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Questions.

TuURsDAY, 11 SepTEmBER, 1919.

The Seesxer (Hon. W. Lennon, Herbert)
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock p.m.

QUESTIONS.

HookworM DiSEASE—STEPS TO COMBAT
SPREAD.

Mr. SMITH (Mackay) asked the Home
Secretary—

““1. What steps are buing taken by
the Health Department to combat the
spread of the hookworm disease in this
State?

“2. How many cases of hookworm
were reported during the financial year
ended June, 19197

3. How many deaths occurred during
the same period?

4, What expenditure is the Govern-
ment committed to for dealing with the
disease during the present financial year?

‘5. What proportion is being incurred
by the Commonwealth Government?

6. What grant has been made by the
Rockefellgr Institute, and what arrange-
ments have been made with this body?

“7. What is the number of the medical
staff engaged in coping with this disease?

“8. Has the co-operation of the local
authorities been secured to the fullest
possible extent in preventing the spread
of this disease by the adoption of up-to-
date methods of sanitation?”

The HOME SECRETARY
McCormack, Cuirns) replied—

‘1. Working in conjunction with the
Rockefeller Foundation, as represented
by Dr. Waite, and later Dr. Lambert.
Also for years past have issued a de-
partmental pamphlet ‘ Warning to
Parents.’

‘2. Notified under the Health Acts—
Metropolitan area, 1 (Toombul); outside
areas, 30; total, 8l. (Mackay, 8; Kil-
Mirani, 3: Maryborough, 3;

(Hon. W.

eoy, 5;

Landsborough, 2; Miriam Vale, 2; Sar-~

ina, 2; Caboolture, 1; Johnstone, 1;
Pioneer, 1; Toowoomba, 1; Winton, 1).
Dr. Lambert and Dr. Waite reported
for nine months ending 3lst July, 1919,
ag result of microscopical examination
having found 4,478 whites and 666 ab-
originals, or a total of 5,144 infected,
from Townsville to Cooktown.

“ 3. One.

‘4, £6,000.

‘5. £6,000.

‘6. £8,000 for first year, and for a
five years’ campaign £30,000. The Rocke-
feller Foundation is providing medical
experts to conduct the campaign, sub-
ject to an advisory committee, consist-
ing of Commissioner of Public Health,
Dr. Moore (chairman); Commonwealth
Quarantine Officer, Dr. Elkington;
Director Institute of Tropical Diseases,
Dr. Brienl; and the Chief Executive
Officer, Dr. Sawyer, of the Rockefeller
Foundation.
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“7, In the first campaign, which will
cease on the 30th of this month, and be
superseded by the larger campaign, one
medical expert from the Rockefeller
Foundation. There will be four medical
men, attached to the new campaign,
under the Chief Executive Officer, Dr.
Sawyer.

8. Doctors Waite and Lambert re-
ported that local authorities gave every
possible assistance by adopting the latest
up-to-date methods of sanitation, as re-
quired by the Health Department.”

BepS AVAILABLE AT THE GENERAL HOSPITAL,
BRISBANE.

Mr. RIORDAN (Burke), in the absence of

Mr. Whitford, asked the Home Secretary—

““1. What number of beds are avail-

able at the General Hospital, Brisbane,

for males and females for venereal dis-

eases, not including the women’s special
ward ?

“ 2. If there are none available, will

ke ie? that they are made available forth-
with ?”’

The HOME SECRETARY replied—
“1. None at present.

‘2. The matter will receive considera-
iion.”’

Sear or MEMBER FOR MARANOA.
Mr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton) asked the

Premier—

“1.Is it true that the honourable
member for Maranca is resigning his
seat in the Legislative Assemb%y?

“2 If so, when will the hy-election
to fill the vacancy be held?”

The PREMIER (Hon. T. J. Ryan, Barcoo)
replied—
“1 and 2. The information sought in
these questions will be disclosed at the
proper time.”’

TWPENDING RESIGNATION OF MEMBER FOR
LEICHHARDT.

Mr. BERBINGTON asked the Premier—
“When does he propose to hold the
by-election to fill the vacangy in the
House caused by the resignation or im-
pending resignation of the honourable
member for Leichhardt?”

The PREMIER replied—

“ Seqg my answer to previous questiom
of the honourable member.”’

Worston PovrLtrRy FARMS AXD STATE
ABATTOIRS.

Mr. BEBBINGTON asked the Minister
for Repatriation or the Secretary for Public
TLands—

“1. Is the area of 100 acres at Wol-
ston listed for soldiers’ setilement as
poultry farms the same land that was
purchased by the Denham Government
for public abattoirs or State meatworks
to freeze on owners’ account?

“2 If so, do the Government intend
purchasing any other land near Brisbane
to erect public abattoirs or State meat-
works, or will they dress and freeze
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meat on owners’ account to make them

independent of* meatworks in -good
seasons ?”’
The PREMIER replied—
“1. No.

“2. 8ee No. 17

ProcEEDS OF TIMBER SALES AND LOANS FROM
Savings BANK.

Mr. MORGAN asked the Treasurer—

“1. Is it a fact that the Savings Bank
Commissioner is demanding a portion of
proceeds for sale of timber from selectors
who have borrowed from the bank?

2. If so, what amount is claimed, and
when was this new departure intro-
duced 7?

The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,
Chillagoe) replied—

“1. Yes, in certain cases where the
Commissioner considers it desirable for
the protection of the bank’s interests, the
amount being credited to the borrower’s
account.

‘2. The amount claimed is determined
in relation to the circumstances of the
particular case, and the practice has been
followed since the ecarly years of the late
Agricultural Bank.”

MiNISTERS’ TRAVELLING KEXPENSES.
Mr. MORGAN asked the Premier—

“ What travelling expenses per day
were allowed Ministers when travelling
away from Brisbane during the year
ended 30th June, 19197

The PREMIER replied—
““The practice is that Ministers draw
cither at the rate of £2 2s. per day or
their actual expenses.” .

TRAVELLING EXPENSES OF INDIVIDUAL
MINISTERS.

Mr. MORGAN asked the Premier—

“1. The amount paid or incurred by
the State in respect of the travelling
expenses of each individual member of
the Ministry for the year ended 30th
June, 19197

‘“2. The amount paid or incurred by
the State in respect of the travelling
expenses of each member of the Ministry
during the year ended 30th June; 1915%”

The PREMIER replied—

“1 and 2. There is already a notice of
motion on the business-paper asking for
this information. In the meantime, such
information is being collected, and will
be furnished in conjunction with amounts
of expenditure incurred by Ministers in
previous Administrations at other times,
in addition to those mentioned in the
question.”

AGENT-GENERAL—APPOINTMENT AND SALARY OF
Hox. J. M. HUNTER.

Mr. MORGAN asked the Premier—

“Upon what terms as regards—(a)
period of appointment, (b) salary, (c)

[ASSEMBLY.]
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travelling allowances, has Mr. J. M.
Hunter been appointed Agent-General
for Queensland in London?”

The PREMIER replied—
“Mr. Hunter has not yet been
appointed.” R

Brock No. 184, PIREDALE RETURNED SOLDIERS’
SETTLEMENT.

Mr., SWAYNE asked the Secretary for
Public Lands—

“To whom has block No, 184, Pike-

dale Returned Soldiers’ Settlement, been

allotted 77’ N

The PREMIER replied—

“ Portion 184, on the Pikedale Soldiers’
Settlement, was allotted on the 16th June,
1919, to Douglas Heaton Brown, an hon-
ourably discharged soldier, who is regis-
tered with and approved by the Land .
Settlement Committee of the Queensland
War Council.”

RocxuAMPTON MAIL TRAIN—DELAY IN
ARRIVAL AT BRISBAXE.

Mr. CORSER asked the Secretary for
Railways—

“1. Did the mail train from Rock-
hampton to Brishane, leaving Rockhamp-
ton yesterday, the 9th instant, run to
time-table time to Brisbane?

‘2. If late, how much was this train
late at Brishane?

‘3. If late, to what cause was the delay
attributed ?

“4. Were any repairs booked against
the engine taken off this train at Mary-
borough 7

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. A. Fibelly, Paddington) replied—
“1. No.
“2. It was two hours twelve minutes
late arriving at Brisbane.
3. Defective engines.
“4, Yes.”

.
MOTOR-CARS AND TRAFFIC REGTLATIONS.

Mr. ROBERTS (East Toowoomba), in the
absence of Mr. Elphinstone, asked the Home
Secretary—

“With a view to increasing the safety
of pedestrians and reducing eccidents
occasioned by motor vehicles, will he
consider the advisability of so amending
the traffic regulations as to render it
necessary for every person who desires
to drive @ car to pass a test, and if
found capable o license to be issued,
such license to be subject to endorse-
ment or cancellation upon conviction for
any offence against traffic regulations?”’

The HOME SECRETARY replied—
*“The matter will be considered.”

TABLING OF HSTIMATES.
Mr. FRY (Kurilpa), in the absence of Mr.
Sizer, asked the Treasurer——
“When may the KEstimates for the
year 1819-20 be expected to be tabled?’’
The TREASURER replied—

“I am not in a position, at present, to
indicate a definite date.”
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APPOINTMENT OF MR. VALENTINE J. CROWLEY
48 CoNsULTING HYDRO-BLECTRICAL ENGINEER.

Mr. FRY, in the abscnce of - Mr. Sizer,
asked the Treasurer—

“1. Seeing that Valentine J. Crowley,
who was recently appointed consulting
hydro-electrical engineer to the Govern-
ment, was convicted and fined in Vie-
toria for disloyal utterances, is he a fit
person to receive such appointment?

2, Will he take immediate steps to
terminate his appointment?

“3. Could not a competent returned
soldier or local engincer be procured to

carry out this work?”

The TREASURER rveplied—

“1. I have no knowledge of the state-
ment made by the hon. member concern.
ing Mr. Crowley.

“2 and 3. See answer to No. 1.”

RAILWAY SERVANTS—REFUSAL TO CARRY
Porick.

Mr. FRY, in the absence of Mr. Sizer,
asked the Secretary for Railways—

“1. Have those railway servants who
were recently punished for refusing to
carry police from Charters Towers to
Townsville, and for other' offences inci-
‘dental thereto, been pardoned by the
Railway Commissioner in connection
with the peace. celebrations remissions
made to railway employees a few days
ago ?

“2. Upon what date was the offence
of refusing to carry police mentioned
above committed?

“3. Upon what date were the offenders
sentenced by the department ?”’

‘ The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
replied—

“1. Yes.

“2. 3rd July, 1919.

“3. After usual preliminary inquiries
and explanations, they were suspended
on 9th July. No officer was sentenced.”

BratE MARKETS—ELECTIVE BOARD OF ADVICE.

. Mr. JAMES (Logan) asked the Minister
in charge of State Enterprises—

“Will he provide for the election by
supplicrs to and purchasers from the
State markets, when resident in the
State of Queensland, of a board of
directors to advise the manager of the
Btate markets on their
menagement, in order to combine the
personal interest of co-operative control
with the stability of State finance ?”

The PREMIER replied—

“The suggestion of the hon. member
will receive my consideration.”

PAPER.

The following paper, laid on the table,
was ordered to be printed:—

Rule of Court as of Monday, the 25th
O day of August, 1910. :

[11 SeermMBER.] Eradication, of Prickly-pear.
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ERADICATION AND PREVENTION OF
THE SPREAD OF PRICKLY-PEAR.

RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. GUNN (Carnarvon): This prickly-
pear question is a very serious question
mdeed, and a very old one, and I am afraid
that it will be many years before we get
rid of this menace. Some few sessions ago,
it was mentioned in the Governor's Speech
that the Government were starting a State
arsenic mine as one method of dealing with
the prickly-pear. If we had arsenic given
to us for nothing we would not be much
further ahead than we are at the present
time. It is not the cost of the poison that
you inject into the pear, but the cost of the
labour you use to put the arsenic there
which it the most serious item. I am sorry
to say that since the Labour Government
has come into power, the pear has increased
at a greater rate than it did before. Of
course, I know that the war may be blamed,
to a certain extent, for the want of labour;
the men have been awar at the other end
of the world, and could not, of course, be
engaged in prickly-pear eradication, but, at
the same time, one reason why the pear
menace is not dealt with in many cases
as it should be is because of the war. Pre-
vious to the war prickly-pear clearing was
one of the employments which men were
often glad to take up between one seasonal
occupation and another, when they were
unemployed. It was quite a common thing
to form a pear gang, and provide tents and
everything connected with the eradication
of prickly-pear. Of course, the wages were
not up to the maximum, because it was
looked upon as a sort of relief work. Many
of the old men who were not able to do a
full day’s work were glad to get into these
camps and put in the slack time of the
year, and in that way many a farm was
clearcd of prickly-pear, and grazing farms
and pastoral leases were also cleared. Then
the McCawley award was made, which fixed
the rate for prickly-pear cutting at, I think,
£2 18s. a week, and the employer had to
find the men with implements and one thing
and another. I know that prickly-pear cut-
ting is not nice work, but it is one of those
occupations that the person who is clear-
ing the pear gets nothing out of. In fact,
if anybody gets anything out of it at all, it
is the State, and I think it is one of those
occupations which could well have been
left out of the Arbitration award.

OppPoSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr, GUNN: Men who were out of a job
looked forward to being able to get prickly-
pear cutting, but when the rates were in-
creased to those given to station hands, or
even more, the consequence was that the
cost of eradicating prickly-pear increased out
of all reason.

Mr, Corrins: The price of wool has risen
out of all reason.

Mr., GUNN: VYes, and the income tax
has risen out of all reason. You take 10s.
in the £1 now from the person who grows
wool. The fact remains that there are none
of those prickly-pear gangs on now. The
men who were glad to take that job are now
walking the roads, and the prickly-pear is
growing apace. In parts of my electorate,
the owners of the land, under various tenures,
cleared the pear some years ago, but the
Government have reserves and roads on which
the  prickly-pear  is growing. The birds

Mr. Qunn.]
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spread the seeds over the land, and the
cost of the, pear destruction which has to be
done every year amounts to far more than
the rent which is paid to the Government.
The least the Government could do would
be to subscribe to some fund to assist the
local authorities to keep the pear off roads
and reserves. It is very hard, when a man
has spent all his money in clearing his land
of pear, that the Government should allow
the pear to grow alongside him. In my
opinion, there is only one method that is
going to eradicate the prickly-pear; that is,
by means of some other pest, either a fungus
or an insect. No matter how effective the
poisons you may use may be, you have to
get labour to apply those poisons, and the
consequence is that on account of the heavy
cost involved, it would pay you better never
to clear the land at all. It would pay you
better to leave Australia altogether than
to clear prickly-pear land at a cost of £10
or £20 an acre. I know that we have a
Bureau of Science appointed by the Federal
Government, but it 1s very slow in working.
We had a Prickly-pear Commission appointed
in the time of the Denham Government. It
was called a roving commission, as they went
round the world. That Comnrission did some
good, and reported on quite a number of
insects which live on prickly-pear plants.
Over twenty different varieties were ro-
ported upon, but there was only one that
was introduced in Queensland, and I think
that was introduced more by accident that
anything else. We can quite understand
that the Federal Government, or any other
Government, are very chary about intro-
ducing - any foreign insect into Queensland,
because we do not know what it will do
when it gets here. It may also cat lucerne
or vegetables, and do great damage to crops.
But one insect got through somehow or
other, and that is the wild cochineal. This
wild cochineal insect was sent to Charters
Towers, because that is the only locality in
Queensland where the particular variety of
pear on which that wild cochineal feeds is
to be found. The pear in that district has
been exterminated. 1 do not know why it
is, but the wild cochineal will eat nothing
else but that one variety of pear, and when
that pear dies the insect becomes extinct.
That is an extraordinary thing. In other
parts of the world prickly-pear is not a
menace such as it is 1 Queensland, because
in those countries where the pear is found
there is always some natural enemy of the
pear. Of course, the pear is not ecxtermi-
nated, and in South "America, and other
parts of the world, you find patches of
prickly-pear, but it does not spread as it
does in Queensland. The only thing we
can do in Queensland to deal with the pest
is to introduce some of these foreign insects
or fungi, but in the meantime our Govern-
ments apparently are neglectful of their duty
in this regard. We hardly conceive that it
is the menace it really is. It is said that the
pest is only found in the southern portion
of Queensland, but it is spreading over the
best part of Queensland. It is taking the
best land, and it will be mno time Dbefore
the whole of Queensland will be covered with
prickly-pear if some pest is not introduced
to destroy it. I know it is a hard thing for
any Government to deal with, but the Go-
vernment have introduced an Unemployed
Bill, and they take on all sorts of things.
Now, the Government have a State farm
of nearly one-third of Queensland which is

[#r. Gunn,
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govered with prickly-pear, and there is any
amount of work on that State farm for the
unemployed. It is only a question of how
you can make the clearing of pear pay. I
would be very glad if the Government could
clear the prickly-pear and get the cost of
clearing it from any settler. That is the
great difficulty. I hope that some method
will be devised by which we can get rid of
the pear at a reasonable cost, but as far as
I can see, there is only one method, and that
is to introduce one or more insects or fungi
that will destroy the pear. The Denham
Government instituted an experiment station
at Dulacca, presided over by Dr. Jean White.
A good deal of research work was done there,
and it is a pity that the experiment station
was discontinued at the time it was. If i%
had been allowed to continue, very likely by
this time we would have got a lot nearer a
solution of the difficulty than we havo at tho
present time. There is one bright thing
with reference to prickly-pear. I do nos
know whether anyone has ever noticed i%,
but land that is grossly infected with pear,
when the pear is eradicated, the land seems
to be more fertile than land that hae never
been covered with pear. The reason for that
is that the prickly-pear absorbs potash from
the atmosphere, and when it dies it leaves
that potash in the soil. This is a very
serious question, and I hope the House in
its wisdom will carry the motion.

Mr. HARTLEY (Fitzroy): 1 wish to have
a few words on this motion, not that the pear
is any great menace in my electorate, bud
I have been struck with the fact that after
all the continual! discussion that takes place
about prickly-pear cradication and the deal-
ing with prickly-pear no really practicel
suggestion is offered with all the sugges-
tions put forward from time to time. 1%
is said you want poison; you wenf to
clear it, and all that sort of thing, and ye$
everybody knows that in nine cases out of
ten 1t would cost eight or nine times the
value of the land to clear the prickly-pear.
When that is so, there is only one way to
deal with the matter, and that is to find
a method by which you will get a return
from the pear commensurate with the cost of
clearing it. Nearly all our prickly-pear land,
even if it had no pear on it at all, could be
bought for £1 an acre, or even less. There
is no doubt that the clearing of pear is a
big problem. I looked over the speech of
the hon. member for Murilla, and I think
that he is to be complimented on the energy
and industry and research he displayed in
collecting those figures. 1 have not the
slightest doubt, from my own personal ex-
perience in travelling round the country, thas
those figures are a long way under the mark.
He has not overdrawn them. The problem
is a very big onme. It would be too costly a
thing for the Government to take up and
merely eradicate the pear for the value of
the land, because the land value is not there
in comparison to the cost of clearing the
pear. It has been suggested that the pear
should be used for feeding cattle. That idea
falls short, for the -simple reason that,
according to the bulletin of the Bureau of
Science and Industry, if you fed all the
cattle in Quecensland on pear—if that were
possible—you could only cope with the annual
rate of increase of the pear. So that knocks
that proposition on the head. To use it for
its commerecial products also falls short, be-
cause the value of the commercial products
is insufficient. Decimal five of the weight of
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the green pear only is the guantity of alcohol
spirit that could be used as a power spirit. So
it comes to this: that you have to find some
method of combining all these things while
clearing the land of pear, and I am satisfied
that that can be done, but there must be
& big incentive to men who are prepared to
go into the question and gtudy out how it
can be done. Sometime back, Mr. Stopford
asked my assistance with him on behalf of
@ friend of his who had invented a machine
to deal with pear. I notice that the
Bureau of Science and Industry says that
no machine has ever been invented or con-
structed that will clear the pear. I beg
to differ from that. I say such a machine
has been constructed, and I say that the Go-
vernment ought to take up any proposition,
no matter how wild it may appear to them,
and give assistance to anyone with a similar
idea, becausc, generally speaking, the clerks
in the department are not judges. They may
be very good clerks, and may, know a good
deal about land settlement, and that sort of
thing, but they are not judges as to what
may be a mechanical or manufacturing possi-
“ bility, and, therefore, they are not capable
of condemning any proposition that may be
brought forward for dealing with this ques-
tion. I agree with a suggestion of the hon.
member for Normanby for a board to deal
with the pear question. T think a board
should bc created with a manufacturers’
representative, an cngincering ropresenta-
tive, and possibly also an expert in land
cultivation, to consider any proposal brought
forward for the eradication of prickly-pear.
If that had been done, I am satisfied there
_would have been a machine on

f4 p.m.] the market in Queensland at the
present time that would have

gone 90 por cent. of the way towards dealing
with the prickly-pear question. In relation
to the machine I am speaking of (though I
never saw it in actual work), from reports
and plans and deseription T am satisfied, as
a. practical cugineer, it will do the work. It
is driven Dby a 30 horse-power motor
engine, and would cut a 4-foot swathe
into the pear, take the pear into itself, grind
it up small, something after the style of
sawdust, and pass it out at the back., The
machine was given a trial at Dulacca, and,
although it was not regarded as perfect, Mr.
Temple Clerk said that it gave very good
results, and that, with some minor improve-
ments, and if strengthened in certain places,
he had no doubt it would eradicate the pear
in ordinary infested country:; and I have
no doubt that that is so. The maker,
a practical engineer. claimed that it could
clear 7 acres of heavily infested pear in a
day. When he was asked what he considered
heavily infested country he said, # Well, not
under 100 tons of pear to the acre’; but I
think thero is a lot of much heavier-infested
country than that in Queensland. That would
reduce the cost of clearing the pear to a
very low figure for a start; but something
more is necessary in the way of saving by-
products. The engineer admitted that he could
improve the machine so that all the liquid
from the ground green leaves could have
been conserved in tanks. That would yield
.b per cent. of alcohol for power spirit. Then
the residuum could be used for various pur-
poses. Mixed with other better feed, it could
be used as a cattle fodder, or it might be
used for a commercial product to take the
place of light timber.  Another man who
was interested in the question approached

. now badly infested.
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me about the same time, and, after discus-
sion, I said to him, “If I wanted to deal
with the prickly-pear, I would try to make
it into some useful article that could be
sold at a profit. Why don’t you experiment
on the lines of compressing the residuum into
light boards for partitioning or roofing
purposes?*’ He went away. and some time
after he came back and showed me a piece
of millboard made out of prickly-pear fibre.
According to the Bureau of Science and In-
dustry, 100 tons of green prickly-pear is cap-
able of producing 1 ton of fibre, so that, on
the average, 1 ton of fibre capable of being
supplied for the manufacture of the coarser
classes of paper or millboard could be pro-
duced to the acre of pear. This man had
a board about -inch thick and some 6 inches
square. That is only one product of the
pear. Any engineer knows that from the
waste products of various manufactures you
can manufacture compressed fibre which can
De used for skids. brake blocks, and gearing
wheels: and it is quite possible that from
the prickly-pear fibre we could make com-
pressed blocks and wheels for machinery
purposes equal to the fibrite or ironite that
we get from America. I would suggest fo
the Government and to the mover of the
motion it is worth while offering a big
reward for ideas of machines like these. 1t
is no good with a question of this sorf.
Kvery year the pear is spreading very fast.
Big areas of country that fourteen or fifteen
vears ago were absolutely clegzr of pear are
p The big agencies of
infestatior. are the crecks and rivers. and.
what is worse, the sea.

Mr. Petersox: The crow.

My. HARTLEY: The crow is responsible
to a certain extent, but it does not do one-
half as much in spreading the pest as water.
In a recent trip along the coast I laqded akb
several places, and was surprised to find the
pear growing in most barren and inaccessible
places, and the only way in which it could
have got there, in my opinion, was by being
washed up by the gea. I have seen it grow-
ing at high-water mark in the sand. Unless
the problem is grappled with soon, it will
not be worth grappling with at all, because
it will be too big and too expensive to
grapple with, In view of the seriousness of
the menace, it is worth while paying to get
something efficient, cffective. and speedy to
cope with the pest, and we must be prepared
to pay men for the use of their brains and
their industrv. The inventor of the machine
to which I have referred informed me that
he has had nothing but discouragement ever
since he started. He is a working engineer,
and he had a blacksmith for a mate and his
son, He had experienced nothing but' dis-
couragement, both from the New South
Wales Goverument and from this Govern-
ment. Seeing the veal danger there is from
the pear, it 15 absolutely surprising that our
department are so much asleep as to have
allowed this man to go without some assist-
ance and encouragement.  Lethargic depart
mental methods are not suited for dealing
with the ideas of men 50 per cent. smarter
than the departmental officers. A board con-
wisting of commercial, manufacturing, and
mechanical experts should be appointed to
deal with all suggestions for the eradication
or the utilisation of prickly-pear. The
enginecr I have mentioned mforme-g] t}}e
department that he had a larger machine in
New South Wales, and he afterwards went

Mr. Hartley.]
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down_ to that State and improved that
machine. He wanted to get it up here, and
the best that our State department could
offer him was a pass for himself and his
mate, and an offer to pay the freight on
rtl"le machine from Wallangarra to Dulacea,
That was not enough. The man was broke.
-1 suppose, like every other engineer with an
invention. he was fairly married to it, and
had put all his money into it. 8o the machine
is down in New South Wales—a big machine
capable of clearing 7 acres of pear per day,
and at the same time drawing a set of dise
plonghs behind it to plough in the residue
of the crushed pear if it is wanted for
manure, and the man is away in the North of
Queensland working to try to get a few more
“bob " to get his experiment on the market.
If the Government will not take it up, it is
my opinion that it is a good proposition for
a syndicate who will get together and sce
if they cannot make a deal with the man
to perfect his machine, put it on the market,
and send it round the country. I am satis-
fied that there-is a good thing in it. I want
to recommend the Government to take the
matter ap. I think that they should offer
a reward of £5,000 to any man who could
invent a machine, or bring forward a per-
fected machine or method of clearing pear
from land so as to bring the cost of clearing
down to somewhere near the value of the
land. And they should not only offer a
reward for the perfected machine, but a
smaller amount to any man who brought
forward
way towards solving the problem and to
assist him to build his machine or experi-
ment with his method. I am satisfied thet
if any Government will take up the question
on these lines, they will find there is in
Queensland brains and ability sufficient to
bring forward some method or machine that
will very soon place in their hands a way of
dealing with this great menace to the agri-
cultural and pastoral land of Queensland.
HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, heay !

