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Questions.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

TUESDAY, 6 SEPTEMBER, 1921.

The SeEaker (Hon. W. Bertram, Maree)
tool the chair at half-past 3 o’clock p.m.

QUESTIONS.
GOVERNMENT COLD STORES AT FAMILTON.
Mr. PRTRIE (Toombul) asked the Secre-

tary for Public Works—

“In connection with the Government
cold stores at the Hamilton—

‘1. What is the proposed expenditure
under any contract or contracts for the
erection or construction of--(a) the
stores; (b) railway sidings; (c¢) wharf;
(d) offices?

2. What sums have already been
spent in connection with the ecrection or
construction 0f~(a) the stores; (b) rail-
way sidings; (¢) wharf; (d) offices?

“ 3. VVha’c material, rnachlnelv and
plant have already been reccived for or
in connection with the cold stores?
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“4. What amount has been expended,
and what amount remains due in respect
of——(¢) material received; (b) machinery
received; (¢) plant received; (d) refriger-
ating plant; (¢) cork insulation?

‘5. What is the total sum paid to date
for all expenditure and charges under
any contract or contrachs and otherwise
in connection with the cold stores, includ-
ing the stores, 1a11vu~y sidings, whalf
offices, macellal machinery, and plant?

“6. What is the estimate of the
further expenditure necessary to com-
plete the stores, sidings, offices, and
wharf?

7. When is it expected that the cold
stores will be compluted 77

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.

Mullan, Flinders), on behalf of the Scere-
tary for Public Works, replied—

¢ This 1nf01mat10n is being obtained.’

TUse or CENTRAL QUEENSLAND COAL BY

AUSTRALIAN NAVY.
Mr. ¥ORDE (Rockhampton) asked the

Premicr—

‘1. Is he aware of the fact that the
Commonwealth Government is using
Welsh coal in the Australian war ves-
sels, while in Central Queensland there
is an ample supply of suitable coal which,
if used instead of the Welsh coal, would
necessitate the employment of hundreds
of additional miners in Central Queens-
Jand?

2. That in view of the Common-
wealth Government’s unsympathetic
treatmoent of Central Queensland in the
matter of coal supplies for the navy, will
he malke strong representations to the
Tlonourable the Acting Prime Minister
to have a fair proportion of the coal
required for the navy supplied from the
C:ntral Queensland coalmines, with a
view to creating further employment?

“3 If it is found that any of the
Central Queensland coals are not up to
the standard required for steaming pur-
poses in war time, will he endeavour to
have them wused by the Australian
navy for ordinary cruising purposes in
peace time?”’

The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,

Chillagoe) replied—

“1. Yes.
“2. Yes.
“3 Yes”’

SALE OF PLANT AT WARRA STATE COALMINE.
Mr. MOORE (Aubigny) asked the Min-

ister representing the Secretary for Mines—

“1. Has the Government sold portion
or all of the plant, materials, and build-
ings at the Warra Coalmino to a com-
pany, of which Mr. Lindsay is the
manager, to be used in opening up and
working a mine at Dingo Point, or eclse-
where ?

“2. If so, what portion of the plant,
materlals, and bu11d1ngs have been dis-
posed of, and what is the value of same?

«“ 3. VVhat is the value of remainder,
if any?
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“4 On what terms was the plant,
material, etc., disposed of; how much

cash, and what length of time is arranged
for the balance?

made for the
or any

““b. Was a cash offer
plant, matcrial, ‘and buildings,
of them, by Mr. Haenke, or anyone
else; if so, what was the amount of such
offer?

Is the Goveinment giving any
usshtahce in opening up the mine or in
testing the country st Dingo Point in
any  way whatever; if so, to what
extent ?

7. Why was the offer of miners who
worked in the Warra mine to work the
Warra mine on tribute, with a guar-
antesd output at a fixed price per ton,
turned down by the Minister for Mines,
though these men were prepared to take
all the risk?

8. What was the value of the timber
in the now flooded Warra mine which
could have been saved if the offer of
thess miners had been accepted?”

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. W.
McCormack, Cairns), on behalf of the Secc-
retary for Mines, replied—

“1 to 6. The Government are in treaty
with Jimbour Colliery, Limited, for the
purchase of a portion of the unsold

portion of the Warra plant and
machinery.

7. The offer was not considered satis-
factory.

“ 8. No timber could have been saved.”

Loss oF WHEAT SHIPPED BY STATE PRODUCE
AGENCY,

Mr. FRY (Kurilpa) asked the Minister in
Charge of State Enterprises—

“Ts it true that over £14,000 was lost
on the shipment of 16,000 bags of ‘B’
quality milling wheat sent overseas by
the State Produce Agency to London per
ss. ‘ Port (Chalmers,” as disclosad by the
advice he has admitted having received ?”’

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, in the
absence of Hon. W. Forgan Smith (Mackay),
replied—

“Full information will be made avail-
able when the Estimates are being
discussed.”

Prices or MEAT—STATE AND PRIVATE SHOPS.

Mr. KERR

asked Mr. Fry

“ Are the prices given by you on the

24th August last as those then being

charged at private butcher shops, and in
the State shops, correct?

{Enoggera), without notice,

“1If so, in what respccts do the figures
given to the House on the 30th August
last by the Home Sccretary differ from
your own?”’

. FRY (Kurilpa) replied—

“ The information given to the Housec
by the Heme Secretary in reply to the
apparently mm‘r‘d question asked by

the hen. member for Mundingburra is
misleading. Tor the information of the
hon. member who has asked the question.

I nngbt say that the Home Secretary

[ASSEMBLY,]
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in no way queshoned the accuracy of my
statement in regard to the prices charged
at Toowoomba and at the State butcher
shops in Brisbane.”

The SPEAKLER: Order! The hon. mem
ber may answer the question, but he cannot
use any arguments in doing so.

Mr. FRY—

“The Home Secretary, however,. did
give prices supplied by the Drice Tlxmg
Lommlssmﬂer as charged by the Master
Butchers’ Association. The prices given
bv me were those supplied by Messrs.
Anderson and bameron, a firm of retail
butchers trading in a large way in Bris-
bane. I am given to undoratand that the
Government are anxious to stabilise the
meat industry in view of the enormous
losses which would probably be disclosed
by a true report on the State cattle
stations and meatshops.”

Mr. GILDAY (lthaca),

asked the Home Secretary—

¢ Ave the figures given by you on the

30th August in regard to the prices of
meat correct?”’

The HOME SECRETARY
McCormack, Cairns) replied—
‘“ They were the prices supplied by the
master  butchers te the Price Fixing
Commissioner. I gave the figures exactly
as they came from the Master Butchers”
Association, Brisbane.”

without notice,

(Hon. W.

PAPERS.

The following papers were laid on the

teble, and ordered to be printed:—
Report of the Commissioner of Police for
twelve months ended 30th June, 1921.

Annual Report of the Under Secretary
for Mines for the year 1920.

ADDRESS IN REPLY.
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. BULCOCK (Barcoo): In addressing
reyself to this motion I desire to express the
gratification of myself and my electors that
dulll]‘T the recess His Txcellency the Gover-
ner visited my electorate in common with
many other pastoral electorates, beccause it
gave him an opportunity to gain a first-hand
knowledge of seeing what the measures
placed on the statute-book by this Govern-
ment actually represent. Such a first-hand
opportunity, I feel sure, must impress His
Excellency with the benefits likely to accrue
to the West under our legislation. Further-
more, he visited some imdustrial enterprises
pocuhar to the pastoral industry, and I feel
that he, as the representative of the Crown
in Oncensland will at least have a working
knowledge of the conditions prevailing in the
West and of the people in the West, and that
we can look for sympathy and broadminded-
ness from him ro far as administration is
concerned.

We have had an opportunity of listening
to a great many viewpoints during this
debate. The hon. member for Murilla was
pal‘ucu]arlv interesting to many hon. mem-
bers on this side of the House. He sot out
by repudiating his own party and kicking
over the trammels of party discipline, and
endeavourced to state a case to prove that it
is not possible at the present juncture and
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under the present conditlons for the pastoral
irdustry to successfully carry on. He com-
menced by quoting the wages paid and
payable in 1914, and azsured the House that
the wages ranved from 2bs. to 30s. per week,
whercas, as a matter of fact, they ranged
i 1914 from £1 to 35s. per week for excep-
tionally good men, more especially in the
cattle arca. He then quoted the wages pre-
vailing t £3 to £3 Ts. per
\\eeh——dnd argued that the wages were too
high to-day, and suggested by inference that
it is desirable that we should return to
lower rates of wages than are prevailing to-
dav. In order to strengthen his case, he
said that, when times are good and things
aro p10~perous, wages should be higher. He
went on to trace the history of the pastoral
award in its application to staticn hands.
Now, I was very intimately associated with
the pasage of that award, and I know that
the employers of pastoral labour by their
actions have not proved, nor did they attempt
ty prove during that period that they
endorsed the policy laid down by the hon.
member for Murilla, that remuneration
should be high when times are good. In
1916, the first pastoral award went through
the Iederal Arbitration Court, and we found
that only those stations which were respond-
cuts to the claim were covered by the award
—some 200 in Queensland. The industry was
prosperous, and, in fact, booming, but did
the pastoralists turn to their cmployees and
say, ‘“ Because we arc enjoying a period of
prosperity we are prepared to share that
prosperity  with you and increase your
wages?” No. They fought the application
ot the Federal u,rbitration award, which
gave £2 8. a week, and tried to limit its
jurisdiction to the 200 odd respondents, who
they claimed were the only ones that were
bound by it. The award indicated that there
was a moral obligation on the big employers
of pastoral labour to pay the £2 8s. a week
laid down by the Federal Arbitration Court,
but they took advantage of a legal Ioophole
and refused to pay that amount in spite
of the fact that times were so prosperous.
Now times are not so good, aithough we see
that the wool market shows some -signs of
1e(’0ve11ng, there was a letter in this morn-
ing’s “ Courier” showing that Quesnsland
wools made a ready sale at advanced rates
recently at Bradford. We know that the
condition of the pastoral industry to-day,
from the latest figures submitted by the
pastoralists to the Arbitration Court, is
better than it was in 1916, The position
obtaining in the pastoral industry to-day is
bv no means one to give rise to pessimism.
Yet we find that the leader of the Country
perty, who claims to speak with authonty
awd to be the true representative of the
Western meg, say, ¢ The wages are too high.
Give us a reduction! Let us return to the
days when 20s. and 25s. was cousidered a
fit and proper remuneration for a station
hand.” TFlaving attacked wages successfully
—as_they will do, no doubt, if they ever
obtain the reins of gov elnment——not only in
the pastoral industry but in every other
industry—they will then make an attempt to
return to the old days when a galvam:cd
iron hut situated on the plains, and subject

to the burning and intense rays of a tropical
sun, and furnished with a packing-case for
furniture and a bunk on which to lie, was
considered good enough for station hands.
That is the desire of these representatives of
reaction. They are trying now to attack a
position that has been rcached by wyears of
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conscious organisation; but they cannot do it,
because the pastoral worker to-day recognises
the party that has given him these conces-
sions, and he is not prepared to drop the
substance for the shadow. Furthermore, the
pastoral employees have a fairly accurate
knowledge of the leader of the Country
party, Mr. Hdkins. The hon. member for
Murilla, in the course of his speech indicated
that \ouths come along carrying their swags
and saying, “ Give us a job, boss. We are
yrepared to work for £2 a week,” and the
oss says, ‘“We cannot give you a job,
because the Arbitration Court prevents it.”’

Mr. MoRGAN : Quite true.

Mr. BULCOCK: He says again it is a

fact. I want to show how he deliberately
and wilfully misled the House on thiz ques-
tion. He said it was impossible to employ

youths scventeen and eighteen years of age
because the Arbitration Court award stood
in the way.

Myr. MoRreAN : That is not so.

Mr. BULCOCK : The rate of wages for
youths seventeen years of age is £1 per
W(‘"k and for vouths eighteen years of age
£1 15s. This would indicate that the hon.
member is prepared to come into this House
and make a deliberate misstatement, as a
reference to ‘“ Hansard ”” will demonstrate.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. BULCOCCK: It would appear that
at the present time there is a deliberate
intention on the part of the pastoral
employers to put on the track as many men
as they possibly can. It is easy to see through
that desire. 1t is based on the fact that, if
they can create a period of depression in the
pastoral areas—if they can cause a big num-
ber of men to be carrying their swags—there
will be a reaction, and the men will say,
“This is the result of the Land Acts Amend-
ment Act. We will wipe out that Act.”
That is the intention. They desire to use
the individual whom they are putting on the
track in order to consolidate their claim for
the repcal of the Land Acts Amendment
Act of 1920. I know the work that has to be
done on stations which could be performed
for a certain sum is being deferred, and it
will cost a good deal more to do 1t. The
pastoralists are prepared to pay a good
deal move to have it done in order to
gain the end for which they are striy-
ing—to drive in the wedge of cconomic
dcp1e<smn as far as the pastom,l industry is
coneerned, and by putting men on the track
to consolidate the attitude that is being taken
up by members sitting opposite. We have
the hon. member for Murilla committing
himself to the statement that the awards are
the cause of all the trouble.

Mr. MORGAN :

Mr. BULCOCK : Hon, gentlemen opposite
have the audacity to tell us and the country
that they do not stand for any tinkering with
the Industrial Arbitration Act or the Arbi-
tration Court in any shape or form. They
actually went to the countly at the last elec-
tiecn on the platform of “ No tinkering with
the Arbitration Court.”” Then, w hen they
come into this House, they tell us that the
awards are the cause of all the trouble. It
is part of the plan to embark on a reduction
in wages, and it is significant in this direc-
tion to notice that the anti-Labour forces
twelve months ago were crying, ¢ More pro-

Mr. Bulcock.]

Hear, hear!
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Produce more.”
there

duction !
dropped that cry;
rounding it.

Mr. ELpHINSTONE: You do not know what
you are talking about.

Mr. BULCOCK : To-day we have the hon.
member for Oxley saying, ‘“ Away with the
Arbitration Court!” and advocating a reduc-
tion in wages.

The HoME SECRETARY: He has
advoeated a reduction in interest.

Mr. BULCOCK : I am coming to that. We
find that, at the present time, there is a
distinct desire on the part of the pastoral
comnanies, whose representative is one of

They have now
is a silence sur-

not yet

the leaders of the party opposite, to depress’

pastoral wages. It is interesting at this junc-
ture to examine pastoral wages, so that we
may form some basis of determination. I
unhesitatingly take the stand that the highest
possible remuneration that may be paid to a
station hand, when every factor is talken into
cons 1de1a,hon is inadequate for the life he
is compelled to lead. We find that the
awards are founded on the amount required
for the maintenance of a man, his wife, and
children. That may be a good thing to
apply in congested city areas, where educa-
tional and medical facilities are at every
mun’s back door. But when you come to
consider the difference between the position
of pastoral employees and that of employees
in big metropolitan areas, you cannot help
being struck with the difference that prevails
between the ways in which each class con-
duct their lives. In the first place, there
is no—or, at any rate, very little—monotony in
the life of the average city toiler. The life
of the Western man and his family is one
long run of monotony. There is no variation
from the incessant toil and grind of worl.
The only rest is the rest of sleep, and, when
perhaps facilities for enjoyment are avail-
able, they are too exhausted to desire them.
Then, again, the average pastoral worker is
engaged in a scasonal industry, which allows
him to function perhap: only three, or four,
or five months in the year. The average
shearer does not shear five months in the
vear; the average station hand does not
work orn the stations more than four or five
months in the vear.

