after she out-
break occurred, which did not give the local
authorities an opportunity of carrying ous
the work in an efficient manner. The local
authorities and the Government have every
reason to be proud of the way in which the
community as & whole helped. There were
voluntary workers throughout the different
shires who were prepared to give the whole
of their time and who were prepared to take
any amount of risk, in order to help people
whom they did not know at ell. In my ow
shire we had voluntary workers who gave up
days and nights for weeks to help people
who were sick. In cases like that sufficient
notice should have been given if the Govern
ment had wanted the local authorities to
take over the work. Fortunately. the oui-
break, while severe, was not as virulent as
in the Southern States. Tt was more good
luck than good management that we were
enabled to cope with it.

The Houe Secrerary: I I had followed
the advice given, it would have run into a
quarter of a million of money. and thin
there would have been a howl.

Mr. MOORE: If the Home Secretary hud
followed ocut certain advice given by mem-
hers behind the Goverminent, who wuanted
money spent in their electorates, I should
not have been surprised if it had cost a
inillion of monev; but the principle of carrs-
ing out the work is what I object to. :

The Government talk about the difficulty
of getting houses and the necessity for a
fair vents court, The Government is one
of the oreatest sinners in raising rents in
Queensland.  Some vears ago you could buy
rimber at 2s. or 3s. per 100 feet in the log;
but to-dav the Government are getting 13s.
6d. per 100 feet in the log at Yarraman.

The SecreTsarRY FOR Puspic Laxps: Why
don't you be fair? Don’t you know the
Government had no say in the puiting up
of the price of timber, because it is only an

infinitesimnal part which the State supplies?

Mr. MOORE:

I am going to quote two
advertisements for two reasons—one is the
extraordinary manner in which the State
mill has to be spoonfed, and the other the
way in which the timber has been put up.
The following advertisement is taken from
the ““Nanango News’ of 25th November,
1918 —
¢ TIMBER SALE.

* The undermentioned lofs of timber
will be offered for sale by public auc-
tion, at the railway station, Benarkin.
on Friday, 1st November, 1918, at 10
&.m. :—

** Blocks 1 to 4, on Timber Reserve 283.
parish of Colinton, each containing
350,000 superficial feet of pine. Also,
350,000 superficial feet of pine on Timber
Reserve 290, parish of Taromeo. Upsets:
6x. 3d. per 100 superficial feet for logs
70 inches girth and over; 5s. 3d. for logs
50 to 69 inches; and 3s. 3d. for logs
under 60 inches girth. Tops, 6d. over
89 inches, and 3d. under 60 inches girth.
Term of agreement, twelve months.

-~ All timber on the above lots must be
delivered to the State sawmills, Taromeo,
at 1ls. per 100 superficial feet for logs
70 inches and over; 10s. for logs 60 to
69 inches; 8s. for logs under 60 inches;
5s. 3d. for tops 60 inches and over; and
5s. for tops under 60 inches.
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“Blocks 6 to 12, on Timber Reserve
290, parish of Taxomeo, each containing
140 000 superficial feet of hardwood.
Upset 3s. 6d. per 100 superficial feet.
Term of agreement, twelve months.

“ All timber on these lots must be de-
livered to the State Rawmills, on trucks,
Benarkin., at 8s. 10d. per 100 superficial
fect.

W, M. WarTs,

“Land Commissioner.”

That is the upset price at the State mills.
Thin tuke the following advertizement as a
comparison :—

¢ TIMBER SALE.

“ The undermentioned lots
will be offered for sale by
tion, at the Land Office,
Tuesday, 26th November
Lm., i —

Lo
and maiden’s
Cooyar. Upset:

of timber
public auc-
Nanango., on
1918, at 11

1.—All crow’s ash, vellow woud,
blush, on poltlon 148y,

Crow’s ash and yellow
wood, 60 inches and over, 3s; under 60
inches, s, 6d.; maiden’s blush, 6d. per
100 mpuﬁcial feet. Monthly removal,

10,000 superficial feet. Term to 30th
\O\embel 1919.

“ Lot 2.—Forty-nine pine logs on
veserve 287, Cooyar and Emu Creek.

Upset: 70 inches and over, 10s. 6d.; 60
inches to 69 inches, 10s.; 48 inches to 59
inches, 8s. 9d.; tops, 60 inches and over,
2s. 6d.; under 60 inches, 1s. 6d. Term
ro 3lst Decomber, 1918.

“ Lot 3.—50,000 superticial feet of pine
180 inches G.B.H.), on part reserve 120,
Neumgna. Upset: 70 inches and over,
10s.; 60 inches to 69 inches. 9s.; under
60 inches, 7s.; tops, 6d. Monthly re-
moval, 10.000 superficial feet. Term o
31st Murch, 1819.7
timber-huver

The above has the eption of

long haulage by team abour 12 miles to
Yarraman or heavy freights to mecr if

trucked at Tarong. in which case it wonld
have to be railed viA Theebine to Brisbane,
That means, roughly, that the State mill has
an advantage over the ordinary mill of ahout
58, or 6. per 100 fect.

The SECRETARY YOR PUBLIC LANDS: How do
you contend from that that the State is put-
ring up the price of timber?

Myr. MOORE: We know that five vears
dgo timber up there was selling at 2s. 6d. or

6d. per 100 feei, and to- day it is 13s. 6d.
(,an anvbody say that the price has not gone
up? The (Government itself has put up the
prics of timber to the highest figure it can
get, and consequently the price of building
has gone up.