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwiek) : There is
no doubt that n the prickly-pear question
we are up against as hig a problem as has
ever confronted any people. 1 am very
glad indeed that the hon. member for
Murilla went o so much trouble in bring-
ing this question before the public and the
House again. (Hear, hear Y I am glad to
k.nowz too, that some members of the oppo-
site side seem ready to deal with this matier
in a fairly practical way. (Hear. hear 1)
The thing that does trouble onc is that
whilst we are discussing a matter of such
moment not onc member of the (labinet is
present to lelp it forward. Many things
have been said and many suggestions made
with regard to the means of eradication. but
still we are apparently entirely in the darlk,
we are still groping, still trying to find a
way to deal with this greatest of menaces.

At fiftecen minutes past 4 o’clock p.m.,

Mr. ROBERTS: Mr, Speaker, T call yvour
attention to the state of the House. '

Quorum formed.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: I have been in the
House for about ten or eleven vears, and
from that day to this every year has
witnessed some effort in the direction of
bringing this matter before the Chamber
and the country. But we are stil in the
same position as we were then: in fact, we
have gone from bad to worse. I think ib is
to be lamented that when a matter of such
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moment is being discussed hon., members,
and members of the Cabinet, too, absent
themselves from the (hamber. It is a real
live matter and it is for every man who has
the wellbeing of his country at heart to
consider means and offer suggestions, o,
ventilate the question with the object of
ascertaining what can be done. I believe
that the hon. member for Fitzroy has madg
a suggestion which should be acted upon
immediately. I believe the whole country
will meet with any Government who are
ready to spend money in investigating this
matter. The hon. member made the sug-
gestion that some £5,000 might be expended.

Mr. Hartiey: You did not get that quite

right. I suggested a reward of £5,000 tc
a man who brings forward a successful
invention.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: Well, I will call it
a reweard for the introduction of machinery
which will prove successful in dealing with
the pear menace, We might spend £5,000
in that direction, not that it by any means
would meet the case. The great ‘trouble
with pear is that the very worst of it is
growing in densely timbered areas, and until
the timber is cut down it will be next te
impossible to cope with the pear. We re-
quire not only machinery; there is room for
scientific investigation into the matter. Un:
fortunately, the man who has attempted té
clear pear land finds that after he has
cleared it he is pretty well as far off o
solution of the difficulty as when he com"
menced. We all remember that during the
trying time of 1902 or 1803, when unemploy-
ment was rife, a great many men were pul
on the land to clear pear. Land was cleared
in my distriet at anything from £5 per
acre upwards, and I know that according to
the returns which were published subset
quently land somewhere near Dalby cost as
much as £22 an acre fo clear. and that land
is just about as bad to-day as it wes then.
We have not done with 1t when we haveé
cleared it once, and nothing but following
it up with occupation, the utilisation of the
land under the plough, is going to be effec-
tive. The hon. member for Murilla will
bear me out when I say that I have had
land cleared not less than half’a dozen times,
and yet the pear is still & menace. Until
you can get the plough into the land and
bring about close settlement the matter of
dealing with pear is a forlorn hope. The
case is so serious that it is right for every
man to demand that the Administration of
the day should take it in hand. I believe
that if you were to say, ° double your
national debt and eclear your country of
pear” wyou could not do it for the amount.
If you did clear iv for that amount, in
another five vears it would be as bad again.
This is a matter which is open for the
keenest scientific investigation and the
country is calling for it rapidly. Unless
earnest representations like those of the
hon. member for Murilla and the hon. mem-
ber for Fitzroy are listencd to, our country
in time will be entirely overrun. This ig
not a party matter: 1t is a great national
matter, and it calls for the earncst attention
of every man who has the wellbeing of his
country at heart. T believe that, as we clear
the pear, we must people the land. We
have to inspire confidence and induce people
to come from abroad and settle upon the
land so thet, once the land is clear, they
will put forward their best efforts in the
direction of keeping it clear. A good deal
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has been said from time to time, and efforts
were made by Mr. Roberts at Dulacca in
the direction of testing the value of the
pear commercially. He seemed to prove to
the entire satisfaction of the people of Queens-
land that there was in it a valuable asset in
the way of potash. We have gone no further
forward in that direction. What is in the
way of developing that I do not know, but
doubtless the department are in touch with
that matter. That there is an asset of some
value by burning the pear is undoubted,
and if we could introduce means for dealing
with it in that direction, we would be doing
a double service, because we would be find-
ing an article which is in demand the world
over. 1 hope that what has been said will
not fall on deaf ears, but that the Govern-
ment will give earnest attention to the
matter, and when the Treasurer comes down
this year with his Estimates provision will
be made in some direction for dealing with
this, the most important matter which to-
day confronts us so far as concerns the ques-
tion of our landed estate.

. Hox. J. G. APPEL (dbert): The prickly-
pear pest, to my mind, is a national danger.
{Hear, hear!) I have no hesitation in say-
ing that the amount which has been lost in
the wvalue of Crown land, and-the amount of
money spent in clearing the pest would be
greater than the whole of the war burden in-
eurred by the Commonwealth of Australia
in connection with the great war through
which we have just passed.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : Quite right.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: There is no question
about it, but we do not seem to recognise
the danger that exists and is increasing.
This matter has been brought up from time
to time in this House. It has never been
‘treated as a party question. Members on
both sides of the House have «drawn atten-
tion to this great «danger, and yet the
‘prickly-pear grows: the country is being
coverecd and rendered practically valueless.
The motion of the hon. member for Murilla
does not altogether suggest that the State
should undertake the whole of the destruction
.of the pear. 1 take it that it can be
approached from two phases—-the duty of the
State so far as the State asset is concerned,
and the duty of private owners so far
as their properties are concerned. To my
‘mind, it is absolutely criminal--1 go so far
“as. to say that—to allow private owners to
permit their land to become and be infested
with prickly-pear.

Mr. G. P. Barnes: Or even leaseholders.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: Yes,
too0.

Mr. BerTRAM : Why did not the Govern-
ment of which you were a member do some-
"thing on those lines?

_Hon. J. G. APPEL: I am going to men-
tion that. I placed legislation on the statute-
book dealing with it so far as compulsion
in regard to private land, both frechold and
- leasehold, was concerned.

Mr. O'SvLLivay: Only £5,000 a year.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: As I stated from the
. Treasury bench, as much as was necessary
would be provided to subsidise the local
authorities for the purpose of carrying out
the necessary expenditure to cope with the
" pear so far as they were concerned. Legis-
lation exists so far as private owners are
~concerned. We all, more or less, have had
the opportunity of seeing fertile grass land
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absolutely clear of pear a few years ago.
A year, or possibly two, thereafter, an iso-
lated clump appears. A year or two later
it is thicker, and a yeat or two after thas
it is covered and practically useless, Person-
ally, I -cannot understand the owners of
private lands permitting their Jands to
pecome infested. It is a marvel to me thab
it is so.

Mr. Prrersox: They leave it grow even
on small areas.

Hown. J. G. APPEL: That is so. There is
one paddock most of us have seen lying on
the left-hand side of the line between War-
wick and Wallangarra. A few years ago
there was not a pear in that beautiful graz-
ing country. I remember when isolated
clumps appeared. Now they are thicker, and
T dare szay in a year or two the land will be
absolutely valueless,  Yet there is  the
machinery to compel owners of private lands
to clear the land and keep it clear.

Myr. Perersox: But how can you force
them, when the Government do not do their
part?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I am dealing with
one phase, the duty of private owners. Al
the powers and authorities are vested in
the Home Department for that purpose. The
worst feature, to my mind, is that there are
private owners who keep their Jand clear,
and vet, owing to the negligence of adjoining
owners, the menace is always with them, and
they are compelled from month to month and
vear to year to expend money in connection
with its orvadication from their land which
they desire to keep clean. The Exccutive can
put into foree the powers they possess to
compel private owners to keep their land
clear, and to insist upon local authorities
keeping the roads cleay, assisting them by
means of subsidies. We will then, to &
small extent, cope with this menace which
oxists everywhere. Tven in municipalities in
the immediate neighbourhood of Brishane it
is being permitted to grow.

Mr. Pererson: You can sce it growing up
on Dornoch terrace.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: You can sce it grow-
ing in the town of ITamilton on some of the
finest locations. To my mind, it is not alone
an absolute discredit to the local authorities,
but it is not a credit to the Home Depart-
ment, which should insist upon seeing that the
legislation that has been provided is carried
into effect. The hon. member for Fitzroy
spoke about islands which he had visited
recently where pear is growing. I will men-
tion one beautiful island which I hope af
some future date will become one of the
nationa! pleasure grounds for the people of
Queensland.  That is Peel Island. Four
vears ago there was not a sign of prickly-
pear on Peel Island To-day in a bay known
as the Horseshoe Bay, where there is one of
the most beautiful beaches to be seen on any
island in Moreton Bay or elsewhere, and
where there is beautiful water, just above
high-water mark, pear has firmly established
itself, and is growing all round. It has floated
there from other islands, also the property
of the State, and above this beautiful fringe
of beach it is flourishing. The pest is
gradually increasing there, and is spreading
to the high lands of the island.

Mr. MORGAN : St. Helena is almost covered
with it, except just round the prison.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: If that is so, that
must have happened recently. The pear was
there, but it was dealt with. 1 venture to

Hon. J. G. Appel.]
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say that if some steps are not taken to check
the spread of the prickly-pear, Peel Island
will become infested to such an extent that
it will cost a large sum of money to eradicate
the pear. There is also pear on Stradbroke
Island. On that island there are persons
who hold occupation licenses, and a condition
of their lease is that no pear or other pest

shall be allowed to grow on the

[130p.m.] land. But no action is taken to

enforce that condition. The pear
i3 growing and spreading, and if cattle break
the pear, as they do sometimes, it floats to
other places.

Mr. Harrmrey: Would it be fair to put
sthe burden of eradicating prickly-pear on
private landowners when we cannot keep
our Crown lands clean?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I am coming to that
presently. The pear can be dealt with in
ita earlior sbtages, buf, unfortunately, the
local authorities are taking no action to
compel landowners to deal with the pear.
All around Brisbane we can see prickly-pear
growing. Should that be allowed? Should
pot the local authorities insist upon the
eradication of that pear, and, failing action
on the part of the local authorities, should
not the department which has the control
of local authorities, and which hast the
power in its hands, force the local authori-
ties to carry out the work of eradication?
At the present moment the pear Is growing
in small patches in several localities, as it
was in the Western and Central districts
some years ago. Prickly-pear grows every-
where; it will grow in soil in which prac-
tically nothing else will flourish; it grows
on rocks, and everywhere, and the trouble
is that our fauna are active distributors of
the seed of the pest. The menace has now
veached such proportions that I realise it
would be impossible for the State at the
present moment to eradicate it from those
areas which are absolutely infested. But
action should be taken to quarantine, so to
speak, those areas—to fence them in.

Mr. O'Stinivay: Cultivate a ring round
them.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: That is so. Fence
them in from the rest of the country, and
see that the Crown lands outside thaf ring
are kept clean, and that the owners of land
and leaseholders in the neighbourhood arc
compelled to keep their properties clean.
"The matter is one which will have to be
attacked. There are a lot of suggested
methods for destroying the pear. but the
theories, when put into effect, have, unfor-
tunately, proved valueless, The hon. member
for Kitzroy has mentioned a machine which,
%o a certain extent, deals with the plant as
it grows. but that machine can only be
ased In certain country.

Mr. Hamroey: Noj; it can be
mountainous and rough country.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I am referring to the
coastal distriets, which are becoming infested
—distriets such as that between the electorate
of Albert and the eclectorate of Fassifern.
The land in some places has become so
thickly infested that you cannot pass through
it; the pear has boen allowed to increase
antil it has become a serious danger. People
wee the pear, they recognise the danger, and
vet nothing is done to check the pest from
apreading.

Mr. HartLEY: The wind carries the seed.
. Hon. J. G. APPEL: Yes, and the seed
is also washed down from the higher lands
to the lowlands. I cannot understand the

[Hon. J. G. Appel.
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carelessness of the owners of land in permit-
ting the pest to start on their properties,
because they must realise that ultimately
their properties will be absolutely destroyed.
Tt should be the duty of the State to pre-
vent the spread of the pest, even if it
cannot at the present moment tackle the
problem of clearing country which is abso-
Iutely infested. The hon. member for War-
wick has mentioned one cure for the evil,
and that is closer settlement.

Mr. PrrersoN: If a man takes up 20
acres of infested land, do you believe in
giving him the full right to that land?

Hox. J. & APPEL: Ves, I believe that
a man who tackles a prickly-pear selectios
should not alone get the land, but should
also get a bonus. I have seen prickly-pear
selections, and I can only say that the man
who takes up such a selection has the heart
of a lion. I know cases in which applica-
tions have been made to the Lands Depart-
ment for an extension of a period of the
lease. the applicants indicating their pre-
paredness to undertake the eradication of
the prickly-pear; but the department have

" refused to extend the period, and the land

has simply been thrown up. .
Mr. Prrerson: Don’t you think that giv-

ing those people the right to the land would

be one method of dealing with the pest?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: Undoubtedly. If the
State can get its land cleared by giving an
extension of the lease of prickly-pear selec-
tions, it should give that extension. I would
allow a man to have such land without pay-
ing any rent at all. I think that is one
method that should be adopted for dealing
with the pest. This, surely, is not a party
question. When we are dealing with a
national danger, we cannot approach it from
a party standpoint, Every Government has
been. negligent in tais matter.

Mr. PrrorsoN: We have not tried the
cheapest way—giving the settler the land
that he clears.

How. J. G. APPEL: I can only say that
if any member of the community 1s prepared
to tackle the problem of eradicating prickly-
pear from Crown lands, every latitude and
every inducement should be given him for
that” purpose, for every clearing of a piece
of land, however small its area may be, con-
fors a national benefit. The area that is
infested is a breeding-ground for the spread
of the pear over land that is not infested.
As suggested by the hon. member for Nor-
manby, the cheapest method should be
adopted; but let us try every method, and
let us pursue the object in view with an
earnest desire to cope with the danger.

Mr. PerersoN: The time for talking is
over.

Hox. J. ¢. APPEL: Absolutely. What I
would impress on the Government is that
they should deal with their own property—
with valuable reserves which are beginning
to be infested. As mentioned by the hon.
member for Fitzroy, the prickly-pear drifts
from one island to the other along our coast.
We have some beautiful islands along our
coast which are becoming infested.

Mr. HartLEY: And the coast is getting
badly infested.

Hox. J. ¢. APPEL: I came across islands
s few years ago which were beauty spots
and valuable for grazing and other purposes,
but to-day they are covered with prickly-
pear and are of no value. The State should
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insist upon those who hold occupation
licenses carrying out the conditions for the
eradication of the pear. If they are pre-
pared to cope with the pest, they should
be given extended periods of occupation as
a return for the cost of eradication. I may
be blamed and abused for saying so, but I
think the local authorities should be com-
pelled to carry out the law on our statute-
books, and the Home Department, which has
the administration of the Local Authorities
Act, should insist on the local authorities
doing so. The subsidies which were given to
local authorities for clearing roads and
reserves should be resumed, and every attempt
should be made to check the menace, which
is a national danger, and one which will
cost the State vast sums of money in con-
nection with Crown lands, The subject can
only be dealt with in one way, and that is
by the closer settlement of the country
(Hear, hear!) S

Mr. WARREN (Murrumbaj: It has been
said of the prickly-pear that it is like a tin
of fish—you no sooner get rid of it than it
atarts to come up again. I think that is why
it is such a terrible pest. It is not the first
clearing only. The hon. member for
Murilla will bear me out in the statement
that the people who cleared land about
twelve years ago have to go on clearing it
again. It is an ever-present evil. The first
duty of any Government is to circumveni
the curse—to get on the outside of it. If we
Jook at the map on the wall, which I sup-
pose 1s about twenty years old, we shall see
thet it gives @ very inadequate conception
~of the position to-day. The prickly-pear
extends over hundreds of miles at & stretch.
It 1s a plague that we cannot attempt under
present conditions to stamp out, but we can
get on the outside of it and prevent it from
spreading. T hold, from. the result of experi-
menting with the pest, that the ordinary
*methods in voguc at the present time are
not adequate to deal with it. Several
hundreds of tons of prickly-pear grow to the
acre, and under present rates of wages, or
even under any scale of wages, the pear
could not be handled. The value of the
prickly-pear land would. 1 suppose, be about
£2 per acre. ) ‘

Mr. MoORGAN : Loss.

Mr. WARREN: The good pear land I
would estimate at about £2 per acre. It is
useless tackling the inferior land; it could
not be tackled commercially. The question
is a national one. The better land under
prickly-pear could be tackled under certain
conditions. I maintain that it is the duty
of the Government to put some of the
methods suggested into operation. I was
struck by what the hon. member for Fitzroy
eaid with regard to the machine for taking
the wet out of the pear and reducing it to
a pulp, and I do not see why that could
not be done successfully. 1 do not see why.
under proper conditions, the wood pulp
could not be used for fruit cases. We in
the fruit areas are badly in need of fruit
cases. This is a method which is well
worthy of the consideration of the suggested
board. After all, the trouble of past Go-
vernments has been that they have been
raling this matter themselves, and have been
ruling it out every time. It does not matter
what Government has been in power, they
have always been afraid to spend a few
pounds in any legitimate attempt. We have
the method of rolling the pear for agricul-
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turel purposes, which we all know is more
or less successful. There is a man on the
Moonie River, near Chinchilla, who is grow-
ing good crops on land that he has rolled.
He has got a roller, with a side-draught,
and he draws it with bullocks. This cannob
be done in timber country, but the timber
can be taken off and the land made into
good agricultural land. I do not know that
this prickly-pear land will grow wheat. Any
country with the amount of potash in it
that this land would have, and the same
rainfall, would grow wheat. It would,
undoubtedly, grow wheat for the first few
vears, but whether it would be a good com-
Jnercial undertaking 1 do not prolfess to
know. The board can make experiments in
this respect, and we can be guided by the
results, If a common-sense business board
of this description is brought into being,
there will be some definite attempt made to
combat the pest. There are many boards
to-day that we could well peb rid of
without any loss, but a board of this_descrip-
tion would be worth its weight in gold.
There has been a lot said about private
owners keeping their land clear, but if you
have a stock road or a reserve alongside, or
a neighbour who has no desire to keep his
land clear, it is almost impossible through
good and bad years to keep the pear down.
Tt is asking too much from e man to do it.
1 think the Government in fhe past has
been pursuing a very foolish policy in put-
ting men on pear country. There are places
around Chinchilla where men have been put
into dense pear country, not knowing any-
thing of the nature of the curse, and they
have worked months and months in trying
to eradicate the pear from their little blocks.
They have lost the little money they had
and have become broken-hearted and pretfy
nearly insane, and have then left. Any
man who knows anything about this awfual
pest can quite understand a man who is
battling with the pear becoming broken-
hearted, because bad seasons, bush fires,
or any of the other troubles that visit the
selector, are not half as bad as this ever-
present prickly-pear. I am very pleas
that hon, members on both sides of the
House, almost without exception, are ap-
proaching this matter from a nationel stand-
point. 1 consider that it is a national
matter and one for the Federal Government
io undertake, but at the same time if the
Federal Government do not do their duty
in the matter it is up to the State Govern-
ment to do something.

Mr. Payxe: How much would it cost to
clear all the pear?

Mr. WARREN: That question is abso-
lately outside what we are considering this
day. Anybody who would answer that ques-
tion would be fit for the lunatic asylum.
It would cost millions to clear the land
of prickly-pear. but because we cannof clear
all the land of prickly-pear that does not say
we should sit down and do nothing. If the
Government of Queensland will undertake
to do something and give those who have
been battling for years a_helping hand,
am sure that some good will result. I heard
one hon. member speals about giving the
land to those men. I say that the man who
takes up a prickly-pear block, even on the

ift racket, does not know what he is doing.

Tery few of those who took up prickly-pear
land have ever succeeded in clearing the
pear. Some of them succeeded in running
cattle on the land and in eking out an

Myr. Warren.]
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cxistence, but very rarely. Take the pear-
infested areas of Dalby, Chinchilla, and
Dulacca. I think there is hardly an instance
where the settler has made a success on that
per land. Iven though a man spends monew
in eradicating the pear, in a few years the
pear comes up so thick that in the end it
crushes him, and this crushing process has
been going on vear after year. 1 have been
out in the West for something like thirteen
vears and I have seen hundreds and hundreds
of men in my time go off the land. Some
of those smaller selections around Chinchilla,
which were settled with the assistance of the
late Hon. J. T. Bell, are now almost covered
with prickly-pear, unless it be the small areas
that are cultivated. Tt is high time some-
thing was done to stop the spread of this
post

Mr. Payye: What do vou suggest?

. Mr. WARREN: I would ask the Govern-
ment to fellow out, in one respeet at any
rate, the suggestion of the hon. member -for
Fitzroy. I would ask the Government to
seriously consider the question of appointing
a board, and also offering a reward; not a
thousand or two, but £100,000. In America
they do things i a different way to what
we do them here. Sometimes we do not
admire what they do, but when they go in
for big things we do admire them, and if
any method of destroying prickly-pear was
discovered, even if it cost a million of monex
it would be cheaply bought. I would ask
the Government to consider suggestions of the
hon. member for Fitzroy. and, if they do
thar, I am quite sure that good will result.

Mr. GRAYSON (Cunningham): I would
like to compliment the hon. member for
Murilla on bringing this maiter before the
House. This is a question that is of greater
interest to the people of Queensland, probably
than a great many of the people in the
cities think. Twenty years ago I selected
a prickly-pear seldetion of 40 acres in the
Warwick district. It was thickly infested
with pear, and it cost me up to £10 an acre
to clear those 40 acres, and every year since
I have had to send my man round to clear
the young growth. I would like to explain
to the House the encouragement that I and
others have had to clear prickly-pcar. Im-
mediately the Land Tax Act was passed, a
Government valuer from the Land Tax De-
partment valued this particular land. I
may tell you that I selected the land at £2
an acie under twenty years’ terms, and the
Land Tax Commissioner valued it some four
years ago at £4 an acre. If any person in
Queensland wishes o inspect that particular
40 acres, he is quite at liberty to do so,
and I can assure you that there is not one
bit of pear growing on that area. The hon.
member for Albert mentioned that the local
authorities were not doing their duty in
connection with the clearing of prickly-pear,
but there are some exceptions. I can men-
tion one local authority which has expended
£4,000 during the past few years in eradicat-
ing pear; that is the Rosenthal Shire Coun-
cil. Not only have they done that, but for
the last two wears that council have kept
a gang of about six men employed in eradi-
cating pear on private land. The owners
of private land receive notice to clear their
pear within a certain time, and if they fail
to employ men to clear the pear, the Rosen-
thal Shire Council sends their own gang and
clear the pear at the owner’s expense. The
Glengallan Shire Council are going somewhat
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the same, and they have cleared almost all
the prickly-pear within their area. The
Allora and (lifton shire councils are also
doing the samie, and if the Government did
their duty it would certainly assist to keep
the pear down in the different centres,

Mr. Gupay: What about the big holdings?

Mr. GRAYSON: Some time ago I tra-
velled with the hon. member for Balonns
o Dirranbandi, and it was a crying shamo
to sce the way in which the pastoralists
had allowed the prickly-pear to spread on
those magnificent lands—the best grazing
land in Queensland. I passed through that
particular district ftwenty years previously
with a mob of travelling sheep, and at that
time there was not a single bit of prickly-
pear in that magnificent district. But the
pastoral lessees, particularly the Australian
Pastoral Company—I mention the Austra-
lian Pastoral Company particularly, as that
is onc of the largest pastoral companies we
have in Queensland—have allowed thousands
and thousands of acres of the most magnifi-
cent land we have in Queensland to become
ruined. It is a criminal action on the part
of the pastoral lessces to allow that land to
go to waste through that means. They take
up land, and make no coffort to keep the
land clear of prickly-pear. The blame for
that should be attached to the Lands Depart-
ment. The law provides that the pastoral
lessees must keep their land clear of prickly-
pear, and if a -pastoral lessee allows his land
to become nfested with prickly-pear, his lease
should be cancelled, the land cut into small
areas, and people who will clear the pear
allowed to settle on those areas. When there
is only a clump of the pear here and there,
it is very casily coped with. I have a free-
hold grazing property of 1,800 acres, on which
there were isolated patches of pear. I sent
out a couple of men with a dray,
and In about a fortnight they
cleared the whole area, and it i1s
quite clear to-day. ITad I not taken that
precaution, I am sure the land would now
be thickly infested. My own belief is that
the only way of dealing with the pest is by
closer settlement. I do not blame this
Govérnment any more than the last Govern-
ment. If previous Governments had been
prepared to give men their title deeds, pro-
vided they kept the land clear for a period,
say, of five years, the area undev pear would
be much lesa to-day than it is. The matter
deserves the serious consideration of the
Government. Prickly-pear is like cancer.
It is spreading night and day, and I believe
it has spread more rapidly within the last
two or three years than ever before. While
the Liberal Government were in power, they
allowed local authorities who cleared the
pear in Government reserves that were nof
required for local purposes to sell those
reserves, and to recoup themselves for their
outlay from the proceeds, I would like te
know if the present Government are pre-
pared to adopt a similar scheme. There ars
many reserves that are not required for
local purposes, and a good deal of clearing
could be done in that way. I am quite in
favour of the suggestion made by the hon.
member for Fitzroy that a commission should
be appointed.