Mr. JoNES: He works all the year round.
Mr. BULCOCK: Only a small residue
are permanent station hands, but they are

a declining gquantity. In the third place
the worker in the town has every oppor-
tunitv to educate his child. In the bush
that opportunity -is singularly lacking. An
itinerant teacher, perhaps, visits him now
and again, but that at best is an inadequate
way of instructing the young idea. It is
a truism that the child of everyone who is
pioneering the big areas and developing
the richest industry of Queensland should
have equal opportunity with anybody else’s
child, and should have the chance of func-
tioning in the direction in which he is most
capable. Because this is so it is absolutely
essential that a high wage should be pald
to the pastoral employee. " He should receive
more than the mere cost of maintenance and
sustenance; he should be able to put by a
little so that when the time comes, he may
educate his children in the way fhe State
desires. It is duc to hon. members opposite,
through the activity of the interests repre-
sented in this House in stopping the credit
of Queensland, that a very sericus and very

[Mr. Bulcock.
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grave stagnation is to be seen in the educa-
tion service; but we claim that the employers
who are responsible for having sent the
delegation home should be obliged to find
this money in the form of wages, so that
the children of the pastoral employee may
be able to go to the bigger centres of
population for adequate and propereduca-
tion to equip them as good citizens of the

State. Then there is the question of insur-
ance. The pastoral worker runs risks that
the city toiler does not. If he falls ill,

a doctor is perhaps 160 miles away, and,
before he can be taken to the doctor or the
doctor ¢an be brought to him, his case has
very frequently assumed such a grave com-
plexion that hope has to be abandoned.
The high school is a common-

[4 p.m.] place in the life of the town
child. The town children are

able to avail themselves of a high school
training which is not open to the child in
the country. During the recess I had the
singular good fortune to induce the Secre-
tary for Public Instruction, Mr. Huxham,
to pay a visit to my electorate. I think he
will edmit that the children of the West are
as bright and cheery, and as happy, and

- made of as good material as the children of

the towns.
3Ir. MoorE: In spite of the monotony?

Mr. BULCOCK: Yes, in spite of the
monotony. What would they be if they were
brought to the city? The West is the home
of freedom. That is where pioneers of demo-
cratic freedom lived for years, and where
they are content to remain, and the children
T refer to are the- children of these men.
Surely they are worthy of some counsidera-
tion! Hon. members opposite would give a
mere wages sustenance to the men working
in the West, and they would make the chil-
dren follow in the footsteps of their fathers.
That means, that when the child in the West
grows to manhood without training or call-
ing, with nothing in the world except his
own naked capacity, he leaves the bush and
cnmes to the town. That is why prople are
leaving the bush for the city. IHon. mem-
bers opposite are always prating about the
development of the West, but they always
show their opposition to every pastoral award,
and would like to bring about a reduction
to the 1807 basis. Hon. members opposite
talk about wishing to sce people make their
homes in the West, but they will not give
their children the facilities they desire. We
know that hon. members opposite would
depress wages in the pastoral industry to
suc. an extent that they would gct back to
the old days of 10, 8, 2, and 4.”

We know that the pastoralists make class
war at all times. The economis conditions
they have created here show that they are
warring against the defenceless men of the
West while they themselves stand behind
the ramparts of economic privilege. This
is the doctrine of hon. members opposite.
Since we have heard so much about class
warfare from hon. members opposite, I
might read a quotation to show that the
class warfare is not all on one side. We find
this statement 11] a publication called ‘‘ Indus-
trial Germany,” written by Mr. W. H. Daw-
son, a well- known industrial authority—

“You have recently taken into your
employ three young men lately in the
service of the firm of — of this
town. The behaviour of these men when




Address in Reply.

employed by was altogether con-
demned by us, and we beg you, both in
the interests of the federation and your
own interests, to discharge them at once,
or at the latest within a fortnight, and
net to engage them again. If we hear
from our confidential agent at —————
that this has not been done, we shall be
compelled regretfully to advise our mem-
bers not to buy from yon, and to obtain
their supplies from the firm of —
instead.”
That emanates from the Employers’ Fedecra-
tion of Labour in Germany; but class war-
fare and class tactics are the same the world
over. This is the same federation which, in
1912, in recognising the magnificent services
pelformed by the secretary, presented him
with a cheque for £50,000 when he rcsigned
from that federation. T will now show what
is happening in Queensland, and brmg it
right home. There is a black list in the
pastoral indusiry to-day, although it may
not be known to hon. members opposite, nor
perhaps to hon, members on this side. T
can assure members of this House that, in
spite of the strictly confidential nature of the
document, and although it was circulated
with extreme discretion and secrecy, I have
seen a_copy of that pamphlet, which is really
a black list, that is published by the United
Graziers' Association of Queensland. We
find that at the termination of shearing the
Pastoralists’ Union require each employer
to send a return to the central office. In
this return individual employees’ names are
given, and any information as to how the
individual worked. The highest tally of
each shearer must be given, and also the
lowest tally, and the average tally. Then
there is a column in which is entered the class
of shearer, meaning whether he is fast or slow,
or whether he is a clean shearer, or a docile
shearer. Then there is a column in which
comments are made about the shearcrs, It
is uscd for general remarks, and these are
the sort of remarks which are made about
the shearers—
“ Bit of an agitator.”
“Too fond of the bunk.”
11 Lazy.,5
‘“ Causes trouble.”
“Won’t shear wet sheep.”
“Needs watching,”
All these are fair samples of the remarks
made about the shcarers.
Mr. GrrpsoxN: It sounds like the Employers’
Federation.

Mr. BULCOCK: It emanates from the
same source. It is part of the activities of
the Employers’ Federation. Yet hon. gen-
tlemen opposite tell us that they stand for
freedom of thought and freedom of action.
The only freedom of thought and action they
stand for is the freedor which coincides with
the desires of the pastoral employers, as evi-
denced quite conclusively by the black list I
have just referred to.

We hear a lot of talk about a reduction
in wages from hon. members opposite, but
there is no talk of a reduction in any other
direction. We know that one of the thmg%
that go to make up the sum total of the cost
of pr roduction is interest. We know that
money is lent and re-lent, and we know
that a considerable volume of interest is
piling up on that money all that time. We
know that there is an inflation of the cur-
rency in Australia; but, if we follow the
history of this inflation, we find that in Aus-
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tralia the interest grows first, then priees.
and then wages. Under the economic laws
that hon. gentlemen opposite subscribe to,
and have created, the wage-earner is always
last on the list. It is only when conditions
become unendurable that wages reluctantly
follow the rise in intercst and prices. That
is the position, as defined by the economic
laws laid down by some of the cxponents of
the school opposite. Even though wages fall,
we know that interest cannot fall in Aus-
tralia for some considerable period. Nine
months ago the rate of interest on the
London money exchange fell a few points,
but it immediately hardened on account of
the big commltmcvts of various countrics
and the inflation of the currency, so it is
impossible for interest to fall for some time.
In. Australia we ars paying interest on
Commonwcalth loans at the rate of £44,000,000
annum. That is a direct charge against
7, and, therefore, the workers must
"That interest is ma.lnly paid on war
bonds and such like security—security which
is not subject to income tax. In the final
analysis, therefore, the production of indus-
try has to bear the whole burden of interest.
When the production of industry has to bear
the whole burden, it is an economie axiom
that interest must be high; and, if interest is
high, and prices are high, then wages must be
higli also. That is a 1ecoomsed economic law.
We are only moving in a cycle when we
postulate this fact. Hon. members opposite
talk about reducing wages, without touching
the question of lnt01esf at all, although the
question of interest is a vital one to the
wellbeing of Australia. Yt is absurd for hon.
memkers opposite to talk about reducing
wages, when nobody is prepared to say there
should be a rcduced rate of interest. The
workers always pay the interest in the final
analysis. If wages fall there is an increasing
purchasing power to the bondholders, There-
fore, decreasing wages are in more directions
than one estentially favourable to the pur-
chasing capacity of the leisured class. That
is the game that is belng fostered by hon.
members opposite. We used to hear the cry
about producing more, but what is happen-
ing in England at the present time? We
cannot find markets, because we are pro-
ducing too much., Hon. gentlemen opposite
are recognising that the ¢ produce more”
slogan is nearly dead, and now they ars advo-
cating reduced wages. The hon. member for
Port Curtis and the hon. member for Oxley
are in the van of this movement, and they
are the accredited mouthpieces of their party.
We have heard a good deal about the decay
of Labour. The Labour party—the humane
party, the socialistic party, or whatever
party yon may desire to term it—is the only
party with a future. {Opposition laughter.)
It may ke that the whirligig of time will
give the vreactionary class a temporary
ascendancy, and it may be that they will be
able to induce individuals who have mno
economic relationship with them to accept
their doctrines for a short space of time.
This fact is sure—that the anti-Labour forces
stand for roaction. Ther want to mark time
and sfand where they are.  They want to
stand and cry: ‘““Let us pause! Let us
reckon up.” The Labour party stands for
progress, and for those things which will
be the accomplished facts of to-morrow; the
anti-Labour faction stands for those things
which were the killing facts of yesterday. The
Opposition cling frantically to the old order,
the old hopes, the old institutions, and the old

Mr. Bulcock.]
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thoughts which tneV voice from every plat-
formm. Xvery speaker on the other side who
gets up in thh ,E[OL.SO insinuates, * Let us go
back to the old order of things’-—the ‘‘ good
old days,”” as they say. The goed old
days thet stood for want, hunger, privation,
poverty, and .degradation! Surely, there
15 some nobler outlook in life than that! Hon.
members opposite, or their representatives,
years ago were accustomed to preach what is
known as the Malthusian theory. They said
it is undesirable for too many individuals
tc reach maturity in  any community
embraced by the capitalistic interests of those
The war came along, and, as soon as
id, the man with five or six eligible sons
to fight to uphold the existing order was
regarded as a hero—as a man who was worth
looking after. They tallked about the era
of reconstruction! Where is it? Where do
we find the new heaven and the mew carth
that houn. gentlemen opposite preached from
the platform during the time that they were
recruiting ¢ Has it materialised? No! We
see the advocacy at all times, in season and
out of season, of a return to the old order,
The Labour party has frequently—with
justice—twitted hon. members opposite on
the question of initiatne They say, “ Give
us something new.” It is significant, when
we come to una]\ se the position in regard to
the employers orgammtxons that we find that
those organisations are based absolutely upon
the pllnmple laid down by our own organisa-
tions some very considerable time ago.

I wish to deal now with the matter of the
spread of prickly-pear in the Barcoo. This
matter can be approached without the heat
of party antagonism. I recognise, and have
recognised for some considerable time, that
the spread of prickly-pear means a loss of
wealth to the community as a whole. If the
prickly-pear is allowed to take possession of
these very rich Western plains, it will only
repeat the experience known to hon. members
opposite in their own electorates.

Mr. Vowres: It has taken the Government
five years to find this out.

Mr. BULCOCK: No, I have mentioned
this matter on several occasions in this House.
At 2 recent Land Court at Blackall, Mr.

Shannon drew attention to the spre cad of
})11ck1§ -pear in the Barcoo district, more
esperially in the neighbourhood of Blackall.
I do not desire to say who is to blame for
the introduction of pear into that district,
hut there is an inclination on the part of the
big lcaseholders mot to «destroy the pear,
because they know that, with the effluxion
of time, their leases will expire, and the poor
incoming selector will have to dostroy that
pear. T urge the Secrctary for Public Lands
to give ths matter his very serious considera-
tlon

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic LANDS:
doing it now.

ir. BULCOCK: With the exception of
one =inall restricted area, there was little
pear in the nmghboulhood of Blackall five
vears ago. When I was in Blacksll quite
reﬂont‘v I spent. some considerable time rid-
ing i oub the district, and I was alarmed at
the spread of the pear. The Lands Depart-
neent, through the Minister, was good enough
to send a competent ofﬁcer to the Barcoo
to go into the matter. It is, posub]e at thls
Junctul to control it, but in a few years’
time it may not be po~51ble to do very much
with it. Tt will be more difficult to destroy
the pear on those Western plains if it once

[Mr. Buleock.
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gets a hold than in the timbered areas,
becouse there will be no timber available to
destroy it. It would be a good thing if the
Secretary for Public Lands would send two
experts to the Barcoo to give the people an
cpportunity of learning how to destroy the
pear. There are good methods and besd
methods of doing it, and most of the people
in that district do not understand the best
methods of destroying the pear. It would
Lo aksolately absurd to lead people who are
willing to destroy this noxious weed to try
and discover the best methods when there
are men experienced in the destruction of
pear available to give the inforination.

Mr. MoreAx: Give them free poison.

Mr. BULCOCK: Give them anything. I
believe that at the present time the pear
can be destroyed by the expenditure of a
fow paltry thousands of nonnds but in five
vears I believe it will take hundreds of
thousands of pounds. The pear would
Lwcome acclimatised, and. as it is spreading
at an alarming rate, something must be done
in the interests of the pastoral community
as a whole and not in the interests of one
section only. We have heard a geod deal of
discussion revolving round the question of
the Labour party taking the result of the
local government clections as an expression
of the voice of the people. T will show what
happened in Blackall, which will indicate
that the Labour party has got back to tho

old place from which it started when it had
to watch the parliamentary rolls in order
to gain representation in Parliament. I am
not going to attach any blame to any
individual. In the first place the town clerk
or the shire clerk was the returning officer—
I say that is an unwise course to adopt. The
total number of electors on the State roll
for the Blackall area—which embraced the
Blackall town area and the Kargcolnah
Shire Council-—was 1,556, and the number
of people on the Inu“mlpal and shire rolls
was 1,300, Hon. members opposite may
take ad\aatage of that statement to say
that those figures show an inflation of the
State roll. In anticipation of that argument,
1 will point out thzf in the roll for No.
2 Division of the Kargoolnah Shire Council
there were thirty-five people who we knew
were in the district whose names had been
removed from the roll because they had
removed from one division to another and
had been disfranchised in consequence. We
submitted this list to the returning officer
in Blackall.

Mr. Mcore: Why
Act?  (Laughter.)

Mr. BULCOCK : 1 fecl sure it is not the
intenticn of the Act that that should be
allowed. I scrutinised in a booth on polling
day where there werc about ﬁfty votes cast.
During that day sixteen people came into
the booth and made statutory declarations to
the effect that their names hed been wrongly
omitted from the wroll. At leest sixteen
others came in and claimed their votes who
would not fill in a statutory declaration.
I knew these people. They had been dis-
frenchised because thev had moved from ons
division to another. Those pecple who were
out of the shire or munlmpa] ity engaging in
their occupations were deprived of a vote,
which would have made a great difference
in the number of votes cast.

Mr. T. R. Roserts: We wanted you to
have a postal vote, but you would not have
it.

don’t you amend the
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Mr. BULCOCK : In gpite of the fact that
mans Labour supporters were disfranchised
in these two arcas, the difference between
the Labour candidate and the anti-Labour
candidate was—for the chairman 28, and for
the counciliors 22.

I recognise that we are facing big prob-
lems, and it is ouly by progress, by tzought,
and by application that the world can over-
come them. T recognise that, if we persist
in the old order of conservatism and
capitailsm, civilisation will suffer a great

rebuff. The party of which I
[4.30 p.m.] have the honour of being a mem-

ber stands for progress, for
henesty in legislation, and for those things
which male for the best in life. Those things
which the Labour party stand for will always
be enshrined in the human heart as the best
aims and objects of existence, and because
that is so the Labour party, although it may
go through its periods of trial, will in the
final analysis emerge supreme.

Mr, ELPHINSTONE (Oxley): I look upon
Speoshes from the Throne which we get prior
to the opening of each session of Parliament
as voicing the determinations and hopes of
Governments. In the early days they cer-
tainly were determinations, but latterly they
have sunk to almost what one might call
insignificant hopes, because a more colourless,
aimless kind of outline of policy I do not
think it would be possibla to find than is
included in the present Speech from the
Throne which we know is prompted by hon.
members opposite. I have taken the trouble
to compare the various Speeches we have had
during the last five or six years, and the
deductions one can draw from them are
extraordinary. I have in myv hand the one
placed before us on 18th August, 1920, and I
think one may quite accurately describe that
as the bellicose utterance of the inexperienced.
If you study the Speech of the 9th August,
1921, all you can call it is & mass of colourless
pleadings of the disappointed. In the few
remarks I intend to address to this matter I
purpese dealing with some of the main hopes
guments brought forward in this Speech.