The Stcrerary ror Pupnic Laxps: The
Government are charging the market price
for their timber and no more, and they do
not make the market price,

Mr. MOORE: The Government endeavour
i show that the timber mills are makKing
auge profits, but the Government mill has
the advantage of 5s. or 6s. per 100 feet in
getting the hmbelJ and they are still charg-
ing the same as other mills.

The SEcRETARY FOR PUBLIC Laxps: The
Government have to pay the same rate of
wages as the other mills.

20 Aveest]
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Mr. MOORE: The high price of building
is partly attributable to the profiteering of
the present Government, which has jumped
up the timber to the h1ghe=t price they can
wet.

The SECRETARY ¥OR Pusnic Laxps: If the
Government gave the timber away, do vou
think the prics of timber would come down?
Nothing of the sort.

Mr. MOORE : The State has not brought
its prices down, but has raised them to those
charged by other mills. The State has raised
its prices twice since 1t embarked in the
enterprise. The Government talk about what
profiteering there was in the timber busi-
ness, but after they started their mill they
discoversd there was no profiteering, and
raized their pricss to those of the other mills.

I want to call particular attention to the
question of giving assistance to the farmer
in securing seed wheat, as a large number
of settlers are xuffm]ng dist We find
that during the past four years in Queens-
land relief has been given out to the unem-

plowd in large centres of population. Last
vear £9,000 was spent in relief. But when,
owing to bad seasons, the farmer gets no

teturns, there is no question of relief for him,
It is a question of asking for sufficient sced
wheat to carry him on for another year, but
the conditions on which the seed wheat were
offered were foo drastic for any farmer to
accept.

The Spcrerary For Prsnic Laxps: They
paid a couple of * hob ™ more for i in Too-
woomba.

My, MOORE: Would not any farmer
rather pay 2s. a bushel more than sign the
paper he was required to sign?

The BECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Laxps: No; ib
was beeause he would not pay off his debt.

Mr. MOORE: This is the sort of circular
that was sent out to the farmers, and it
shows the distinetion which is being made
berween <different sections of the community.

The SecreTaRy vor Pusnic Laxps: They
do not make a profit out of it.

MOORE: And do the farmers make
a pmﬁ\‘ out of the assistance which is given
them? Certainly not. This is the ““ Declara-
vion and Application for Seed ” which far-
mers are required to #ill up and sign—
© DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND
STOCK, QUEENSLAND.
** DECLARATION AND APPLICATION FOR SEED.
A information given will be treated
ns strietly confid entiall)
L . of . do solemnly
and sincerely «eclare that—

1. The land T occnpy as i
sitnated at . and has an area
of acres ; the title is R

rhe deseription as contained in
numbered . volume
. being

2 ’Iho most convenient railway sta-
tion to which goods may be consigned
to me is

“3. The existing encumbrances on my
interest in the above land are

4, My other existing liabilities
are

“5, My present principal sources of

income are
Mr. Moore.]
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“6, The amounts of my income for
each of tho past three vears have been
1916 , 1917

“7. 1 propose fo sow in 1919 the fol-

s

lowing :—
‘Wheat acres.
Barley acres.
Oats acres,
and I shall require therefor the follow-
ing seed :—

Bushels of wheat.
Bushels of barley.
Bushels of oats.

“8. The areas in acres cultivated by

me in recent years have been as
follows : —
; ) OTHER
© Yeari WHEAT BARLEY UATS © Crops
B ! !
i {acres). ! (acresl. | (acres;. ' (acres),
SO | L.
1914‘1
1915 |
1916% ‘ :
1917 !
1918

“9. 1 am unable to secure seed with-
out the assistance of the Secretary for
Agriculture and Stock, and I am unable
to pay cash for the seed required.

“10. Though I should prefer
T shall be satisfied with whatever variety
-or varieties the department may supply.

“And I hereby make application to
the Secretary for Agriculture and Stock
to supply to me the above sced, or such
amount as he may approve, and in the
event of seed being supplied to me 1
undertake that—

‘1. The seed supplied shall be used
for no other purpose than sowing during
1919 the aforesaid number of acres, and
until so sown the said seed shall be and
remain the property of the Secretary for
Agriculture and Stock, and I will not
dispose of the same to any other person
or persons whomsoever.

“2 I will pay not later than 3lst
Januvary, 1920, to the Secretary for Ag-
riculture and Stock, or such officer as
he may appoint, the full cost of the seed
supplied to me, including freight and all
other charges and interest at the rate of
6 per cent. per annum on the total
amount outstanding until date of pay-
ment.”’

“That is what the Government call ** giving ™
things to the farmers. The document goes
on to say—

3, I will forthwith, and from time to
time, upon demand, give to the Secre-
tary for Agriculture and Stock a lien
{(bill of sale) on my crops for the said
cost, freight, charges, and interest, but
such lien (bill of sale) shall not operate
to pravent the said Secretary for Agri-
culture and Stock from proceeding to re-
cover from me any amounts s¢ owing
in accordance with this undertaking.

[Mr. Moore.
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“4, If the Secretary for Agriculture
and Stock shall deem 1t necessary, I will
authorise to pay to the said Secre-
tary for Agriculture and Stock the
amount of my debt to him, by regular
monthly instalments, of such amount as
he, may require out of the amount or
amounts periodically due to me for

’ supplied to the said , and
in such case the receipt of the said
Secretary for Agriculture and Stock to
the said for any amount so paid.
will constitute a full and sufficient dis-
charge of such amount.

“ Dated at , this day of

.19 .

“ Signed by the abovenamed, in the

presence of

s {Signature of applicant.)”
Then follows a certificate, which is couched
in these terms—

¢¢ CERTIFICATE.

« Wote.—1his certificate, that the appli
cation is bona fide and in accordance with
the conditions under which assistance will
be granted, must be signed by a police
magistrate, or an officer of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture and Stock, or on
officér of the Lands Department, or o
justice of the peace.