Mr. Hirtrey: Not a commission, but 2
consultative board.

Mr. GRAYSON: I am quite in favour of
the appointment of a board of capable men
to take evidence in cach district and submit

5 pom.j
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a report to the Government, and then the
Government would have something to act
apon.

Mr. HarTrey: That is not what I want.
I want a board that will consider all sugges-
tions for dealing with the pear, and that
would advance money to enable suggestions
to be put into operation.

Mr. GRAYSON : If the Government were
to offer a reward even of £5,000, I do not
think it would give much relief. If we want
to cope with the pear, we must cncourage
men in prickly-pear country to clear the
land; and one means of encouraging them
would be to give them their title deeds, pro-
vided they cleared the land within a certain
time, Then, again, I consider it is the duty
of the Government to subsidise the local
authorities £1 for £1 for clearing the prickly-
pear on public roads and reserves. I trust
that the Government will consider the sug-
gestions that have been made during the
debate, and T am sure this discussion will
do good.

Mr. PAYNE (Mitchell) : There is no doubt
that previous Governments have handed
down a great curse to the present Govern-
ment in the shape of great areas of prickly-
pear infested country. I have taken some
mterest in the prickly-pear problem. I
visited Dulacca on three occasions, and I
am quite satisfied that Mr. Roberts's scheme
is not going to deal with the prickly-pear.
I do not think that a lot of talk, and a lot
of suggestions will do any good. The whole
trouble is that it will cost five or six times
more than most of the prickly-pear land is
worth to clear it by any method at present
known. Some scheme will have to be de-
vised whereby the pest can be dealt with
without overcapitalising the value of the
land. The hon. member for Murilla struck
the nail on the head the other afternoon
when he suggested the introduction of some
insect, or some disease, that would destroy
the pear, because in no other way are we
likely to get rid of the pest, and at the same
time make the land available for settle-
ment. Hon. members on the other side talk
about closer settlement as a remedy. The
Public Works Commission, when inspecting
the route for a railway from Juandah to
Taroom, which is frightfully heavily infested
country, took sworn evidence from settlers
in the district that, after the railway was
built from Miles to Juandah, the infested
land was abandoned by the selectors, so that
T do not think that either railways or closer
settlement are likely to get rid of the pear.

Mr. Moreax: Not in  heavily-infested
country

Mr. PAYNE: We had evidence that in
some cases men had spent all the money
they had in clearing the pear and then got
disgusted with the whole thing, and left the
land. You could not get one man in that
whole district to say that, if a rvailway was
built from Juandah to Taroom, he would
take up 1 acre of land. They all said
they would not have it if the Government
gave it to them for nothing. Consequently,
I do not think that running railways through
prickly-pear country, combined with closer
settlement, will enable us to cope with the
pear. I do not think there is anything in
that idea. Some scheme will have to be
adopted whereby the land will not be greatly
over-capitalised through getting rid of the
pear. I have noticed that in districts where
the wild cochineal insect has been operating
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on the variety known as the tree pear—
I do not know the scientific name—that
species: of pear has been absolutely wiped
out. What is wanted is to discover some
insect or disease that will deal in a similarly
effective manner with the common variety of

pear. Previous Governments are responsible
for the spread of the pear. I have been told
that, when the late Government bought

Juandah Station some years ago, the pear
on the property could have been cleared for
a very small sum. You could not clear it
to-day for millions of pounds, and even if
you did the property would not be worth
one-twentieth of the cost of getting rid of
the pear. I think that if hon. members are
in earnest, instead of talking about boards
and closer scttlement, they should devote
their attention to the introduction of some,
pest that would destroy the pear. I am
satisfied that closer settlement is not going
to get rid of the pear unless in some favoured
place close to the city where there is very
good land, because you can get nobody to,
go on to the land to clear it. I am in
favour of the Government doing all they
can, because I recognise just as much as any.
hon. member the tremendous curse it is to
Queensland, and, unfortunately, every year
vou allow 1t to run it is covering thousands
and thousands of acres, and in a very short
time three-fourths of the State will be in-
fested. If something  could be done to dis-
cover a means of getting rid of it cheaply,
I think the difficulty would be solved. :

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): As mover of
the motion, I am very pleased with the de-
bate that has taken place. Members on
both sides have cndeavoured to consider it
from a non-party point of view, and have
endeavoured to suggest some means of deal-
ing with the pest.

Mr. WINSTANLEY: Are you replying on
the motion?
Mr. MORGAN: I am replying. I am

sorry that the Government did not set
apart a Minister to devote some attention
to the debate. A short time ago, we had
the spectacle of not one of the Ministers
being in the Chamber. I am very pleased
to sce the Premier here now, but at one
particular time the Ministerial bench was
absolutely vacant. ‘

The PreMIER: It is all in ¢ Hansard.””
I read ““ Hansard ©* every morning. (Laugh-
ter).

Mr. MORGAN: I am very pleased to
know that the Premier reads it all in “ Han-
sard.” I would suggest that the members
on both sides who are keen upon something
being devised should meet together, and
after arriving at some conclusion as to the
way in which they think the matter should
be dealt with from a non-party point of
view, then wait as a deputation upon the
Premier. From a mecting of men on both
sides who arc broad-minded ecnough to
recognise the importance of the whole matter
1 think some good would result. I had the
pleasure of witnessing the machine men-
tioned by the hon. member for Fitzroy when
it was being demonstrated at Dulacca, and
I came to the conclusion that if the owners
had sufficient money to make it stronger
and improve it in certain directions, it
would certainly be a machine that would
be of great benefit to the State on certain
lands, in open spaces where it could be
put up against the pear as when I saw if,
but not on densely timbered country where

My, Morgan.]
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it would be impossible to use it. No doubt,
it was capable of doing good work, but it
was not powerful enough for general use.
In my opinion, if the Government had as-
sisted those men to the extent of some
hundreds of pounds, or what was necessary
to perfect the machine, much good would
have resulted.

Mr. Hartiey: They have improved it—
made it much bigger and heavier.

Mr. MORGAN: I promised those gentle-
men that I would do all I could to assish
them, but they said that they had members
on the Government side here doing their
best to get assistance, I am sorry they
failed to get consideration from the Govern-
ment. They are not the only ones. Un-
fortunately, when a man comes along with
an. invention, he is generally told, *“ There
is some land up at Dulacca. We will give
you a free railway pass. Go up and demon-
strate.”” That is practically all that is
done by the Government of to-day, and,
similarly, that was done by Governments
in the past. So far as a reward is con-
cerned, when the late Mr. Bell was Minister
for Lands we had a reward of £10,000
offered for years and years. but it was never
claimed.

Mr. HartLey: Make it £20,000, then.

Mr. MORGAN : That was for something
that would clear pear. cheaply and effec-
tively.

Mr. Hantoey: But while you offer a re-
ward you want to give assistance to the
people who invent machines.

Mr. MORGAN: Kxactly. That is the
point I want to make. When men come
along and demonstrate that they have some-
thing which is most likely to prove suec-
cessful, they should get assistance from a
fund for the purpose. 1 am with the hon.
member for Fitzroy in that matter. The
hon. member for Mitchell says that settle-
ment will not clear pear. I admit that, but
closer settlement will put people on land
that is already clear of péar, and fhen
there is no reason why that land should not
be kept free from it. To run a railway
mnto dense pear land will not have the
desired effect, because we have pear from
Dalby right out to Charleville, you might say,
adjoining railways. and roads, and towns,
and nobody is prepared to take it up. But
if a railway were run from Juandah through
the dense pear to the land to the north of
Taroom which is capable of closer settle-
ment, that land would be saved from in-
festation. . We have not for one moment
expected that the railway would clear the
land between Juandah and Taroom, but
what we do say, and 1 think it will be ad-
mitted by all, is, that when a railway is
run to Taroom, it will save the land to the
north.

Mr. Payxk: The evidence was that they
could keep that land clear without a railway.

Mr. MORGAN: Unfortunately, the evi-
dence was to that effect, but results have not
proved it to be true, because I can tell the
hon. member that it has not been kept clear.
It is gradually, year by year, infesting the
land more thickly, as land alongside pear
is always infested, until it will not be long
before you will have a dense mass of pear
from 'Laroom to Springsurc. I do not wish
to speak longer on this motion. It is evi-
dently recognised by members on both sides
that it will be carried unanimously, and
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in that event I do not think it would be
wrong for members to meet, In fact, I
would ask members on both sides who have
taken an interest in the pear question to
meet for the purpose of arriving at some
decision, and then waiting upon the Premier.
Tt is a most important matter., We often
discuss matters in this Chamber for days
and days and nights and nights, but not one
matter that has been brought up during
the last ten years is, in my opinion, of such
importance as the spread of prickly-pear.
Mr. Payxe: Certainly not more importan.

Mr. MORGAN: The feeding ground of
this great seaport, the capital city of Queens-
land, is being gradually eaten away. Right
out as far as Charleville, as the map indi-
cates, there is pear, and it is gradually
spreading throughout the length and breadth
of Queensland. Tt is spreading night and
day. while we sleep, while we debate, while
we talk of unemployment, and numerous
other matters. Nobody knows that more
than the members of the Public Works Com-
mission. I feel sure the members of that
("ommission recognise, as I do, that the pear
is something which should immediately be
tackled. It is no use saying it is such a
great question. It is admittedly the greatest
of questions we have to face, and that any
(tovernment will have to face. That it
has been neglected in the past is no reason
why, now that we have our eyes opened,
there should be neglect in the future. We
should first of all establish a buffer area,
and prevent the pear from encroaching upon
land outside that area. We should next get
rid of the pear from the comparatively
clean areas, then tackle the lightly infested
country, and eventually gef on to the heavily
infested country. By that time, some disease
or insect may come to our assistance. Simply
because we have not now a disease or an
insect is no rveason why we should not do

anything. The Land Act requires to be
amended. At present a man may take up a *

1,200 acre block, and be able to clear only
500 acres. His time expires, and he 1is
brought before the Land Courf. and told
that if he does not clear the balance within
a certain time he will have to forfeit. He
allows the pear to grow on the 500 acres
he has cleared. He says ‘I will take all
1 can get out of the land. I cannot fulfil
the conditions, and I will allow the pear to
grow on the portion I have already cleared.”
That is what is being done day after day.
What I would suggest, is that if that man
held what is known as a_prickly-pear selec-
tion, giving him the right to the freehold
over the land in forty years if he keeps it
clear, the Government should allow the Act
to apply to the 500 acres he has cleared,
and is going to keep clear. Let the area he
has cleared be free of rental for fifty years.
Do something, and do it before the termina-
tion of this session, to prevent those men
leaving the land, so that that vast area
which in the aggregate would amount fo
perhaps millions of acres, where the pear
has been cleared, would be kept clear—
as it would if the man had a more secure
tenure. That is something - we can meet
together and debate, something that can be
done this session. The ex-Minister for
Lands (Mr. Hunter) promised that something
of that sort would be done. TUnfortunately,
it has not been done. This session, we want
an amendment of the Land Act, so as te
give those people a security over the land
they have already .cleaved. to encourage
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them, and Lkeep them on the land, not allow
them to forfeit it, as it is being forfeited
to the extent of millions of acres, and even-
tually taking it up under occupation license
which does not provide for the clearing of
pests of any description. I hope this motion
will now be put, and that it will be carried
ananimously by this House.

Mr. GILDAY (Ithaca): I am sorry that
the mover of the motion got up so quickly
to reply, because I wanted to have a few
words on the question of prickly-pear. That
question is not new to the House. Having
the honour of being on the Public Works
Commission, I had the opportunity of see-
ing the biggest part of Queensland, and I
realise the fact that the prickly-pear pest
is going to be a great menace to Queensland
if something'is not done. From my observa-
tion, I find that the extent of the menace
is due to the laxity of previous Governments
many years agoe in allowing large pastora-
lists to take big areas of country; and imme-
diately the pear started to push them back,
of course the Government of the day was
good enough to give them other clean lands.
Of course the pear kept following them out.
No regard was paid to the prickly-pear ques-
tion. When I was in opposition for three
years, I did not find the members of the
then Government getting up and saying that
they were going to deal effectively with the
pear. I admit that during the last six or
eight years several attempts have been made
to cope with the pear. I also remember that
the Denham Government gave something like
200,000 acres to an American company to
olear. During the debate on that question
several hon. members suggested that it was
too much land to give anybody, in order to
cope effectively with the pear. I am quite
satisfied it is an impossibility for any man
%o take up a large area and clear the rear.

Mr. BeeBiNGgTON : The area does not matier.
It lies there all the same.

Mr. GILDAY: The area does matter.
If he takes up a large area he has very
little hope of clearing it. Another man
who gets 100 acres will have more hope
of clearing it. We realise the fact that
the pear is there, and the question is how to
eradicate it. Mr. Roberts’s idea of using
arsenic, I think, has been one of the
most effective things that we have found in
Queensland, using the atomiser or the vapor-
iser. Unfortunately, arsenic got so «dear
that it was practically impossible to utilise it
during the war. I notice that when the Go-
vernment are attempting to produce arsenic
they are ridiculed by hon. members opposite.
I think this Government is doing everything
possible to deal with the ,menace. When
they are doing something in that regard they
should get encouragement from hon. members
opposite.

There is another matter I think we should
refer to. I think the hon. member for
Cunningham stated that some of theze hig
pastoralists allowed the pear to grow, con-
trary to the agreement they had entered into.
I think that where there is a violation by an
individual of an agreement entered into
between him and the Government, and it
comes under the notice of any member repre-
senting that constituency, it is his duty to
bring 1t under the notice of the Government,
to see whether something could not be done.

Mr. Lanp: They do not take any notice.
I have been at them continuously about it
for fifteen years.
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Mr. GILDAY : They should take notice.
If we are going to allow it to go on in thab
direction, I am afraid that in another twenty
or thirty years we will find Queensland
thickly infested with prickly-pear. 1 know
that during the last three or four years, ab
any rate, every attempt has been made to
bring about the eradication of the pear. I

- think hon. members will realise the difficul-

ties which have to be faced owing to the cost
of arsenic. On one occasion I saw a gentle-
man at Dulacca using a very heavy roller
made of cement, and it was most effective.
He rolled the pear down, ploughed it im,
and produced a good crop of wheat on tha%
occasion. That is one way. Of course, that

would be all right in countries

{5.30 p.m.] where there is not much timber;

but there would be a difficulty in
using a roller where the timber is in any
way heavy. Some of our best lands are
infested with prickly-pear, and that is a
shame. We have to face the menace, and
we should do so in a practical way. I do
not wish to detain the House any longer,
and I shall conclude by moving an amend-
ment, which is—

“That all the words after the words
¢ prickly-pear’ be omitted, with the view
of inserting the words ‘ and expresses its
appreciation at the action of the present
Government in taking steps with a view
to providing the means for bringing that
about.” ”?

Mr. MORGAN : It is to be regretted that
a member should get up and spoil what I
think will be admitted has been a useful
debate carried on in a mnon-party spirif.
When moving the motion, I particularly
claimed that it was not brought forward in
any party spirit, and I was congratulated by
the Government on the fact that I did nos

. deal with the matter from a party point of

view. Now we have an amendment which
sceks to make the matter a party one to
some extent. The hon. member who has
moved the amendment evidently thinks tha#
there is no nccessity for legislation to be
introduced to provide for the eradication of
prickly-pear. Every member on both sides
of the House who has spoken has admitied
that there is need for such legislation, and
we are now asked to carry an amendmens
thanking the Government for something they
have done which is likely to bring about the
extermination of the pest. Can any honest
man say that anything has been done by the
rresent Government more than has been done
by any other Government in connection with
this matter? I have already stated that one
(Giovernment has been just as much to blame
as any other Government for their failure to
deal with the prickly-pear problem. I stated
that every Liberal Government during the
last fifty years had failed in its duty in con-
nection with this matter just as the present
Government have failed in their duty up to
the present time. The hon, member for
Ithaca has drawn attention to the fact that
the Government have started an arsenic
mine. Up to the present moment we have
had no result from that enterprise; but even
if the enterprise were successful, and the
Government gave the people arsenic for
nothing, we could not destroy the prickly-
pear by that means. Free arsenic will not
bring about the destruction of the prickly-
pear. We know that from past experience.

Mr, O’SvLrLIvaN: You must admit that the
cost of arsenic had a lot to do with the
experiments which were made.

Mr.Morgan.}
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Mr. MORGAN: The cost of arsenic had
really nothing to do with the matter. When
I first came here and took up a prickly-pear
selection, arsenic was obtainable at £13 10s.
per ton, and at that price it was too dear
for the purpose. Can the Government pro-
duce arsenic at the State mine for £13 10s.
per ton? 1 am sure they cannot. The Min-
ister for Mines has stated that he thinks
they will be able to sell arsenic at £72 per
ton, which is £3 less than the current price
at present. Arsenic is largely used in making
ammunition, and during the war the Federal
Government took the control of the whole
of the arsenic obtainable in Australia. As
I have said, before the war the price of
arsenic was £13 10s. per ton, and even if
the Government succeed in manufacturing
the poison at a cost of £72 per ton, it will
still be too expensive to be used in clearing
land of prickly-pear. I admit that you can
clear land which is lightly infested, and may
be cleared at a cost of 2s. or 3s. an acre,
but you cannot clear large tracts of pear
land by the use of arsenical preparations at
gresent prices. If you could kill the pear

y spraying it with water carried from the
nearest water-hole to your property, the land
so cleared would not be worth the amount
of money you would have to spend on the
cartage of the water. I admit that past
Governments are to blame for the spread of
the prickly-pear, owing to the fact that they
did not recognise the danger of the menace.
But we have the pear to-day, and it is neces-
sary that the Government should face the
problem. I do not know whether the
Premier has seen the amendment.

The PreviEr: What is the amendment?

Mr. MORGAN: I feel sure that if the
hon. gentleman has followed the debate, he
will admit that it has been kept free from,
party politics, The Opposition have not
endeavoured to score off the Government, and
Government members have not attempted to
score off the Opposition. I am quite pre-
pared to allow the motion to go to a vote
if the Premier will allow his party to vote
according to their consciences. Will the hon.
gentleman allow the members of his party
to vote in accordance with their wishes if
they desire to do so?

The PrEMIER: Certainly.

Mr. MORGAN: I am not satisfed with
that reply. I think the Premier ought to be
serious.

The PreMIER: But I am serious. I would
not venture to attempt to influence any mem.
ber sitting on this side. (Laughter.)

Mr. MORGAN: I am very serious in
connection with this matter,

The PreMiER : Well, I say this: It is not
a party question. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. MORGAN: I am very pleased to
hear that; but, joking apart, we know there
are questions which are treated as party
questions,

The PremiER: What is your objection to
the amendment?

Mr. MORGAN: There is a lot of objec-
tion. Is it not paltry and narrow to try
and get political kudos from a motion of
this sort? This motion was not moved for
the purpose .of humiliating the Government.
The Premier will agree that it was not
brought forward to score off the Govern-
ment, but to assist the Government in try-
ing to bring about the :destruction of this
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pest. If the Government succeeds during
the next eighteen months in introducing and
passing legislation which will stop the
spread of the pear and bring about its
destruction, it will get more political sup-
port by such action than by anything else.
I am out to assist the Government in this
matter, even if the Government get politi-
cal support through it, because I recognise
that this menace i1s beyond party politics.
I would suggest that members from both
sides meet the Premier on this matter as a
non-party deputation some time next week
or the week after. I know so much from
experience about this pest that I shall be
only too pleased to help the Government in
any way I can. I do not want to score off
the Governiment in any form in connection
with the prickly-pear question. I hope that
the hon. member for Ithaca will withdraw
his amendment, and allow the motion to go
through on the voices. If he does that, it
will be the ending of a very good debate
in connection with this important matter.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : I very much regret
that the hon. member for Ithaca has moved
his amendment, because it will compel a
party division to be taken on a question
which was not brought in as party politics,
It only shows that the hon. members who
propesed and seconded - this amendment do
not understand the seriousness of the prickly-
pear menace., I regret that members should
attempt to shelve this question by trying to
prevent legislation which is absolutely neces-
sary to deal with the pest. As the hon.
member for Murilla pointed out, there are
perhaps hundreds of men who have cleared
a portion of their land, and these men have
a right to the protection which such legisla-
tion can give them. .

The PreMigrR: But there is no objection
to the words in the amendment.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: The objection is
that it is an attempt to make political

capital. I, for one, will vote agamnst the
amendment, or against anything tacked on
to the motion, which brings it within party
politics.

The PreMiER: There is an implication in
the motion that the Government has not
been doing its duty.

OrposiTioN MEMBERS : No, no! Not at all.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Not more than any
other Government has neglected its duty.
All Governments have neglected their duty
in this matter.

The Premier: Not this Government.
(Opposition laughter.)
Mr. BEBBINGTON: Yes. The hon,

member for Albert pointed out that some of
the most beautiful islands in the Bay have
become infested with prickly-pear since this
Government came into power, and that is
only in addition to what other Governments
have done. The Government cannot have
done ite duty when these lovely islands are
becoming infested with pear. If the Govern-
ment had done its duty these things would
not have occurred. If the hon. member for
Tthaca had not moved his amendment, the
question would have been agreed to in a
friendly non-party spirit, and the blame
would not have rested on one Government
more than another; but when it is sought
to make political capital, and to infer that
this Government has done its duty while no
other Government has done so, we are com-
pelled to vote against the amendment.
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Mr. WINSTANLEY (Queenton): 1 want
to say a few words before the question comes
to a vote. I have listened with a good deal
of interest to the debaie which has teken
place, and it is not the first time that I
have listened to a debate on the question of
prickly-pear since I came to this House. If
the passing of resolutions or even the passage
of legislation, would do away with prickly-
pear, there would be no prickly-pear in
Queensland at the present time. Resolution
after resolution has been passed, and cach
time, according to the testimony of the hon.
member for Murilla, it was going to prove
effective and do great things; yet if there
is one thing which would discourage any-
body from believing that prickly-pear 1is
likely to be eradicated it was the speech
which the hon. member made when he
introduced this motion and the speech he
made this afternoon in support of it.

Mr. G. P. BarNes: Why! Members on
your side complimented him.

- Mr. WINSTANLEY: I do not say that

he stated anything but facts; faots are

stubborn things, and the prickly-pear is a
stubborn thing also. On the hon. member
for Murilla’s own showing, and he bhas

repeated it on other occasions, if you could
wclear the pear off the land by simply carry-
‘ing water from a waterhole and watering
‘the pear with it, the land would not be
-worth clearing even at that cost.

" Mr. Moreaw: Is not that correct?

Mr. WINSTANLEY : Xt may be correct—
1 am accepting the hon. member’s statement
—and, if so, is it not also a fact that there
is not much hope of passing legislation, or

wven of getting a Government to spend
money, to clear prickly-pear?

Mr. Morean: You believe in doing
nothing ?

Mr. WINSTANLEY: If the land on

which the prickly-pear is growing was worth
dnything there might be some incentive to
‘spend money in clearing it. Of course, there
s land in Queensland which would cost £10
or £15 an acre to clear, but when it is
cleared it is worth something; but if this
prickly-pear land, on an average, is any-
thing likc as poor as what the hon. member
has led the House to believe it is, there is
not the slightest hope of ever clearing
prickly-pear by direct means.

Mr, Bessiveron: You have to deal with
the lightly-infested land on the edge of the
thick pear.

Mr. WINSTANLEY: The proposition
iwhich has been made this afternoon, meta-
phorically speaking, to put a ring fence
round it and isolate it, and then clear the
lightly-infested arecas, is the proposition that
was made years ago by the hon. member
for Balonne, when sitting on, the other side
of the House, and when hon. members op-
‘posite were sitting on this side. There can
be no question that Governments in days
gone by have been to blame, and have been
to blame very seriously, for years ago it
would have been a much easier proposition
to clear the pear in a direct or indirect way,
than it is at the present time. Anybody
who has been over the country that is in-
fested with pear, as most hon. members have
been, knows what it is like, and knows the
difficulties that have to be contended with,
must know that it is not a simple task.
There is not a solitary idea set forth by
.the hon. member for Murilla that would tend
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to encourage even the Government or the
individual to have anything at all to do
with prickly-pear in the shape of clearing
it, not even if the land is only slightly in-
fested. The only speech this afternoon that
has given any indication as to how the pear
might be deali with is that of the hon.
member for Fitzroy. He certainly got on
to an entirely different line to anything 1
have listened to this afternoon or during
the previous debate that took place on this
subject. I certainly think that the ideas
that he put forward are well worthy of
consideration. and I have no hesitation in
saying that I am quite satisfied that the
Government would be prepared to consider
those ideas, whether put forward by that
hon. member or by any other individual.
I am sure the Government arc quite willing
to investigate and see whether something
cannot be done in that particular direction.
If there was any inducement to lead the
House to believe that a commercial uss
could be made of the pear, there might be
some encouragement in that direction.

Mr. Morgan: My speech contained a
scheme for making a commercial use of
the pear.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : Yes, but the trouble
is that such a scheme would cost infinitely
more than whaty could be made out of it.
Even to use it in the way suggested or to
distil anything from it in the shape of
spirits, would cost more than the product
1z worth. There 1s room for further investi-
gation being made to see if some mechanical
means cannot be discovered to destroy the
pear.

Mr. Moreax: Liet us have a vote on,the
amendment,

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

The PreMIER: We want a full discussion.

Mr. MoreaN: Private members’ day will
be abolished after to-day.