One of the most gratifying subjects is
that which emanates from the expericnce of
His Excellency the Governor. Those make
good reading, and it is encouraging to hear
such excellent advice coming from a gentle-
man who has made it his business to travel
through the length and breadth of Queens-
land and give us bis opinions. Of course,
the question of immigration is hinged round
what His Excellency says, to an enormous
extent. In that regard it is disappointing
that we do not find or hear of some definite
solution or course which the Government
propose to take in that direction. I have
here an extract from a spcech made by the
Premier on 2nd XFebruary last. We do
occasionally get flashes of statesmanship from
that hon. gentleman, although I must admit
that he is somewhat chameleon in his nature
~that what he says on one occasion one has
difliculty in tracing on another—and although
the aspirations he has voiced here are excel-
lent, vet I can also produce utterances he
has made in which he practically sots his
face against any immigration policy in
regard to the State. This is what he said
on 2nd February last—

“We could never hope to be a self-

reliant nation or to be an entity in his-
tory, or anything else, unless we got more
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people into Australia. e would have
to fill the empty spaces, for we were
menaced at the present time by a danger
which only too few recognised—the dan-
ger frem: the Asiatic. This was no fig-
ment of the imagination. Public men
in France to whom he had talked on
this matter ridiculed the idea of Aus-
tralia being able to remain a white
country with only a handful of pecople
holding 3,000,000 square miles of terri-
tory. Australia would one day be called
upon to defend herself against an Asiatic
invasion.”
Hach of us must admit that that is sound
and absolutely consistent with what we know
to be the case. Where are the indications
that we are facing that danger in the only
way that would be effective—that is by bring-
ing population into our midst in such
numbers as would permit of the uncccupied
spaces in Queensland being utilised to the
fullest extent, and at the same time provid-
ing the elements of defence. This question
of immigration must be faced. We have men
landing on our shores to-day who are faced
with the greatest difficulties one can imagine.
We have the experience of Mr. Saunders, who
landed in Brisbane, and who produced to the
Minister, and certainly to the Press, absolute
evidence of the inducements which were held
out to him to come to this country—induce-
ments which, to say the least of it, were
utterly mislecading. In view of the reply
which the Secretary for Public Lands gave
him when he arrived here, I intend to read
an extract with regard to Mr. Saunders’s
statement, because 1t gives the crux of the
whole position. This is an illustration of
the conditions which the Immigrants were
looking forward to when they arrived at our
shores— ’

“Mr. Saunders has with him pamph-
lets that were distributed in London
which involve the Government. One of
these is entitled, ‘ What the Queensland
Government is doing for Discharged
Soldiers.” It sets out that the Govern-
ment recognises ‘the national debt due
to the soldiers;’ that its surveyors are
engaged surveying railways which will
open up 2,500,000 acres of ‘first-class
agricultural and dairying lands capable
of settling 15,000 soldiers;’ that on each
block an area is cleared to enable the
soldier to malke a living; that approved
applicants will be sent to a training farm
at Beerburrum, where they will receive
technical instruction and sustenance
allowance in the meantime; that advances
up to £1.200 are made according to the
value of the land and improvements;
and that sclectors may draw up to £500
against improvements that are made.”

This gentleman was not satisfied with the
publication that he received—I presume on
the authority of Queensland’s Agent-General—
<0 he obtained a confirming letter from Mr.
. J. Dillon, the Secrctary of the Agent-
General’s Office in London, guaranteeing the
bona fides of the information supplied, and
adding—

“ Tt may further be mentioned that if
vou take advantage of the Government
training farms, sustenance allowance is
granted by the Government for the assist-
ance of your family.”

The SecreTARY TorR PuBLic Lanps: When

did he promise that?

Mr. Elphinstone.}
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Mr. ELPHINSTONE: This gentleman
arrived here, and this is the kind of treat-
ment that he reccived—

“Yet when Mr, Saunders arrived here
with his wife he was told there was no
money for him, that a document approv-
ing of him as ‘a farm worker,” and
signed by H. C. Stuart, Director of
Migration and Settlement, was not recog-
nised by this State as official, and that
he could have land, but no assistance in
developing it.”

That is the unsympathetic treatment which
is being meted out to these ex-service men,
who, T maintain, would be the finest immi-
grants we could possibly encourage to come
to this State,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
do you know ?

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I contend that a
man_ who has fought for his country, who
has been a soldicr of the Empire, is one of
the finest immigrants that this State can
encourage, and if the Minister has not dis-
covered that, it is deeply significant. This
question of immigration is of vast import-
ance, and the hon. gentleman, by his inter-
jections, shows that he, as a member of the
Government, is at least not alive to the
great importance of the matter.

The SEcRETARY rOoR PUBLIC LaNDS:
so than you are.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: That is the situa-
tion that has to be faced, and we are indobted
to the Governor for having called our atten-
tion to this matter. It is deplorable that
the Speech from the Throne, which out-
lines the intentions, hopes, and aims of the
Government, does not make any reference
worth speaking of to this important question
of immigration.

I want to pass on to another very important

How

More

point which is linked up with the question

of immigration—that is, water conservation.
Another remarkable feature about the Speech
from the Throne is that a great amount of
generalitics are indulged in with regard to
the importance of water conservation and
irrigation, but absolutely no reference is made
to that one outstanding example of water
conservation or irrigation which we have at
Inkerman., All we have been able to extract
has been by way of certain answers to ques-
tlons which the hon. member for Bowen has
helped us to obtain. I happen to know &
little about farming in the Bowen district,
and have had some expericnce of water
conservation and irrigation in that area, and
it has cost me quite a lot of money to
get that experience. I want to draw bthese
comparisons to show the present  posi-
tion at Inkerman. This is the Government
that talls about the necessity of water con-
servation and irrigation, and this is their
actual experience—the only undertaking they
have attempted. In 1916, when this wonder-
ful scheme was launched, we were told, as
the outcome of estimates then made, that
the expenditure of £131,000 was going to
irrigate 20,000 acres—that is  equivalent,
approximately, to 170 farms. If that had
been consummated, the actual cost per acre
of the scheme would have been £6 10s. That
means that with an average farm area
of 118 acres the cost of the irrigation
per farm is £807. Taking 5 per ccnt. as
the reasonable rate of interest to charge
these settlers, the interest and redemption

[Mr. Elphinstone,
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upon the money sunk in that scheme would
mean that each farmer would pay at the
rate of £44 10s. per year—quite a reasonable
proposition. No man who is farming 118
acres and who gets water when he needs it
would be loath or backward in paying £44
10s. per year for the privilege. But what is
the position? After attempting for five years
to put this scheme into operation, we find
the estimated acreage has dropped from
20,000 acres to 10,500 acres, and the estimated
cost has risen from £131,000 for 20,000 acres
to £400,000 for 10,500 acres. That is only
an estimate. When it is finished, we shall
probably find it has increased to £500,000.
Thercfore, the cost per acre has increased
from £6 10s. per acre to £38 per acre, and
the cost to the farmer at the rate of 55 per
cont. on that expenditure has increasced from
£44 10s. to £246 12s. per annum., That is
the position as we find it to-day, if we accept
the Treasurer’s utterances as correct, which,
no doubt, he believes them to be, but which,
I contend, will be found to be hopelessl;y
inadequate when the actual balance-sheet is
prepared with regard to the cost of this
scheme, That irrigation scheme shows that
any Government which is going to take on
the vast question of water conservation and
irrigation, and which is wrapped up in the
question of immigration, must have better
brains at their disposal and better Cabinet
control than has been possible during the
last five years.

I pass on to another very important point
—that is, the north-south railway line. As
Queenslanders, we would naturally like to
see this north-south line coming through
Western Queensland to develop what is now
an undeveloped part of our State; but we
have also to face the position as Australians
and look at it from the Federal point of
view. I do not purpose dealing with the
arguments for and against the proposal at
this stage. All I intend to do is to calt
attention to one or two of the arguments
which the Government have used in the
Speech with the object of inducing the
Federal Government to adopt the Queens-
land route in preference to the South Aus-
tralian. This is what is said—

“The only obstacle to its adoption is
the Commonwecalth’s contenticn that it
is irrevocably committed to the latter
in consequence of an agreement made
with South Australia. In the interests
of Australia as a whole my Ministers
hope”’~—

Full of hope!

this Speech—
““ that this attitude will be adopted by
the Commonwealth.”

¢ Repudiation” again is the hope of the
hon. gentlemen opposite. This is an actual
contract entered into by the Commonwealth
Government wifh South Australia, and the
Government of Queensland hope that the
Commonwealth Government are going to put
the pencil through that so that it will become
another form of repudiation.

Mr. HartLEY: No, we hope South Aus-
tralia will abandon it.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE : If it does, well and
good; they are the only people who can,
to be honest and honourable about the trans-
action. Here is the point I want to stress—

“and, if necessary, South Australia
compensated for any monetary loss the
deviation may mean to her.”

You can sweep up hope in
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We have had in this House two illustrations
of this kind of repudiation which one sannot
help but refer back to, because the present
position of Queensland is wrapped up and
interwovan with this repudiation doctrine
which, unfortunately, is creeping into our
minds, First of all there is expressed the hope
that Australia will repudiate her contract with
South Australia.

Mr. Hartrey: No—that South Australia
will abandon her claim.
Mr. ELPHINSTONE: There is no such
suggestion. It says—
“The superior advantages of the
former route arc universally allowed,

and the only obstacle to its adoption is
the Commonwealth’s contention that it s
irrevocably committed to the latter, in
consequence of an-agreement made with
South Australia. In the interests of
Australia as a whole, my Ministers hope
that this attitude will be abandoned by
the Commonwealth, and, if necessary,
South Australia compensated for any
ﬂqon’?tar:; loss the deviation may mean to
er.

Had the pastoralistz agreed to the introduc-
tion of the repudiation measure which
affected them, there would have been no-
thing for us to say, because they are the
parties who are mainly interested. But they
did not agree to it. It is exactly the same
in this instance. South Australia’s view of
the matter is not asked for, but the Common-
wealth are advised by our State Ministry to
abandon South Australia and simply tear up
the obligation which exists. I want to stress
the point where the Speech says—

“if neeessary, South Australia

pensated.”

com-

Where have we suggested compensation when
we have introduced repudiation ? Did we ever
suggest compensation to the pastoral lessecs
when we introduced retrospective rents cover-
ing the past six years, representing increases
of approxinately 300 per cent.? There was
no suggestlon of compensation there:” the
only suggestion was one of extortion. It was
exactly the same in counection with the
Brisbane tramways. Legislation was brought
into this House to cut down the value of the
tramways,.but not to compensate the com-
pany. It is all right to suggest to the other
fellow that he should compensate, but when
it comes to hon. gentlemen opposite com-
pensating they do not believe in it.

The Speech also deals with the question
of vessels belonging to the Orient Company
calling at Queensland ports. The Premier
has been trying to induce that company to
bring its boats up the coast. I should be
much better pleased if I saw the Government
trying to induce the calling of the British-
India Company’s boats at the ports of North
Queensland on their first arrival in Australia,
The first port at which oversea boats call
always derives benefit. With Cairns and
Townsville as the last ports of call of the
Orient boats, we sccurc very little advantage.
If, on the other hand, we endeavour to get
the British-India line to come straight from
Great Britain and touch at Cairns and Towns-
ville as the first ports of call, it is going to be
very much b:tter for Queenstand’s advance-
ment. I am very glad to notice by the Press
that the British-India Company i3 serious in
its intention to foster this action.
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I want to deal now with the somewhas
plaintive utterance regarding the surplus.
The Speech says—

1t is gratifying to note that the late
financial year closed with a surplus ot
revenue over expenditure, after £145,000
had been applied to the reduction of
previous deficits.”

This is a matter which can be dealt with
better and more fully when we arve discussing
the Financial Statement; but I would
remind those who lay some importance on
that puny surplus that it was obtained by
an increased revenue of £1,300,000. If a
Treasurer cannot produce a small surplus of
soine £0,000 or £10,000 when he has an
inereased revenue over his anticipations of
£1,300,000, he is & sorry prophet.

I am glad to note that the pleadings of
the Opposition during the past few years
have resulted in the Government making up
their minds to give some redress in the
matber of income tax to the primary pro-
A five-years’ average to the primary
producer is absolutely a fair thing. Any man
who has engaged in primary production must
admit that it is reasonable, and it is one
of the practical ways of encouraging the
primary producer. The pity of it is that we
get it at the last gasp of this Government
instead of at the first. It has been preached
from this side of the House for years, and
it is only now, whén they are about to fall,
that we see the suggestion put forward. I
am not a believer in class legislation of any
description. I believe in all producers hav-
ing a reasonable amount of consideration
given to them, and I believe that in the
matter of income tax the primary producer
needs greater protection than the secondary
producer in the towns. I should have been
better pleased had the Government given a
five-year average to the primary producer
and a three-vear average to the secondary
producer or commercial man. We all know
of innumerable instances of men paying
income tax one year, whereas, if they
balanced their profit during one year with
their losses of the previous year, they would
show a debit balance and would not be called
upon to pay income tax for the year in
which the profit was made. The averaging
of income is essentially fair, and it is essen-
tially fair also that the primary producer
should be given a longer period than the
secondary producer because of the greater
influences which interfere with his prosperity.

I want to pass on to the question of the
tramway system. It is difficult to conceive
what is the attitude of the Government at
the present moment. They are simply sitting
on thce fence and doing nothing. Vet we
know quite well that, if some decision were
come to, it would probably be one of the
quickest means of relieving unemployment.
These gentlemen, in their wisdom, sit by
and say nothing. It is very uwusual for hon.
gentlemen opposite to be undetermined in
regard to their actions. I will give them
the credit that we generally know what they
intend doing. That has been onc redeeming
feature of hon. gentlemen opposite. But in
this regard, for some reason or other, they
sit by and sny nothing, and see a wonderful
system lying more or less dormant. We have
a number of suburbs crying out for tramway
cxtensions—not railways running into the
unknown which will not pay for ten, fiftecn,
or twenty years to come. Tramway exten-
sions would pay from the very moment they

Mr. Elphinstonc.]
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started operating. Vet hon. members oppo-
site. will not give any extension of term,
but keep the company living on the edge
of a veleano while doing nothing themselves.
Therc is some mystery about this which we
will delve into at some future time, [
suggest that hon. gentlemen on the other side
cast aside their uncertainty and do some-
thing in the direction of determining this
question, bearing in mind that this is a public
utility, and, so long as the matter is held
up. it is affecting the eredit of Queansland.

1 will pass on to the reference in the
Speech to Mount Morgan and Chillagoe. In
my opinion no interference from outside
Is going to settle the question. It is purely
a business matter. On ‘the one hand are
ths employers and on the other hand the
ewployecs, each putting a value on a certain
article. Tt would bz cconomically unsound
to interfere by outside influence with the
course of ecvants; it must find its own level,
I want hon. gentlemen opposite to under-
stand that in a matter of this deseription
it is net the employer who settles the wage,
but it is the industry itself. It is not what
the Mount Morgan Company says it can
afford to pay; it is the selling price of the
material they produce which determines the
wage. I am not saying whether the wages
#ve high or low. I am dealing with the
matter on an cconomic basis, and suggesting
that the amount which can be paid in wages
is determined by the value of the product.
Therefore I contend that the only solution
is that which the men and the cmployers
will find themselves.

Mr. Iamtiey: On the basis of ths price
they get for their product?