“1 hereby certify that the applicant
is known to me, that from inquiries made
by me I know that the contents hereof
are true, and that I can recommend this
application for the favourable considera
tion of the Secretary for Agriculture and
Stock. for the following reasons

“ Signature
** Occupation
“Date >

A justice of the peace or a police magis-
trate has to go and inquire into the appli-
cant’s private business, and ascertain every
debt he owes, and yet the Government go
round the country saying, “ We gave seed
wheat to the farmers.”” Do you expect that
any farmer in his senses would take wheat
on those terms? When the Government are
able to distribute relief to distressed people
in the town without the amount spent on
that relief being refunded, is it a fair thing
that they should ask farmers to sign such a
document when applying for a supply of
seed wheat? Tt is not a question of the
department making inquiry, but of the far-
mer having to go to a justice of the peace
or police magistrate and place his affairs
before that officer before he can get assist
ance.

My, PorLook: Relief was given to miners
in the Cloncurry district on exactly the same
principle, and they did not object.

Mr. MOORE: Was relief given to the”
puople of Townsville under the same con-
ditions ¥

Mr. Porrock : I do not know.

Mr. Bessixgron: Why
favoured?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Orvder!

Mr. MOORE: I do not think that the
amount spent on relief distributed to people
in the cities of Queensland is expected to be
paid back, but I take great exception to fish
heing made of one clazs of people and fowl

was Brisbane
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of another. Is it a fair thing that farmers
should not be given some assistance without
peing expected to sign a document such as
[ have quoted? I say it is a most unheard
of thing that they should be compelled to
sign that document? Is it any wonder that
she (rovernment should afterwards complain
that the wheat was left on their hands?
There is no reason why a form of that kind
should be sent out to be signed by farmers
who have suffered as farmers on the Downs
:ave saffered. But I would not take any
notice of the matter if it were not for the
fact that relief is distributed in the towns
vithout any such conditions. The relief dis-
ributed In the towns during the past four
vears amounts to just as much as the cost
f seed wheat distributed to farmers,

. The Sgcrerary FOR PuBLIC LANDS : Accord-
ng to your logic, you would not give relief
“o men unless the amount spent is repaid.
Mr. MOORE: No; 1 would give relief if
© was required.

The Seorerany ror Pusric Laxps: What
ity has a man with a swag got?
Mr. MOORE: That is just it. Because

+he Government can grab something from the
‘armer, they are treating those men in a
different way from the manner in which
they are treating the men who have got
sothing. '
Mr. Forry:
i starve?
Mr. MOORE:
‘armers to starve?
Mr, Forey: No;
rmoney to go on with,

Mr. MOORE : Have they plenty of money
w go on with? T can tell you that to-day
the amount of the factory cheques paid to
farmers at present is infinitesimal. I know
wmany families who are getting £2 a month
“rom their dairying, and that is all they
vave to keep them. I am not denving that
‘it certain small portions of the country there
ass been rain, and that landowners are able
o 41(*}).21#1'5111‘&1 a large number of stock; but
cre 1s a large area where there has been
vain—where, in fact, there has been a
Arought for the last two vears. and where
the people require assistance. And those
are the people who ave penalised by the
{iovernment, who are supposed to assist the
farmer. Then the Government go round and
say, * We gave the farmers wheat, and
we gave them fodder.” The way they have
“ given " them those things is to charge them
5 per cent, interest on their cost. I hope
that the Government will relent. and see
that assistance is given to farmers who are
<uffering distress through no fault of their
own. and that those men will get the same
ennsidevation as is given to other men in

Would vou leave those men

Would vyou leave the

they have plenty of

sk community who are in  distressed
circumstances, .
Mr. POLLOCK (Gregoryy: The 1nain

surden of the song of members of the Op-
sosition during the whole of this debate
has heen the necessity for in-
9.30 p.m.] creased production, with com-
. plaints as to the action of certain
soidies of men regarding the shortage of food-
stuffs in North Queensland and the gencral
sdepression throughout Australia caused by
the present shipping strike, or lockout. as
I should more rightly term it.

The SECRPTARY roR PUsnic

Laxps: Hold-
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Mr., POLLOCK : Perhaps that would be a
better and more legal term to use. I am not
going to condemn the men, because I believe
that, if the Commonwealth Government
adopted a sensible method of meeting the
men and considering their grievances, it could
be settled in a very short time. I have a
firm opinion that, if this trouble lasts until
Mr. Hughes arrives back, he will be able to
settle it in twenty-four hours, and he will
settle it. And he will take the credit for
settling it and take the opportunity of going
to the country. 1 may be wrong in thinking
that Mr. Hughes is going to be the hero in
this matter, but 1 believe that the Nationalist
(yovernment could settle the matter easily
in twenty-four hours by lending a sympa-
thetic ear to the seamen, listemng to their
grievances and giving wayx a little here and
there. Anyone who has studied the guestion
of the seamen’s hold-up knows perfectly well
that the Arbitration Court 1s of no use to
the seamen at the present time. [t is no
use for members of the Opposition to tell
us that the seamen and other cemployees
should go to the Arbitration Court when we
know well that it cannot redress their
grievances in # proper manner.

Mr. G. P. Barxes: Is
Clourt any good?