Mr. WINSTANLEY: It is much easier
to give advice than to take it, and the hon.
member for Murilla often gives advice, but
very seldom takes it. The hon. member for
Carnarvon pointed out that =ome effect had
been produced on a certain variety of pear
by the cochineal insect. The last time 1 was
in Charters Towers I saw one place where
the cochineal insect had destroyed the pear,
and if another insect can be introduced that
will destroy other varieties of pear, and
one that will have the same cffect that the
cochineal insect has had on this variety of
pear, it would solve the problem and solve
1t more cheaply, more effectively, and much
more quickly than anything else possibly
could. After all, what is the legislation that
the hon. member anticipates, or that he has
in his mind when he asks the Government to
introduce legislation? 1 gathered from one
point, at any rate, that one idea in his mind
is that he is not particularly anxious to deal
with prickly-pear, but that he is anxious to
secure a point. Although this is a non-party
matter, 1t is quite evident that he wants
to get some concession for some of his con-
stituents who, at the present time, reside
on prickly-pear sclections.

At five minutes to 6 o’clock p.m.,

Mi. CORSER : I move that the question be

now put. (Government laughter.) It has
been fully debated.

The SPEAXKER : The amendment -has not
been debated for more than half an hour,
at the outside.

Hon. W. Lennon.]
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Mr. WINSTANLEY : I doubt very much
whether the hon, member for Burnett knows
what the question is, or knows what the
amendment is.

Hon., W, H. BaRNES: Are you afraid of
taking a vote on your own amendment?

Mr. WINSTANLEY : Let the hon. member
keep his hair on. Do not let him get
excited, or we will have to take him out
and put a wet towel round his head. Even
allowing that the hon. member for Burnstk
did know what the amendment is, 1t is evi-
dent he does not know much about tho
Standing Orders, if he thinks he can get
this question put and get it carried at the
resent time, The pomt I wanted ts make
is this: That the hon. member for Murilla
is, after all, not so much concerned about
the prickly-pear as he is about scoring a
point somewhere else.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS :

Mr. WINSTANLEY : The proposition that
he did make was that the prickly-pear selec-
tors in his own electorate should get casier
conditions. .

Mr. Morean: Not in my electorate. Why
don’t you be fair? 'There is prickly-pear
all over Queensland.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : Yc: but the hon.
member holds a special brief for those in
his own electorate, and what the hon. mem-
ber is looking for in_this particular legisla-
tion is that the conditions under which he
and a number of others have taken up those
selections should be made easier.

Mr. Morean : They need to be made easicr.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : The' conditions have
been eased on more than one occasion, and
each time it has been in the same direction.
There can be no question about the fact that
that is the sum and substance of his speech
thls afternoon.

Hear, hear!

. Corsgr: They are harder than ever
now The selector could get the frechold
at one time.

Mr, WINSTANLEY : They are easier than
ever. Hach piece of legislation that has
been placed on the statute-book has been
in the direction of making the conditions
easier for those selectors. What the hon.
member wants is that where they have
cleared a small area—perhaps one-half or
one-quarter of their holding—for them to be
able to get rid of the balance, and get a
frechold for what they have already cleared.

Mr. MORGAN :

Mr. WINSTANLEY : T have been here too
long to answer questions of that nature.
I am just as sympathetic, and just as much
interested in the destruction of prickly-pear
in Queensland, and in giving these selectors
easy conditions as the hon. member is, but
1 am satisfied that what the hon. member
is seeking to do now is not in the interests
of prickly-pear destruction. If the passing
of a Bill through this House would help to
clear prickly-pear, as I have already said,
it would have been cleared long ago. What
is wanted iIs something tangible—something
on the lines laid down by the hon. member
for Fitzroy. I certainly “think that in that
direction more than in any other way lies
the solution of the trouble, and for that
reason the Government are quite prepared
to listen to any proposal on those lines.

[ r. Winstanley.

Are you against that?

[ASSEMBLY.]

Unemployed Workers Bill.

(At 7T o’ ¢lock pom., the House, in accordunce
with Sessional Order, procecded with Go-
werament hustress.)

UNEMPLOYED WORKERS BILL.
SECOND READING—RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : I have listened with
more than ordinary interest to the debate
that has taken place on the Bill, for the
simple reason that this is a Bill quxte out
of the ordinary, and one the like of which
has never come before this Chamber on any
previous occasion. Whatever may be said
or thought about the Bill, or whatever the
ultimate result of its passage may be,
think it will be frankly admitted that it is
an honest and earnest attempt to deal with
a very difficult social and industrial prob-
lem; and for that reason it is entitled to
receive more than ordinary consideration at
the hands of hon. members. I have listened
to every speech that has been made on the
second reading, and, amongst others, I
listened to that of the hon. member for
Oxley. The hon. member made a very in-
teresting but, to my mind, somewhat illogical
speech. He took a complehenswe view of
the subject and tried to see, not merely one
side of the question, but both sides. Of
course, a man cannot be sald ever o master
any subject until he has seen not only his
own point of view but that of his opponent.
The hon. member, however, seemed to me
to contradiet in one part of his speech what
he said in another part. For instance, in
dealing with what may, perhaps, be re-
garded as one of the principles of the Bill,
although in another sense it is only a detail
—1I refer to the levy to be made upon em-
ployers—the hon. member pointed out how
burdensome this levy would be, and how
it was going to injure industry. He said that
employers would be unable to bear the levy,
which was only one of many grievous
burdens placed upon their shoulders, not
only so far as the actual financial levy itself
was concerned, but also from the point of
view of the returns that would have to be
furnished and other details. In another
part of the hon, member’s speech, however,
he frankly admitted that in the majority of
instances the employers would pass this
burden, as he described i, on to someone
clse. In that case the employers would not
be the real payers of the levy, although they
might be fhe nominal payers. The hon.
member evidently believes that the employers
in this instance will be in the same position
as they are in regard to many other demands
that are made upon them, which they pass
on to the consumers. Tn this instance, in
all probability, they will pass it on to those
who work for them. In that case the burden
will really become a levy on the industry,
and not upon the employelb in that industry.
Quite a number of other inconsistencies could
be cited in the hon. member’s speech. I
think, too, that some of the causes assigned
for unemployment were very small and in-
significant in comparison with the real and
fundamental causes. Onc of the things that
have been trotted out as the causes of un-
employment is the antagonism of the em-
ployees to the employing class; another is
direct taxation. It is a pity that there should
be any antagonism between employers and
employees; but it is a sad mistake to put
the blame for that antagonism on the em-
ployee. There is ample evidence that, im
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many -instances, the antagonism is the fault -

of the employer rather than of the employee.
Then, so far from direct taxation being a
cause of unemployment, in mnany instances
the reverse is the case. Regarded from the
abstract point of view, direct taxation is
more equitable and more easily traced than
indirect taxation. We know who pays a
direct tax, whereas in the case of indirect
taxation it is difficult to find out who ulti-
mately pays it, and also how much benefit
is derived by the State from that form of
taxation. In every instance, I think, direct
taxation is preferable to indirect taxation,
and that, instead of preventing employment,
in many cases direct taxation is the means of
previding more employment. If there were
anything in the contention that direct taxa-
tion is responsible for unemployment, then in
countriés where they have little or no direct
taxation one would expect to find no unem-
ployment, and that, where the workers are
servile, where they do not go on strike or
kick over the traces, and where there is no
antagonism between them and the employers,
there would be little or no unemployment.
Yet everyone knows that that is not so, but
that in practically every country in the world
there is unemployment. It has been stated
that unemployment in this country is largely
due to the fact that to a very large extent
the people are engaged in primary produc-
tion. If there is anything in that argument,
then in countries where the people are chiefly
engaged in secondary production there ought
to be less unemployment than in a country
dependent on primary production. We know
that that is not so, but that unemployment
exists the wide world over. The poor, we
are told, we have always with us; so is it
with unemployment. These so-called causes
of unemployment are very small indeed in
comparison with the real causes. In quite
a number of debates that have taken place
in this Chamber during the present session
the question of increased production has been
raised, and we have listened to discourses
upon the necessity for increasing our produe-
tion. Almost every morning when we take
up our papers we see someone or other
pointing out the need for increased produec-
tion, and denouncing the “ go-slow’’ system.
I have failed to see, so far, any tangible
evidence produced in this Chamber to show
that there has been anything like a reduc-
tion in our production, or anything to show
that there is a  go-slow” movement at work
in this country. The question very naturally
arises in my mind who is going to derive
the benefit of increased production. Some
hon. members seem to think that increased
production can be brought about by taking
the last ounce of energy from the employees
in the shape of work. In a great many in-
stances there is a great deal of room for
better organisation, for better machinery, and
in all probability for more machinery. By the
adoption of these and other methods produc-
tion may be increased. But the question I
want to ask is, assuming that production is
increased by one-fourth, or by one-half, who
is going to get the benefit of that increased
production? Invariably we find that, when
production is increased, whether by reason of
inventions, by the adption of labour-saving
appliances, or by any other means, the
workers very rarely get any benefit at all
from the increased production.

Mr. BrBBINGTON: We offered you a co-
operative system, and you turned it down.
19192y
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Mr. WINSTANLEY : Hon. members did
nothing of the kind. The point I wish to
make 1s that those people who are talking
so much about increased production want to
increase production in the interests of one
section of the community only, They do
not think the workers should get any greater
increase, but they think that the capitalists
and landlords ought to get the benefit of
that increased production. ' I am satisfied
that while there is room—and I think neces-
sitv—for increased production in quite a
number of directions, one of the benefits that
should come to the individual himself—to
the worker—should be a real increase, and
not a nominal inercase in the share which
the worker gets from production. Because,
if one thing has been demonstrated in recent
times, it 1z that the worker may get an
increase in wages, a few more shillings or
pounds at the end of the fortnight, or the
month, as the case may be, but he is
no better off, because 1t does not pur-
chase any more clothing, any more food,
any more fuel, or any more shelter. It
certainly does not give him any more of
the good things of life, to say nothing of
the luxuries, that he is asking for and ex-
pecting. Something has been said in refer-
ence to the unemployed, and some rather
scathing references have been made by some
speakers as to the people who are unem-
ployed, as if it were invariably the fault
of the individual himself.

Hon. W. H. Barxes: When were they
made ?
Mr. WINSTANLEY: When the hon

member for Bulimba’s attention was taken
elsewhere last night.

Mr. VowrLes: I was here, and they were
not made.
Mr. WINSTANLEY: I do not mention

any names, and I am not going to do so.
Mr. VowLeEs: Because you cannot,

Mr. WINSTANLEY: Oh, yes; I can
name them. If the hon. member wants to
find out their names, if he was not listening
to the speeches, let him turn up * Hansard,”
and he will find them there. Practically
every member expressed his interest In the
working man, and made much of the desire
he has to see his condition improved, but,
as one member on this side interjected very
pertinently, the interest they have in him
is nothing in comparison with the interest
they take out of him. Hon. members op-
posite have contended that this Bill is not
likely to help the worker, and they have also
made some reflections, which were not too
creditable to them, on working men gene-
rally, but whether they know it or not things
are changing, and the bulk of the senti-
ments that have been expressed on the op-
posite side, and the platitudes to which we
have listened as long as we can remember,
are sentiments and platitudes that are
entirely out of date.

Mr. Vowres: Tell us some of those scath-
ing remarks.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : T will tell the hon.
member just as much as suits me, just as
when he gets up on his feet he says just
as much as suits himself. I am not going
to undergo a cross-examination by interjec-
tions. When I get into the witness-box,
and the hon. member is cross-examining. me,
I shall be quite prepared to answer his
questions, My contention is that in practi-
cally every country where men live and work

Mr. Winstanley.]
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under the system under which we live and -

work there are genuine unemploved--men
who will come and say, I am one of the
unemployed. I want work. I am able to
work. I am willing to work, and T cannot
get work.” And whether hon, members
know, or whether they do not, therc are
in Queensland practically all the year round,
~——and whether trade is regarded as being
good or bad, and apart altogether from the
«uestion of whether a Labour Government or
some other Government is in power—numbers
of men who are genhuinely unemployed. The
hon. member for Bulimba had just about
as much experience as other Treasurers and
Ministers of unemployment deputations, and
he had to admit that he could not settle the
question.

Hon. W. H. Barxes: He did a great deal
more than has been done since. .

Mr. WINSTANLEY : He did nothing of the
kind. The hon. member’s leader said on one
occasion that God Almighty could not settle
the unemployed question, and if he can settle
it, then he is much cleverer than his leader.
There is no doubt that there is a number
of unemployed as part and parcel of the
present system, and when that is not the case
steps are taken to make it the case. As
ovidence of that, I would like to quote from
a current paper—*‘ Land and Liberty ’—that
«ame into my hands only yesterday, in which
an instance is given of a case where there
was not a surplus of labour. It was brought
up in the House of Commons, but it had
reference to Trinidad, where they import a
good deal of labour from other countries,
and where the conditions are, perbaps, just
a little better than the slave trade in reality.
Those workers, when they have served the
three years of their indenture, have been
in the habit of refusing to re-engage, and
have been able to get on the land and work
for themselves. This is what is said—

“TIt appears that in Trinidad there
has been a scarcity of labour, or at least
a sgearcity of labour at rates of wages
which the estate owners were willing to
pay. The reason of this and how it is
being overcome, is partly revealed in the
report of a special committee appointed
by the Legislative Council of Trinidad,
which was published in March, 1918
(Council Paper No. 36 of 1818). This
committee reported that—

During the last few years there has
been a sufficient supply of labour in
the colony, owing partly to.the closure
of the sale of Crown lands, and partly
to the increase in the price of food-
stuffs caused by the war. The closure
of the sale of Crown lands has re-
moved the principal incentive to the
dispersal of time-expired immigrants
(1.e., indentured labourers,—Ed., I.. and
L.) from t.he estates; while the increase
in the price of foodstuffs has notably
reduced the number of lost days by
inculcating on labourers of all classes
the desirability of steady work
throughout the week.

“And, again, summing up their con-
clusions, the committee say
(8) We have already emphasised our
opinion .that the prime condition of
success 1s the continuance of a very
conservative policy as regards the open-
ing up of Crown lands.

{Mr. Winstanley.
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() Scarcely less important is the
speedy passage into law of a stringent
Vagrancy Act.”

Those are the conditions in a place where
there is not as much labour as the peoul:
employing labour require, and what they
did practically was to close up the avenue
which those individuals had of working for
themselves—making it impossible for them
to get on to Crown lands—and then if they
did not go to work for a boss bring into
operasion the Vagrancy Act, and throw the
onus on them of showing that they had been
working four hours a day in each of three
days in the preceding seven, and to provide
that if they could not do so they should
get a *“month’s hard without the option.”
It goes to show that it does not matter where
the country is—the underlying system is
practically the same in each and every
country. In a great many countries the
employers have not got that difficulty because
they have other methods, and where there
is a job to be had there are usually two or
three men looking for it. It has been laid
down in several written constitutions, particu-
larly in that of France, that a man has a
right to life and liberty, and the present
happiness, and if that is admitted I think
a man has also a right to work, and can
honestly and fairly claim that where he is
in a country as a citizen of that country,
and is able and willing to work, it is obliga-
tory on some person or Government to find
him work. It is a well known fact that the
employer «does not regard it as obligatory
on him to find work if he does not want to
do so. If he wants them, he thinks it is
the duty of the Government to provide him
with the labour. But if there is a scarcity
of labour in this or any other State—or an
apparent scarcity—employers appeal to the
Government for immigration, or something
else, to provide them with labour. They
never, on any occasion I have heard or
read of, recognise the fact that they are
under any obligation whatever to find em-
ployment for men if they do not need them,
and cannot make a profit out of their labour.
When a man cannot find anyone who is pre-
pared to employ him—and in times gone by
if he did not like the rate of wages offered
he was not taken-on—he has to walk the
streets until he can find somebody who is
prepared to accept his services.

A good deal has been said in reference
to the successful inan. The idea has been
that if a man is not successful—in the ordi-
nary sense in which success is regarded by
members who sit opposite—it is his own fault;
he is idle, inefficient, or careless; he has
not got the energy, or something else. It
is never put on anybody else’s shoulders.
It is not an uncommon thing for some men
to say ‘“ Look at what I was when I came
to the country, and look at what I am now.
If I have succeeded, why cannot everybody
else?” If a man has amassed wealth, and
has built up a big banking account, what-
ever else he may lack, he is regarded as
a successful man. I dissent from a definition
of that description, because some of the
best men who have ever lived in this world,
and some of the greatest social reformers,
would be outside that category altogether,
because it was not their aim and object
to make money., They had in mind other
things much better than the making of
money, and the consequence was they did
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not make money. They never grew rich.
they lived poor, and died poor. The con-
sequence would be that they would be re-
garded by the ordinary average employer
as unsuccessful men, and also by a good
many of the hon. members who sit opposite.
In a great many instances he who is re-
warded as a successful man is nothing more
than a successful robber, He is shrewd
enough, and knows sufficient about the laws
of the country, to be able to rob people
legally. He is the man who says ‘° Hvery
man for himself, and the devil take the
hindmost.”” He is a successful man in many
instances because he las always his foot on
somebody else’s neck, and treading people
down in his endeavour to succeed.

" Hon. J. . APPEL: They are on that side
of the House.

Mr. WINSTANLEY : No, they are not on
this side of the House. As a matter of fact.
how many Instances are there, without going
far afield, where they who are regarded as
successful men owe their success, not to their
enterprisc or their ability, but to the fact
that some of their predecessors have bought
land in a big city which, as time goes on,
has increased 1n value, and has provided them
practically with a competence without any
effort at all on their part. In a book in
which this idea is set forth, some of the
principles are exceptionally good. 1t is ad-
mitted that with a six-hour day a man can
produce sufficient to provide for his own
wants, and make great profits for his em-
ployers. It point out as conspicuous examples
of successful men, Rockefeller and Carnegie,
and one or two others of a similar
character. With those men, success was
largely due to their cunning, and the fact
that they got hold of the natural sources
of wealth. The fact that Carnegie was able
to give away £70,000,000 was due to his
having got hold of some huge iron-ore deposits
which he had no more right to than any
other citizen in the American States, and
also natural gases and coal and lime deposits.
He was a good organiser, and when he got
going he had any amount of capital avail-
able. But his success as a manufacturer and
merchant was due to the fact that he got
hold of things he never made, and which
his predecessors did not make—the great
natural sources of wealth, The consequence
is that however clever and able a man might
be he has no possible chance of becoming
clever in the same direction as this particular
individual. Rockefeller’s is a similar case.
He got hold of something he did not produce.
He was, no doubt, a good organiser. He
managed to crush out of existence a number
of small competitiors, and build up a huge
monopoly, and he benefited by it.” Accord-
ing to my idea, of success, I do not regard
those people as being successful. They cer-
tainly are successful if success is to be re-
garded simply from the standpoint of making
money. This Bill is intended to provide
work for the genuine unemployed individual,
the man who is able and willing to work.
It may provide for some others, but that is
the primary object of the Bill. In so far as
it does that, I say it is an exceptionally good
thing. In a well ordered community, which,
no doubt, we will have by and by, there
will not be an unemployed man, for the com-
munity will recognise that it is not only a
loss to the individual, but it is also a loss
to the community, for men to be walking
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about doing nothing and producing necthing.
One of the unfortunate things about men
being unemployed is that they are not only
losing their wages, but that when they have
lost a day’s, a week’s, or a month’s work
it is gone for ever, and there is no making
it up by any other means. The capitalist or
landlord may lose to some extent, but he
has quite a number of ways in which he can
make up his loss.

Hon. J. G. AppEL: Oh, has he!

Mr. WINSTANLEY : The working man’s
time, when once it is gone, is gone for ever,
so that financial loss is a very serious omne
to him. Anybody who knows anything about
the conditions of the workers knows that often
times men are out of work through no fault
of their own, by reason of circumstances over
which they have no control. When they
are out of work for a month, six weeks, or
two months, their accounts run up and
sometimes it is years before they get on
the level, and have a fair start again. I
think anything which obviates or minimises
that kind of thing will be exceptionally good,
not only for the individual but for the com-
munity. If that were the only loss it would
not be a very serious one; but, in my opinion,
a more serious loss is that an individual who
is out of work, and day after day walks
from one place to another looking for work
and meets with disappointment and dis-
couragement, soon begins to deteriorate. If
he has to suffer that kind of thing very long
it is not surprising that it leads to despair
impereeptibly at first, then more gradually,
not only physically and mentally, but
morally. 8o it is detrimental, not only
to the individual, but to the community as a
whole, to have people out of work, walking
about the place practically begging for some-
body to give them work. A good deal has
been said in connection with co-operation and
co-partnership and a better understanding
between employers and employees. I am in-
clined to think that sometimes when you get
face to face with men and discuss matters
with them, you see points you have never
seen before, and probably something will be
done in that direction. I want to point out
that those individuals who at the present
time are making a pretty big howl all
through the State about being levied to the
extent of £2 per year for the men they have
in their employ over the number of five,
towards providing for employmént——

Hon. W. H. BArNES: &£2 per head.

Mr. WINSTANLEY: Yes, £2 per head
per year for all employees over five. If they
have ten for half the year, they will not be
levied for ten for the whole year, but will

be levied for only fivee While

[7.30 p.m.] hon, members opposite may take

exception to this measure, and
say that it is a burdensome thing to place
the proposed tax upon employers, they take
no exception to the attempts which are made
by employers to defeat their employees. The
Employers’ Federation have distinctly laid
themselves out to build up a fund to try,
not to reconcile employees with the em-
ployers, or to see that the employees are
not interfered with by the employers making
big profits out of them, but to do the re-
verse—to try to defeat any legislation this
House may attempt to pass in order to
ameliorate the condition of the workers.

Mr. Winstanley.]
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They are also going as far as they possibly
can in the divection of doing what they
have been everlastingly condemning, that
is, to use the boycott; and anybody who
does anything which is antagonistic to those
people they are going to the utmosb extent
of their power to try to destroy. There is
ny co-operation or copartnership in that
kind of thing, and that spirit is prevalent,
not only among employers in this State, but
also among employers throughout the Com-
monwealth, and far beyond the bounds of the
Commonwealth, They should endeavour to
do something better than that. If those
persons are sincere, and if hon. members
opposite are really sincere when they talk
about co-operation and copartnership, they
ought to display a very different spirit.

I wish now to say one or two words with
regard to the proposal in this Bill to pro-
vide for people who are oftentimes termed
unemployable. It is unfortunate that there
should be some people who are below the
standard required by employers and are
unemployed, because some are degenerate and
some are not mentally strong. But those people
have to be looked after; they have to be kept
now; they have to be supported by the com-
munity. They have a right to live as long
as nature keeps them alive, and they have to
be supported now in Queensland. It would
be infinitely wiser to make some effort to
improve the condition of those people, and
put them in the way of earning a living
for themselves, than to continue the present
method of dealing with such unfortunates.
We should try to improve their condition,
to help them day by day to make some
improvement in their condition, so that they
may contribute something towards the cost
of their keep. One of the prime things in
connection with unemployment is the land
question, even in a young country like
Queensland. The land question, and the
manner in which we deal with it, is the
bedrock in connection with unemployment,
and In connection with every other indus-
trial subject that is discussed in this House.
In Queensland, although it is a young
country, and & new country, we find that
there are some 26,000,000 acres of land which
have been alienated from the Crown, and
that not one-fourth of that land is put under
cultivation.

Mr. BepsiNGTON : How much per cent. is
there ?

Mr. WINSTANLEY: It is only 4 per
cent., but it does not matter what the per-
centage is. There are not more than
2,000,000 acres under cultivation, and
£50,000,000 have been .spent by the State
on works which have improved the value
of land from one end of the State to the
other. We find that in some places in
Queensland a quarter-acre allotment, with
neither a stick nor a stone upon it, is worth
£15,000. The landowner gets that money,
and the people have to pay the interest on
the money which has been spent in increas-
ing the value of the land. The hon. mem-
ber for Drayton, if he has proved one thing
more than another during the present ses-
sion in his speeches on the land question,
it is that the farmer on the Darling Downs,
and in other places, is labouring under some
difficulties. If the farmers are suffering
from one thing more than another, it is
not the fact that there is a Labour Govern-
ment in power, nor the fact that a land

[Mr. Winstanley.
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tax is imposed on them. It is the fact that
the capital he has required to obtain his
land has been heaped up by the high prices
charged for the land, and by his having
to go to the bank and obtain a loan on
mortgage. This burden he has to carry on
his back. 'The farmer’s difficulty is that he
has to raise capital and pay 6 per cent. or
7 pgr cent. for the money he borrows, which
is more than three or four times the amount
he has to pay in land tax. Some time ago
a number of persons visited the State look-
ing for cheap land, and they reported that
there was any amount of land which was
worth from £20 to £30 per acre, but that
they wanted cheap land which would be
available to men who came to this country
and wished to start farming. The Premier
{Mr., Denham) admitted that if they wanted to
get hold of suitable land within easy distance
of a road or a railway, there was none avail-
able. They found that if people are willing
to take up land 20 or 30 miles from
a railway, they could be provided with the
land they required. At the present time,
in order to provide land for the men who
have been to the front and fought the
Empire’s battles, the Government have to
buy land from private individuals, at fancy
prices, and cut up that land into farms or
allotments. I am satisfied in my own mind
that this land difficulty is one of the diffi-
culties that have to be overcome before we
can do away with unemployment to any
great extent. Whatever may be said by
hon. members opposite about the Bill, it is
an honest attempt to deal with a very diffi-
cult and very intricate problem, and I hope
we shall get an opportunity of seeing what
can be done under its provisions, and show
the people that an honest and earnest
endeavour is being made to help those persons
who at the present time are unable to help
themselves. If the Bill enables us to do
that, the men who have framed and intro-
duced it will deserve well, both of the
present and future generations in Queensland.