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: No, I do not say
that at all. The hon. gentleman must know
that there are other costs than wages in
connection with the production of material;
there arve overhead charges which every
industry has to bear. The deeper  hon.
gentlem=n delve into this matter the bhetter
eguipped will they be to take a hand in the
industrial development of this State. It is
hocause they understand only onc side of
the question and do not atlempt to undor-
stand the viewpoint of the other side that
we never geb any solution of these difficul-
ties. That leads me to confirm what I have
alrcady said, that no outside influencs is
going to help the Mount Morgan crisis, The
mon have to study both sides of the ques-
tion, @3 have the Mount Morgsn emplovers,
and the sooner they got down to hedrock in
a per spirit the quicker we shall sce the
crizis solved. Hen. gentlemen opposite think
that it is our desire on this side to go round
the country with a sevthe and cut down
evervone who Is enjoying a good wage.
All they are waiting for before ther go
to the country is to get a catch cry. 1
remember when we had the butcher shops
trotted out in 1818—nothing but cheap meat
and cheap food was the cry. It acted. It
seut hon. gentlemen back with a bigger
miajority than they had when they went out.
Then on the last occasion we had the catch cry
of the delegation and the unwarranted inter-
ference of the financiers of Great Britain with
the liberties of hon. gentlemen opposite. They
sound silly when we¢ mention them here;
but puf these gentlemen on the soapbox, and
with flunt tongues they succeed in influcne-
ine the opinions of a number of their

[Mr. Elphinstone.
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electors. All these gentlemen are waiting for
at the present mowment is to try and discover
in some of our utterances a catch cry. You
can see thsm throwing out bait {or us to
talie, such 8+ that of cutting down wages.
Then they will go to the electers and suy,
““Here is the party that is going to sack
yea and eui down vour wages,”’ and that
kind of thing. I will let these gentlemen
into a secrst. When this party does go to
the country, it is going to tell the cold,
unvaruished truth about the present situa-
tion.  (Government laughter.) It is not
going fo offer any doles or bribes
[6 p.m.] to the peopl=. It is going to
tell the actual facts and show the
position as it ewists to-day. It is geing to
show what is the actual rcsult of the night-
mare that we have been suffering from for
the last six years. Ifon. gentlemen opposite
nred not worry. We are going to tell the
peeple the plain, unvarnished truth, and
leave hon. members opposite to paddle their
own canoes the best way they can.

Mr. HariLEY: What about the
Morgan settlement?

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: We will tell the
people all about the Bount Morgan settle-
ment, the unemployment, and all the other
issues.

Mount

I am nct going to burke the ques-
tion, but I have toco much to talk about at
the present time. Regarding operations at
Chillagoe, we can take that as an illustra-
tion of what the Government are doing. I
malke beld to say that these operations are
costing this country approximately £1,000 or
£1.500 per week.

The Houe SrcrETsRY: You are quite
wrong.
My, ELPHINSTONE: I am not wrong.

You do not give us any information when
we ask for it. You sidetrack every ques-
tion that is put to you, and we have to
resort to all kinds of device to get the infor-
mation we require. The Government are
inquisitorial to ¢ great degree when they are
finding out what 1s a taxpayer’s income, and

what is his expenditurc; yet we, as the
representatives  of the taxpayvers, cannot
got similar information from the Govern-

ment when wo require it. If we ask how
money is cxpended, the question is side-
tracked by all kinds of subterfuges, in order
to stave off the evil day. During the past
few weoks it has been painful to see the
way rvesponsible Ministers conceive it to be
their daiy to sidetrack questions, and refuse
to give information to the Opposition. The
fact remains that it {s costing the country
from £1,000 to £1,500 per week to run the
smelters at Chillagoe, Suppose the #lcunt
Morgan Cow:pany had that money to pay out
every week, what a great success they would
have made of it, too! Any Government that
is going to rely upon copper cxceeding the
price that it is to-day is living in a fool’s
paradise.

The FOME SECRETARY :
smallest production there.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Judging by the
ulterances of the Secretary for Mines, he is
vainly hoping that the prices of copper and
lead are going to increase to something like
the war level. I prophesy that neither copper
nor lead will increase much beyond their
price to-day. As a matter of fact, the price

Copper 15 the
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of copper to-day is 20 per cent. to 25 per
cent. higher than it was before the war.

Tiie HovE SECRETARY: You are wrong. I
will give you the figures.

Mr., ELPHINSTONE: I have got the
figures myself. Copper was £56 1in 1814,
before the war, and to-day it is £68, or,

approximately, 20 per cent. higher.

The HoumE SECRETARY: You are absolutely
Wrong.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: If T am wrong, I
will have the manliness to admit it. I
listened to the hon. member for Bowen
pleading the case for the elcetorate he repre-
sents, and an electorate of which 1 am very
fond. The hon. gentleman referred to the
State iron and steel works at Bowen, but let
me tell him that he will never see any State
iron and steel works in Bowen.

Mr. Cotuins: I am well aware of that, if
your party can stop 1f.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE : I did not say my
party was going to stop it, but I will tell
you our proposal. At any rate, this party
13 not going to spend any more money
on State enterprises. If the hon, member
wants to know our poliey for Bowen, I will
give him my opinion, and it is the opinion
1 am going to vote for when the question
of framing our policy is being considered.
First of all, we intend to complete the
railway to the Bowen coalfields.

Mr. CoLLiNs : It will be completed without
you.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: You will be dead
and buried before it is built, at the present
rate. When we complete the Bowen coal-
fields railway, we will see that coal-handling
appliances are installed to handle the coal as
soon as it is available. When that is done,
we will leave it to private enterprise to step
in. Are the big iron and stecel works at
Newcastle run by the State? No; they are
run by private enterprise; and it is because
they are so well run by a private company
that Newcastle has become the manufactur-
ing hub of Australia. When we get the
railway completed to the Bowen coalfield,
when we provide the coal-handling facilities,
and have the coal available, and with the
water available at Bowen, and when we
hsve all the raw materials, such as limestone
at hand, and so forth, then wo will say to
private enterprise, “ There are all the facili-
ties for you. Go on with the manufacture
of iron and steel.” That is the only way
that we wiil get the iron and steel works at
Bowen.

Mr. Corrins: Why didn’t private enter-
prise go in for iron and steel works there
before the advent of this Government?

Mr. BELPHINSTONE: If the hon, gen-
tleman asks me the question without notice
to-morrow, I will answer it. (Laughter.)

Coming “now to the Main Roads Board,
that is another very important matter which
has been sidetracked. Where is the reference
to the Main Roads Board in the Speech
from the Throne? Here we have three com-
petent gentlemen—I believe them to be com-
petent—touring  Queensland, and doing
excellent work; but the time will soon come
when their investigaticns will end, and they
must get to business. Where is the evidence
of the actual work being procecded with?
‘We know that the financial situation has
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curbed the whole matter, and the only refer-
ence to it in the Speech from the Throne is
really a plous hope, and nothing else.

The SECRETARY FOR PrBric Laxps: You are
plersed with that.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: In one sensa 1 am
isleased, because it means the exit of hon.
gentlemen opposite very shortly, but I am
sorry for the credit of Qucensland that such
a thing has happened.

I might briefly refer to the Unemployed
Bill, and in reference to that it was amusing
and quite encouraging, too, to rcad the
speech made by the hon. member for Toe-
woomba. Speaking at a gathering of tne
nnemployed, the hon. member :aid that he
had hoped the Government would bring for-
ward the Unemployed Workers Bill, but he
thought now that that measure should not
be paseod because it would throw more men
out of employment. (Opposition laughter.}
We occasionally get crumbs of satisfaction
thrown to us, even by the hon. member for
Toowoomba. That is exactly what we said to
the Government when the Bill was intro-
duced, and we are glad to get the hon.
gentleman’s opinion now that the Unem-
ployed Workers Bill is not what he thought
it was when it was introduced. Hon. mem-
bers opposite have been in office for. six
vears, and they infroduced the Unemployed
Workers Bill, but it was thrown out by the
Upper House. Now they have no Upper
House to contend with, because it 1is
temperamentally fitted to suit the views of
hon. gentlemen opposite, we shall be glad
to see what kind of hash they are going to
make of the Bill this session. We have been
twitted by hon. members opposite with
heving no constructive policy, but, if the
Government had only taken the trouble to
listen to the specches from this side for the
last four or five years, they would have seen
a lot of wisdom in the suggestions offerad.
Instead of that, they have preferred to stick
to their socialistic doctrines. Although refer-
ence is made in the Speech to the TUnem-
ployed Workers Bill, T have in front of me
the schedule of Bills to be introduced, and
after searching it five or six times I cannot
find any Unemployed Workers Bill there af
all I sce a Slaughtering Act Amendment
Bill, and I also =ee an Insanity Bill. Are
either of those the Unemployed Workers
Bill ? because, if not, I sec no reference what-
ever to it. Is this simply aunother fake to
satisfy the unemployed?

"Paszing now to the Legislative Council,
we on this side hope that the Council is
going to be wiped out. If there is any
sincerity in the Government, they must bring
that measure forward again this year. Year
after year they have brought it forward, but
they are not going to do it this year. You
have to go to the Opposition to find out what
the Government are doing, and we can tell
you that the Government are not going to
pass the Bill this year. If it is intro-
duced, it will be amongst the ¢ slaughtered
innocents,” and the Government will say that
they got short of breath before they got it
through.

T see no reference to the Greater Brisbane
Bill. We heard last year that it was an
absolut® necessity, but there is no reference
t> it here. There is no Initiative and
Referendum Bill. What has happened to it?
We were told how necessary it was to have
that Bill introduced. The Counecil threw
it out in 1919, and now it has been
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sidetracked.  'What has become of the
“ Flapper Vote” Bill? These gentlemen are
soon to go Dbefore their masters, and they
know the ¢ flappers” will not help them.
The hon, member for Bowen told us that all
the wisdom of the centuries was centred in
the children of cightcen and nineteen years
of age, but now that he has got to face the
electors he has suddenly discovered that they
have got the wisdom that he spoke of, and
that they will exercise it in a way that will
not be to his advantage.

The hon. member for Barcoo made refer-
ence to the question of intercst, and that is
an important matter for us to consider. No
country can progress with the large rate of
interest we have to pay at the present time.
Ii 15 no usec going to those who give us
accommmodation unless we know how to
respect ocur contracts. The rate of intere:t
will be high in Queensland so long as we fail
to setisfy those who lend us the moncy that
their security is all right. Queensland can
borrow all right if she pays the price, but
we want it to enjoy the same status as we
used to have, and we must show that we are
part of an Empire which knows what the
sanctity of contract means. Therefore, as
soon as we take over the reins of government
we can reduce, or help to reduce, the rate of
interest which is becoming a menace to this
country. There is a certain amount of
consolation in the fact that we are not rais-
ing large sums of money in times when that
money would cost us 64 per cent. If by
putting off the raising of loans for twelve
months we can re-establish our security and
get money for a point or a point and a-half
less than at the present time, then Queens-
land can have some cause for gratification for
some of the mistakes that have been made by
hon. members opposite.

Mr. Pease: How can vou keep on building
railways without money?

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Hon. gentlemen
opposite seem to think that all they have to
do is to go on building railways. I contend
that the building of railways is finished for
the time being, and we Lave to make the
best usc of the railways which we have at
our disposal at the present moment., with
three exceptions. I have never hesitated to
state those exceptions. One is the comple-
tion of the North Coast Railway; the second
is the building of the Winton-Longreach con-
nection; and the third is the Merinda to
Bowen coalfield line,

Mr. STOPFORD (Mount Morgan): The
hon. member for Oxley devoted a consider-
able amount of his time trying to defend
the statement of the hon. member for Port
Curtis that the only solution of the difficul-
ties confronting Quecnsland is a reduction of
wages. The hon. member for Oxley is one
of the most far-seeing men on the other side
of the House, because he clearly realises that
an admission like that going forth to the
people, particularly when it 1s supported by
the leader of his party, who is in a position
to speak officially for the party, must at
least have the effect of making the people
ook back into past history and see for them-
selves how these financiers got over their
difficulties when a similar problem confronted
them in 1902.. The hon. member sought to
show in the remarks he made on the Mount
Morgan question that it was not a matter
that could be adjusted by any influence other
than the men and the company; yet he
recorded his vote the other day in favour of
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a motion indicting the Government because
they had not amended the Arbitration Court
award in order to force back to work men
who did not want to go back to work except
under the lezal award then existing. Can
you reconcile the statements he made a few
days ago with the statement he has just
made, which clearly show that that party
recognises that this young and inexperienced
member from DPort Curtis haz unwittingly
told the people what the party opposite
desired to suppress? I agree with the hon.
member fér Oxley that the Mount Morgan
difficulty is one that can only be arrived at
by the two parties to the dispute. I desire
to point out to the people of Queensland that
to-day we are suffering from the results of
a world-wide war madness that has left
behind it the natural financial headaehe, and
that the people who would have eonscripted
the young men of this country and who would
have robbed the "industries of this country
of the necessary manhood to carry them on
are to-day confessing in the Federal Parlia-
ment that they are unable to meet their
obligation to the men who volunteered and
went to the war of their own free will.

Mr. Kerr: That is not correct.

My. STOPFORD: It is correct. I have
been to the Scldier Settlement Cffice of this
State on no less than six occasions during
the past fortnight to ask for money for a
returned soldier who has purchased a pro-
perty in Mount Morgan, and I have been
told that they are held up because they
cannot get a definite answer from the Federal
Government. During the conscription cam-
paign, hon. members on this side of the
House were labelled as disloval, and were
called anything but goentlemen, simply
because they pointed out that the truest
loyvalty to the KEmpire and to the men who
had volunteered for the front was for those
who had been left behind to do their duty
by sceing that the industrial life of the coun-
try was not impaired for those men when
they came back. To-day we find that the
fathers who sent their sons to the front are
confronted with the difficulty of having to
stand, like they are doing in Mount Morgan,
to try and rctain for themselves a fair living
wage; and yet every one of those ““flag
flappers ”’ and patriotic ““soolers ' who called
us disloyal in 1916 and sold their patriotism
for 6 per cent. are to-day receiving the war
price that they were able to demand for
their money; and the only utterance I have
ever heard on the question from hon. gentle-
men opposite was the utterance by the hon.
member for Oxley, who is in closer touch
with public opinion than an inexperienced
young man like the hon. member for Port
Jurtis. who has to realise that sooner or
later the question is not going to be how
much further you can drive the worker, but
how long he is going to submit blindly to
the loss of his son and to the increased taxa-
tion in the form of customs revenue that is
imposed upon his class to pay~the heavy
burden of war debt and taxation as a result
of the war. The worker is going to a:k this
reasonable question: “ Why do the nations
not realise that the whole trouble confront-
ing the industrial life not only of this coun-
try but of every country in the world is the
disorganised exchange rate?” He has got a
right to demand that these war debts be
wiped out, if necessary, to bring the exchange
rate back to normal before he is asked to
suffer any reduction in wages.
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The hon. member for Port Curtis, in com-
menting on my speech, practically accused
me of misrepresenting the position. This
young man entered this Chamber with a
paper-made reputation that he has not been
able to live up to. I remember reading in
the ““Daily Mail” a statement something
like this: ‘Woothakata has given us Theo-
dore, and Port Curtis has given us Fletcher.”
(Government laughter.) I am beginning to
know and realise Fletcher. There is a pic-
ture which you sec in any music shop of a
little terrier listening to a phonograph. It
is labelled “His master’s voice.”” When I
read the hon. member’s speech the other
night, I really thought I was listening to
Mr. Boyd, the manager of the Mount Morgan
company.

Mr. Frercuok: Mr. Boyd is a very smart
man.

Mr. STOPFORD: The hon. gentleman is
right. He is a very smart man, and the
fenger the hon. member is acquainted with him
and the longer Mr. Boyd uses him the greater
admiration the hon. member will have for
his smartness. I understand Mr. Boyd much
better than the hon. gentleman. He is using

the hon.. gentlernan as a tube to speak
through in this House. I know Alexander
Bord.  Until recently I thought his one

ambition was to become the industrial cap-
tain of Australia; but to-day I realise that
his ambition is greater. Fe has becoms
Americanised; he not only wants to become
the industrial captain of Australia, but he
wants to be the political captain as well.
The hon. member for Port Curtis having
failed as his advocate, Mr. Boyd has adopted
American methods, and he has called * Two.-
gun Jim of Normanby” to his assistance.
(Government laughter.) This man has con.
fessed that, at the point of the gun, he is able
to hold up Ministers in their offices and demand
for his electorate things that he probably
knew the electorate should not receive. No
doubt, the hon. member who has become “gun-
man " for Mr. Boyd, when he returns to this
House, will support the advocacy of the hon.
member for Port Curtis, and Mr. Boyd’s
wish will be gratified. 1 will say this about
the honourable * Two-gun member for
Normanby,” that it is usual for gunmen to
operate in the hills and the mountains, and
I was rather disappointed that the hon.
member, when he was doing his ““ Bill Hart
act ’> the other night, did not go 16 miles
further on his journey up into the mountains
of Mount Morgan, where 600 of his electors
would have been pleased to welcome him, and
where out of 600 votes cast he rcceived some-
thing like 200 of a majority. Instead of that he
thought that he would attack the enemy,
and not his friends, and he went to a little
place called Gracemere, where the vote cast
was eighty-five, and where his position was
that of a minority candidate when the poll
was declared. It was there that he unloaded
certain statements about the Mount Morgan
position, to which I will reply later on.