Mr. POLLOCK: [ am not going to say
that any court can go the whole way. I do
not think any Arbitration {(‘ourt does go the
whole way iu settling disputes satisfactorily
hetween employers and employees. We
know that, according to a recent High Court
decision, the seanian cannot have their wages
inereased by the Arbitration Court beyond
an additional 2d, per day. That is the only
reason why they refused to go to the court.
and anyone who has studied the question
must admit that the seamen would be fools
to attempt to go near the Arbitration Court
while that <ecision stands. Members of the
Opposition. while thex have eriticised the
Government in this 1inatter, knew all the
time that their criticism was not directed
against the party respousible, because the
Queensland Government have no control over
the present shipping trouble. They have for-
gotten. too, that during 1917 this Govern-
ment  introduced and attempted to  pass
through the Legislative Council a Bill
which was fought tocth and nail bv houn.
members opvosite, Imt which would have
given the Government the right to com-
mandeer all ships in Queensland swuters.

Mr. BeBeixcetox: And the men, tco.

Mr. POLLOCK : Yes, and the men tou, to
be fair in the matter, and enable the people
in the starving North to get food to relieve
their wants.

Mr. VowrLEs interjected.

Myr. POLLOCK: The hon. wember for
Dalby is attempting the same kind of mis-
vepresentation as he tried when he brought
up the Wando Vale affair.

Mr. Bessineton: You m\'ervd that up.
You dropped it it a convenient time.

Mr. POLLOCK': T am nct going to eunter
into that question. The hon. membeor knows
the findings of the Commission.

Mr. Beserxarox: When
witnesses,

Mr. POLLOCK : The Opposition did 1ot
come out of that matter in a very clean way

Mr. Pollock.]
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at all. The proposal of the Government in
1917 wus that they should be able to take
control of the ships—not to commandeer
them or their profits, bui merely control
them for the benefit of the people.

An OprosITION MEMBER : And conscript the
men.

Mr. POLLOCK: Not conscript the men,
but utilise the men who were on them to
man the ships in just the same way as the
companies were doing. At that time the
Opposition held the view that every man in
Australia who was eligible to go to the front
should be conscripted; yet they refused to
sive this Government any assistance in the
conseription of inanimate things like ships,
and everybody knows the tremendous advant-
age the people of North Queensland would
be deriving to-day had the Queensland Go-
vernment the power they sought to com-
mandeer those ships and supply the people
with the food they so badly necded. '

Mr. G. P. Barxes: They could not have
commandeered interstate ships.

Mr. POLLOCK: There are boats lving
‘here  which the Government could have
commandeered.

Mr. Bespiverox : They would have cleared
out while you were passing vour Bill.

Mr. POLLOCK : The hon. member again
is on the wrong track, because he knows thas,
had we passed that Bill in 1917, we would now
have been able to take control, without any
warning, of ships that were being unlaw-
fully held up while people were being left to
starve. I merely mention this instance in
order to show that the Opposition are not in
any way sincere in their attacks on the Go-
vernment, and they fail utterly in 4rying to
throw on their shoulders blame which should
be thrown on the shoulders of their confreres
in the Federal Parliament.

Mr. G. P. Barwes: Supposing you came
to the rescue in that way, would you not
show your weakness?

Mr. POLLOCK: I am not afraid of any
Government showing weaekness who en-
deavour to adjust a dispute and see that the
wheels of industry are kept going. I believe
that the men—who I believe in this instance
are mainly in the right—would go back to
work if they had a reasonable opportunity :
but it is the pig-headed attitude of those on
the other side in the dispute, who adopt the
same attitude as members of the Opposition
always adopt, which prevents a settlement
of this dispute, and will prevent it until
they take a reasonable view of the matter.
The hon. member for Aubigny, when he was
concluding his speech and at the opening.
made reference to what he termed the spread
of discontent and class-consciousness among
the general public and particularly among
the workers. The hon. member must have
known that discontent iz mot confined to
Queensland, and that discontent can only be
the result of something which is funda-
mentally wrong. Evervbodv knows that
discontent cannot last unless it is over somoe-
thing which is very, very wrong.

Hon. W. H. Barxes: Discontent has been
very much greater under the Labour Govern-
ment in Queensland than under any other
Bovernment.

Mr. POLLOCK: Let me explain that. T
21l admit, for the sake of argument, that

[Mr. Pollock.
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discontent has been greater under the present
Government.  The people in 1815 returned
the Labour party with a substantial majority
to carry out certain legislation, and the
people and the workers particularly whe
were responsible for the return of the Go-
vermment, believed that they were going to
get something good out of the Government.
Yot we know that the Government have been
prevented from giving that something good
for the worker because of the continued
existence of a body which is hostile to the
expressed wishes of the workers—that i
the Legislative Council. They have time
and sgain thrown out legislaticn which this
(Government intended and attempted to pass
in order to improve the eonditions of ti
workers of Queensland. And iz it ang
wonder, after they had returned a Luahour
Government and had expected to get a fair
deal, after they had looked for legislation
which they asked to be passed, that discou-
tent should break out when they find it 1s
not given to them? I sav that the present
Government must take the discontent as =
warning in conncetion with the Upper
House, snd the Opposition must take it as &
warning that the parliamentary machine is
on its trial, and that it must be proved to
be a successful method of dealing with the
everyday problems of life or else it must gr.

Mr. G. P. Baryes: All good governmens
1% on its trial

Mr. POLLOCK : Goeid government is nust
on its trial at the present time. The
administration of laws which existed prior
fo the coming into office of the Labour parts
is on its trial.

Hon. W. H. BsnrxNes: Are you with the
parliamentary machine, or on the opposite
side?

Mr. POLLOCK: I am with the parlia-
mentary machine so long as an opportunity
is given the people to use a parliamentary
machine that is efficient. I am the same as
everv other man who wants results—if the
parliamentary machine will not get them,
something else has to get them.

Hon, W. H. Barxes: What is that some-
thing else?