GovERNMENT MEeMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. GUNN: I think we all recognise that
unemployment is e very serious thing. A
man out of a job is to be pitied above all
others. For a man who is willing to work
in order to keep his wife and family, it is a
terrible thing for him not to be able to get
work. Everybody can paint a very pathetic
picture of the unemployed man. We all
agree upon that, but the question is as to
whether this Bill is going to meet the situa-
tion. Is it going to give employment to the
unemployed? I am afraid not. When the
Bill comes into force, the unemployed will
be with us all the same. They have been
with us ever since the world began, and they
will be with us to the end of time. I am
afraid that this Bill will frighten capital
away from Queensland, and that it will
accentuate the unemployed question. If if
drives capital out of the Stete, population
will follow the capital. Population always
follows the man with the money. You may
confiscate his property, and try to persecute
him, but he gets away to some other State.’
Although you abuse the man with capital,
you follow him about wherever you can, and
are only too glad to share his wealth with
him. I want to point out that, so far,
Labour Governments have bred unen}ploy-
ment. The following table from * Knibbs,”
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page 20, July, 1919, with regard to unem-
ployment for 1818 enables us to compare
Queensland with the other States:——

NUvMBER 0F UNEMPLOYED.

Ist 2na 3rd ith
Qtr. Qtr. Qtr.  Qtr.

_per  per per eI

ceut cent cent, cent.

Queensland ... 8.0 104 7.0 1l.6
Victoria .. 6.1 7.3 6.4 6.2
N. 8. Wales ... 5.0 4.9 0.5 3.6
W. Australia 5.0 5.4 5.3 4.2
Tasmania 3.4 2.0 2.6 1.7
S, Australia 2.8 2.9 2.7 2.2

None of the other States has got a Labour
Government so entrenched as we have in
Queensland, yet the number of unemployed
is greater in Quecensland than in any other
State.

Mr. Muruax: Don’t you know the reason
for that? We are providing for the unem-
ployed from the other States as well as our
YW T

Mr. GUNN: It is not an extraordinary
thing that we are providing emnployment for
the unemployed who are flocking here from
other States. We know that the unemployed
are like water, which always fillk up gaps
and finds its own level. If there are unem-
ployed in Queensland they go to the other
States, and vice versa. Perhaps it is just
as well to see what Labour papers say
about this Bill. Thix is the Rockhampton
* Record” of 3rd September, in which the
rontrolling interest, I believe, is held by the
Premier of this State, and heretofore that
has been a Labour paper. I suppose this
is the Premier's opinion. It ‘iz an extra-

ordinary thing that the Preimnier in his paper

condemns the Bill, and his Treasurer brings
it in in the House—he condemns it ou the
ne hand and praises it on the other. This
is what the article says—

“In nine cases out of ten this paper
sees eye to eye with the State Govern-
ment, but the tenth case has arizen in
the TUnemployed Workers Bill. The
motives behind this Bill mavy be the
best, but there is a detachment from the
teachings of experience and a departure
from the tenets of fair play underlying
the provisions of the Bill which fore-
doom it to failure. It can scarcely be
described as a vote-catching measure, be-
cause no Government could hope to live
long on any votes such a measure would
catch. It is too deeply tinged with the
odium of alms-giving to make any deep
appeal to any considerable body of the
men and women of Queensiind. Tt can.
therefore, be described as a misguided
attempt on the part of irs author to
obtain the unobtainable.™

That is adverse criticisin from friends of
the Government. This Bill reminds me of a
parable which I will guote~-T am accustomed
to using parables in this House. When I
was a youngster fifty vears ago, in the War-
wick district, there was an auctioneer there
whose name was Billy Balls. 1l¢ was in the
habit of holding horse sales. On one ocea-
sion there was a very finelooking horse
sent into the sale yards. T{ was one of those
noble animals, with a fine coat and a bold
wye, and you could not see a blemish in
him. Someone in the crowd said, *Mr.
Balls, what is the matter with that horse?
Surely no owner of a horse like that would
want to sell it at auction unless there was a
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fault in it.” Mr. Balls said, © It has only
two faults, and those two faults I am not
allowed to tell you until the auction is over.
The owner «id not like to sell it privately,
and I am zelling him here with only two
faults.” The sale was completed, and the
horse brought more than was expected, be-
cause he was a fine-looking animal. When
the purchaser asked Mr. Balls what faults
the horse had, he said, “ The first fault is
that e is very hard to catch, and the second
fault is that when he is caughi he is no
“adjective’ good.” (Loud laughter.) This
Bill is a most difficult Bill to draft. I pity
the man who has had to draft it. No doubt.
it ix a good Bill as far as its appearance
is concerned, but it has got the one great
fault, that when it is drafted it is no good—-
it will not effect the purpose for which it is
intended. Bearing on that, T would like to
mention that a friend of mine this evening
handed we a letter from a man at Towns-
ville, a man I knew well, and who is a
strong unionist. When 1 was first standing
for Parliainent he opposed me, iike miany
good unionists and honest men did, in an
open way. 1 think he was the secretary of
one of the Workers’ Political Organisations,
and he eventually got up to Townsville.
Wherever vou go you could not meet
better class of working man, amd one more
loval to his union than he was.

This i an extract from his leiter, dated
Tth Septewber

“ Townsville is in a terrible state of

starvation, and some of the most disgrace-

ful class of people or rather men in Aus-

tralia are at present in Towusville, and

no man willing to work has a chance
among them.”

How is this Bill going 1o improve that sort
of thing® Many of the men in Townsville
are out of work through no fault of their
own: perhaps. owing to the strike of meat
employees or somebody else. and I do not
soe how vou are going to benefit them by
this Bill. ~The men went on strike. Did not
the men at C(loncurry draw the fires and
then went away and left the matte in the
furnaces aund it all went wrong. As I said
at the beginning, I am very sympathetic
towards the unemployed. I would like to
see every man get a joh. It is hateful to me
to see 2 man without a job, but this Bill
will not improve matters. There are methods
by which we could come to the assistance of
the unemployed, and oune method is by in-
surance. I believe that every man ought to
insure himself against unemployment, and the
man who is in-the habit of being in constant
work has a better right to receive remunera-
tion under an insurance scheme than the
man who is habitually unemployed. There
are men who are unemployable, and it is
vory difficult to deal with them. The man
who 4s in the habit of taking employment
whenever he gets the chance should, with
the assistance of the Government, and the
assistance of the employer, and with his own
assistance, insure himself against unemploy-
ment., and then when he is out of a job he
would have the right to receive a certain
amount of money to sce him over a bad tinie.
The hon. member who introduced this Bill
always gives a good exposition of any Bill
he imroduces. Ile always makes one be-
lieve that his Bill is perfect. I remember
when he introduced the Arbitration Bill into
this House he took up a good deal of time
and explained it in a most methodical

Mr. Gunn.]
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manner: a manner, in fact, which was very
taking. and I was almost persuaded that that
Bill was perfect, that we would see no moro
unemployment and no more strikes when
the Bill was passed. He told us that former
Governments could not deal with strikes
because they were not sympathetic to the
worker, but the Government of which he was
a member was sympathetic to the worker,
and that the judge of the Arbitration Court
would be a temperamentally ftted judge,
Everybody would be brought into line, and
the worker would have no more cause for com-
plaint when that Bill got on to the statute-
boqk: m fact, that the occupation of the
union delegates would be gone. That Act
has now been in force two or three years,
and yet we see more unemployment, more
strikes, and more dissatisfaction than ever
before. I am fearful that the samec thing
will take place when this Bill is put inte
foree: that it will accentuate the unemploy-
ment question instead of ameliorating it
All Governmenis, when there is a bad time,
have a right to try and find work for the
unemployed. The Government are in a better
poxition to do that than anybody else, and
heretofore when unemploymens was prevalent
the Government started railways or relief
works.  That is quite a legitimate thing
for any Government to do; in fact, I go so
far as to say that railway construction and
a great many other Government works should
not be gone on with when employment is
plentiful.  When the producers are short.
han.ded, the Government could very well stay
their hands until there was unenvlployment:
and then go on with their works. The
Secretary for Public Works, when speaking
on this Bill, said it would principally apply
to seasonal occupations; that there was un-
employment  through seasonal occupations,
He referred to the shearers, and said that
certati men were employed during the shear-
ing season and were idle for the rest of the
vear. He said forther that the shearers only
worked three months in the vear. All my
life I have been connected with the grazing
industry and I know the conditions in that
industry.  As a matter of fact, there are
two classes of shearers and shedhands, Thore
s the man who has a little bit of a selection
or shop and he goes to the neavest shed and
puts in a few weeks at shearing, and the rest
of the time he spends in his business or on
his farm. Then there is the professional
rouseabout who follows the profession all the
vear round,

Mr. Hartiey: Can he shear all the vear
round ? ’

Mr. GUNN: He can shear all the vear
round. )

Mr. HARTLEY : No, he can't.

Mr. GUNN: He can start in Mayv and
June at Barcaldine; during July and August
he can be shearing right down to Roma and
that district: Sepfember. he can be shearing
in the horder districts : October, November,
hg can he shearing in the New England
districts, and, in fact, up fo December:
January and February are nog good months
to shear in: but in March he can do the
March lamb shearing. A good many people
shear in March, April, and May, and then
he is into Juune again. 1 can assure hon.
members that a man can bhe shearing for
nme nonths in the vear, )

Mi. PoLLock : T challenge you to find ten
sheavers in Queensland who' shear all the
year round.

[3r. Gunn.
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Mr. GUNN: Do you ever see an unem-
ployed shearer?

Mr. Pornock: Yes:; there are hundreds
of them in West Queensland now.

Mr. GUNN: I know that in my districs
we can never fill our sheds. Shearing is a
trade, and the men do not put on too many
apprentices, with the result that there is &
shortage of shearers on many occasions, and
there are no shearers who are unemployed.
Then, again, it is very hard work and very
honourable work. I have nothing to say
against the shearer. 1 have seen some of
the finest men on the face of the earth who
ave shearers, and those men are not asking
the Government to find relief work or any-
thing else. That is not the class of men who
are asking for this Bill.

Mr. Porrock : What about the rouseabout?
Is he employed all the year round?

Mr. GUNN: He can be; he can follow
the shearer round if he likes. If the men
who employ over five men have to pay £8
a head towards this fund, why on earth do
not the Government contribute the same
amount? The Government have entered inte
different enterprises, and are large employers
of labour.

Hon. J. G. ArpeL: The largest.

Mr. GUNN: The largest, but, strange tc
say, the occupations the Governmient have
entered into are not occupations that employ
a large amount of labour. Take the cattle
stations. That is where all the money is
going, and it is said that about two white
men and a blackfellow can run a cattle
station. I remember that squatters used to
be blamed for not employing labour, and it
was stated that all they cared about was
legislation for sheep and cattle, and that
they cared nothing about human beings. Vet
we have the Government spending all their
money in cattle stations instead of in occupa-
tions that employ labour. This £2 a head
contribution will not matter very much to
the grazier, as he does not employ very
much labour, and we must lock to our
secondary industries to give employment to
our population, For the sake of illustration,

let me fake a factory like

[8 pan.] Morrow’s biscuit factory. I do
' not know how many hands they
cmploy, but let us suppose the number is
300. That means that they will have to pay
£600 per annum under this Bill, at the rats
of £2 per head. That factory has to com-
pete with the biscuit factories in the other
States. Would it not be better for Morrows,
Limited, if they have this tax imposed upon
them, to shift their factory and machinery
down to Newcastle, where they would be
nearer the flour, where the flour would be
cheaper, where coal would be cheaper and
more convenient, and where labour would be
just as ecasy to get as here, and by so doing
save the £600 a year? I am afraid that this
Bill, if passed, will drive secondary indus-
trics away from this State. The secondary
industries are the ones we should encourage,
but they are the ones that will suffer prinei-
pally under this legislation. This kind of
thing will not encourage ecapital to come
here. Under clguse 7, if an inspector, or
some other officer of the department, enters
vour premises, he may tell you that they
nead painting; and you will have to paint

them. You will have no appeal. He may
tell vou that vou need new windows. Again,
no appeal! Is it likely that the factory

owner will stop in this country if we have
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Acts of Parliament like this on the statute-
book? Then, again, clause 8 provides that,
if you arc making a profit of more than
15 per cent., the surplus may be taken away
from you for unemployment purposes, or
you may be made to invest it in debentures,
I do not know anyone who makes an average
profit of 156 per cent. Of course, I know you
are allowed an exemption of £5,000; but
this is the way it will work out: Plenty
of graziers may breed up their flocks and
herds for three or four years, and at the
end of that time their stock may. bo
numerous. In one year they may make over
15 per cent.; but the next year they may
lose-all they possess. I certainly think thaf,
if an individual is to be penalised for making
over 15 per cent., it should not be confined
to one year’s operations, but the average
for a number of years should be taken. I
have some Federal income tax figures here
which show the difference that the seasons
make in the grazing industry on a man’s
income. For the year 1915-1916, this man
paid £2; for 1916-1917, he paid £236; for
1917-1918, he paid £1,743. At that rate, you
would think he was making a fortune very
fast: but for the year 1918-1919 he only paid
£300. His returns for this vear are not in
vet, but he will be on the wrong side of the
ledger altogether owing to the drought.
Now, supposing that that man was to be
taxed on the figures for the vear when his
income tax was £1,743, assuming that he
made a profit that year of over 15 per cent.,
he would have to pay a great deal more than
if he was assessed on his income over a
series of vears.

Again, under the Bill the local authorities
will be compelled to borrow money, if the
Treasurer thinks fit to order them to do so,
without taking a poll of the ratepayers. They
are not to be allowed to consult the rate-
payers at all. It may happen that Tom, Dick,
Harry, and Bill—none of them resident in
the shire or with any interests in it—may
be building a railway in the locality, or
there may be a lot of casual hands employed
on some relief work in the district, To
find work for those men, the Treasurer may
compel the local authority to borrow money
and spend it on all sorts of absurd things,
and the landowners will have to foot the
Bill.  Everything comes back to the man on
the land. Surely to goodness someone else
ought to be asked to pay something besides
the man who owns a bit of land. If he
happens to have more than £5,000 worth of
land, he has to pay the Federal land tax.
Everyone who owns land of a greater value
than £300 has to pay the Siate land tax.
livery landowner has to pay the shire couneil
rates for all sorts of purposes. If influenza
should break out, he is rated to pay the
cost of coping with the disease. 'That is
another land tax. Under this Bill the land-
owner will have to pay this unemployment
tax. Then we are told that the Government
intend to bring in a Main Roads Bill; and
I will guarantee that it will be found, when
the Bill is introduced. that the unfortunate
landowner will be taxed to make and main-
tain the main roads, although I think that
everyone who uses the roads ought to be
made to pay something towards their up-
keep. I would far sooner see a toll bar on
the roads than compel the unfortunate
farmer, who has to go out and fight the
seasons, to pay for their maintenance. This
Bill will be no good to the farmer who
happens to be out of work. I do not suppose

[11 SEPTEMBER.]

27

Unemployed Workers Bill.

he will even be given a free pass to go from
one farm to another along the railway. Yet
the farmer out of work 1s just as pathetic
a fgure as the wharf lumper or the shearer
who is out of work. I am sorrv to say thab
many farmers on the Darling Downs at the
present time, although they may not be out
of work, are not getting any remuneration
for their work. They have been planting
their wheat year after year, and have got
nothing for it. Neither this Bill nor any
of the rest of the legislation introduced by
this (Government comes to the relief of the
farmer. The only men who are to obtain
any relief under the Bill are those whe
Lappen to be congregated in the big cities.
There is nothing to prevent:the men in the
cities who are out of work going out into
the country and taking up a farm, and
working it on the co-operative principle.
There 15 nothing to prevent a number of
sheavers and rouseabouts from taking up a
grazing selection or a run in the Gulf
country, pufting cattle on to it, working it
on the communistic principle, and taking
the whole of the profits for themselves.

Hon. J. G. AppeL: Didn’t some of them
go to Parvaguay and try something of that
kind?

Mr. GUNN: I know that a wumber of
men from Queensland did go to Paraguay,
and they made a great failure of 1. The
lirst thing they did when they got to IPara-
guay was to raise the flag of independence—
I do not know whether 1t was the red flag
or not-—but they raised the flag of independ-
ence and they cheered it. (Laughter.) Tho
patives gathered round it too, and they all
cheered tt. Those nien said they were glad
ro be free—glad that they were no longer
subject to the Union Jack., After a time
there was no oné to do anything in the
settlement.  For iustance, if a man grew
water melons, his neighbours would come in
and rob him of hix melons. (Laughter.) One
thrifty individual grew a crop of potatoes.
and his neighbours used to come in and
** bandicoot” his potatoes. (Renewed laugh-
ter.)  Socialism soon broke down under those
condirions, and they went to the Governmens
of the country, and asked to be sent bgck
to Australia.  When one section were going
down the La Plata River to the port of
embuarkation, they saw the Union Jack flyving
on an old punt, and they took off their caps,
and they cheered the Union Jack onee more,
they were xo glad to set their cyes on it
again. {Renewed laughter.) That is what
happened in Paraguay.

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the hon.
member conneet his remarks with the Billr

Mpr., GUNN: I was attempting to show
that this out-of-work Bill and the socialistic
svstelmy are not going to achieve the object
which the hon. member who introduced the
Bill expects. I welcome any Bill that would
give emvloyment to the people of Queens-
Jand. weleome it with both hands, but this
Bill I am afraid will not give work to the
people of Queensland. because it will drive
the capital that we need in Queensland away
from it. A Labour Government have been
in power ouly three or four years in Queens-
Jland, and unemployment, has got greater
vvery vear because the people who have got
money are not investing it in this State.
They are investing it in debentures.

Mr. WemR: And war bonds.

Mr. Gunn.)
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Mr. GUNN: And war bonds. and are
not going in for production. The other day
in Stanthorpe a friend of mine, a good old
ploneer, too, who had made a considerable
amount of money, was talking to some of his
friends, who said to him,  Here is a chance
for you, Scotty. You can invest some money
in building houses here. There is a great
demand for houses by people who want to

vome here on account of the climate.”” And
one of them, a banker, said, **I can
guarantee 15 per cent. on your money.”

“That is no good to mwe” was the reply.
“If T make 15 per cent. the State and
Federal income taxes come to 10s. in the
pound, and 75 per cent. ix all I would get
out of it. And then look at the worry and
distress I would be put to. Not only that,
there are all sorts of socialistic Bills coming
along. 1 do not know what is in front of
me, but I know that I am not going to work
as I have in the past developing this fair
State of Queensland until I see a more stable
Government than is in power at the present
fime. I have invested my money in deben-
tures and war bonds, and T can sit down and
see the other fellow being taxed and worried
with filling in return after return.’

Mr. BemBINGTON: That is correet.

Mr. GUNN: That is quite correct. T am
not speaking for the sake of wasting time,

rose because I thought I had something
to say of value. If I thought this Bill was
going to be any benefit to the unemployed
of Queensland I would vote for it at once
but I do not think it is going to do what the
member who introduced it thinks it is going
vo «lo. I hope that some better method mav
soon be devised. I think that an insurance
scheme under which every man puts some
.J&)f his earnings into an insurance fund. and
the employer pays something, and the Go-
vernment pays something, is the onlv method
by which you can relieve unemployment.

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. FORDE (Rockhampton): Before this
measure goes through I wish to address the
House on some of the salient features of it
{ am pleased to have the assurance of the
hon. member for Carnarvon that he is seri-
bus in his denuneciation of this measure, and
8 not speaking for the sake of wasting time,
because it is quite obvious from the utter.
ances of other hon. members opposite that
they are not serious in their remarks on
this vital question. It is patent to all of
us that they have no interest in the workers,
that they are speaking on behalf of the
vepltalistic employers of this State. and not
for those persons who really make the wealth
of the State. The Secretary for Public Works
15 deserving of great praise for the very
educative address he delivered in introduc-
mg this measure. He spoke in a statesman-
fike manner, and gave the House all the
information desirgd, and I say it will be a
great reflection upon this Chamber if there
is a division on the question. It should be
vassed unanimously. We are giving a lead
to other parts of Australia in passing a
measure of this kind. Tt is an experiment :
it is the first of its kind attempted in
Australia, but although it is reallv an ex-
periment, I think it will do great good. It
will go a long way towards ameliorating
the distress and misery of those unfortunate
workers who periodically find themselves
vut of employment. TFrequently able-bodied
men, with wives and families, wait on mem-
bers of Parliament—particularly members on
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this side of the House, because they know
they will get sympathetic treatment—they
come to us with their grievances, they tell
us that they have been out of employment
for six months or seven months, or some of
them even up to twelve months, and that
they are ready to take any kind of employ-
ment that may be available. If hon. mem-
bers opposite only met those men, and talked
with them, and saw the state of mind in
which they were, they would do everything
possible to assist them, they would vote for
this measure to-night. 1 find that hon. mem-
Ders opposite this evening, as upon other
oceasions, when humanitarian measures are
introduced into this Chamber, wrongly inter-
pret the intentions of the Government. They
say that we will compel the householder to
repair his windows and paint his house, that
we will do all sorts of ridiculous things.
TUnder other Acts of Parliament the Govern-
ment can do ridiculous things and extra-
ordinary things, but those ridiculous things
are never attempted. The employment
council can be allowed to use its own dis-
cretion, and I feel sure the right thing will
be done, and no harm will come to this

country il the measure is passed. I was
reading recently a work by Mr. Henry
(ieorge, entitled *‘ Social Problems,” 1in

which he truly said—

“ How contempt of human rights is
the essential element in building up the
great fortunes whose growth is such a
marked feature of our development, we
have already seen, And just as clearly
may we sce that from the same cause
sprang poverty and pauperism. The
tramp is the complement of the million-
aire.”

"Che Bill before the House will establish the
right of the workers of Queensland to work.
The claim is undeniable and irrefutable; i$
is one that should meet with the approval of
every member of this House; it is certainly
one that meets with the approval of the great
majority of people outside. We presuppose,
logically and ethically, that every man has
a right to work and live, and yet we deny
him that right. Hon. members opposite say
they bave great sympathy with the unem-
ploved worker, but they are not prepared to
assist him in any way to obtain employment.
This is an unfair anomaly. To-day there is
no real right to work, and it behoves this
Government, » humanitarian Government, to
see that that right is established. One of the
objects of the Bill is to remove that anomaly,
and give to the poor and destitute that
opportunity. It brings to my mind those
words uttered by Jefferson, at the declara-
tion of American Independence. He said—

“We hold these truths to be self-evi-
dent; that all men are created equal;
that they are endowed by their Creator
with inalienable rights; that among these
are life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap-
piness.”’

These are unassailable claims, and should be
enjoved by every worker in Australia. Yet
they are denied to a great many workers in
this State and in Australia. The right to
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness
are laudable. Why should we deny them to
any Inan, however humble he might be?
To many, such rights are beautiful fictions.
They are not legal claims; and it is nob
within the reach of a great many people in
this State to realise them. We should make
those ideals facts and realities, and this Bill
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sets out to do that. It is impossible for the
unemployed to enjoy life. Hon. members
opposite probably are all affluent. The
majority of them do not fear unemployment
or destitution. But hon. members on this
side of the House are not in such a position.
Their sympathies are with those who are in
need—with the oppressed, with the people of
this State who are struggling for an exist-
ence. Those of us who have mingled with
the unemployed and meet them daily know
the great strain and anxiety through which
they are passing. We know how demoralis-
ing unemployment is. Men who are waiting
about the streets day in and day out looking
for employment, going to the Labour Bureau,
the Railway Department, or some other
-department, asking for positions, get into a
most depraved and demoralised state. It is
a crime to steal, but when a man’s wife and
children are short of food there is a great
temptation for him to steal; and he ulti-
mately finds himsclf in St. Helena or some
other such penetentiary. We should remove
the causes of such crime, It is the duty
of this Government to sec thai every man
and woman gets a fair chance in this State.
if they cannot be given employment, they
should be given sustenance. This measure
provides for that. Another work I was read-
ing is Thomas Carlyle’s *“ Past and Present.”
I find that that greai master-mind, that

great philosopher, had this to say with
regard to the unemployed question—
“Why, the four-footed worker has

already got what this two-handed one is
clamouring for! How often must I re-
mind you? There is not a horse in
England able and willing to work but
has his due food and lodging, and goes
about sleek-coated, satisfied in heart.
And you say it is impossible, brother,
I answer, if for you it is impossible,
what is to become of you? Is it possible
for us to believe it to be impossiblet
The human brain, looking at these sleek
English horses provided with work and
food, refuses to believe in the impossi-
bility of affording the human being the
right to work and live.”
It does seem impossible that in this enlighs-
#ned age a great many people are denied
the right to work, the right to get an honest
living.  This Government intends to give them
that right. No one knows better than the
Secretary for Public Works what it means
when a great number of men are out of work
and are clamouring for the means of getting
a livelihood. Tt is then that there is a great
temptation to riot and steal and to commit
atrocious erimes. We want to obviate that.
These words by Carlyle are a sharp indict-
ment against those hon. members opposite
who show no practical sympathy for the
unemployved. They are an indictment against
those who oppose the right to work, who
offer shallow expressions of sympathy to those
who are out of cmployment, but will not
support a measure caleulated to bring great
benefits to the majority of the people of this
State. What is afforded to horses is denied
to human beings in Queensland and in most
parts of the world. While the animals of
the wealthy are well-fed and well-groomed,
and always look healthy, a great many of
their employees are not properly paid, and
through intermittent occupation are not pro-
perly fed.  Their wives and children, in
many cases, are destitute, and the result is
eriie. and an influx of prisoners to our
prisons. It has becn very amusing to me
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to listen to the futile criticism of this humane
measure uttered by the hon. member for
Oxley and other hon. members opposite.
The hon. member for Oxley said that the
present Government was not encouraging the
development of our resources, but was
driving capital out of this State. I contend
that this Government is doing more to
encourage primary production and new in-
dustries in this State than any previous
Government in the history of Queensland.
When we introduced the Iron and Steel
Works Bill we were told that iron and steel
works would not be heneficial to Queens-
land, if run by the present Administration.
The Government appointed a general manager
for the works, and I am hopeful that a
decision will be made immediately regarding
the site for their establishment, and that
the work will be pushed ahead without delay.
The result will be that thousands of men
will be engaged in those works. ¥ad it not
been for the enterprise and initiative shown
by the present Government, no such move
would have been made. Then the Govern-
ment, recognising that it was an anomaly
for the State to be paying thousands of
pounds per annum to the private coalowners,
ostablished State coalmines in Queensland.
1 had the pleasure of accompanying the
Secretary for Mines to one of those coal-
mines at the Styx River. It promises to be
a great success, and I think, in the near
future, we will have hundreds of men
employed there. The Bowen. coalfields are
also very good, and will be the means of
absorbing hundreds of our unemployed.