Mr. KNG : When he is in the House.

Mr. STOPFORD: On my return from
Sydney I was told that the hon. member for
Port Curtis had done a terrible thing in
attacking me in my absence. I do not regard
that as a terrible thing. A man’s place s to
be in the House. I am not going to attack
the hon. member for Normanby. I am
simply going to reply to Mr. Boyd’s mis-
statements that the hon. member for Port
Curtis voiced in the speech he delivered here
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the other night. The hon. member for Port
Curtis not only misstated the case, but in
doing so he misquoted what I had said.
He stated that I had said that the Mount
Morgan Goldmiring Company had used harsh
treatment towards their returned soldier
employces.
Mr, FrercHER: I did not say that.

Mr. STOPFORD: He practically stated
that I said that these men were not reinstated
in their employment when they returned.

My. Frercuer: I said that you said that
they were dismissed.

Mr. STOPFORD: The hon. member does
not know what he said. What he said was
this— :

“Ie said that the 500 men who left
had not been reinstated and the company
had not honoured its pledges to them.
As a matter of fact, only 256 of the men
who left Mount Morgan returned to the
mine. The company, in addition to those
266 men, put on another 236 returned
soldiers from other parts, but when the
mine closed down only 151 remained.
Some of the others had taken more
remunerative jobs in other places, whilst
others had gone on the land.”

Does the hon.-member say that he did not
say that?

Mr. FLercHER: I said that.

Mr. STOPFORD: You just admitted say-
ing that I said they were not reinstated.

Mr. FrercueEr: You said the company had
not honoured its pledges because it had put
the returned soldiers off.

Mr. STOPFORD: 1 will tell the hon.
gentleman what I did say. I said--
¢ They veceived the wusual promise

from their employers—that, when they
returned, their welfare would be in the
care of their employers, Yet the other
day, for no apparent reason, or con-
vincing reason, the management closed
down their mine, dismissed those 500
returned soldiers, and threw them upon
the labour market.”

Not one statement that I made in that speech
was made without due regard to its correct-

ness. When the mine closed
[5.30 p.m.] down, and after negotiations had

failed, I approached the Cabinet
and asked them to give a rebate on railway
freights, in the hope that the company might
carry on. When it was made public, a
prominent friend of a returned soldier in
Mount Morgan wrote and told me that I ought
to approach the Federal Government, which
had certain responsibilities to returned sol-
diers, 500 of whom were affected by the closing
of Mount Morgan. Now, the Mount Morgan
Australian Workers’ Union books show that,
when the mine closed down, we had between
300 and 400 members of our organisation
working in the mine. When we consider
that there are a  number of other unionists
operating in the town, it will be realised
that that was no mistake. The hon. membe,r
also stated that the wages were very much
higher with the 20 per cent. reduction than
those which were in operation in Mount Mor-
gan before the mine closed down. As a
matter of fact, the minimum wage before
the men went to the front was £3 3s. per
week, and the 20 per cent. reduction now
would bring it to £3 8. But the value of
wages is not the amount a_man gets in an
envelope, but the commodities which the

Mr. Stopford.]
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money in the envelope will purchase. If
you compare 1914 with 1821, you will find
that my statement is in no way erroncous.

The hon. member for Port Curtis also
stated that it was no surprise to the Mount

Morgan me=n when the mine was closed
«down; that they were not stunned, that

ihe people werc expecting it, that eertain
notices had been posted at the works, and
the men were expecting a reduction in
wages. I stated that the men had gone on
their holidays, and that, when they returned,
they were stunned to find that their jobs
were not waiting for them. The hon. mem-
ber quoted a notice which was placed on
the works in January, three months before
the closure took place, but that notice had
nothing to do with the position which arose
in March. T think I was the first man in
Queensland whom Mr. Boyd approached on
the question of a conferchce with the men.
He camec to me in Brisbane and laid his
cards on the table, showing me particularly
the very adverse side of things. He stated
that it was his intention to call his employees
together and to put the case before the
court. I advised Mr. Boyd that, no matter
what agrecment they might arrive at, the
matter would eventually have to finish up in
the Arbitration Court, and that the fairest
and quickest method was to call together
the unions operating in Mount Morgan and
let them deal with the matter. Mr. Boyd
immediately wired—because he had not time
to write—to Mount Morgan to his assistant
manager, asking him to g¢t in touch with
the various unions and to arrange a con-
ference. The conference was held on 30th
March. The mine closed down on 25th
March, and even the delegates representing
the unions never received their notics until
the last day before the mine was to be
clos>d down. When the parties met it was
not a conference, but something like the
co-operative storc that my friend opposite
insists upon talking about—a store that gave
to the men a committee of management, but
gave to the managsr, who was chairman of
the store, the power of veto. When Mr.
Boyd went into the conference-room, the
first thing he did was to throw down his
proposal for a 20 per cent. reduction, and his
words were: ‘‘ Twenty per cent. or nothing.”

Mr, FLETCHER : Did he just use those words
without any explanation?

Mr. STOPFORD: He

position.

Mr. FrercHER: Did the men understand
the economic position in the world?

Mr. STOPFORD: You have not time to
think of the economic position in the world
in a case like that; you think you are going
to be pushed over the edge of the world if
vou get a reduction of 20 per_cent. in wages.
The hon. member asked me if it was a fact
that the cost of living had dropped 20 per
cent. in a certain period. I want to ask the
hon, member, as I asked Mr. Boxd, *“ Who
is it that gets any advantage from the reduc-
tion in the cost of living first—the man who
purchases in the retail store, or the man who
purchases from the wholesaler 2”7 Tt is the
man who purchases from the wholesaler
every time, Mr., Boyd cannot explain, nor
can the hon, memher explain, why duunw
H\o period in which the 20 per cent. reduc.

ion obtained, the Mount Morgan Gold
Alining Company, who buy wholesale, show

[Hr. Stopford.
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That
in the period they claim
have come down, they
show that their costs have risen. That is
why we ask for an inguiry, not into the
ﬁgulos they prepare, but into figures relat-
ing to the justification of their costs. The
hon. member did not understand that we
did not claim that these figurcs were wrong
or “faked.” What I tricd to show was that
the inquiry which was heid was not an
inquiry into the cost or the justification for
the cost. We claim that the overhead
cxpenses of the Mount Morgan Gold Mining
Company to-day, when they are selling the
cominodity that is subject to the fluctuations
of the world’s market, are practically the
same as when th:y were selling a commodity
that had a standard value, and there was
plenty of the product: in other werds, the
Mount Morgan Gold Mining C‘ompany,
having one of the richest goldmines in the
world, were able to initiate ex{travagant over-
head expenses, and those expenses in a large
measure exist to-day. When the company
are faced with the difficulty of miaking ends
meet, they take what they believe to be the
line of least resistance—that is, they try to
chop a bit off their workers’ wages. We say
that we do not expect industry to accom-
plish the impossible; we do not say that in an
industry which carnot pay wages the em-
ployer should be forced to work it; but
we say that, before they can justify a reduc-
tion in wages, they chould meet the workers
and go to the court and prove there that
their costs have gone up in a legitimate
manner like we do.

an increased cost on their production.
is the point—why,
the workers’ costs

Mr, FLercHER: Don’t vou know that it was
impossible to reduce overhcad expenses?
Their overhead expenses depend on inflvences
over which they have no control.

My, STOPFORD : Their overhead expenses
are largely of their own creation, and are not
due to any other infuence at all. The hon.
member’s speech omitted every main
principle that T dealt with in my address.
He absolutely refused to touch the main
principles, but singled out one ot two little
things not worthy of notice, and tried to
huild a case round them. The hon. member,
in the first place, did ot dispute the faet
that the Arbitration Court has power to deal
with the case—that the Mount Morgan Com-
pany had a case in court and withdrew it.
He did not dispute the fact that the minimum
rate of wages at Mount Morgan is £4 1s.
per week, while in Brisbane it 1s £4 5s. with
four hours’ less work. To prove his argu-
ment he singled out the fact that I said
blucher boots were costing 27s. 6d. per pair.
The hon. meinber to disprove that said, “ In
the Mount Morgan Gold Mining Company’s
store they are selling blucher boots at 19s.
6d.”” You can get them for 10s. 6d. per pair.
You can get a flannel shirt for 2s. 11d., but
you put it on to-night, and you have
pueumonia  to-morrew nmht (Government
Jaughter.) Because ycu can get those things
as stated, it does not preve that thet is the
price the men pay for them. TIf the hon.
member had studied the question, he would
have realised that my argument was that the
nature of the work in Mount Morgan was so
hard on hoots and shirts compared with the
work in Brisbanc that it did not matter if
tha boots were 1s. per pair, the Mount Mor-
gan men would use three or four pairs of
boots as against the higher paid man working
in Brizbane.
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The hen. member for Port Curtis disputes
the figures I gave as to the calls of the
ambulance brigade, and he said very
cleverly that he did not intend to go into
details on the figures that he quoted. The
hon. member said that there were practi-
cally 1,800 accidents in Mount Morgan in the
period covered by my figures, but he knows
that is wrong.

Mr. TFrercuer: Accidents and sickness
cases.
Mr. STOPFORD: Quite so. I quoted

figures supplied to me by the superintendent
of the ambulance brigade.

Mr. FLETCHER: So did I.

Mr. STOPTFORD : When at Mount Morgan
I asked the superintendent of the ambulance
brigade to give me the accident figures as
far as the works were concerned; but, as he
had not got them recorded separately, he
promised to separatc them and send them to
me in Brishane. IIe sent the figures, which
I made available to the Press, and also
quoted in this House. I was gencrous to the
Mount Morgan Company. I merely quocted
the figures to prove that a man working in
the Mount Morgan Mine was subject to more
danger than @ man working in the other
indusiries outside. T placed no blame on the
Mount Morgan Gold Mine, bevause I realise
that therc i1s no company in Australia that
would be prepared to spend more money to
safeguard the lives and limbs of their
workers than the Mount Morgan Company.
That was my experience there. But the hon.
member said that I bunched all the figures,
and that he had figures showing 1,800 cases,
which he said included sickness as well, and
{inished up by saying, *“ As a matter of fact,
a close analysis of the position discloses that
there are more accidents in the town than
at the works.”

Mr. FLETCHER: Proportionately.

Mr. STOPFORD: I was very light in
dealing with the position, because I credited
the Mount Morgan Company with the whole
of their 1.700 employees. I gave them credit
for all the employees at Marmor and at
Iron Island, whose accidents are not recorded
at Mount Morgan at all. The hon. member
for Fitzroy was able to obtain figures on tha
subject from the Mines Department, which
do not show as many aceidents as I stated.
That can easily be accounted for, because
these are only accidents which are notifiable
under the Mining Act, and plenty of the
Mount Morgan employees might meet with
accidents that are not recorded under the
Mining Act. The Mines Department show
that for 1920 there were five fatal accidents
and twenty-onc non-fatal accidents—accidents
of a very serious nature, into which inquiries
had to be held—as well as 943 recorded
accidents. After the hon. gentleman’s speech
appeared in the Press the sccretary of the
Australian Workers’ Union sent me these
figures for the three months of this year, up
to the time when the mine clozed.

Mr. FLETCHER : I was not dealing with that.

Mr. STOPFORD: I am going to show
that the figures I quoted and the average
of the accidents this year work out at practi-
cally the same. The severe accidents num-
bered 60 and the slight accidents 345—a
total of 405. If vou multiply that by four,
it will give you a total of 1,620 accidents.
I have also a letter from the treasurer of
the Mount Aorgan Hospital, in which he
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states that before the mine closed down the
average i1n-patients of that hospital were
forty per day, but, since the accident cases
that were in the hospital when the works
closed were discharged, and, in spite of the
fact that an epidemic of scarlatina had been
raging amongst the children, the average
dropped down to twenty per day. I intended
to show, not the number of accidents but
the difference in the risk run by the men in
Mount Morgan, who are asked to work for
£3 Bs. a week, compared with men in
healthy occupations and in other parts of
the State; and I think I have conclusively
proved my case.

Mr. FrercHER: The Arbitration Court is
supposed to take that into consideration.

Mr. STOPFORD: It has never been taken
into consideration, for the reason that the
company have been able to go in and plead
such a poor mouth that the judge has said
that, in the interests of the industry, he
could not give the men what they were justly
entitled to. I have not said one word about
the men who died last year from miners’
phthisis. There were at least six men who
died from miners’ phthisis, and on the books
of the Statg Insurance Department there
are to-day thirty-eight men in Mount Morgan
who are receiving the full benefits under the
Act—a further thirty-eight men who are
receiving the compassionate grant.

Mr. FLETCHER: I was not dispuiing that
at all.

Mr. STOPFORD: You are not disputing
it, but you practically asserted that I was
exaggerating the position when, as a matter
of fact, I did not exaggerate but under-
estimated the position. The Mount Morgan
Gold Mining Company claim they are con-
ducting an industry that cannot pay more
than £3 5s. for the support of a man, his
wife, and children. If that industry is going
to result in so many men being crippled and
injured in health, 1t would be far better for
the State and for Australia if Mount Morgan
never opened.

GOvERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. STOPFORD: The hon. gentleman
never attempted in his speech to justify the
action of the company; he merely attempted

to cloud the issue by selecting one or two
little things.

Mr, FrercHER: How do vou compare your
statement with the Premier’s statement ?

5r. STOPFORD: The Premier made the
statement that the offer was a fair one, but
he was basing that on the fact that the
Government were to give £1,000 a week. I
arm not going to allow anyone to mix up that
£1,000 a week with the case between
employer and employee. I told the hon.
gentleman that his master, Mr. Boyd, was
onc of the cleverest industrialists in Aus-
tralia, That gentleman proved it conclu-
sively in the negotiations, when he cleverly
attempted to transfer the fight from one
between the employees and himself to one
between the Government and the men. Mr.
Royd took good care that his original offer
of a 20 per cent. reduction stood irrespective
ot the wage the man might get in his pay
envelope, If the prophecy of the hon. gentle.
man wet fulfilled, and we were to be put
out of cffice in a fortnight, how long would
hon. gentlemen—who, in this Chambor, have
proclaimed that the only solution of the
trouble is a reduction in wages—honour that
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pledge of £1,000 a week? They would

repudiate any continuance of it.

Mr. FLETCEER: We have not given any
pledge.
Mr. STOPFORD : No, but the Government

were giving a pledge. Mr. Boyd would have
cleverly transferred the fight, and made 1t
ore between the men and the Government in
power. The whole position is that the men
oi Mount Morgan are prepared to work
immediately Mr. Boyd is_prepared fo pay
the legal rate of wages. Mr, Boyd is fully
aware of that also.

Myr. FLETCHER: What about the conspiracy
vou alleged to exist, in your last specch?

Mr. STOPFORD: Does the hon. gentle-
nian waut any more evidence of the eon-
spiracy?  He has it in the actions of the
whole of the mining industry of Australia,
in the whole of the actions of the Federal
Government, who are closing down industries
such as that at Canungra described by Mr.
A. Wienholt, who are responsible for whole-
sale sacking at Lithgow, at Cockatoo Island,
and wherever they carry on their industries,
and who are sending round special boards
to try and reduce the compensation to
soidiers when they cannot get their local
doctors to do it. The hon. geml oman asked
me to justify the conspiracy. I say it is
apparent to anyone who notices the artificial
uncmployment which exists in Queensland
to-day. Onec, of the strongest points of the
hon. member for Normanby in his speech
at Gracemere was that certain vested inter-
ests had refused to invest in Queensland
although they had all their plans ready. We
know wvery well that that is not correct—
that in every industry they are making a
definite attempt to create artificial unemploy-
ment because they believe that sooner or
later the workers will be compelled by force
of circumstances to accept a lower rate than
they otherwise would. The hon. gentleman
said that my statements regarding contribu-
tions to the Mount Morgan ambulance and
hospital were wrong. He said that prior to
1914, when trouble took place between the
committee of the hospital and the manage-
went of the company, the Mount Morgan
Company had made handsome donations to
the hospital and ambulance. My statement
was that they had not contributed ecither to
the ambulance or the hospital. I wired to
the treasurer of the Mount Morgan Hospital ;
and this is his reply—

‘“ Company has only madc one cash

donation to hospital since 1889. This
donation received 6th August, 1903,
amounting to £356 i4s. 1d., representing

subsidy at rate of pound for pound on

amount collected from cmployees and

townspeople during that period.