Mr. POLLOCK: I am trying to give a
warning to the hon. member that there is
only one alternative to parliamentary Go-
vernment.

Mr. VOWLES :

Mr. POLLOCK : That is the word. Thers
is only one alternative to refusing fo give
the people what they desire. That is what
happened in Russia. Nobody believes that =
revolution would have occurred in Russia
had it not been for the one outstanding fact
that the people could not get what they
wanted by parliamentary government. The
same condition of things will apply im
Queensland in a few short years—perhaps in
a few short months—if the people are not
able fo secure, by their votes, what they
are entitled to, and what they want.

Hon, W. J1. Barves: On what side will
vou be?

Mr. POLLOCK : That depends on ecircum-
stances, I am certain I will never be on the
same side as the hon. member, unless be
changes his views.

Mr. G. T, BARNES:
prophet.

Revolution?

You are quite =
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Mr., POLLOCK : One does not need to be
a prophet to see those things. They are
plain for evervbody to see who studies the
ordinarr, everyday problems of life. You
have no need to be a wizard to discover
that, if men cannot get things by fair means,
when they are right in their demands and
want them sufficiently, they are going to get
them by foul.

Mr, VowLes:
these things.

Hr. POLLOCK: It is as well to know
them., It is as well that the Opposition
should wake up to the fact, and endeavour
ro give the (fovernment some assistance in
the abolition of the Upper House, to enable
them to get on with the work they were put
here to carry out. I said that no Govern-
ment could do anything unless thev had
perfected and made efficient the parliamen-
tary machine, The present parliamentary
machine is not efficient. No man can say it
is efficient when a body of men are returned
here to carry out certain objects and are
deliberately prevented from doing that by a
nominee, autocratic body. That condition
of affairs is not different, except in degree—
and a very slight degroe—to that which
oxisted in Russia and in Germany, becausc
the men in the Upper House who resist our
legislation are no more entitled to be the
autocrats, the dictators, of Queensland than
is any king, kaiser, or czar, I repeat,
there ix only one alternative to having a per-
fected parliamentary machine that can carry
out the wishes of the people, and that is a
scheme that will do it by force. It is the
onlv alternative I know of: and, if the hon.
member for Warwick knows of any other,
I shall be glad to hear it from him. The
big bulk of the people are stirred up to
diseontent, and are talking direct action.

It is just as well to know

My, (. P. Baryes: You are encouraging
them now.

Mr. POLLOCK: I am not encouraging
therm, but I am giving a warning to those
who are blocking them from getting what
they are really entitled to; and a warning
at this stage, I think, is not out of place.

Mr., (+. P. BarxeEs: Your Administration
has been inefficient so far as controlling
rhings in the North is concerned.

Mr., POLLOCK: I am not talking about
the Administration. I am talking about the
parliamentary machine, and the facilities
that the working men have for getting what
they desire. Let us keep to that point; I
do not intend to be drawn away from it by
any interjection. The Government have once
tried to abolish the Legislative Council, and
failed. They failed because the people of
Queensland, while they wanted certain legis-
lation. did not think sufficiently, in my
opinion, to enable them to get rid of the
hody that was blocking that legislation. It is
probable that the people did not realise
fully the facts of the case. It is probable
that many other issues were submitted at
the time this veferendum was submitted which
militated agalinst its success. But it does not
alter the fact that the Government, seeing that
the people desire certain objects, and know-
ing that the other Chamber stands in the
way of securing those objects, should lose no
sime in saving to the people, ** There is the
way to do it—by abolishing the Icgislative
Council,”

Mr. G. P. Barses: The people will refuse
to give you the power.
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Mr. POLLOCK : If the people refuse to
abolish the Legislative Council, it is their
funeral. 1, for one, am not going to be
guilty any longer than I can help of being
responsible for preventing the people from
doing something they are entitled to do.

Mr.
and

VOWwWLES :
wmtimidate
your way.

Mr. POLLOCK: I am trying to induce
the people to believe that their intercsts lie
in the direction of abolishing the Legislative
Conneil.

Mr. VOWLEN :
them.

You are trying to cocrce
those people now to vote

No, you are trying to coerce

Mr. POLLOCK : [ am tryiug to polnt out
that the danger in this country from
Bolshewism lies in the continued existence
of a, Chamber which will not allow the people
of Queenslond to govern themselves. 1 am
quite sure it is only those who wish to mis-
understand me who can misunderstand me.

Another question which the Government
have included in the forefront of their
sessional programme is that of dealing with
profitecring.  The profiteer is a man who
should be dealt with in the manner in which
every Government should deal with crimi-
nals. The profiteer is a man who is literally
raking the bread out of the mouths of those
who are working for a living, and is entitled
to no better treatment than the average
criminal.  When we look around and dis-
cover how many young women are working
in Brisbane for £1 a week—girls, in most
cases, entively without relatives, who are
compelled to keep body and soul together,
and dress themselves, on £1 per week at the
outside—it makes one wonder that there arc
not more women eager to abolish the Legis-
lative Council, It makes one wonder that
there arc not more females employed in
these big warehouses who are anxious to
come forward with some scheme for their
own betterment. Tt makes one wonder why
it is they have been so long in attempting
some  satisfactory form of organisation to
enable them to secure something which will
enable them to live decently.

“Mr. G. . BarxEs: Where is your Arbitra-
tion Court, under a Labour Government?
Whr do they not carry out the law?

Mr. POLLOCK : My point is that, before
the Arbitration Court came into existence
in Queensland, a lot of these girls were work-
ing for 7s. 6d. a week. It is true their wages
have been increased over 100 per cent., and
it is also true that the cost of living has
gone up out of all proportion.

Mr. Wanrorb : Three hundred per cent.