Mr. Vowres: The Warra mine, too.

Mr. FORDE: The Warra mine, probably,
like the hon. member, is a failure. Up in
the Central district the State mines are a
success. They are only in the experimental
stage, but they show great promise. If one
mine is not a success, why condemn all. The
State arsenic mine has been established at
Stanthorpe. It has given work to a good
many men, and it will be of great benefit to
the farmers of Queensland. Then the Secre-
tary for Public Works has been successful
in taking over the Chillagoe Railway and
mines. I am ‘hopeful that that portion of
Queensland will consequently benefit materi-
ally; that thousands of workers will be
employed in Chillagoe and the surrounding
districts, and the northern portion of Queens- ,
land will increase its population greatly
within the next few years. It iz a great
mistake to encourage the influx of popula-
tion to all the large coastal towns. We must
see that Queensland is populated proportien-
ately all over. I think the action of the
Government in taking over the Chillagoe
mines and railway is commendable, and is
one which meets with the approval of the
majority of the people of Queensland. The
old bogey is frequently used that we are
driving capital out of this State. Judging
by the exorbitant profits made by the manu-
facturing commanies, and by practically all
business houses in Brisbane and other parts
of Queensland during the last few years,
the present Government ix encouraging in-
dustry instead of driving it away., On the
other hand, those companies have made
greater profits than they made over a similar
period of years under a Liberal Government.
1 find that commercial banks have increased
their profits, and the Government Savings
Bank has materially increased its deposits.
Clommercial firms and banks are in a better
position to-day than they have been for

Mr. Forde.]
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many years. Since the present Government
came into power, a great deal has been done
to assist the unemployed in the Central dis-
trict.  Approximately £170,000 has been
spent in Rockhampton on publie works, and
the people of Rockhampton are very grate-
ful for that. The Government put 2,500 men
on railway construction work in connection
with new lines during the last six months,
and in that way absorbed a considerable
number of the unemployed. If the present
Governmment had adopted the tactics pursued
by previous Governments in times of stross,
by dismissing all tempdrary hands and cur-
tailing expenditure on public works, - this
State would now be in a terrible condition.
The Government has done more than itfs
share in placing the unemploved.
(8.30 p.m.] We are told by members op-
posite that if this measure be-
comes law the Government will be exempted
from responsibility in the matter of finding
work for the unemployed. The Government
has not shirked its vesponsibility in that
direction in the past, and will not do o in
the future. I find that the labour exchange
at Rockhampton placed 129 men in positions
during the month of January, and that our
of that number sixty-three were sent to rail-
way works. The total number of additional
men cmployed on Government. works in a
temporary capacity in January was 983. In
Brisbane 174 were employed, and in, Mackay
163. In February, 911 men were started on
Government works. During the month of
March 732 men were employed; during
April, 649; during May, 725; and during
June, 676. From those figures it will be seen
that the Government has done more than
its share in placing the uncmployed on
reproductive works, and it cannot truthfully
.be waid that the Government intends to shirk
its responsibility in this regard in the
future. In addition to assisting the unem-
ployed by finding work for them, the Govern-
ment has been generous in providing food
for those who cannot get work. and it has
been more liberal in that regard than previ-
ous Administrations; and rightly so, because.
if a man is destitute, and his wife and
family are starving, he should not be humili-
ated on applying for relief by being put
through an exacting examination as to his
position. In 1914-15 the Denham Government
spent £5,700 on Government relief, and in
1918-19 the present Government spent £11,219.
The ration scale has been considerably
mereased. Furthermore, the mothers of chil-
dren. widows, and orphans of the workers
have been treated very generously by the
Labour (Government. The allowance io
mwothers in respect of orphan children has
been doubled. I mention these facts to show
that the Government is sympathetic towards
those who are in need,
Mr. Moreax: The cost of living has nearly
doubled, too. .
Mr. FORDE: That is due to the remorse-
less profiteer, so ably represented in this
Chamber by hon. members opposite.  The
Government has also cared for miners who
are suffering from phthisis, and for their
little childven. Not only has the Govern-
ment been generous to the unemployed, who,
through no fault of their own, have Dheen
thrown out of employment, but they have
also been generous to those who have been
thrown out of employment by sickness. Past
Governments were very callous in that re-
gard. But though the Government has
been particularly generous in the treatment
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of the unemployed, there is still something
wanting, and that is “the right to
work.” It is a right thing to give to the
worker who las been a fortnight out of
employment, as is proposed in this Bill, a
sustenance allowance sufficient to keep him
alive, T believe that the good in man is
greater than the evil, and that the good
should be encouraged and developed.
Whether this is done or not depends greatly
upon a man’s environment and his condition
of living, and upon those things also de-
pends the question as to how he is going to
develop and what_his children are going to
he. In reading this Bill I notice that the
private employers will only be called upon
to assist in alleviating the unemployed when
the Government cannot find employment and
when the possibilities of the local authorities
finding employment are exhausted. But any-
one hearing hon. members opposite talk
would think that the Government intend
to go to the poorest employer, the man who
can least afford it, and ask him to put on

twenty or thirty men in ‘his particular
industry.
Mr. Vowiks: That is not correct; the

Bill does not say that.

Mr. FORDE: The Bill does say that, and
the interjection of the hon. wmember is
characteristic of his lack of knowledgg. If
the hon. member has not read the Bill he
should do so, for it is evident that he does
not know what he is falking about. Hon.
members opposite have said that the Govern-
ment will be penalising small employers, bus
T find that the employer who engages five
nren and under will be exempt from the
provisions of this measure. The small
traders will benelit materially if this Bill is
placed on the statute-book, because instead
of therc being hundreds of unemployed, all
workers, or practically all, will be engaged
on reproductive work, and the money they
earn will go into circulation. In many cases
local authorities are prevented from going
straight ahead with work Dbecause of the
provisions of the Local Authorities Act under
which certain delays are necessary owing
to formalities in regard to advertising and
the taking of a poll for a loan having to be
complied with. If this measure is passed,
the Government will have the power to
waive the necessity for taking a poll of Eh(»
vatepayers amd to grant a loan to enable
the local authorities to go on with necessary
works. In Rockhawmpton we want an up-to-
date water scheme. That water scheme has
been asked for several times by the City
Council, but until the present Government
came into power no practical sympathy was
shown to the Clouncil’'s requests. But repre-
sentatives of the council met the present
Treasurer and laid their request before him.
The hon. gentleman received the deputation
very svmpathetically, and told the council
that as a fresh and good supply of water
was a vital matter he would make available
the necessary Joan to provide for an up-te-
date water scheme. The council was elected
at the beginning of this year, but there i
no sign of the water scheme yot. We als»
want an electric light scheme in Rockhamy:-
ton. A report on the matter has been ob-
tained from an expert, but so far nothing
has materialised in that direction. I feel
sure that the Treasurer, in order to alleviat
the position of the unemployed, would gran
loans to the counecil for those two works.

Mr. Vowres: He did not do so in Dalbhy.
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Mr. FORDE: If the deputy leader of the
Opposition cannot make effective representa-
tions to the Treasurer on such a matier, he
is not a good representative of Dalby. I
find that when the members for Rockhamp-
ton and surrounding electorates go to the
Treasurer in a <courteous manner, they
always get sympathetic treatment. Tt 1is
time the clectors of Dalby thought of elect-
ing someone else instead of the deputy
leader of the Opposition. He is evidently
lacking in his advocuey of utilities for
Dalby.

Mr. VowLes: He has more sensze than you
have got.

Mr. FORDE: It is preity bad when the
hon. member has to say himself that he has
got common sense. I am glad fo hear his
assurance, because I did not think he had.

Mr. Vowres: I did not say that.
. The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr. FORDE: We also want an irrigation
scheme on the Fitzroy River, and we dis-
cussed that matter with the Treasurer. That
would involve a large cxpenditure, and make
work for hundreds of men in the Central
district, and I hope we will be able to get
a favourable reply from the Treasuver.

Mr. Vowres: If you had a sensible mem-
ber you would get those things.

Mr. FORDE : All our requests are sensible,
and not like those made by the hon member
for Dalby. The Treasurer has promisad
Central members ‘that he will send an
hydro-electric expert to Rockhampton, to re-
port on the question of utilising the waters
of the Fitzroy River for hydro-electric power.
When we are so generously and sympathetic-
ally treated as that, we feel sure that when
this Bi!l goes through, and we have the
power to put aside the difficulties with which
the council is confronted, we shall be ahle
to go on with the work immedia’ely, and
absorb hundreds of decent, respectable men
who are looking for work in the Central
district. Another important phase of the
Bill is the granting to men out of work
free passes, to enable them to travel to
certres where there is employment. I would
welcome that. In the past I have often guar-
anteed men their fares, and in some cases
they have not been able to pay, owing to
their straitened eircumstances. They have
had wives and children depending on them.
But when this Bill is passed, railway
passes will be granted to these men, and
they will have no need to go to the nearest
member of Parliament and ask him to guar-
antee their railway pass to where they can
get cmployment.  You can imagine the
state of anxiety a man is in when he knows
that 500 miles away a good job is waiting
for him, but he has no hope of getting there,
because he cannot pay his fare. This Bill
provides that free passes shall be granted.
Tt is a wonder that hon, members opposite
oppose the Bill at all. We have the testi-
mony of Mr. Lloyd George and Sir Auck-
land Geddes that the unrestrained capital-
istic industry of Great Britain rendered over
a million people more or less physically unfit
at the outbreak of war. That is due to
the bad conditions of work, to lack of nour-
ithment and proper food, and to the de-
moralising effect of unemployment, and we
are out to remove those sordid conditions
under which the masses to-day have to live.
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1 think that all will admit that if every
man and woman had healthy employment
and proper nourishment, we would have =
more virile and intellectual community. I
recognise that the measure before the House
is purely experimental, and after the Trea-
surer has had some experience of the work-
ing of the measure, he will be able to point
cut many phases of it that can be amended.
1f the House gives the Treasurer that oppor-
tunity, a great blessing will be bestowed upon
the workers of this State. If the measurc
is passed, something will be done; it is a
step in the right direction. Nothing serious
has been attempted in any part of the world
to cope so effectively with the great unem-
ployment problem as has been attempted by
the Treasurer, and I appeal to hon. members
opposite to be reasonable, and vote for the
measure, as they will thereby be materially
assisting the people of Queensland.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): I would like to
say a few words on this question before it
goes through; but, first of all, I hope you
will' permit me to congratulate you, Mr.
Speaker, on the very high position to which
you have been translated. I like to see the
North coming to the front.

Mr. KirwaN: They are well to the frons
in this Government.

Mr. SWAYNE: The hon. member for
Brisbane need not talk. There is no doubt
that the Bill before us relates to a very
important question. I do not think there
is any more pitiable object than an indus-
trious, sober man with a family without «.
job and unable to find one.

Mr. Rrorpax: Why don’t you keep your
mines working ?

Mr. SWAYNE: I have done a great deal
more for the worker than ever the hon. mem-
ber did. It is a pity we cannot discuss an
important subject like this without indulging
mm personalities. While T am on the subject.
I think we have a right to resent the con-
stant accusation of want of sympathy that
is levelled against members on this side.
1 notice that the last speaker dragged that
topic in. 1 venture to say that, if you
asked the average man in the street teo
whom he would go for help and sympathy,
he would say that be would soomer go to
hon. members on this side than on the other.
I am sorry 1 have had to mention the sub-
ject, but hon. members opposite bring it on
themselves. Regarding the measure before
us, evergthing depends as to whether it is
going to be of permanent benefit, or a dan-
gerous palliative, upon the provisions em-
bodied in it. The principles on which it iz
besed are wrong, unfair, and unjust. We
have heard a great deal of the demoralising
effect of unemployment. I do not think there
can be anything more demoralising than
training voung people up to lean on some-
body else—teaching them by the laws you
make that there is no need for them to
exercise any foresight, or make any pro-
vision for the future, and that somebody
else will do it for them. In Queensland
every citizen enjoys great privileges, and
it is not for their good that they should be
taught that these great privileges and rights
of citizenship carry no responsibility. I
think it is a sound doctrine in any demo-
cratic country that the rights of citizenship
carry responsibility. We should take that
as an axiom, but I defy anyone to show

Mr. Swayne.)



732 Unemployed Worksrs Bill.

that such a principle is embodied in the
Bill. The fund out of which all expenses
of providing work are to be paid comes
from one section of the community, and that
the most thrifty, 1ndustrlou< and farseeing
section of all. What is going to be the
result of throwing every burden and tax
upon those people? If you discourage them,
and they find it is no use exercising those
gualities, it will mean that they will cease
to exercisc them. We know that the dis-
use of any faculty, either mental or physical,
that we possess, means that nature steps in
and takes it away from us, and that is what
legislation of this kind is gomg to do.

With regard to the fund itself, as I said

before, it is to come from one section
anly; and yet in every other part of the
world where such legislation as this has

been enacted the principle has been recog-
nised that the money sbould come from all
sectigns equally. That is so in the British
law, and in the Swiss law, and 1 have here
4 work by one of the Imdm‘r socialists of
Great Britain, Remsay Maedonald—I don’t
think hon. members opposite will dispute his
opinion on such a subject—who also adv0~
<ates that prineiple. The book is called ©“ The
Socialist Movement,” and on page 167 it
says -

“ The subsistence provision can be se-
cured in one or two ways. It mayv be
provided on the communist ])Idn of allow—
ing the unemployed man to share in the
national wealth by giving him grants
durnw his period of unvmplmment but
that is not socialism, and the socialist
will not willingly adopt that proposal. Tt
may also be 110\1dod by a scheme of
insurance, the premiums of which are
provided by the State, the trade, and the
body of workmen.”

it lays it down as an essential principle that
the workmen themselves should contribute,
and I think it is only a fair thing that thex
should do so. The writer further says—

~ That is much nearer to the general
prineiples of socialism, and in that form
this part of the right to work plan is now
being advecated and enforced by the
socialist parties of the mnld »

That is a sound axiom to adout in regard
to such legislation as this. While I am
speaking on this subject of socialism v, pri-
vate enterprise, I have to thank the hon.

member for Rockhampton for a  thought
which he put into my mind. The hon. mem-
ber spoke about what an iron and stoel works
might do for Queensland. We all realise

what might be done for
had a l(uh works of that nature to treat
our raw matmial but if hon. members want
ro_see a splendid example of that sort of
thing, and one that has heen of great benefit
t() ,\u«tmha, they should go down to New-
castle in New South W dles and see the

Broken Hills works established by private
enterprise. They should see what they have
«one while hon. members opposite have been
talking about what they would do. The
Upper House cffered to provide £150.000
Ao start the iron snd steel works, and while
the Government have taken years to discover
where they are going to establish the works
that company in New South Wales have got
to work, and have spent £3.000,000, and are
nov spending £15, 000 a week in wages.
That is what private enterprise is doing to
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overcome the unemployed difficulty. It is
a disgrace to the present Government that
after fom and a-half years of their regime,
we are confronted with a measure which the
Minister for Public Works admits is drastic.
The hon. gentleman admits by the use of
that word that the conditions are bad. It
shows that when they took office after the
reign of the Liberal Government that things
must have been pretty good. TUnder the
Liberal Government nothing of the kind
apparently was required, because they them-
selves when they took office did not find
such a measure necessary. It is most neces-
sary and most desirable that employment
should be provided for the honest worker
who cannot find a job, but in such a young
country as Queensland—I am not talking
about the old country where opportunity is
limited, and where people are bound by their
environment—in a young country like Queena-
land with its vast natural resources awaiting
development, and thousands of acres awmtlng
the plough, it seems strange that it is neces-
sary to introduce what has been admitted by
those responsible for it to be a very dmstlo
measure. I further say that the unfair prin-
ciples that are embodied in this Bill are going
to bring about its defeat, and instead of
creating employment it 1s going to bnng
about unemployment. The whole thing is a
discouragement to the class which hitherto
has provided employment. After all, we must
remember that as far as Que(,nsldn(l goes,
the man able to give a job to another man
is the man who has worked his way u}::,
who has worked a bit harder, who has thought:
a bit deeper. and who has saved and pub
by what others have spent on pleasure. That
is the man who has been the backbone of the
country, and that is the man who, in con-
nection with the war we have just gone
through, and who, when drought comes along,
has to finance the State. That is the man
who has to find the sinews of war, and this
sort of legislition which we have so nuch of.
is discouraging that class of people. 1 find
that reference iy made in the Bill to Go-
vernment workshops., That is a thing that
T suppose is desirable, T know it is desirable
as a last resource; that in order to 1eheve
unemployment we require some provision of
the kmd but in a young country such as
this, in the casc of single men at any rate,
T do not think we can Fnd a better form of
employment than that of clearing the
national estate, of which they are part
owners. If that work is done properly, it
should be reproductive, and should find all
the emplovment necessary for single men, I
say smtrlo men advisedly. because it would
meall in some instances going some distance
to ’rho job, and in the case of married men,
it is not fair to ask them to go a long dis-
tance from their homes. Then again, a
mcthod was introduced in Quecensland by the
Liberals to minimise, as far as possible.
in the case of families, unemployment in the
country, and that method has not been de-
velopsd in any way by the present Govern-
ment. I am speaking now of the workers’
homes. We know very well that in various
agricultural distriets where labour is required
which is seasonable in its incidence, blocks
of 5 to 10 acres have been cut up, and opened
ro these families, and in many instances they
have settled on such blocks, and alway# have
work at hand. They never need go short
of food, as they can always produce suffi-
cient from their own land to keep the wolf
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from the «door. But since this Government
has been in office, not a single step has been
taken in that direction, and further, I can
bring to mind where the very greatest dis-
couragement was given to the people of
whom I am speaking. Nearly every other
class in Qucensland under the legislation
initiated by the Liberal Government is able
to borrow money from the State to build
a home, but through some oversight that
provision was not extended to the class I
speak of. That oversight afterwards came
to light, and time after time I have asked
hon. gentlemen sitting on the front Treasury
bench to amend the Act so that money could
be advanced to those people, who, I take it
are amongst our best workers. I have asked
over and over again during the last four
years for something to be done to enable
money to be advanced to enable those people
to build homes the same as is done for the
town workers, but the result has been nil.
That is where a great deal of assistance
could be given to some of the very bpst of
our working people who to avoid risk of
unemployment, go away from the towns
to provide themselves with «decent homes.
We know that over and over again work-
shops have been established, and that often
they have resulted in failure. I
[9 p.m.] happened to read the other day
the result of an endeavour of the
kind that was made in France during the
time of the Second Empire. There is a
reference to it in the history of France in the
Encyclopedia Britannica, which says—

¢ By the decree of the 24th of February
the provisional Government had sclemnly
accepted the principle of the ‘right fo
work,” and decided to establish ‘national
workshops’ for the unemployed; at the
same time a sort of industrial Parlia-
ment was established at the Luxembourg,
under the presidency of Louis Blanc, with
the object of preparing a scheme for the
organisation of labour.”

It goes on to say—

“On the 15th of May an armed mob,
headed by Raspail. Blanqui, and Barbes,
and assisted by the proletariat guard,
attempted to overwhelm the Assembly.
They were defeated by the bourgeois
battalions of the National Guard; but
the situation, none the less, remained
highly critical. The national workshops
were producing the results that might
have been foreseen. It was impossible
to provide remunerative work even for
the genuine unemployed, and of the
thousands who applied the greater num-
ber were employed in perfectly useless
digging and refilling; soon even this
expedient failed, and those for whom
work could not be invented were given
a half wage of one franc a day. Even
this pitiful dole, with no obligation to
work, proved attractive, and all over
France workmen threw wup their jobs
and streamed to Paris, where they
swelled the ranks of the army under the
red flag. It was soon clear that the
continuance of this experiment would
mean financial ruin; it had been proved
by the emeute of the 15th of May that
it constituted a perpetual menace to the
State; and the Government decided to
end 1t.”

That was the result of one experiment in
this direction. and it shows how careful we
have to be in handling these matters, other-
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wise our last state may be worse than our
first. 1 take leave to say that already we
have sufficient evidence since the present
Government took office to justify us in en-
tertaining very grave doubts as to their
ability to handle this sort of thing. We
know what has happened in connection with
the State railways. We know that not many
vears back the net earnings of the railways
were over £100 per annum per employee:
now the earning capacity has fallen to £17
per annum per employee. And, judging by
the utterances of one of the gentlemen re-
cently appointed by the Government to the
Upper House, it seems to be laid down as a
dictum by the party opposite that there is
no need for the railways or for any other
form of State enterprise to pay. I find
that, when the regulations under the Fish
Supply Act were being discussed in the other
Chamber the other day, the Hon. T. L.
Jones said——

“In his opinion, the State Fish De-
partment, if properly conducted, never
would show a profit on its operations as
a whole. If the State enterprise was
able to give the fishermen an assured
market for their fish, and also to make
a good supply available to the public
at a reasonable price, it was fully justify-
ing its existence.”

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the hon.
member convey to me in what way he can
connect the State fish shops with this Bill ?

Mr., SWAYNE: I was referring to the
danger of carrying on State enterprises on
a still larger scale than at present—a pro-
position involved by the passage of this Bill
—if entrusted to hon. gentlemen opposite.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member has
already argued with respect to the necessity
for having State workshops.

Mr. SWAYNE: I am voicing my objee-
tion to the proposals contained in this Bill.

The SPEAKER: I should be glad if the
hon. gentleman would confine his remarks
to the Bill.

Mr. SWAYNE : I think I am justified in
showing the results which have already
attended their efforts in this regard, 1 have
no wish to dispute your ruling, Mr. Speaker,
but I contend that I am entitled to justify
any statement I have made, and I have
already said that I do not think hon. gentle-
men opposite are competent to run enter-
prises of this sort, seeing they have made
such a bungle of those already started, and
we now find ourselves confronted with this
new doctrine that none of these enterprises
should be expected to pay. Another ques-
tion to be considered is the effect that such-
legislation will have upon capitalists outside
the State. It is in the interests of the work-
ing man that we should attract men to
Queensland who will become large employers
of labour, but the provisions of this Bill are
likely to scare such men away. Just take
the composition of the proposed unemploy-
ment council. It is to be presided over by
a Minister, and it is quite possible that that
Minister might be the hon. member for Flin-
ders, who only the other day was authorised
by this House to issue a statement to the
effect that employers were thieving pick-
pockets. It is a nice thing to ask people to
come to a country whose rulers regard them
jn that light and use opprobrious terms of

Mr. Swayne.]
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that description to them. Yet the hon. mem-
ber who used such language with regard to
employers might be the president of this coun-
cil. Then the comptroller of labour will be
3 nominee of the Government party, and the
representative of the employees will also be
a member of that party. I think we are
justified in reposing every confidence in the
judges of all our courts; but he and the
employers’ representative will be in a
minority in a council of five. The know-
Jedge of that fact will deter people investing
their money in this State. Then it will be
very unjust to the local authorities if we
allow such an interference in their affaiis
as is proposed by the Bill, I quite admit
that it is desirable that, whenever possible,
their work should be done during the slack
season; but that object could be attained
without this domineering interference and
dictation. I might suggest to the Treasurer
that, in granting loans to local authorities,
a higher rate of interest should be charged
if the money is not to be expended on work
undertalken during the slack season. or
preferably a lower rate when it is. That
would be preferable to going the length pro-
posed in this Bill. Linked up with this pro-
posed interfcrence with the local authorities
is the proposal to grant the franchise to
young people of cighteen years of age on the
basis of the parliamentary franchise, Wigh
such a franchise, what will be the position
of the property-owner? The whole thing is
grotesquely unfair. I was struck by some
remarks made by the hon. member for
Mackay. Of course, we all know his intense
antipathy to capital, so that it was not alto-
gether surprising to hear him blame the
capitalistic system for wunemployment in
Queensland. If the hon. member had been
with me when I was in Mackay a few weeks
ago, and had seen several hundred of unem-
ployed there, I think he would have realised
that their unemployment was not attributable
to private capitalists, but to the shipping
strike—a strike that was being handled by
a Government. There were hundreds of
unemployed in the hon. member’s electorate
entirely from that cause, and right through-
out Queensland at the present time there is
a considerable amount of unemployment from
the same cause—strikes, sometimes in State
enterprises, sometimes In privately-owned
enterprises, and all quite unjustifiable.
Again I say that that state of affairs is
largely owing to the attitude of the Govern-
ment themselves. Only last session I
obtained from the Treasurer the admission
that the industrial law had been broken
over and over again by the employees, and
I say that the strikes we have in Queens-
land are the direct result of their policy in
condoning breaches of the Act. These are
the causes that bring about unemployment,
and this Bill is not going to rectify the state
of things. I have already stated that I
shink it is quite a fair thing that the em-
ployer, the employee, and the State should
all contribute to the insurance funds, as has
been laid down in other countriesx and has
been approved by such a leader of the
Labour party as Mr. Ramsay Macdonald.

At fifteen minutes past 9 o’clock p.m.,
The CuairMAN oF CoMmMITTEES (Mr. Bertram)
took the chair as Deputy Speaker.