“ Layont.”

The sender followed that wire with a letter
stating that they had made an exhausiive
search of the books. I was president of thé
Mcunt Morgan Hospital in 1912, and had
been connected with it for five years pre-
viously., I was on the committce when the
change in the timbering system at the mine
killed several of my mates. Although the
company’s officials came to the hospital to
tell us what to do, we were able to fire them
off the veranda because not onc was -a sub-
scriber to the hospital. I venture to say
that the hon. gentleman’s friend, Mr. Boyd,
ha= not contributed one penny to the hospltal
(-mmg the period he has been manager of
that mine. I want to explain about that
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penny which occurs in the donation. The
hospital got into a very low financial posi-
tion, and they felt that an appeal to the
big company might result in a donation.
They made a special appeal, and the com-
pany replied that if the men employed in
the mine and the townspeople would make
a special effort to collcct money, they would
subsidise it to the extent of £1 for £1. They
were so careful not to repudiate their agree-
ment that, when there was an odd penny.
they would not make it up to a *“bob.”
(L.aughter.)
Mr, F'LETCHER: It sounds weak.

My, STOPFORD: It is very weak, con-
sidering that eighteen years ago, when the
hospital was in a bad financial position, this
company, who send their wounded up there,
asked their men to double their contributions
for the year, before they would subsidise it
£1 for £1. The hon. gentleman inferred
that the company had contributed £500 to
the ambulance brigade in two years. Nothing
of the sort! I definitely state that the
Mount Morgan Company contribute nothing.

They pay for services rendered. TUnder the
\“mng Act, the company are supposed to
make provision for the moving of their

wounded and killed from off the works.
Before the Mount Morgan Ambulance was
started, this gencrous company used to
remove them to the hospital in an oil cart.

Mr. FrercgER: Do you not know they pay
£15,000 a year to the State insurance?

Mr. STOPFORD: The hon. gentleman
knows that this Government made them pay
that. It was the advocacy of this party which
led to that Act being brought in. Does he
think the company would pay it otherwise?
They did not pay it to any private company.
They never patd compensation before we
made them; overy case was fought in the
court.

Mr. Frercurr: They insured with private
companies before that.

Mr. STOPFORD: The hon. gentleman
stated that the company insured the workers
in private insurance companies before that.
I am not herc to talk about what the Mount

Morgan Company did with pri-

[7 pm.] vate companies. When I first
camo to this House, I stated what
the Mount Morgan Company did in that
dircction, and I asked for a better system of
accident insurance. Here we have a member
of Parliament who affects not to know that
we altered the Act to prevent lawyers
appearing in cases dealing with injured
vorkers, That was a vital matter for the
workers.

Mr., FLETCHER:
back as 1805.

Mr. STOPFORD : The hon. gentleman was
an employer of labour, and he had to sign
a contract that he would fight all cases for
compensation in court, if the insurance com-
pany ordered him to do so. I do not want
to debate that point with the hon. gentle-
man, because my opinion has been given in
this Ijouqe, and it is well known. I know
a2 man in Mount Morgan who lost an eye.
There was a man emploved there to barter
with the injured workers, and get them to
accept lump sums when they were injured.
The man who lost an eye was offered £25 in
full scttlement. but, because he had someone
behind him, he huno' out, and eventually
obtained £250. Dealmg with the ambulance
contribution, the hon. gentleman justified

They were liable, azs far
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that as a contribution from the Mount Mor-
gan Company. I do not regard it as a con-
tribution at all. Before the ambulance
started in Mount Morgan, the injured
workers were conveyed to the hospital in a
spring cart. The cart was generally used to
carrv oil to the tramline. If the injured
man was too bad to stand the knocking
about in the cart, eight men were told off
to carry him up in a stretcher, and, as those
eight men were longer coming back from
the hospital than they were going to_ it, it
was a fairly expensive matter to the Mount
Morgan Company. When the ambulanca
was started, they took the responsibility
applying to companies under the Mining
Act of conveying their wounded to the
hospital.
place in the various ambulance-boxes a full
steck of dressings, liniment, etc. These
things were never received before. Pre-
viously, if a man was injured, they would
have to ring up the boss, and see if he had
any ambulance dressings in his office. The
ambulance brigade replenished all the boxes
at a cost of about £90, so when that sum
is deducted from the £160, you can see it is
more in the nature of a bargain than a gift.
Under the scheme, the Mount Morgan Com-
pany also claimed three direct representa-
tives on the committee, and, in addition, they
claimed a vote for each £1 of the £160 con-
tributed, when clecting the workers’ repre-
sentatives, The working men, on an average,
contributed £300 a ycar to the ambulance, for
wbich they reccived 300 votes, but the
Mount Morgan Company had three direct
representatives and a block vote of 160 votes,
which they used through a proxy, to vote
for the other members of the ambulance
committee. What sort of a donation do
you call that? The company supplied the
light and water, and also the ground rent
of the ambulance, all of which they collected
and paid back again as a donation. That
was really the only donation the Mount
Morgan Company made to the funds of the
institution. If the ambulance did not exist,
perhaps the disgraceful conditions would
have continued until the unions took charge
of affairs, and insisted on proper treatment
for the men. We arc told that we are only
sogtpbox orators and agitators; but let me
tell hon. members opposite that it was the
cor}tlnuod efforts of the soapbox orators and
agitators that led to the passing of such
beneficial legislation as the Workers’ Com-
pensation Act. (Hear, hear!) The Workers’
Compensation Aet was brought in by a
Government led by Mr. Kidston, who was
a soapbox orator in Rockhampton in the 1891
strike, and he got into Parliament as a result
of the efforts of the working classes in
various parts of the State. The hon. gentle-
man misquoted me when he said that I
remarked that the average rate of wages at
Mount Morgan was £3 per week. I said
that a statement was obtained from the men
in one department, and they gave sworn
evidence to the union representative that
their average wage was £3 per week for a

period. The hon. gentleman asks why we
did not go into court. We went into court
in 1919. Regarding industrial awards in

Queensland, if the hon. gentleman knew any-
thing about them, he would know that you
cannot give evidence about every subject.
The judge will only call for the evidence he
wants to clear up a certain point. In 1919
we were permitted to put witnesses In the
box. A man went with me to Sydney the

1921-2 L
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other day. He said he would write to me
from Newcastle, and he did so. This man
soon got employment in Newcastle at 17s. a
day, and he was informed by the manager
that he would take as many Mount Morgan
men as liked to come there. I do not say
that Newcastle is better than Mount Morgan
to live in, because, as a matter of fact, there
are morc accidents at Newcastle than at
Mount Morgan, and I am quite satisfied that,
when Mount Morgan starts again, these men
will go back there. This is the judgment
of Mr. Justice Macnaughton in the case I
have just referred to—

«“Thé oral evidence called for the
Australian Workers’ Union was that of
two employees of the company. The first
of them, H. J. Ross, is a jigman, who
bas been employed by the company for
five years, He is getting 1s, 54d. an
hour—i.e., ls. above the minimum per
day, and up to the 9th of February last,
when the price of copper fell below £100
a ton, got 3d. an hour more as a war
bonus. He has a wife and four children.
He produced a ‘ family budget,’ giving
the details of his expenditure for the
six months ended the 4th of May, 1919.
Tt shows that he spent 6s. per week, or
£7 16s. in six months for rent. (This is
a low rent for Mount Morgan.) In the
purchase of meat he spent £9 16s. during
the period, or a weckly sum of 7s. 6d.
per week; for bread, £11 14s., or 9s.
per week; for groceries, £29 5s., or
12s. 6d. per week; for drapery, ete., £
8s. 6d. or 4s. 2d. per week; for butter,
milk, and vegetables, £11 10s. 1d., this
being 2s. 74d. per week for milk, 5s.
per week for butter, and 2s. per week for
vegetables; for accident and insurance,
£2 12s., or 2s. per week; and for
patriotic, hospital, and ambulance contri-
butions, £1 1s. 11d., being 8s. to the
hospital, 2s. to the ambulance, and
11s. 11d. to various patriotic appeals; for
wood he spent £3 5s., or 2s. 6d. per week.
Adding these figures up, for the period
under review, his expenditure came to
£82 8s. 6d. He spent nothing on amuse-
meunts; had not taken his family away
for a change; said that the amount that
he had spent at the butcher’s was only
enough to provide meat for one meal a
day, and that often during the last few
days of the fortnight, before his pay
became due, he and his family had to
forego meat altogether. His carnings
were £72 15s. 4d. for the six months in
question. But it appears that this was
an nnusually short half-year for actual
work, as not only was there a stoppage
for the Christmas holidays for the over-
haul of machinersr and plant at the
works, longer than usual, but there was
another such stoppage of several days at
Taster. and there was time lost through
a strike which entailed a loss of five
days. Also the bulk of the statutory holi-
days fall in this period of the year.
In" the six months he lost thirty-three
days altogether. The result was that, in
that time, he went into debt to the extent
of £9 13s. 2d., and his total indebtedness
is now about £25. In the year 1918, his
total earnings were £189, but during that
period he was working for three weeks
as a shift boss at the rate of £5 per
week, and he also worked on several
Sundays, for which he was paid double
time; in 1917 he earned £152; in 1916,
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£168. He also said that a number of
men on the minimum limit were worse
off than he was. The other witness was
I. C. Breckenridge, employed on the
Dwight Lloyd plant. His evidence showed
that he was being paid 12s. 8d. per day,
and that he had a wife and seven chil-
dren, During the six months ended the
4th of May he earned £80 13s. 6d. He
lost twenty-seven days from the same
causes as Ross lost thirty-three. He got
into debt to the extent of £20 7s. during
that six months, He has a wife and
seven children, but he said that if the
work was continuous all the time he
would just be able to make ends meet
on his present wages. Ilis total earnings
in 1918 werc £182; in 1916 and 1917 he
was away from Mount Morgan part of
the time working at Lake’s Creck, but
was paid by the Mount Morgan Gold
Mining Company £122 8s, 8d. in 1916,
and £153 in 1917. Mr. Riordan said he
was ready to call a number of witnesses
to the same effect if required.”

You see that man’s contribution for patriotic
affairs and hospitals, and, if you look at all
the donaticns, you will see who are the
patriots. Suppose we admit that the average
wage is £5 per week-—that includes the
contract miners, whom I do not reckon in
this matter at all. I am pleading for a
minimum wage. Anyone connccted with
industrial matters knows that, if you build
the foundation properly, the whole structure
will rise from it. he organiser and the
boss in a room can settle the wages, and no
matter how many callings there are in the
industry, once the basic wage is fixed at the
bottom there is no trouble anywhere else.
Regarding a man’s working time, if you
take all the days he is likely to lose, you
will see that ho gets three weeks at Christmas,
ten days at Ifaster, and eight days for the
saints’ days, making thirty-nine days in all.
Last year there were five fatal accidents at
Mount Morgan. If a man works as a con-
tract miner he may earn £6 a week or more.
All the miners knock off when there is a
fatal accident, and they do not come hack
until after the funeral. Some may not come
back for two days after, because they drown
their sorrow for a couple of days. When
this happens, the men on the concentrating
plant are sent home owing to a shortage of
ore. In one case, Mr. Boyd told a deputation
that he was not going to start one section
unless all the men were back, so that these
men are kept out of work for two days more.
Supposing we take it that every man was get-
ting the full wage rate, and you take 20 per
cent. off and bring it down to £3 5s., then
vou take off the three weeks’ holiday and
the ten days at Easter and the saints’ days
as well, and there are no fatal accidents,
the man himself does not meet with an acci-
dent and his wife does not get sick, there is
no breakdown of machinery, or anything that
may lose him a few days’ work, I asked the
hon. member for Port Curtis how the man
who went to the other side to fight to make
the world safe for democracy—how a man
with five “ kiddies”’ can rear and support them
and bring them up in a way that we Aus-
tralians demand they should be brought up
and carry on on the wages as disclosed by
Mount Morgan itself? Tt is not the fault
of the employee at all. Is it a reasonable
wage to pay? How can any man—particu-
larly the hon. member for Neormanby, who
represents some of these men—face these
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people? The hon. member said that I would
have to go back to the people of Mount
Morgan. I am not afraid of the people of
Mount Morgan. I have not been near them
because I know they have confidence in me.
I know their case, because I have lived with
them, and worked with them. and have
always been one of them.

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

Mr. LAND (Balonne): 1 beg to move that
the hon. member for Mount Morgan be
granted an extension of time.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. STOPFORD: I thank the House for
the privilege granted to me. I desire to
finish this case in this House once and for
all. I would never have brought it into the
House had it not been one of the indict-
ments in the motion. The hon. member for
Normanby states that he has been thirty
years connecled with the Labour movement.
I was in Sydney the other day, and met a
relative of my wife, who has been there
twenty years, and, in discussing Sydney with
him, T found that he knew nothing about
the place at all. He walked from his home
to his work and from his work to his home,
and that was about all that he knew of
8vdney. The hon. member for Normanby
secems to be much too young to claim that
he has been thirty years in the movement
e could never have been with the people,
lived with them, felt with them, and knew
what they suffered, or he never could have
taken the course he has taken. The hon.
member for Port Curtis, the other night,
stated that the hon. member for Mount Mozx-
gan asserted that copper would have to reach
£149 before the Brisbane rates are paid.
He waved his hand and said that was abso-
lutely erroneous. When I was speaking, I
had gonc to the trouble of showing how I
arrived at that conclusion. The hon. mem-
ber went on to say that I was wrong in stat-
ing that copper was £122 per ton—the highest
noint reached during the war—and he assured
the House that copper reached £169 during
the war; and when an interjection was
levelled at him and he was asked if it was
for copper or for the Mount Morgan Com-
pany’s product of gold and copper, he said,
“Yes.” What did the hon. member mean?
No copper was sold from Queensland for
£169 per ton during the war.

Mr. FLETCHER : It reached £169 per ton.

Mr., STOPFORD: You say that as the
advocate of the company. I have worked
out that that would mean that the company
received £246 per ton for their product.
What an enormous price for them to get!
Supposing the hon. member was wrong, and
that he meant gold as well as copper, and
taking the company’s balance-sheet, which
discloses 14 ounces of gold for the half-year
at £5 10s. per ounce, or, in other words, £77,
and deducting that, it leaves £92 as the
highest point that was reached for copper.

was in a show once, where they were
showing some lions, and the showman said,
“This is the lion that did this and that,”
and an old lady, who had paid her money,
said, “ Which is the one?” ‘ Oh,” the show-
man said, ‘ You pays your money and you
tales vour choice.” (Laughter.) And the
hon. member can do the same. I take up
the same attitude as the hon. member for
Oxley—that talking is not going to remedy
the case. When the Mount Morgan Company
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are in a position to obey the laws of this
State, things will remedy themselves.

Mr. Frerceer: Your talking has probably
had a lot to do with the cause of the trouble.

Mr. STOPFORD: I do not think Mr.
Bord causes much trouble by his talk. He
does not talk if he can get anyone else to
do it for him. I wani to de:l with some
statements—not in a personal way—made by
the hon. member for Normanby at his meet-
ing at Gracemerc the other night. He has
taken his stand, and it is one I do not agree
with. I would rather he had taken the stand
when he first felt the impulse three years
ago, when he would have left a stronger
party than he did the other day, and then
I might have perhaps thought more of him.
So I have no desire to enter into any per-
sonal condemnation of his attitude here to-
night. Rather am I preparcd to leave him
to his electors, who I know will be anxiously
waiting for an opportunity of dealing with
hiin when the time comes. The hon. member
in his speech attempts to defend the Mount
Morgan Company by levelling an accusa-
tion against this Government for treating the
company badly, and he said he wrote to
Mr. Boyd for information. This is how he
is reported in the Press—

“ STAGGERING FIGURES.