Mr. POLLOCK : T am not going to attack
any particular individual over the increase
in the cost of living, but I do say that the
jucrease in wages is not sufficient to justify
such an inerease in the cost of necessary
commaodities—in the cost of clothes and in
the cost of things that we use every day of
our lives, Consequently, there must be some
undue profits, or, in other words, there must
be profiteeving. Arbitration has not, as the
extremist says, been proved a failure, because
it has nover heen really given a trial. It
is no use a Government passing an Arbitra-
tion Act which will merely give judginent
upon the question of the price of wages.

Mr. Pollock.]
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The Avbitration Court should have power,
at the same time, .to fix the cost of commodi-
ties as nearly as possible for the period over
which the award extends, and if the court
has that power, then there is no doubt that
the employees will become much more satis-
fied with the system of arbitration. If it
Jdoes not get that power, then more and
more dissatisfaction is going to be expressed
with the decisions of the Arbitration Court;

more and more profitecring is going to be
indulged in, as was instanced by the bakers’

vase 1n Brisbane not long ago. When a
further slight increase in wages of about
half-a-crown a week was granted to the
vmployees, bread went up 3d. _per loaf.
Undue profiteering was mdulged in in that
instaunes,

Myr. WHITFORD : Legalised burglars.

Mr, POLLOCK : Perhaps that is ax good
a name for them as any other, Profiteering
ﬁb guing on. in connection with almost ev ery
tine of business. It seems to me that it has
not only become a habit, but has become a
particular virtue amongst the traders to
“ pass it on.”” Kvery time an award is given,
they merely laugh, and say, ““The public
must pay.”  And the public are the workers;
and when I say the workers, let me remind
hou. members “that there are a good many
men in this House who receive only their
£300 per annum, and it is those men who
are compelled to live on £5 16s. per week
who realise just how much the cost of living
enters Info the ordinary caleulations of the
working man. Perhaps it would be a good
thing if more members of Parliament
received nothing but their parliamentary
2llowance and were compelled to live on it,
as, perhaps, they would then wake up to the
necessity of «oing something to cope with
she question of the increased cost of living.
I do not know, and I have gone into the
question fairly closely, how the average man
eceiving £4 per week, with a wife and
family to keep, manages to live at all. T
de not care whether it is a condemnation of
this (Fovermment or not; the fact remains
that it must be very hard for those men to
scrape along, and it is time that the Govern-
ment introduced zome measure that would
afford relief to those who are suffering. I
realise that the question of the fixation of
prices ix something which cannot bz dealt
with hy the (,:ovonlment of Queensland satis-
factorily, T rcalise that it is largely a Com-
monweajth matter, because Queensland can-
net fix the uholosalo price of commodities
which are not produced within the State.
It can enly fix retail prices for clothing and
other articles, and for foodstuffs which are
produced outside this State. But it can fix
prices for certain articles that are produced
lueally, and can fix them satisfactorily either
by some method of arbitration or by a board
of control which is able to hear evidence and
determine what is a fair and just price for
such commodities. Until some effort is made
by the State to deal with this question, one
rannot expeet the Tory Government in the
National Parliament, which is the friend of
the profiteers, to attempt to deal with it.

Mr. BesBINGTON : What have vour Govern-
ment <lone in the last five vears? Only taken
the farmers’ butter.

3r. POLLOCK : I am not going to defend
what the Government have done or have not
done.  This i= one of the ocrasions when
~very hon. member, realising that the cost
of living is entering largely into the homes
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of every member of the community who has
to work for a living, should rise above
Governments and above party, if necessary.
A man should be prepared to go beyond the
supporting of Governments, and go beyond
loyalty to party, if necessary, in order to
sccure what he believes to be just treatment
for those who have to work for a living and
wio are affected by the increased cost of
living. I know that the Queensland Govern-
ment did fix prices during the first few
months after it came in’co office, and the
fixation of prices resulted in a decrease in
the cost to the consumer.

Mr. Bresivgron: Certainly.

Mr. POLLOCK: And I know. too, that,
s0 soon a¥ the Commonwealth Government
passed its War Precaution Act, wherever the
Queensland Government fixed prices for cer-
tain commodities, the War Precautions Act,
which ~1lpemeded every other Act of Parlia-
ment in Australia, was brought into usé by
the Federal Government, and higher prices
were fixed for those commodities, with the
result that the Queensland Government were
compelled to relinguish altogether the fixa-
rion of prices.

Mr. BessingTOx: Did you attempt to fix
the price of clothing?

Mr. POLLOCK: We did not get time
before the War Precautions Act came into
force. The Government did not get a chance
to use the price-fixing regulations that they
promulgated before the Commonwealth
Government made it quite clear that nothing
was going to be done to assist the State.
but that everything was to be done to hinder
it. I had fully a dozen cases in the Gregory
electorate of overcharging on the Common-

& wealth fixed prices for meat and other neces-

and I took those cases to
Mr. Sumner, the Price Fixing Commis-
stoner, and he said to me, “You are only
wasting vour time. It is no use asking for
pi‘os(‘cutmnk You know who is Attorney-
General of the Commonwealth, and you
know Mr., Hughes will not prosecute for any
oveycharging,” and that was the end of it.
1 had to oo away knowing that overcharging
was mdulg@d in, because I had; proof of it.
and yet knowing that no prosecution would
be instituted, because the Government in
power were the friends of the profiteer and
the friends of the middleman.

Mr, Baviey: Prosecutions were instituted,

Mr. POLLOCK :

Mr. Baviey: A number of them.

AMr. POLLOCK : The hon.
yuite well that in every
prosecution was made it
hearted.