Mr. SWAYNE: I think that the ability
to contribute and to stand a short period of
wnemployment is fairly well shown by some
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remarks of Mr. Justice McCawley in the
Arbitration Court the other day. Speaking
with reference to canecutters he said—

C“In this award I have inserted a
similar direction as to severely damaged
crops.  Twenty-five shillings per day is
a substantial wage, enabling the cutter
in a good season to make in the neigh-
bourhood of £200 for six months’ work.”

In the case of an employee who can earn
£200 in six months I do not think it is
unreasonable that he should contribute to

the fund. if such a fund is necessary. If the
ordinary means of employment are so
weakened by Government policy, by bed

seasons, by industrial trouble, or anything
else, and such a fund is necessary, I think
it is only a fair thing to ask thei all parties
should contribute to 1t. I am simply quot-
ing the words of a judge who is generally
admitted to be fully qualified for the job,
and I think his remarks show that we on
this side are justified in the contention we
have raised on that point. This Bill con-
tains many insidious attempts to advance
the interests of the party opposite, quite
apart from the subject of unemployment.
1 think the hon. member for (larnarvon
covered some very useful ground on that
point, and showed how it would be possible
to gerrymander electorates: how, when if
was intended to win a particular election, a
large number of workers could be rushed
into it under cover of this Act, if it comes
to that. I hope that it will not pass in its
present form, although I would be very
pleased to see something useful—something
that could be fairly described as a law to
cope with umemployment. Although the
Minister, in introducing the Bill, loudly pro-
claimed the right of every man fo work, still
we find that he must belong to one particu-
lar brand. The Bill carefully provides that.
although @ man has conscientious scruples
against joining a political union, he must,
nevertheless, join 1t and be forced to sub-
seribe. perhaps, to papers in which he does
not believe and to contribute towards the
election expenses of candidates against his
political creed before he is allowed to set
up the plea of unemployment under this
Bill; before he is allowed to share in the
fund contributed, not by the State, but by
the employer, he must sell his political
principles. When the hon. member embodies
such a principle as that in the Bill,
and at the same time loudly talks about the
right of everyone to work, then we can only
come to the conclusion that he is hypocriti-
cal. Altogether, I think that the Bill falls
far short of what we have a right to hope
for, and that it is not going to achieve the
purpose for which it is designed, but in all
probability will have the very contrary
effect. Legislation such as this is going to
sap our moral fibre instead of making us a
virile race. Unless it is considerably altered
in Committee, it is going to have a bad
offect instead of a good effect, and I trust
that when it gets to the third reading it will
be a very different measure from what it is
at present.

At eighteen minutes past § o’clock p.m.,

Mr. MORGAN: I beg to call attention to
the state of the House.

Quorum formed.

Mr., BEBBINGTON: So far as any
principle of insurance against unemployment
goes, I am certainly in favour of securing
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for the worker—that is, to the genuine
worker—the right to work, and the right
also to have the full return of his labour
when he does work. I am very anxious
about that, but I think the title of this
Bill should be somewhat altered and instead
of being an TUnemployed Workers Bill,
it should be called **A Bill for Creating
Unemployment.”” It is going on the principle
of discouraging employment and  keeping
capital away from Queensland. I am one of
those who believe that the best way to keep
up an average emplovment—the best way to
keep up wages—is to employ capital and
make labour scarce, so that the employer
will have to give more than the Arbitration
Court award in order to get the labour.
Let us for a moment see whether the
standard of the worker has been improved
since the present party came into power. I
have always been one of those who have
advocated the use of machinery as far as
possible. I do mnot see any reason why you
should employ a man at exceptionally hard
work if there is a possibility of getting it
done by machinery more easily, and paying
the man for it. You should relieve the man
of the hardest labour and put it on to the
machine, We have only to look outside
Psrliament House to see the condition of
affairs. One very highly respected member
on the Government side is on the city coun-
»il, and notwithstanding the fact that all
the power necessary can be obtained to
relieve men of hard work, we see men hoist-
ing up metal by electric power, tumbling it
.on the ground, and other men coming along
by and by, taking off their coats, and put-
ting it into a cart. A man is being paid
£1,000 a year to keep that kind of thing
going. A man can either be lifted up to
the level of God, or he can be brought down
to the level of the devil to crawl on his
belly in the dust. What do we see in the
streets of Brisbane under a Labour Govern-
ment? To-day I saw five men harnessed to
a roller by a rope. What would have been
said if a farmer had harnessed five men to
his plough? There is available electric
power, steam power, and the power of oil
machinery, yet nothing is brought forward
to relieve these men, and we see five men,
like five donkeys, harnessed by a rope to a
roller in the streets of Brisbane.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Will
the h0ﬁ. member connect his remarks with
the Bill.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: VYes. I say the
worker is being degraded every day. 1 was
surprised to sce what I did to-day.

Mr., ForbE: On what work?

Mr. BEBBINGTON : Work for the council
of the city of Brisbane. :

Mr. FORDE : Yes, an undemocratic body.
Mr. BEBBINGTON: Never mind, it is

under a Labour Government and under
Labour laws. Is there not all the power a
mighty corporation can bring to bear? Yet,
you have gone back to the days of Adam,
when you harness your men to rollers and
treat them like animals. I presume those
men who were drawing that roller had a
vote. I presume it was done for the pur-
pose_of making the work last as long as
possible without any idea of the return
Which was being given. There was no gues-
tion whatever of the cost of the labour. One
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thing to which I object is the constitution
of this unemployment council. It is not
fair. When our fellow colonists in America
threw the tea overboard and refused to serve
a Government who did not give them a vote,
and refused to pay rates unless they had a
voice in spending them, they were cheered
on all sides. Yet here we have a council
composed of five members, and only one out
of the five has to find the money.

Mr. TavrLor: Taxation without represen-
tation.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Yes, taxation with-
out representation. Another thing is that
the same clause makes the Minister a law
unto himself. There is no representation
whatever in this matter. The Minister prac-
tically takes away all the rights of shire
councils, of employers, and of every citizen
except himself. Then we come to the Order
in Council. They can order the shire coun-
cil to do certain work., The Treasurer finds
them the money, and orders them to do the
work and find employment. One thing is in
doubt, and I ask the Treasurer whether
the liability of shire councils is limited to
the unemployed within their own area?

The SecreTsRY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Their
liability is limited to works which may be
proclaimed within their area.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: That won't do.
What I want to know is, are the shire
councils limited to finding employment for
the unemployed residing within their own
areas?

The SecrETARY FOR PUBLic WORKS: I think
that question will have to be elucidated.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : It is a question the
hon. gentleman knows perfectly well, bui
wants to avold. It is a thing I want defi-
nitely answered, because it definitely affects
our people. We have drought-stricken
farmers at the present time who, for six or
nine months, will not get a single shilling
income. The Minister can bring along his
unemployed, who have been earning £6, £9,
or £10 a week for some months, put them.
into the shires, ‘and compel the drought-
stricken farmers to employ them. e will
also give them a vote in the shire. We
don’t want that sort of thing. It is a most
important matter, and it should be decided.
I want to know from the Minister whether
that is going to happen. Will their liability
to find employment for the unemployed be
limited to the unemployed within their own
shire ?

The SEcrETARY FOR PusLic WORkS: The
answer to that is that when the local autho-
rity is called upon to start any works, they
will only be started and carried on within
their own area. They will get a loan from
the Treasury, repaying the Treasury at the
rates stipulated. The work is carried on,
but it will only be the work in respect of
which they have applied for a loan. I hope
I have given a full explanation.

Mr. BEBBINGTOX : No, there is not an
end to the lability. The Minister, upon his
own terms, can compel any shire council to
take up a very large amount of loan money
and spend it, and he can bring the unem-
ploved to that district.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC WORKS: Whern
they carry on works under that clause, they

employ their own labour. I will not- bring
the labour from anywhere.

Mr. Bebbington.]
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Mr. BEBBINGTON: But you will compel
them to cmploy men. The Treasurer does
not, answer my question. The hon. gentle-
man will not say that the liability of the
city councils or shire councils to find em-
ployment for the unemployed will be limited

to the unemployved within their

[9.30 p.m.] own areas. We shall have to get

an amendment inserted making
that quite clear, bhefore the Bill passes this
Chamber. With regard to the contributions
which have to be made by employers, I
presume the amounts they contribute will
be passed on and that they will not really
be paid by the employer. “When the Trea-
surer brought in his land tax he wanted
to raise £140,000 or £160,000 by that land
tax. Last year instead of £140 000 he wanted
over half a million, and he took it from
the people. Fxactly "the same kind of thing
will happen in this case. The Treasurel
comes along and throws out a bait in order
to get this Bill through the House, and the
bait he throws out is that he is onlv going
to tax the employer to the extent of £2 a
vear for each person he employs. But the
Bill fixes no limit to the taxation of the
employer, and the employers can be com-
pelled to keep the unemployed from other
States, and they will flock here in thousands.
The Government are imposing a lot of taxes
—the land tax, the income tax, and the
unemployed  tax—and all these taxes are
placed on the shoulders of cmployers. The
Treasurer knows that there is only a certain
narrow margin of profit in many businesses,
he knows that if the employer pays his land
tax and all other taxes and expenses there
will be nothing left for him, and he knows
perfectly well that the employer is bound to
put these costs on the goods he sells, which
means that the cost of living will go up.
That is one of the things that the Bill covers
up, as the Premier said at the Interstate
Conference, his axiom is. * Cover it up,
don’t let the people see it.” The people are
persuaded now that they will not have to
pay this tax., but I say that such a tax will
only increase unemployment and prevent
people in other States from investing their
money in Queensland. With such a_measure
as this in force, it will pay a man better to
put his money into the war loan than to
put it into industry. If the Bill does not
shut up some of the industries we already
have here, it will prevent people from open-
ing up other industries.

Now I come to the labour farm proposal
contained in the Bill. Tt would be a good
thing if we could gather up all those who
to-day are a burden on the community—
those” who will not work—and put them on
a farm and make them earn their own living,
But I am sorry to say that the Treasurer is
providing these farms, not for people of that
kind; but for the ordma,w and general
workers. . Is the hon. denﬂeman going to
pick up all the rag tag, and bobtail in the
streets of the city and put them on this
labour farm, and will he then take the re-
spectable workers who would not be seen in
the company of such men and put them on
the farm to work alongside the * won’t
works"? "Ts the hon. gentleman going to
put respectable workers alongside all those
scoundrels who won’t work? You have not
to go very far to find them, as they are to
be found in this city as well as in other
countries. Then what is the hon. gentleman
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going to do with the women? The Bill does
not ray anything about finding work for
women, so that 1t is incomplete in that re-
speet,  The Bill should be called “ A Bill to
create unemployment,”’ instead of the * Un-
employed Workers Bill.” The Treasurer ad-
mits that he has made no provision for
women. The farms are only for men. Yaou
cannot bundle a lot of women on to a farm.
Then what is the hon. gentleman going to
do with the women? 1 believe the Trea-
surer had some hope that this Bill might
be a success, but I am afraid there is little
hope of its being a success. What is the good
of a measure which will tend to impoverish
employers? There are hundreds of people
who are employing workers to-day, and they
are working on a very narrow margin. Thers
may be profiteers in the State, bulL at the
same time, there are any number of em
])IOVPlb who are working on a narrow margin,
In nine cases out of ten the people engaged
in primary production are working on «
very narrow margin. If people are going
to work on these narrow margins, and you
are going to place them in this position, do
you think they are going to work for the
State? I saw a man the other day whe
had a considerable amount of money, and
he went to Victoria, where he came from.
It i the land tax that is driving the sons
away to the cities while the father has to
stop on the farm. Now we come down te
bedrock-—what is the cause of unemploy-
ment in Queensland to-day? This is an ex-
tract taken from the Bundaberg report in
* The Militant,” of lst September—

“ Hxcept in the railways, work here is
very slack: so much so, that a unionists’
distress fund had to be started to en.
able principally a roof to be kept over
their families” heads. It says very liitle
that such a condition of affairs should
exist in a democratic country run by a
Labour Government.”’

1 am going to give my own reason for unem:
ployment. You never see anything brought
forward to increase production, but every-
thing which is done to seize the means of
production and the wealth that someone else
Las produced. The Government can deny
that the socialistic system to-day is the plan-
ning or creating of, more wealth and divid-
ing it up if they like. We had a debate last
Thursday, when this side of the House
showed that its policy was_a policy of co-
operative production, in which the worker
would be assisted by the State in the same
way that the farmer is assisted to own his
own factories—that the worker should own
his own factory and get the whole of the
produce of his labour. Hon. members oppo-
site turned it down in favour of stealing the
wealth pmduced by other people under the
name of **socialism.” With all these things
hanging over the community, can you wonder
that no one comes here to start industries?
Can you wonder that no one will put their
money into industries? Can you wonder that
some of our war loans were a success?
People put their money into the war loans,
because there was less trouble than in put-
ting it into industry. When I saw some of
the war loans being floated, I said, *‘ Thank
God; it is a success,”” But we know what
human nature is, and I dare say hon. mem-
bers opposite did the same, because they
could not trust their own party. (Govern-
ment laughter.) The Premier says he puts
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a little in, and I believe he put it in from
the very same 1 otives that I did. (Renewed
Government laughter.) It is quite evident,
from the position the Rockhampton “Re.
cord,” the Premier’s own paper, has taken
up, that he cannot trust his own party, and
neither can any other hon, member opposite.
Let me give a little incident. Some few
vears ago I happened to be in Sydney, and
there was a socialistic Government in power.
1 was speaking to one of the leading bankers.
I said, “ How is it that these men who are
talking about the destruction of wealth are
all wealthy men?” He said, “I am a
banker, and I have the means, if anyone has,
of knowing where people have accounts, and
there is not a Minister in New South Wales
who has a banking account in his own coun-
try.” T said, “ What do they do with it7”
and he said, “There is a certain gentleman
passing between here and America. He is
supposed to be a commercial agent, but my
opinion is that his prmclpal business is
investing money for politicians in America,
and when the climax comes they can pick up
their swag and go where the money is.”
(Lioud Government laughter.)

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Iask
the hon. member to connect his remarks with
the Bill. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I am showing that
under this Bill, and under socialist legisla-
tion, there can be no confidence—that capi-
talists will not come here to spend their
money and start industries—and that is the
reason why we should give this Bill a great
deal of consideration. It possibly may
account for some people here saying that
they have no banking accounts. Is it pos-
sible that some of the people who profess to
have no banking accounts have got their
money invested, so that they can go over to
it when thm% smash here? Thev preach
revolution, but we have no ewdence that
they are not investing their money in safer
countries.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I am only showing
what can happen under socialism.

The PremMier: That bank manager must
have seen you coming. (Laughter.)

Mr. BEBBINGTON : Perhaps he did, but
I got his word. Perhaps the Premier knows
more about these things than I do. (Laugh-
ter.) I am quite sure that the Premier has
too much brains to be caught in a socialistic
storm, and have his money where he cannot
get it (Opposition laughter.)
catch him twice. I am very sorry that this
Bill does not come up to our expectations.
If it would relieve unemployment instead of
creating it, then I, for one, would readily
give it “all the asslstance I could. If we can
make it a good Bill in Committee, I shall
be delighted to assist in doing so; but, if we
cannot, I shall have to vote for it belnw put
off for a few months for further considera-
tion.

OppPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear,

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor) : 1 certainly think
that, as far as the contents of the Bill are
concerned, the Treasurer gave us a very
lucid explanation. As to whether it is pos-
sible for the Bill to work out in the way
¥ hich the Secretary for Public Works has
in his mind, I, with many others, have
considerable doubts. That unemployment
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exists  cveryone in  this Chamber knows.
Statements have been made by hon. members
on the opposite side that this side has no
~ympathy whatever \nth the worker or with
the unemployed. "THat statement has becn
made, not only once, but on quite a number
of oceasions during this debate. 1 contend
that the legislation which has been passed,
not only in Quegensland, but throughout the
whole of Australia during the last twenty or
twenty-five years, gives the lie to that state-
ment. We have not to go very far afield to
find where legislation of a humanitarian
character has been carried out by the various
Governments of Queensiand, and of the other
Rtates, in order to so far as possible amelio-
rate and better the condition of the workers,
and. as evidence of that, I will mention a
few Aects that have been passed. We have
passed in the State of Queensland a Workers’
Compenszation Act, an Act which has been
of a most beneficial character to the worker
who has been injured, and to the dependents
of any worker who has lost his life. Pro-
vision is made by that Act so that if =
worker is killed, some provision will be made
for his wife and family.

My, Xrrwax: That is not so.
von a concrete case.

Mr. TAYLOR : Give us a concrete case.

Mr. KIRwAN: A man was killed opposite
the Roma street railway gates by a tram,
and the widow could get no compensation.

Mr. TAYLOR: That is probably the only
case whem compensation could not be ob-
tained. If it can be shown that by some
contributory act of negligence an accident
has taken place, then it is not a very easy
matter for any person to establish a claim.

Mr. Kirwax: That was not so in this
case.

Mr. TAYLOR : I do not remember the case
to which the hon. member refers, but even
suppose that such a case did happen, it
does not affect the truth of what I have
said one iota, and if that is the only case
out of scores and hundreds that have taken
place since that Act has been in operation,
it does not say very much against the Act.
Then, in ordcr to better the condition of the
worker again, we have passed the Workers’
Dwellings Act, another Act which has been
availed of by the worker, and as a conse-
quence, probably hundreds and thousands of
homes have been erected throughout Queens-
land for the workers, which are gradually
being paid for in the way of a very low
rental.

Hon. W. H. Barxes: And the Bill was
opposed by many on the other side.

Mr. WinsTANLEY : That is not correct.

Hon. W. H. Barxes: It is correct.

Mr. TAYLOR : Then, again, we have the
allowances that are paid to the widows and
the dependent children when the wage-earner
has been taken away. These have all been
introduced in order to benefit the worker,
and then, finally, we have the old-age
pensions.

Mr. Kirwax: Your party fought it for
ten years on the floor of this House.

Mr. TAYLOR: I am not' discussing who
imposed it or who did not impose it.
may tell the hon. member that the first
man to speak of old-age pensions in the
whole of Australia, and who worked day
and mght till it was introduced, was Mr.

. Kirkland, in the Leglslatlve Assembly

Mr. Teaylor.}

I will give
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of Victoria. about thirty-five years ago.
challenge any hon. member in this Chamber
to dispute that statement. Of course. to a
verw great extent these measures have re-
moved the spectre of inemployment. and it
1z a spectre at all times. To a married man
with a family who has only got his daily
wage to live on, the fact that he may be
out of cmployment to-morrow is certainly
a spectre, and if we can. by any legislation
we can introduce, remove that spectre, then
we will be doing somethmg that will be to
the benefit of the State and to the benefit
of the worker. I think I have as much
sympathy for the worker, and for the un-
employed, as any member of this Chamber.
and I contend that this Bill is not going to
work out in the direction that the Secretary
for Public Works hopes and thinks it will
work out.

Mr. Forey:
the question?

Mr. TAYLOR: 1t is for the Government
who have charge of the business of this
country at the present time to promulgate
a scheme that will deal with the evils of
ununployment and deal with the question
in an equitable and fair manner. I contend
that the principle of this Bill is inequitable.
In all conscience, why should the men who
to-day are prov1d1ng employment in their
various businesses be the ones who have to
pay the whole tax, when everyone knows
that there are hundreds, and probably
thousands, of wealthy men who have capital
at their command, and who are not employ-
ing a single person, and who are to go
scot free. Under this Bill the men who
do not employ any workers, and do not
provide a single penny to provide employ-

How would vou deal with

ment, but have their money locked up in-.

investments, are not called upon to pay a
single copper. Is it a fair thing that these
men should be allowed to go scot free?
I contend that it is not fair at all. How-
ever unpalatable it may be. we all know
thh unemployment exists, We all know it

always has existed; that it always will
exist, we hope, will not be the case. There
is no doubt, as the Secretary for Public

Works said, in every State, and in every
country, there is an unemployable class.
1 suppose that we shall always have that
class.” We always have had fhem, and it
is a very difficult class to deal with, and to
krow how to properly put them to some
kind of employment which will be to their
benefit, and to the benefit of the country.
It is a great pity to think that here in
Queensland, with an undeveloped State such
as we have, with its hundreds of thousands
of acres, that there should be any necessity
at all to bring in_such a Bill as this. My
contention is, and has been in connection
with this Bﬂl that there is an abundance of
work in Queensland at the present time, if
the people would only get to work and
develop this country as it has a right to
be developed.

At five minutes to 10 o’clock p.m.,
The SPEAKER resumed the chair.

Mr. TAYLOR (continuing): But the
development of this country has been
hindered, to a great extent, first by indus-
trial troubles, “and then, again, by the
strikes that have taken place in conneec-
tion with those froubles. We all know how
strikes create unemployment. Take the late
shipping strike. We know that, quite apart

[Mr. Taylor.
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from the men who were engaged in that
strike. there werc thousands of workers
unemployed throughout the whole of Aus-
tralia. and that is what is going to happen,
probably, in counnection with a Bill such as
this, Under this Bill, of course, there is
no liability to pay compensation while men
are on strike, and for a certain period after-

wards, but that is not the only length to
which the Bill goes. Say a coal strike takes
place, or a seamen’s strike takes place.

Through the action of those men going on
strike we may have several thousands of
men out of employment, and how is this
fund going to be financed in a case of that
kind. which might arise, and which, had
this Bill been in operatmn, would have
arisen at the present time?

With all due respect to the Treasurer, and
to his desire to bring unemployment to an
ond. my honest conviction 1s that, instead
of reducing the amount of unemplowment in

the State, he is going to increase

{10 p.m.} it. It is not only the employees

who have a dread of unemploy-
ment, At the present time the employers
of labour right throughout Australia are in
constant dread of trouble arising in connec-
tion with the various industries of the
country.  Throughout the Commonwealth
there are men who wish to throw aside all
the constitutional methods of settling labour
disputes which have been provided for them,
and of resorting to direct action. Time and
time again awards of the Industrial Arbitra-
tion ('ourts have been flouted, and all kinds
of annoyance caused to emplovela While
that state of things exists, is it likely that

. men are gmng to invest their meney in our

If the State chooses to embark
it will find itself in
position as private

industries?
on this undertaking,
exactly the same
employers.

The matter of secondary industries was
mentioned by one hon. member to-night.
We know how necessary secondary industries
are to the community; and we all know how
painfully few there are of such industries
in this State. Take the boot manufacturing
industry, for example. I suppose there is
not a single ship that comes into the port
of Brisbane from the Southern States that
does not bring large quantities of boots
manufactured in Sydney and Melbourne from
hides grown in Queensland. Our boot manu-
facturers have already quite enough taxation
to bear if they are to compete with their
rivals in the South without this added
impost. Instead of having to import a very
large proportion of our boots from New
South Wales and Victoria, we should be
large exporters of boots to ‘those States.

Mr, O’Strirvan: The boot manufacturers
make a profit of 356 per cent.

Mr. TAYLOR : I do not know what profits
the boot manufacturers of Queensland make,
but it is quite evident that the Southern
manufacturers must be making considerably
larger profits, judging by the large quantities
of boots they are able to sell here. The
biscuit industry has also been mentioned.
It is well known that we import large
quantities of biscuits from Victoria and New
South Wales, and we are now going fto
penalise  our biscuit n.anufacturers still
further. The same remarks apply to con-
fectionery. We manufacture the sugar in
Queensland, and vet we send our sugar down:
to Sydney and Melbourne, and get a con-
siderable quantity of it back again in the

-
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shape of confectionery. The system which
allows such a state of things to exist is
radically wrong; and I contend that such
a4 Bill as this is going to reduce rather than
increase the number of our sccondary indus-
tries by adding to the costs and taxes of
our manufacturers,

1 do not know that I have much to
<a¥ by way of objection to the unemploy-
ment council, Personally. I would prefer
if it was not to be presided over by a
Minister, because. 1 do not care who the
Minister may be, it will be a very difficult
matter for him to act in such a capacity in
an unbiassed way. It is right and proper
+y have a judge therc, and also to have the
Director of Labour and representatives of
the two parties interested:; but the scope of
the work will be very extensive, and, as the
Treasurer intimated, it may be of a very
drastic nature if the council choose to make
it so. The Treasurer said that the charge
ou the employer the first vear will be £2 per
employee, That is what the Bill states.
But the employer has no guarantee regard-
ing the amount he will have to pay in the
second or the third year. If there should
be a large amount of unemployment, and
there happens to have been a deficit the first
yvear, from my reading of the Bill, the
council will have power to make the assess-
ment anything they choose. It may be £5,
or it may be £20, or £30; they can fix it
at any amount thev choose in order to
finance the scheme. I do not think that is
@ fair thing. The limit should be specifically
defined in the Bill, and not be left to be
fixed at the sweet will of the council, no
matser how competent that council may be.
It is also mentioned in the Bill that a
rebate may be given to employers. I do not
know what may be the experience of other
hon. members, but I have never known any
rebate given in connection with any such
legislation. The general expericnce is that,
when any Government scheme comes to be
put inko operation, the contributions from
orivate individuals are inereased rather than
decreased, owing to the exigencies of the
case. The Treasurer quoted certain figures
as to the number of unemployed. I am
sorry that he did not give some estimate of
the eost of the scheme. His figures showed,
however, that the greatest amount of unem-
ployment exists in the months of January,
February, and March, and the average is
something like 2,200 constantly unemployed in
the State. Working out those figures, it
seems to me that the expenditure would bo
anything from £150,000 to £200,000 a vear.
We have got to ask ourselves whether we
cannot adopt some effective scheme at very
much less cost. Personally, I think it cah
be done, and I think the Government should
see whether it is not possible by some oth-r
means to reduce what is likely to be thz
probable cost, ;

Reference has been made to the relief
farms. We do not, of course, expect those
to pay, when we consider the class of men
whom the Government propose to put on
them. As a general rule, we lnow that they
do not pay in any direction, and I think
that in any unemployment scheme where
the intention largely is to put on them men
who are unemployable, we cannot expect
them to pay. Bui, as the speaker pointed
out, it may have the effect, by getting those
men into active work, of redceming them

[11 SEPTEMBER.]