“1 will read to you replies that I have
reczived from Mr. Boyd, in order to
prove my contention. They are—

What extra income and dividend fax
has been paid by your company since

1915 up to the present ?—4£18,000,

To what extent have increased tim-
ber royalties, other than mine props,
affected your company ?—£2,700.

What do you estimate your company
would have saved in its coal bill had
a coal lease been granted to you earlier
at Baralaba?—£20,000 per annum, if
the lease had been granted when we
made application at first, and allowing
eighteen months for development we
would have saved probably £60,000 to
£80,000 up to date.

Total amount of extra railway freight
paid since 1915 ?—.£82,000.

Total increase in wages since 19157

—4£398,000.

“If we added up this extra taxation,
increased railway freights, and then
allow for the loss occasioned the com-
pany through not granting the coal
lcase earlier, we find that it works out
as follows:—Extra income and dividend
tax, £18,000; oxtra timber royaltics,
£2,740; extra railway freights, £82,000;
loss through non-granting of coal lease
carlier, say, £75,000; total, £177,740. -

“ Now, the loss as computed by Mr.
Boyd when the mine closed down was
£1,680 a weck. Had ths Government
realised its obligations to the community
the above amount, £177,740, would have
enahled the company to have carried on
for over two years, at the present price
of copper, without reducing wages one
cent. Tt may be argued, why should the
company not have ifs fxelghts increased
and extra taxaticn to pay? I contend
that where an industry depends upon
a world’s market for its income, over
which we have no control, and at the
same time has to have its wages regulated
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according to the cost of living in the
State where it produces its product, is
uneconomic.”

The hon. member pointed out that these
figures were Dbased on a six-year period
dunng which the company paid to their
shareholders something like £1,000,000. IHe
is supposed to represent the farmwers, and he
is so disgusted with this party that he has
gone over to a party who state that, when
they get into office, they are going to make
the railways pay. He states this Govern-
ment committed a wrong in asking the com
pany to shoulder a little responsibility, and
he very cleverly bunches the figures to make
it appear that the added income tax was
£18,000, which, for a period of three years,
represents an average of £3,000 per annum.
Six hundred men left ’\[ount Morgan to go
across to the other side to make the world
safe for democracy. They went to protect
the property of fhc Mount Morgan Com-
pany, because we were told that, if the
Germans won, nothing mattered, and that
there would be nothing to make life secure
or worth living for. The hon. member for
Normanby, in giving one reason for indict-
ing the Government, points to the fact that
the unionists who were left behind, realising
their responsibilities to the men who had
gone, had moved the Industrial Court and
got increased wages. The Government,
realising that in the past the burdens
and responsibilities had been placed on the
shoulders of those least able to bear them, said
that sooner than place the burden on the
producer who was struggling on the land, and
sooner than place it on the worker who was
rearing children—younger children who were
placed at a disadvantage owing to the elder
sons fighting at the front—sooner than place
it on their shoulders, like hon. gentlemen
did in 1902, they said, ° This company for
a period of vears has been able to pay
#£1,000,000, and we arc going to force them
to bear a share of the cost brought about by
the altered conditions.” The hon. member
for Normanby had an opportunity, as one
of this party, of protesting in the proper
place against any burdens imposed by this
party, and I must have been pretty deaf, or
he must have spoken very weakly, because
I do not remember hearing him, He said
that had a certain lease been granted of a
coal area in 1917, the company would have
been able to save money. That was alto-
gether unposmble In computing his figures
he makes it appear that had the company got
the lease in 1917 they would have been earn-
ing a profit from their mine. We find that
the Mines Department, when they started to
develop their Baralaba property, were exactly
six nionths before they were producing coal
for commercial purposes. Mr. Boyd has had
his mine for thirtecn months, and if he had
desired to produse coal for commiercial pur-
poses to cheapen his expenditure between
the date that he got his lease until the time
when the mine was closed down, he had
ample time to produce coal had he desired
to do so. I dispute the statement of the
hon. member for Normanby that th Govern-
ment in any way harshly treated the Mount
Morgan Company. Mr. Boyd ever since I
have known him has eried. “ Wolf! Wolf!”
so often that at last the people are getting
heartily sick of his cry. On every occasion
that we have gone to the Arbitration Court
Mr. Boyd has sworn on oath that the
company could not pay any increase in

Mr. Stopford.]
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wages.  When copper was £114 per ton  of coal at a price to be determined by the

and the wages were somoewhere about 1s. 44d.
per hour, and the union asked for an increase
to 1s.-64d. per hour, spraking from memory,
Mr. Boyd stated that the incrcase would
mean the closing down of the company’s
works.

When he wanted the Baralaba coal lease,
he made certain suggestions to the Secretary
for Mines, which were considered by that
gentleman; in other words, in 1917, through
the activity of the hon. member for Fitzroy,
Baralaba was brought under the notice both
of the company and of the Government, At
that time, the Mount Morgan Gold Mining

Campany were casting about to
[7.30 p.m.] get a cheaper class of fuel. They
were bringing their fuel from
Blair Athol, a distance of 243 miles, and
paying about 1ls. 6d. per ton railway freight,
and landing the coal at Mount Morgan at a
cost of about 22s. per ton. To show that
the Government treated the company fairly
in the matter of freight rates, I will read the
following letter: —-
¢ Mount Morgan,
““18th September, 1917.
‘“ Dawsen Valley Coal.
“ Dear Sir,—Further in the matter of
a reasonable freight rate on coal from
Barajaba to Mount Morgan, I have now
much pleasurc in furnishing additional
particulars and eomparisons with other
existing rates. o
“1 admit that the present freight from
Blair Athol is an extremely low one, and
that it would be unfair on my part to
expest the Commissioner to give a rate
from Baralaba to Mount Morgan on the
proportionate mile basis. Long-distance
haulage up to a certain point is undoubt-
edly more economical from a railway
man’s point of view, but in asking the
Commissioner to concede a freight rate
based proportionately on the mileage of
the present one from DBluff to Rock-
hampton. I think T am only asking for
a fair deal.
“(Sgd.) A. A. Boyp,

“ Genersl! Manager.”

The freight rate was admitted by the general
manager of the company in 1917 not to be the
cause of any increased cost in his fuel, but
he was searching about. as any reasonable
man would, to gci something cheaper; and,
were it not for methods like that, the Mount
Morgan Gold Mining Company would have
closed years ago. It is their scientific method
of cheapening costs that has enabled them to
carry on to the point they have reached
to-day. The Secrctary for Mines entered
into an agreement with Mr. Boyd, under
which the Government were to try and pro-
cure cheap coal if the Mount Morgan Com-
pany would jointly bear ths expense of tak-
ing out a parcel of coal from the old Dun-
stan shaft on the Dawson River. Mr. Boyd
was cntrusted with the duty of taking out
that parcel, and he took out 200 tons. He
was Impressed with his first test, and he made
two propositions to the Minister—one. that
he should lease the area and work it, giving
to the Government so many tons of coal at
the small rate of 8s. 6d. per ton and holding
the mine for ten years, when the Govern-
ment could take it back at a price, allowing
for depreciation. The alternative proposal
was that the Government should work the
mine as a Government mine and agree to
supply Mr. Boyd with at least 25,000 tons

[Mr. Stopford.

Government. The Government, after exhaus-
tive borings and carrying out the initial
expense of determining the quantity of coal
available, sunk the shaft, and in six months
produced coal. But they sunk the shaft on
a disturbed area, and then Mr. Boxd wrote
to the Secretary for Mines and withdrew his
cffer. This is the letter he wrote—
“ Mount Morgan,
““4th September, 1917,

“ Dawson Valley Coal.

“Dear Sir,—Since our conversation I
have further looked into the Dunstan
coal proposition, and find that there is
cvidence of which I was not formerly in
possession pointing to the coal being
somewhat disturbed around area. This
is not a very serious matter, but is of
sufficient import to affect costs. I would,
therefore, ask you, in considering the
second proposal, to leave the question

of 8z 6d. per tom until T ses you in
Brisbane,
“ Yours faithfully, .
“{8gd.) A, A. Bovp,

“ General Manager.”

As the Government devcloped their mine,
they made a proposition to Mr. Bovd to haul
his coal at 5s. 6d. per ton for a di-tance of
69 miles., I want to show how fair those
two proposals were—the proposal with regard
to freight rates—namely, 1le. per ton
from Blair Athol, 243 miles distant, the
freight to-day being 12s. 9d. per ton; and
the proposal to carry coal fromn Baralaba, a
distance of 69 miles, at 5s. 6d. per ton. The
rate fixed by the present Premier to-day in
response to the request of myself and Mr.
Boyd is 6. per ton. In connection with the
Government anine at the Styx River from
which ccal is sent to Rockhampton, a distance
of 81 miles, the rate is 10s. 9d. per ton. The
Mount Morgan Gold Mining Company are
able to bring their coal 69 miles at a rate
of 6s. per ton. I claim that the Government,
when they made those offers, showed that
they were fully seized with the difficulties of
the company, and were prepared to assist
them in every possible way.

Now, as to the agreement. The Secretary
for Mines agreed to open up Baralaba. and
asked Mr. Jackson, Chief Engincer of the
Mines Department, at what cost they could
afford to sell the coal to the Mount Morgan
Company. This is the report Mr. Jackson
made—

“ Brisbane, 16th October, 1917.
“ Memo. for the Under Secrctary for
Mines.

“Re Price of Dawson Coal Delivered
Mount Ilorgan.
“ Referring to the hon. the Minister’s
request for information re the above,

 The present selling price of coal from
all Central district collicries is 12s. 6d.
per ton. I think coal from a scam at
Dawsca should be produced and sold at
the same price, although the Dawson
conditions are as yet undetermined. Ths
Railway Department, I understand, will
haul coal from Dawson to Mount Morgan
for bs. 6d. per ton; which. added to 12s.
6d., brings the price of Dawson coal
delivered at Mount Morgan to 18s. per
ton. Any lesser price than 18s. would
have to be cbtained by a reduction of
the railway freight.

“(Sgd.) State MiniNg ENGINEER.”
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The Cabinet, which is accused of doing such
a lot to block the Mount Morgan Company,
made the company an offer to land that coal
on the Mount Morgan Company’s works for
16s. per ton—2s. less than their own expert
told them was a reasonable price, based upon
the ruling price in other parts of the State,
and taking into consideration the very low
railage charge of 5s. 6d. per ton. This was
submitted to Mr. Boyd, who refused it in the
following letter:—

€125 William strect, Melbourne,

‘“12th November, 1917,

“ Dear Sir,—T thank you for your tele-
gram, advising that your department
would be prepared to supply Dawson
coal, when available, at 16s. 6d. per ton,
and now confirm my wire of even date,
reading as follows:—

Your wire re supply Dawson coal,
price  not acceptable, greatly dis-
appointed.

“ As indicated in the above, I am very
disappointed at the result, and thought
that you would have been able to quote
a price not higher that my limit of 14s.
per ton delivered at the summit, Mount
Morgan. However, I thank you for the
information, as it will now enable me to

proceed with srringemenis for future
supplies.
“ Yours faithfully,
“(Sgd.) A. A, Bovp,

‘“ General Manager.”

Time does not permit me to deal with the
different phases of this matter, Probably,
in the debate on the Financial Statement, 1
shall have an opportunity of going further
into it. Since 1 have occupied the position
of member for Mount Morgan, I have taken
the stand that the company cannot progress
without the town and the workmen progress-
ing, as they arc so wrapped up with each
other.

The hon. member for Normanby’s state-
ment with regard to the timber royalties is
absolutely unfounded. He charges the
Government with having placed increased
timber royalties on the company, when he
should know that his statement is absolutely
wrong, so far as mining timber is concerned.
The regulations under which the price of
mining timber is fixed were settled by Mr.
Macartney, when Secretary for Public Lands,
in 1912. The prices for mining props of
9 inclies to 15 inches were fixed at 1d. to 4d.
each, according to the distance from the
railway the teamster had to come. If he had
a long wav to go. and could only make one
trip a day, it would be 1d.; if he could make
two or three trips a day, it would be 4d.
But the Forestry Branch came into existence,
and reafforestation became important to the
State. The Mount Morgan Company lad
destroyed rmore timber than any other com-
pany in the State in the days when they
were able to pay royalty, but the Govern-
ments of the day neglected to charwe them
for it. The company burnt some of the
finest timber there was in the State. They
always paid a flat rate of 1d., no matter
where the timber was situated. Whon the
Director of Forestry found that out, he only
sought to give effect to the regulation framed
by Mr. Macartney, and Mr. Boyd immedi-
ately protested. I supported his protest, and
pointed out to the then Premier, Mr. Ryan,
that the industry was in such a state that it
would be ruined if it were harassed. Mr.
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Ryan issued orders for the suspension of the

regulation for six months. When the six
months were up, I, supported by other
Central  Queensland  members, got it

extended to March. T interviewed the Direce-
tar of Torestry to-day, and he informed me
that these duties have never been imposed
sincc we got the extension to March. Not
only that, but Mr. Boyd approached him
here, and made an effort to got some con-
cessions to enable them to carry on the
leaching process. They have a leaching pro-
cess in America, which cnables them to treat
profitably 1 per cent. copper ore. They have
endeavoured to solve the difficulties of treat-
ment of Mount Morgan ore, and I secured
from the Secretary for ILands, at a small
rental of £3 10s. a year, a large arca of
our salt lands at Port Alma, They were
given permission to run a pipe line across

to Casuarina Island. Mr. Boyd, unfortu-
nately, was unable to give effect to his
scheme., But it showsz conclusiveir that,

whenever the company have submitted any
reasonable suggestion to this Government, it
has not been refused. The position of the
company to-day is no morc the result of
harsh trcatment by this Government than it
iz the result of larsh treatment from Mr.
Boyd himself.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. MACGREGOR (#Merthyr): In speak-
ing to the Address in Reply, I also would
like to express the pleasure 1 felt in hearing
a real and worthy representative of Xis
Majesty delivering a specch—-an able mem-
ber of an able family, who have given
ungrudgingly in the service of the Empire,
and who himself is an illustrious son of the
Empire; one who will, T might respectfully
say, add to his laurels in his tenure of
office as Governor in Queensland. But,
while listening to the deliverance of the
Speech, very different feelings were aroused
by listening to the matter which was
delivered by His Excellency. One, of course,
knows that he is not responsible for the
Speech-—that it 1is the concoction of his
advisers, Onc can imagine him adapting’
Shakespeare, and saying, “ A poor thing,
but not mine own,” and delivering it as the
representative of His Majesty. Amongst
those feelings was onc of comfort, to think
that it was the last effort of this Govern-
ment, and also in noticing that it was an
improvement on a previous production—that
awful production which made most of us
disturbed in our lovalty, and which would
rapidly breed anarchists.

In the Specch one notes the absence of any
reference to the delegation, the stock vitu-
peration of the Socialists. One asks oneself,
“Why was that?” After the mutilation of
facts, and the gross misrepresentation which
passed for argument about the delegation,
one wondered why, with a chance like this,
it was not referred to. The only conclusion
one could come to was that even this Govern-
ment had not the effrontery to put those
misrepresentations into the mouth of a man
who knew all about the business, who was
in London himself at the time, who iz an
able financier, and who, no doubt, knew the
proceedings from A to Z. In reading the
Speech, one was reminded of a wonderful
deliverance we had last session—the Finan-
cizl Statement. The same ‘‘ potentialities”
and ‘‘ possibilities 7’ are referred to. We had
a gem of a sentence. It was said that we
have ¢ a heritage whose potentialities

Mr. Macgregor.]
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must eventually reflect in the prosperity of
its citizens its own superb and illimitable
posiibilities.”” The writer of that must have
been—as Mr. Disracli once said about Mr.
Gladstone—** intoxicated with the exuberance
of his own verbosity.” (Laughter.) You
find the same wonderful ¢ potentialities”
and ‘‘ possibilities.”” as the hon. member for
Oxley said, ““floating about like bees sipping
at the flower of hope.” As the Italian poet
has it, “ Live in hope and die in despair.”
To change the metaphor, it reminds one very
much of a definition given by an Attorney-
General of this State—a real Attorney-
Genceral ; one who honoured the office during
his tenure of it. He said that it reminded
him of a bush road—a road which began
somcwhere, wandered everywhere, and ended
nowhere. The only difference about this is
that it ends in a morass of Bills. I notice
there is to be a Slaughtering Act Amend-
ment Bill. If T might make a suggestion,
could we not have that Bill brought in with
2 schedule containing all the other Bills,
and have a section providing that ** All these
Bills shall be slaughtered.”” It would be
no loss to the country, and a great deal of
time would be saved. I notice also that
there are threc Bills referring to the courts
—a Supreme Court Act Amendment Bill, a
Magistrates’ Courts Bill, and a Judges’
Retirement Bill. It would be interesting to
know who_ is demanding this reform, how it
Is that this reform has been included in a
programme of Bills, and if anyone is
demanding it, what reasons they are giving
for its necessity. We have never heard any
request from the public, and, when one looks
round the department, and fancies he might
find a reason there, he is unable to do so.
. We have an unqualified head of the depart-
ment, and an unqualified Under Secretary,
who Inow as much about the law and the
procedure in the courts as a platypus does
abous the theory of relativity. After the
scandal of the cxposure in conmection with
the redistribution of seats, who would entrust
them with any delicate responsibility? I
would not. If you go lower than the head
and Under Secretary, do you find anyone
in the department who might be entristed
with this work? Certainly not.