Mr. Roserts: They were fined up to £20.

Mr. POLLOCK : The hon. member knows
a~ well as I do that only in rare cases, and
where the demand of the public in the par-
ticular locality was insistent, was any prose-
cution instituted. Tt needed a tremendous
amount of influence to move the Common-
wealth Government to take action in this
connection.

Mr., Roserrs: Like the State
they move slowly.

Mr. POLLOCX: The State Government
moved slowly, but the Commonwealth Govern-
ment did not move at all, or not to any

sary commodities,

How many?

member knows
instance where a
was only half-

sovernment,



Address in Reply,

appreciable extent. Not only was the fixa-
tion of prices absolutely stopped, but no
attempt has been made during the past
eighteen months or two years at the very
least to reintroduce any system of price-fix-
ing by the Commonwealth Government.
Everybody knows that it is not until six
months after the declaration of peace that
the War Precautions Act expires, and only
then will the Queensland Government have

unlimited opportunity to proceed with the

fixation of prices for local commodities, and
it will be admitted by any man who desires
to be fair in the matter, that the Queens-
land Government are now starting out at the
earliest and first opportunity, in a genuine
way, to put a stop to profiteering.

Mr. BessInGgroN: They have done nothing
vet; they have not started it.

Mr. POLLOCK : As I have already pointed
© out, 1t is only within the next few weeks
that the War Precautions Act will expire,
_ so that the Government will be

{10 p.m.] able to go on with the systemi

. of price-fixing, knowing that it
will not be hindered by the Commonwealth
Government. The Government will attempt
at the earliest opportunity to deal with
profiteering and the fixing of prices.

Mr. GusN: Will they fix the price of
members’ salaries?

Mr. POLLOCK : 1 did not intend to deal
with that question to-night, but I have no
objection to making a few remarks upon it.
Personally, I have never left my constituents
under any delusion as to how I stand with
regard to an increase in salary. Before I
went to the country at the last election, and
on the platform at every place I visited, I told
my_ constituents I was worth £500 a year,
and that, if they did not think so, thev had
better elect the other fellow., They elected
me.

Mz, Guxxy: Don’t you think members of
Parliament ought to go before the Arbitra-
tion Court, like anybody else?

Mr. POLLOCK : I have so much faith in
arbitration that I would have no hesitation
in trusting the lixing of my salary to an
Arbitration Court, like other working men,
provided the prices of necessary commodi-

ties were also arbitrated wupon. The
Opposition  would not be prepared to
go before the Arbitration Court. If an

award were based upon efficiency, members
of the Opposition would have to go out some-
where else to carn a crust, as they would not
earn enough here. I contend that the Go-
vernment, at the earliest opportunity, should
take steps to give some relief to members in
country constituencies. I have a constitu-
ency 97,000 square miles in area. I am
compelled to live on my salary as a poli-
tician. I make a job of it, and I do 1, I
hope, thoroughly, and I expect to be paid
for the work that I do. I am in attendance
at the House every day. I do my work as
well as I am able to do it, and I am always
at the beck and call of any constituent who
desires my assistance, and I expect to be

paid a reasonable amount for my occupa-

tion. But, apart from the measly salary
which is allowed to members of Parliament,
there is also the question of a travelling
allowance to members to be considered. I
maintain that, if I were to receive £500
a year, I would not be in nearly as good a
position as a city member would be on
£400 a year, because .of the necessity to
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travel. A man coming from a western
or far northern constituency naturally, after
a few wvears, if he does not wvisit his
constituency must get out of touch with
the requirements of the district. Hven letters
cannot keep you posted up in the require-
ments of a district as fully as repeated
visits, and every member of Parliament
should have the opportunity of going to his
own constituency to find out just what is
needed there, and be able to come back to
the House and attempt legislation accord-
ingly. No allowance whatever is made to
members of Parliament for that purpose.
Many people really believe that members
receive a travelling allowance; and that, if
they go into remote portions of their elec-
torates, they receive coach or motor-car
fares, or are allowed motor or some other
method of conveyance by the Government.
This is a good opportunity to point out that
none of these privileges are given to members
of Parliament, and it is high time that the
Government provided every country member
of Parliament with motor-car fare when
travelling in remote portions of his con-
stituency, or paid his coach fare. It
is impossible to do the travelling neces-
sary on the salars. I have a good
many constituents at Boulia, the nearest
railway station to which I can travel on my
railway pass being Winton. That necessi-
tates a trip of 240 miles by car or coach
each way, at an expenditure of anything
up to £50. Then another place is Uran-
dangie, 150 miles from the nearest railway.
It is a big pastoral centre, with a good many
inhabitants in the township. That journey
costs anything from £25 to £30. Kynuns
is another place, 105 miles from any town-
ship, and that takes another £25. There are
several other places which it is necessary for
me to visit. No one can expect a member
to visit those places on a salary of £300 a
year, but that is what I have had to do.
It has been, and is now, recognised in every
Parliament in the world that payment of
members should exist; and, if we admit that
the principle is right, then the only question
that remains is as to whether the payment
should be adequate. If you expect a man
to do his work thoroughly, you must give
him adequate payment. I do not stand for
low wages to the working man, and by the

same token, I do not believe in low wages -

to myself, I believe that increased efficiency
would be obtained by an increase in salary
to members of this House. I believe that
you would get a better type of men.
There are a good many men who will not
take on the position of a member of Parlia-
ment for £300 a year, because they know
that the work would take up most of their
time, and that they cannot enter into any
other business, A Labour man knows that
it is only fair that he should be paid for the
work that he does, and not be compelled to
accept two jobs to make a living. It seems
to me that a man should receive a payment
which will enable him to live in ordinary
comfors. A man who gives the best that
is in him to Parliament for nine or ten of
the best years of his life should be entitled
to leave this House with something saved,
and to help him in his old age.
Mr. Guxn: He has got Dunwich.