Unemployed Workers Bill. 739

and making them good workers in the future.
We all realise that it is a difficult question
to deal with, and I feel sure that if it can
be shown that the scheme will be workable,
the Government will get all the assistance
possible from this side of the House.

In connection with the contributions which
are to be made, there probably may be some
fairly cogent and sufficient reasons why the
State as a whole should be exempted, but I
do not think that exemption is fair or just
so far as State enterprises are concerned.
I think that where a State is euntering into
enterprises which have been carried out in
the past by private individuals, it should pay
pro rata in connection with its trading
ventures as well as the private employers
Why it claims exemption I cannot under-
stand, and I shall certainly oppose that
provision in every way.

Then, again, we arve told by members on
the Government side that the Government
are opposed to big monopolies and big busi-
nesses, and yet under this Bill they propose
to increase their size, If certain profits are
made by a company, such as the Colonial
Sugar Refining Company, ther say, “You
must put on more employees: you must en-
large the scope of your operations; you must
increase the size of your mounopoly.” Here
is a Bill which is going to further monopolies,
and do all that it possibly cen to increase
their activities. A good deal has been said
about the control of industries and produe-
tion. Any man who chooses to think for
only a few moments cannot come to any
other conclusion than that if the workers
of Australia had been prepared to make
the same sacrifice as they have just done—
because they have made some sacrifice of
wages—they could have provided sufficient
money to control probably a dozen industries
in Queensland and Australia to-day instead
of whining at what the capitalist and the
profiteer are doing. They have been con-
tent to lay down their tools of trade and
lose probably two or three months’ work, in
many cases at £3 or £4 a weck—which has
all gone to the winds—and then go back to
their work with slightly better conditions
and perhaps not. If they had Dbeen
only level-headed enough to put that money
into some co-operative affair, they could
have owned the ships of Australia, they
could probably have owned the Brisbane
tramways, and could have owned coalmines
from one end of Australia to the other.

Mr. CARTER interjected.

Mr. TAYLOR: That is what they could
have done if they had directed their minds
wisely and well, but, like the hon. member
who has interjected, they could not direct
th2ir minds wisely and well.

Mention has been made of the absence of
provision for female workers who may be
uncmployed. They cannot be put on to the
farms, and in what department of industry
we are going to utilise their labour it is
hard to say. In fact, there is any amount of
labour associated with an Unemployment
Bill which will be quite unsuitable for any
farm or any of the other suggested relief
works. However, T have no intention to
take up any more time of the House. I say
that any honest, deserving scheme that will
provide for unemployment has the sympathy
of every member on this side of the House,

M. Taylor.]
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notwithstanding what members on the other
side may say to the contrary. and 1 say that
the Government should bring forward a
scheme which will be workable and practi-
cable and not one which will create unemploy-
ment and result in financial loss and pro-
bably financial ruin to many people who
will come within the scope of this Bill.

Mr. ROBERTS: I want to say at the
outset that it seems passing strange to me
that in what is called the Queen State of the
Commonwealtl, after a period of four vears
of Labour Government, it is necessary for
the Legislature to consider a Bill called an
Unemployed  Workers Bill. When we
remember the criticism that used to be medo
when the Labour party were in opposition,
one would assume that when they got on to
the Treasury benches a state of unemploy-
ment could not exist. I venture to say, how
over, that the legislative enactments of this
Government have been such as have made
unemployment more possible from day to
day. It docs not matier what sphere of
influence they have entered--it has heen s
matter of plums for the few and a reduction
of employment for the many. I think it is
generally admitted by this side of the Iouse
that there is no objection to a reasonabic
allowance for unemployment. The great
objection is because in other countries where
similar measures have been passed payment
has been sought from all parties concerned.
It must be admirted that the framers of
this Bill have had the advantages of those
Acts, and indeed some of their clauses are
contained in this Bill. Just the one clause
necessary to make it financial, I regret to
say, has been left out of the Bill. As has
been shown by the hon. member for Wind-
sor, the only people who are called upon to
contribute are the people who are making
employment to-day. The people who are
keeping their workers continuously em-
Dloyed certainly have the privilege—if the
Minister makes up his mind to exercise it—
of getting some coneession. But there 1
that’ word “may,” and I assume that the
amount of money that will be sought from
employers of five persons or more will be
such that that provision will not be used.

As far as the unemployment question is
concerned, I would like to point out it is an
oconomic one, and any attempt to deal with
it requires careful thought. I cannot but
think that very little thought has been given
to the compilation of this Bill. The Govern-
ment have come along and said, “ Well, we
promised an TUnemployed Workers Bill.
We know that it is quite impossible, but we
will introduce a measure, and we will intro-
duce such a one that, as far as the workers
are concerned, we will be able to say we did
not ask them for any payment thereto.”
We know that, as far as the trade union
principle is concerned, for vears in the old
country there has been unemployed insur-
ance. The workers have provided for it,
and also have insisted that the employee has
to go where he is required by the trade
union to look for work. The employment
fee is payable only on his carrying out that
obligation. The Government propose to
compel those who are employing labour to
bear the cost of this scheme. I think that,
in itself, is most unreasonable and unfair.
When we get into the clauses of the Bill we
find many things which require consideration.
In clause 3——

[Mr. Taylor.
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The APEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is not in order in dealing with the
clauses of the Bill on this motion,

My, ROBERTS: I only want to deal with
the principle of the Bill. In clause 13 i
SAYS——

The SPEAKER: Order! I remind the
hon. member again that he is not allowed
to discuss the clauses of the Bill at this
stage.

Mr. ROBERTS: I ounly want to say that
this clause provides—
*“The overseer may cstablish  and
manage any trade or industry in a labour
farm dand dispose of the proceeds theveof.™

Beveral members. speaking on the second
reading, seemed to think the labour farms
were to be used for agricultural purposes.
I am showing, - from that refcrence, that
there is  contemplated an  engaging in
secondary industries. I note further on that
the question of the wages to be paid is one
not for the Arbitration Court. The Minister
himself will set out the wages which are to
be paid. Then there is another provision,
which geems to be a remarkable one, coming
from a Labour Government, and it gives me
the opinion that full consideration has no$
been given to the Bill. There is a provision
that, if there is a difference of opinion
between one of the men on the farm and
the manager of the farm, the man can be
dismissed. It is an astonishing fact that,
notwithstanding some moneys may be due
to him, if he 13 dismissed, those moneys are
not to be paid. That does not secem to be
what you might expect from men who are
supposed to look after the interests of the
worker. I propose to move an amendment,
and I think there is every reson for so
doing, and the Government should decide to
accept it. It is—

“That all the words after ‘now’ be
omitted, with a view of inserting the
words ‘ withdrawn to permit of introduc-
ing a new Bill to make provision for an
equitable scheme of insurance against
unemployment by a fund contributed to
by the employers, the workers, and the

State, and providing labour farms or
other suitable work for the unem-

ployable.”

If this suggestion is adopted, I think there
is every possibility that a Bill can speedily
be introduced and passed, and become effec-
tive, The present Bill does not seem to be
giving general satisfaction outside. We
know that the employers of labour are con-
siderably concerned about it. They seem to
fear there will be more taxation placed upon
them. In various centres the industrialists
themselves are not satisfied with it.

A Goverxymext MEeMBER: Who are the
industrialists ?

Mr. ROBERTS: One member on the
yovernment side is anxious to know who
they are. I am content to know they are
workers—men who evidently anticipate that.
if this Bill becomes operative, they will be
concerned in it, That is sufficient for me.
I have considerable satisfaction in moving
the amendment,

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I rise to second
the amendment. I want to say at the outset
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that. as I have not availed myself of the
opportunity of speaking on the Bill, I shall
be quite in order in speaking to the amend-
ment and the Bill also. I think it will be
at once admitted tlat the amendment which
has been moved by the hon. member for
East Toowoomba is one which must com-
mend itself to every member of this House.
(Loud Government laughter) It is an
amendment which brings into practical form
what. T venture to say, is intended in connee-
tion with this particular Bill. I am per-
- foetly certain that anyone who reads the Bill
must come to the conclusion that, notwith-
standing the clear and explicit way in which
the Recretary for Works dealt with the Bill,
it has been hurriedly prepared. It seems to
e that the object, very largely, is to have
some kind of political fireworks; and they
seem to have misfired, judging by some of
the veports, if true, because, apparently. there
is even frouble in the dovecot of the
Premicr.  (Government launghter.)

The PreMIER: Why do you say that?

Hox. W, H. BARNES: T am asked why
do 1 say that. There is a paper which iy
Enown as the Rockhampton * Record.” and
it i3 said that the Premier has something
to do with that paper. [ find that, some-
how or other. although it agrees with the
Premier aud his party in nine cases out of
ten. on this particular oceasion it does not
agree with him. It will be readily under-
stood, when such is the case, how very much
<disturbed they must be about this particular
Bill.  (Govermuent laughter.) They must
foel that a very grave mistake has been
made in bringing the Bill down to the
Houre. T am perfectly certain that that is
the judgment of the community generally.
1 want to make myself perfectly clear In
conncction with this particular Bill, Every
member in this House, when he speaks of
unemployment, must admit at once that there
ean be nothing more terrible than for a
man to [ind himself out of work. Though
some members may doubt the statemeut, I
may say that I have been in that position
wyself—a position in which one is ashamed

to meet his fellows because he is
{10.30 p.m.Jdoing nothing. In my youngoer

days T knew something of what
it is to have nothing to do, and T know that
the position is terrible. But is this measure
one which will remedy that evil? My own
judghent is that it will rather undérmine
the very foundations of ociety. It will take
away from the worker that which is neces-
sary in the life of cvery one—namely, the
desire to do the very best for himself. There
is no one who will regard this proposal with
more objection than the worker. The aim
of overy man should be to make provision for
hiwself in such a wayv that when the evening
of life comes he will be able to feel inde-
pendent of other people. Reference has been
made by some speakers to the fact that
workers will probably come from other States
in order to avail themselves of the provisions
of this Bill. T know that the Bill provides
that help shall only be given to those who
have resided for a certain period in the State.
But ‘secing that we are part of a great
Commonwealth, T hold that any movement
along these lines should be made by the
Commonwealth, and not Ly an individual
State. I there are unemploved in Queens-
land—aud T shall be able to show later
that we have the Dbiggest percentage of
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unemployed-—there s alto wnemployment
elsewhere, and if we are to do anything to
deal with that unemployment it should be
done by the Commonwealth. This Bill opens
the door to all kinds of abuse. The men
who will have to be watched the most are not
the honest workers who are out of employ-
ment, but the men who have no desire to get
employment, and there are a few such in
every community. Another point upon which
I should like some information is whether
this measure is not another means of trying
to raixe revenue to help the Treasury. Some
time ago it was arranged by the Government
that no cattle should be allowed to go out
of the country unless so much per head on
those cattle were paid to the Treasury, and
the books show that some £35,000 was ob-
tained by the Treasurer by that means.  This
Bill practically savs,  Here is a pistol. and
if you do not do certain things the Trea-
surer can come along and commandecr funds
for the Govermnent.” In other words, the
measare contains a provision which says that
under - eertain circumstances a person  will
have to invest money in Treasury: bonds, or
something of that kind. It may be that the
Government will need money to buy more
cattle stations, or to make up lesses in
connection with State enterprises that have
already been undertaken. Apparvently, the
Treasurer is trving to make good under the
guise of helping the worker. He has got
away from the poor widow and orphan, and
is coming now to the uncwployed in the
community,

The Preyir: You are contradicting all
that members on your own side have said.

Hox. W. 1I. BARNES: I am only re-
sponsible for my own opinions.

The PreEMIER: I am delighted to sce the
difference of opinion on that side.

Hox. W. II. BARNES: I wish to show
the House what is happening elsewhere in
connection with a similar measure, but one
which is much more liberal and much more
cquitable, T have here a copy of a clipping
from the London ** Times,” of the 24th June,
1919, which says—

“ At Tower Bridge Police Court yester-
day, Mr. Bingley said that he had read
in the report of a Government committee
that there had been no abuse with regard
to unemployment pay. If evidence had
been taken from magistrates the report
would have been different. He had had
before him railway luggage thieves and
pickpockets who had been drawing out-
of-work pay.”

That is the practical experience of a gentle-
man in the old country who had control of
a similay business.

Mr. Moenrax: You would exelude the honest
worker because some men do that kind of
thing ¥

Hox. W. 1I. BARNES: No. I say that
the honest man who is out of employment
should receive every help we can give hinu

The Preyigr: Your argument is that the
workers are pickpockets.

Hox. W. II. BARNES: No. That is more
of the Premier’s bluff. It used to be said by
members opposite, that if a Labour Govern-
ment got into power we should have a para-
dise in Queensland.  Referring to an article

Hon. W. H. Barnes.]
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which appeared in the ** Daily Mail” quite
recently, 1 find that *‘Knibbs” shows that
in the first quarter of the year 1918, Queens-
land had a certain increase in unemployment.
I notice that the rise in Queensland in the
last quarter of 1918 was 11.6 per cent.. in
Victoria, 6.2 per cent.; in New South Wales,
3.6 per cent.; in Western Australia, 4.2 per
cent.; in Tasmania, 1.7 per cent.; and
South Australia, 2.2 per cent. We had an
increase five times greater than it was in
South Australia. It will be admitted that
the increase has been very great. Then I
will quote from another paper which never
makes anv mistake—the ** Daily Standard.”
I notice that a writer, in communicating with
the ** Daily Standard *’ in connection with
this Bill. says—

“Re the TUnemplovment Bill to be
placed before Pariiament in the interests
of the public, who undoubtedly will be
heavily taxed to meet expenses, and of
the employer, I would like to suggest that
every man who does not work for at
least six months out of a year, and can-
not produce medical evidence to show
that he is unfit to work, shall be im-
prisoned for one year., The scheme would
deter many loafers from other parts
coming here, and would go some way
to help along honest workers who arc
not on the lookout for *something for
nothing.”  Then, again. will not such a
Bill tend to keep capital out of the coun-
try, and will Mr. Theodore explain
any wethod by which the capitalist can
be compelied to come here to help de-
velop our great State, if the only in-

ducement is by offering A Loafer’s
Paradise.” ”
Mr. MrvrLax: What is the date of that
paper?
Hox. W. IH. BARNES: 2nd September.

I want to point out that this Bill is going
to add to the number of returns which have
to be seat in by people to-day. If there is
one thing more than another which it is
going to do, it is going to make billets.
Very soon in Queensland every man will
be a Government servant. Fverything is
going in that direction, and that will mean,

according to opinions of many in this
House. a new heaven and a new earth.
Then there is the other matter of £2

per head. It does not follow that it is going
to stop there; that is only for the first year.
The Treasurer may find himself in need,
and naturally, under the machinery of the
Bill. he may come along and say, “I am
going to have another cut in at those whom
I hay"(‘ the nower to tax,” and it may mount
up, if the caucus says the Treasurer has to
do it: and if another power says he has to
do it, it will then have to be done.

Then there is an extraordinary provision—
employers are compelled to find employment.
It is an casy thing to tell a man that he
must find “John Brown” a Dbillet, but I
want to know how he is going to manage
it. You can drive a horse to the trough. but

you cannot make him drink, If you pass
legislation by which vou can put money

into a man’s pocket and enable him to do
certain things, if he can get an advance
from the Government—although I do not
think they can advance much—and run into
debt in that way in order to fall in with the

[Hon. W. H. Barnes.
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suggestions of the powers that be. you may
do it. Then the Minister has the power
to state what the penalty in some directious.

is to be. If there should not happen fo be
such a careful and cautious man as tha
present Treasurer in office, what 1night

hanpen? Suppose the Minister for Railways
wished to take a trip somewhere for the
public good, what might happen?

Then we have power in the Bill to compel
a local authority to do certain things. Is
that a fair proposition? The representatives
on the local authorities, in the majority of
cases, apart from the chairmen, do their work
in an honorary way. and they are going to
have a pistol placed at their heads, and told
to do this, that, and the other. I want to
know what men, with anything like self-
respect, are going to place themselves in that
position?  There is no power to find ous
what is the wish of the people whe are con-
cerned. It may be some work which is
altogether unsuitable to the distriet.  Thers
is only one thing that is certain in connee-
tion with the Bill--they have to pay up,
and do what the council says they have to
do. How is the council composed?” I want
to point out that there iz a dominating
power in the hands of the Government in
regard to the constitution of the council. If
local authorities are going to be held re-
sponsible for this kind of thing, they should
have some revresentation on the council. I
want to draw attention to the fact that the
local authorities are going to be held
responsible for the money without a poll
being taken. We have seen in the attempts
made to control local authorities. where men
have been put on local authorities, not by
reason of their fitness, but because they have
had the political brand which the Govern-
ment wanted.

Then there is another part of the Bill
which deals with labour farms. I can only
hope those farms will be a great success.
I believe in getting men out on the land,
and there is nothing so necessary in Queeng-
land to-day as to make provision for getting
people on the land. and to see that that
phase of our national life is improved upon.
1f there is one danger in Queensland that
we are up against more than another, it is
the drift, and possible drift. from the
country to the cities, and anything we can
do to encourage people to go on the land
should be done. I motice, too. that there
arve penalties. It says that objection to join
a union which enjoys preference shall not
constitute a reasonable excuse, and there are
other penalties. A man who fails to carry
out the Act is liable to a penalty of £100.
The whole thing savours, not of what you
might call Liberal administration in carry-
ing out the laws of the country, but 1%
savours of a Labour Government who have
lost their heads as proved by the inequalities
of the Bill which they have brought in. Let
me draw attention to some of the mequalities
in connection with this Bill. First of all,
the Crown is very careful to coniract them-
selves out of the Bill. It says to the cm-
ployers, you shall be responsible for paying
£2 0r more for cach employee. and we are
going to take the responsibility of doing
certain things. but we arc not going to
contribute ourselves one brass farthing
towards it. Very properly, the other day
attention was drawn to some of the State
trading concerns which are practically going
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to get the advantages which this Bill will
give them, and at the same time they are
competing with other people in business
to-day, and they are competing in many
lines which are exceedingly advantageous to
them, and yet the hon. gentleman comes
down and says they shall not have to con-
tribute towards the expenses under this Bill.
I ask: Is it a fair thing? 1 feel, Mnr
Speaker, that you yourself will consider that
it is not a fair proposal. If there is to be
a proposal to deal with unemployment, the
Government themselves should accept their
share of responsibility in connection with
their trading institutions, otherwise, is it not
manifestly unfair that anything should be
done to block the employer in that direc-
tion, and to put him in a position he ought
not to be put in? A great deal has been
done in this Bill to try and widen the
breach between the parties, I hold that
this should be a Bill which should have for
its object, not the widening of the breach
between the employer and the employee,
but to bring them together. We have
listened to the comments of hon. moembers
on the other side—it may be for electioncer-
ing purposes; it may be for the election
which we are told is very close at hand.

Mr. Kirwax: Which is that?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The hon. member
for Brisbane will be able to tell us, he being
in the secrets of the caucus. It is perfectly
certain that the object of the Bill is an
exceedingly unfair object. Might I draw
attention to the fact that the Minister is
practically to be the judge of the Industrial
Court. He takes the chair., TUsually the
judge gets that position when he is appointed
to any board, but in this case the Minister
is to be the one who is to practically control
the thing, and say that certain things shall
be done, and we know what that may mean
sometimes. This Bill, no matter how neces-
sary it may be—I do not say that we should
not attempt to attack, more particularly
through the Federal Government, the ques-
tion of unemployed—still, I say this Bill
is absolutely unfair in its foundations. It
is unfair, because it puts a penalty on one
section of the community and the Govern-
ment themselves escape. The Minister for
Works told us that the Government had to
do certain other things. If they have to
do certain other things, there is one thing
that they do not do, and that is, they do not
come into this Bill and take their share of
the responsibility, especially the financial
responsibility. ¥or that reason I sincerely
hope that the amendment will be carried.
I# certainly is an amendment which seeks to
place an equality upon all those who are
in the community. That is a fair proposal.
\Vhatm‘qr we do, let us be just to the
community.

Question stated.

Mr. VOWLES: I think it has been ad-
mitted by the Minister himself that the Bill,
18 presented to this Chamber, is not a work-
able Bill, and that it has to be amended
from the very start in order to make it
understandable.  After the whole of the
discussion that has taken place, it appears
row that it is wunintelligible, and that is
admitted by the Minister himself.

The PreMIER: It is rather late in the
geaate to suggest that the Bill be with-
TEWIL
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Mr. VOWLES: The Premier ought to

know that that is a provision in the Stand-
ing Orders.
The PreMIER: It looks like stonewalling.

Me. VOWLES : If we like to play the fool
we could ask for it to be postponed three
months or six months, but we put forward
a bona fide amendment. On the showing of
the Minister himself, this Bill is not the sort
of measure that ought to be brought before
this House.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC WORKS:
do vou mean “on his own showing ”?

Mr. VOWLES: On your own showing.
In his speech the hon. gentleman said it
requires amending at the very start, and
that is in regard to the main basis of
assesstnent.

The SkcRerary ForR IPUBLIC WORKS:
require amending.

Mr. VOWLES: We want to be reasonable
about this thing.

The SECKETARY FOR PUBLIC WoORks: Why
accuse me of such a thing? Why accuse me
of saying the Bill is unintelligible?

Mr, VOWLES : I stated that you sald the
Bill was unworkable, and that you would
have to amend it at the very beginning.

The SECRETARY FOR D’usLic Womrks: I did
not say anvthing was unworkable.

Mr. VOWLES: I pointed a certain matter-
out to vou, and vou said you had an amend-
ment in yvour pocket.

The SkcrRETARY rOR TPUBLICT WORKS :
not say it was unworkable.

Mr. VOWLES: If it is necessary for the
hon. gentleman to amend his own Bill, then
it is not acceptable to this House. We have
every desire that a Bill should be intro-
duced containing the principle of insurance
against unemployment, but we do not want
to have tacked on something that is going
to do a lot of things that should not be
done. 1 suggest to the hon. gentleman,
if he wants to carry the Bill, to withdraw
this measure, and bring in a Bill dealing
with insurance,

The Premier: The proper procedure is to
move amendments in Committee.

Mr. VOWLES: That is so, but there are
certain things we stand right against, and
certain other things we want to support.
This amendment will give the Minister an
opportunity of putting this legislation into
effect, and, if he will not accept i, we can

How

You

I did

only say that he is not bond fide. We
have ounly to read the criticisms levelled

at the Bill by newspapers in_all

[11 p.m.] quarters. We find it criticised at

Charleville; we find it criticised

in the Premier's own paper in Rockhamp-

ton: we find it eriticised in this week’s issue

of the Sydney ** Bulletin.” If I read what

the ** Bulletin ” has to say on the subject,

the Premier will perhaps realise the opinions

held in the South with regard to this piece
of legislation—

It is a million pities that Ryan
didn't get hold of Tasmania or Victoria
instead of Queensland as a field for his
school-kid  experiments in  political
ceonomy, The idea of making all em-
ployers subject, without any further
reference to Darliament, to unlimited
raxation and unlimited liabilities for the-

Mr. Vowles.)
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support of the unemployed, and that in
a State where unemployment is now far
above the average, may not damage Aus-
tralian industry as a whole, but if the
scheme becomes law removable industries
will tend to shift out of Queensland, ard
will simply send their goods there free
of duty. They will have to move be-
cause no one will finance an industry
with unknown and unlimited liabilities
hanging on to it. And if Queensland
suffers %)y a shifting of population, there
will be a loud bellow that the white
man is quitting the North, because he
can’t live there, and that the world's
one attempt at growing a purely white
race in the tropics has failed. No power
on carth will keep the coloured people
out of the North if that attempt fails.
If Rvan and company would *holler” in
the South and drive money and popula-
tion North they would do wood service.
By doing the dancing dervish act in the
North and driving them South, they arc
playing the game of Black Australia.”

The SPEAKER: Order! I have allowed
the hon. gentleman to read that quotation,
but I remind him that he has already
spoken to the original motion, and he must
now confine himself to the amendment.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Stoncwalling !

Mr. VOWLES: I desire to give reasons
why the Premier should take the amendment
into consideration. I have no wish to stone-
wall, but only to explain our position on
this side of the House. When you find a
Labour organisation like the one big union
criticising  the Bill and showing its
absurdity ; when the Premier’s own news-
paper in Rockhampton does the same thing:
when e democratic paper like the Sydney
“ Bulletin ” takes up the same attitude, ir
strengthens us in our request that the Bill
should be withdrawn and that a measure
dealing with insurance against unemploy-
ment should be introduced in its place. I
can give the Government an equitable
scheme straight eway, free of cost. When
the Bill is going through Committee it is
my intention to move amendments on the
lines I suggest. I should like to know
whether it 1s intended to go intoc Committee
to-night, because, if that is the intention,
the Bill is likely to take some time in
getting through. I have a number of amend-
ments in the Government Printer’s hands.
and they will not be circulated until Mon-
day: so I would like to know whether we
are going into Committee,

Question stated.

Mr. MORGAN: The deputy leader of the
Opposition has asked the Premier whether
it is his intention to go into Committee to-
night, or whether he is going to adjourn
-when the amendment has been disposed of.
and T tnink he is entitled to a reply.

The PrEMiER: We will complete this
stage to-night and take the Bill in Com-
mittee on Tuesday.,

Amendment  (Mr.  Rolerts’s) put  and
negatived,

Question—That the Bill be now rcad a
sccond time—put and passed.

The consideration of the Bill in Commitiee
was made an Order of the Day for Tuesday
next.

The House adjeurned at ten minutes past
11 o’clock p.m.

[Mr. Vowles.

Questions.