Mr, POLLOCK : T have no desire to go to
Dunwich, or any other charitable institu-
tion, and the hon. member will never go
there. because he has feathered his nest
sufficiently well not to have to go there.

Mr. Pollock.]
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This question has not received the considera-
tion which it deserves. Last vear £200 addi-
tional money was given to members of this
House to pursue a referendum campaign.
and that campaign I pursued faithfully.
spending on it more than the £200 which
was allotted to me. And I believe that
many other members on this side of the
House have done the same thing. Although
I spent over £200 in carrying on that
referendum campaign, I did not cover nearly
one-half of my own constituency. Hon.
members can take that as a sound fact.
Members of the Opposition have always been
somewhat hypocritical over this matter.
With a couple of exceptions, practically every
member of the Opposition either spoke or
voted against the appropriation of that
money when it was being passed by the
House, and yet we find that they were there
with their hands outsiretched when the money
was made available by the Treasury. If a
member does not believe that he is worth
£500 per annum, and votes against the money
being granted, he should not take the money.
But the Opposition made a great deal of
political capital out of the matter, saying
that the Government did what they could for
their own supporters, and yet they were there
when the money was handed round, and I
doubt if any of them has made a’ serious
attempt to go out into the country and
spend that money in urging the electors to
retain the Legislative Council. 1 doubt if
any member of the Opposition has spent
any of that money for the purpose for which
it was allosted. I have faithfully performed
my part of the bargain, and 1 think that
most of the other members of this party
have done the same, so that by the time
the campaign is over the members who re-
ceived that allowance will have done their
best to place that question before the people
in the manner in which it was intended it
should be placed before them.

Before I conclude, I should like to con-
gratulate the Government upon the assistance
they have given to miners in the Duchess and
(loncurry districts. There is no doubt that
with the closing down of the Cloncurry mines,
with the subsequent slump in the price of
copper and the consequent unemployment
in the Cloncurry distriet, there was no hope
of employment for men in North Queensland.
Hundreds of men were thrown out of work,
everything would have looked particularly
bhad, and hundreds of men would have been
starving, especially in the Cloncurry dis-
trict, if the Government had not come for-
ward with their scheme for giving assistance
to copper-gongers and copper prospectors.
The Government, by advancing money to
those men, have kept hundreds of homes
going—have kept the wolf from the door-
and, judging from the attitude of the men
in the Cloncurry district, I believe they
value and appreciate the assistance given
them by the Government. I know, as the
hon. member for Flinders knows, that every
man who received that allowance has been
able to continue on in his show and has been
a producer all the time, so that the Govern-
ment will not be at any loss in the matter. I
believe also that a disastrous calamity wa-
averted in the Cloncurry district by the
granting of those allowances. The Govern-
ment cannot expect to bring in surpluses
continually, when they have always to carry
out things which need expenditure, and when
they run industries which need expenditure
znd. do not produce much revenue. The
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grauts or loans to which 1 have referred
ran into a very considerable sum. In some
cases perhaps some of the money will not
he repaid, but. taking the matter as a whole.
I believe the State will get mors than value
for the money expended. The Government,
in their annual expenditure on hespitals and
in their annual expenditure on education, are
paying out and incurring a big dead loss.
They run the railways for the public con-
venience. The old schooclboy . method of
making the railways pay can be introduced
by any Government. Put the freights up
high enough and the railways will always
pay, no matter what wages you pay the
cmployees.

An OpposrrioN Meyser : Oh, no!
Mr., POLLOCK: I guarantee that, if the

Government give me a free hand to fix fares
and freights, 1 will make the railways pay.
But the railways are run as a public con-
venience, and, like other concerns of a
similar nature, they involve the continual
expenditure of public money. This means
that the Government have to spend, spend,
spend. I would not mind that so much if
the members of the Opposition did not raise
such o howl when the Government go in for
nationalising an industry which will produce
a certain revenue. If the Government are
to make ends meet, they must be able to
nationalise things which will return a
revenue, as well as things which involve an
annual expenditure. The Government have
no need to be afraid of the financial position.
The credit of Queensland is good, and money
can be obtained, if it is necessary. I am
not here to say that it is urgently necessary
to raise large sums of money for Queensland
at the present time. As far as I can see, the
Government, in pursuing their present policy,
are going on sound lines. 1 believe that
nore State enterprises should be started. I
helieve also that the Government should
endeavour to secure as many men as possible
as administrators who are in sympathy with
the policy of the Government, or who, if not
actually in svmpathy with that policy, are
prepared to carry out the policy of the Go-
vernment. no matter whether it is in accord-
ance with or against their own wishes.
Unless they do that, the Government cannot
make these industries the success which they
desire. T say, without fear of contradiction,
that there is a tendency to have at the heads
of Government departments men who not
only are not in sympathy with the Govern-
ment’s policy, but who refuse to carry out
their poliecy. I am not so keen on having
as administrators only the all-wool and
a yard-wide Labour men. I do not care
whether 2 man is a Labour man or a
Liberal—he has a right to his own policy—
but we should have in those positions men
who are prepared to carry out the Govern-
ment policy, no matter whether it is in
accordance with or against their own per-
sonal views. Many of our State servants
would be wise to take warning that a time
must come when the Government, for its
own protection, must deal with those who are
disloyal to the policy endorsed by the people.

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick): I beg to
move the adjournment of the debate.
Question put and passed.

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

The House adjourned at twenty minutes
past 10 o’clock p.m.