There is not anyone who has had fve
minutes’ independent practice—who has ever
practised otherwise than under the shield of
the Government and the large powers of the
Government. Who, then, is suggesting this
reform, and what are the grounds for it?
Have we had a commission inquiring into the
need for reform, and pointing out the abuses
that require remedying? We know that in
New South Wales. where there is a Caucus
Government, they also are contemplating
some law reform. They have appointed a
gentleman whose legal attainments and juristic
knowledge have earned for him the respect of
Australia. Before legislation is to be intro-
duced there Professor Peden, whose name is
honoured in Australia among lawyers, has
been commissioned to inquire into the matter.
We know that New South Wales is rather
behind the other States. They have not a
Judicature Act. But, no doubt, there are
other matters which will be brought within
Prqfessor Peden’s inquiry. There are matters
which, when' you get to know them, make
you wonder whether the Department of Jus-
tice is being administered any better than
other well-known departments which can be
criticised by business men, and which have
been severely criticised in this House.

[Mr, Macgregor.
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One matter came to my notice the other
day which shows unfair treatment of a
very fine officer. I refer to the late
Crown Prosccutor of District Courts, the
Hon. J. G. Drake, who has held in
this State a commission since 1910. In
1816 he began to be worried and annoyed
with notices. There was a ‘‘ Gazette’’ notice
that he was to be retired on account of
having reached the age limit. He wrote and
pointed out that he was not a public servant
and did not come under the provisions of the
Public Service Act. No notice was taken of
his letter, and he was treated as if he had
been retired. Executive minutes were sent
to him authorising him to sign indictments
and to appear in court as Crown Prosecutor.
IHon. members know that the office of Crown
Prosecutor is a very Important and very
responsible one, in which an officer has to
decide on the evidence before him whether or
not he will institute a prosecution. The
judging of the weight of evidence and the
admissibility of evidence is a matter which
requires training and practice. Where the
Crown Prosecutor does not file a bill he has
to send notification of the fact along with
his reasons to the Attorney-General, who is
supposed to decide whether the bill shounld or
should not be filed. In the present state of
things, can we get any decision that anyone
could rely upon, with an unqualified man in
the position of Attorney-General? Mr. Drake
saw the late Hon. T. J. Ryan, who recog-
nised his position and had the minute can-
cclled for some time, but through the
dilatoriness of the department it was not
passed until some time after the commission
had lapsed. These minutes came to him to
protect him in case someone challenged his
prosecution on account of his commission
having lapsed. This went on from year to
year and he could not get any satisfaction.
Last year he got notices from month to
month: then two or three months would be
skipped and he would get a retrospective
notice; until on 2nd December last—the last
day on which the Licutenant-Governor was
in office—a few Executive minutes were
rushed through and he was retired as from
the 31lst of that month. He was given about
twenty-eight days’ notice after eleven years’
honourable service, with not a stain on his
record—a very capable man in his profession,
and one who had occasionally filled the office
of acting District Counrt judge. In addition
to that, his salary last year was voted for
the whole year up to 30th June, 1921, but he
was bundled out at the end of December.
He recognises that his commission was
“during pleasure.” But it is an understood
thing m all decent Governments and all
decent communities that that pleasure will
never be exercised unless there is necessity
by reason of mental or moral disqualification.
In his case there was nothing of the kind.
1 say deliberately it was a case of vindictive-
ness for some reason or another. That is
one case in which one gets a little light
on the doings of this departmeént—maybe
through ignorance. TUndoubtedly it was
ignorance when this thing started first,
because they showed their hand. Although
Mr. Drake pointed out that they were doing
him a great injustice by publishing in the
“ Gazette” that he was retired on account
of having reached the age limit, they took no
notice, but gave it out to the Press that he
was retired on account of having reached the
age limit. This was at a time when he was
in full possession of all his faculties, physical
and mental,
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Another thing we notice in the Speech is
the absence of any real attempt to deal with
the industrial problem and the present unem-
ployment. IHere you have again the bee
sipping at the flower: “Oh, yes, there is
unemployment, but we are going to pass an
Unemployment Insurance Bill, and you will
be all right.”” The patient is in a burning
fever, but they pat his head and say, * We
will get you some quack medicine by and by,
and you will be all right. Don’t bother.”
That is the only treatment given in regard
to the most pressing question of all. What
could one expect, especially from this Govern-
ment—which misnames itself a ILabour
Government? We know they are not even
a Socialist Government, in the best sense of
the word “ socialist.” We often read socialist
writers who carry one away by the purity
of their aims and of their language. You
really wish the things they portray could
be true, but you know it is utterly impracti-
<able—that it is a case of the dreamer deal-
ing with a perfect world in which no laws
would be necessary. These people are neither
Labgur men nor socialists; they are a sort of
4 mixture of the whole lot. Their arguments
consist of a welter and chaos of economic
fallacies which you get on the honest Labour
side. but unjust and unfair because they are
biased, ignorant, class-conscious, and mixed
with the impossible dreams of revolutionary
visionaries. It is impossible to tackle their
arguments. The view that is put forward to
the public is that we are a class-conscious
race, and that we on this side are the
oppressors,

We know that this Government came in,
not as humble men striving to do their very
best for the whole of the State, but as an
exulting political Prussian army, roaring out
the name of the conqueror. They had their
doctrines, which they did not conceal. They

said they were going to ‘‘ search

[8 p.m.] the pockets of the capitalists,”
) and that they were going to
““bleed them white’” with confiscatory death
duties. They had a ¢ Hymn of Hate,”” and 1
need only quote one line of it— We like to
hear the pastoralists squeal.”” Fancy a
deliverance of that kind coming from the
Government of a big State! They have never
withdrawn that expression, or said that they
were sorry for using i, nor have they said
that they do not agrec with it. In fact,
their actions show that they still believe in
statements of that kind.

When we know the truth about the meat
contracts we will sce how the meat com-
panies were forced to enter into those con-
tracts with the aid of the bludgeon of the
Sugar Accuisition Act on the table. Some
day we will hear all about those contracts.
The fact remains that this Government came
in like a conquering army. They told their
followers that they were going to overthrow
the capitalistic oppressors, and all that sort
of thing. I deplore all that. The working
men, however, are beginning to think for
themselves. There are some honest men
amongst the working classes—in fact, 60 per
cent, or 70 per cent. of them are perfectly
honest. (Government laughter.) I do not
include any member on the Government
side in that calculation. Apparently the Go-
vernment and their followers are preparing
for an election at an carly date, because
they are filling ‘ IHansard’ with material
for propaganda work. ILet us see if we on
this side cannot also put a little into * Han-
sard.”” We, at any rate, will be quite honest
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about it. Some time ago attention was called
to a rather interesting deliverance, and the
writer who called attention to it said he was
very much inclined to give prizes both to the
socialists and the employers or anyone else
who could guess the nearest to its authorship
and the time of its production. It was a
long document. There was one very interest-
ing part of it, which reads as follows:—

¢ The most important duty enacted by
reason of all national government is
undoubtedly that of watching the effect
of the natural changes thus operatcd upon
whole populations, in order that, having
ascertained the nature of the new ideas
which have actually created new impera-
tive wants, the laws and regulations may
be so modified in time as to maintain
political equilibrium. The performance
of that important duty requires that
rulers should possess three qualities
essential to sound legislation—

(1) A knowledge of the age they live
in;

(2) Sagacity to
irom wrong;

(8) Impartiality to act with justice
from a national point of view only.”
That was from a Labour paper in 1834, and
the conditions are not very different to-day
from what they were then. Talking of the
Labour Convention of 1920, The ‘¢ Standard ™’
says—

‘“ For this assemblage of the political
and industrial organisations of the
workers is the real Parliament of labour;
it is the body that promulgates Labour’s
platform, and advisss and instructs the
Parliamentary representatives in the
State Parliament. In the final analysis
the Labour Convention is the governing
force of Labour in politics., It is the
master’s voice that, for good or ill, directs
and controls the workers’ political
machine.”

But its regulation of production and distribu-
tion is tragic, and it must be said that it is
for ill only that the nraster’s voice is raised.
No real progress has been made, but rather
relrogression, for the problem is essentially
the same that confronts us tc-day, though
under different conditions, and the anony-
mous writer of 1834 had a larger and truer
conception of it than any that can be gained
from most of the modern :ocialist writers,
who seem somewhat lost in details, phrases,
and formulas.

Mr. BRENNAN:
order. Is the hon.
reading his speech?

The SPEAKER: I understood the hon,

member was merely quoting extracts.

Mr. MACGREGOR: In the final analysis
the Labour Convention controls the workers’
political machine. There can be no doubt
about that. They propose the nationalisation
of all the means of production, distribution,
and exchange. In 1884 they had a far truer
conception of the problems to be dealt with,
snd their cure, than could be gained by
following any socialistic writings. Th.ev
dealt quite differently then to the catch cries
of the present timie, In 1834 they realised
the problems that arose from the incessant
desire of man to change his environment.
They recognised the changing conditions.
They recognised then that a man has two
great objects. He has the world of nature
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beside him, both animate and inanimate.
He also has his fellow-men. They arc the
two great conditions of his environment.
With nature animate and inanimate, he can
take it and plan it and remodel it in his
own way. But it is different with his fellow-
men. He is a very different problem,
because tbe difficulty arises from a man’s
dual nature—man as an individual and man
in his social relations—and they are quite dis-
tinct. It is an extraordinary thing that these
two characteristics are so evenly balanced
and s0 mark:d that one will not give way to
the other. As a social animal a man must
live socially. His idea is to develop in
society. It is only by his association in
society that he can develop and conquer his
environment, It ds only as an individual,
and through his belief in individualism, that
man can be properly developed. The prob-
lem is to reconcile those two things and
give fairplay to each and to allow fairplay
to both characteristics of our nature. The
extremist does not give any fairplay at all.
The socialist, the nco-socialist, the guild
socialist, the syndicalist, and all the others
whatever their fancy names, all believe in
subjection of the other side. The Opposition
believes in individualism and believes in
giving fairplay. The real idea of the Oppo-
sitlon is that these things cannot be reconciled
unless vou give fairplay and fair scope to
both sides. It is the nature of man which
cannot be conquered. There is one solution
of the preblem. While waiting for the man to
develop and become more perfect, the con-
ditions of the socialist are quite casy if you
can postulate a perfect man. But we can-
not get a perfect man. We have to deal with
men as they are in the preent world, We
have to deal with men in all their strug-
glings, strivings, ignorance, and shortcom-
ings; I am speaking of the whole of us now,
and I say that that is thc sort of man we
have to deal with. The general solution
hitherto has been a matter of compromise.
Some give way on onc side and some on the
othus,  Such a compromise, of ecsurse, can
only Le temporary because the conditions are

alwars changing; knowledge is always
increasing, and standards are always alter-
ing, so there musi be a revision of the

compromise from time to time. But let us
have a compromise to start with, and wait
f;)r the time when i% is necessary to revise
it.

The other solution which has been pressed
and insisted on is the solution of nationalisa-
tion, class consciousness, class war. and all
those things that do not appeal to the
thinking man. T.ooking at it dispassionately
we cannot come to any other conclusion than
that the policy of hon.” members opposite does
not produce social peace or industrial peace
between the classes. Instead of having class
hatred, or class conscious hate, we should
have the doctrine of love; and. instead of
striving after dizcord, we should have spon-
taneons concord, and let each perform his
work for the benefit of the other. Instead of
having the economic fallacies which have been
put forward in the past, the only way to
make progress in human society is to have
an educative movement, and honourable men
will confine themselves to two essentials.
We want men who have a thorough know-
ledge of the condition of industry—men who
will inculcate economic verities in all the
students of economy. We do not want the
arguments of the syndicalist, the socialist, or

[Mr. Macgregor.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply,

the trades unionist, or whatever he is,
applied to the conditions of affairs as they
exist to-day. This party has continuously
pointed out the fallacics of hon. members
opposite, and we have made suggestions
which are honest attempts to settle indus-
trial problems. Sir Lynden Macassey, the
writer I just quoted, did gocd work for the
socialists with his writings during the war,
and cventually he was appointed Director
of Labour in London. He was a K.C. and
LL.D., and he met the workers for a time
on their own ground. He pointed out to
them that abstract arguments and orthodox
cconomics did not lead very far, because
the worker did not understand them.
You find one trade union using a word or
an cconomic phrasc with one meaning, and
another trade union using the same economic
term with a different meaning altogether.
He found it was hopeless, and he said that it
generally resulted in the union secretary or
somebody quoting a slab of Karl Marx, and
the result was confusing. With his knowledge
of workshop conditions and the commercial
side, he was able to draw illustrations from
the shop to show the men that they were
wrong. They accepted his proposals, and
the industry went on smoothly. He points
out three or four pernicious fallacies which
are very widespread. The one to which he
gave the chief place is that the workers
insist that an industry can pay all the money
necessary tc carry out their aspirations, and
the money that became necessary because of
shortened hours, improved conditions, higher
wages, and everything of that sort. He could
not persuade them to the contrary, and the
only way was to take the books of the shop
and show them what the establishment would
have to bear because of what they wanted to
put on it. Then, when they were driven
into a corner, they said, ‘“ Why can’t he
raise his prices?”’ Then he had to argue
with themn on that, and was able to satisfy
them on that, showing that the increased cost
meant reducing the area of the market and
perhaps losing the market they had immedi-
ately around them, which meant curtailment
of employment and undermining the standard
rate of wages. He pointed out that it had
become the fashion to raise wages to meet
the increased cost of living, and as soon as
you got an increase the cost of living rose,
and so created a further demand for further
wages; and so it creafpd the ¢ vielous circle,”
as it is known to economists, of wages forc-
ing up prices and prices forcing up wages.
The workers’ contention on that was that the
incrcased prices were the result of profiteer-
ing. At that time it was very difficult to
find an answer, because they were dealing
with war conditions. High wages were given
to the workers to meet the increased cost of
living, simply because the Government had
to get munitions, and they did not care what
they paid for them. They had to pay for
them with borrowed money, and the money
had to be paid again. The worker only saw
the very high wages and the generous con-
ditions. and could not argue from the special
case of munitions for war purpocses to an
industry cxisting for commercial purposes.
Then he pointed out that the workerz hon-
estly believed that, if they restricted the out-
put, they would prevent unemployment and
keep up the price of their own work. He
bad no answer to that in Hngland because
it was so general, but he was able to give
American examples where the restriction of
outnut is taboo, and is not advocated by any
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worker. He was able to show that in
America, where there was increased produc-
tion, there was a lowering in the cost per
unit of production, and there was a larger
fund for division between employer and
employee. He was able to show that the
universal experience in America is that,
where the employer has a chance to provide
such a fund for the employee, it is his wish
to do so, because he knows that it is to his
own advantage, and in the American spirit
of co-operation wbich exists in that country.
He showed the worker that increased pro-
duction was in his own interest. He showed
the fallacies underlying restricted produc-
tion. He dealt with co-operation, and
pointed out the misunderstanding that exists.
He was a man who fought the workers’
battle as «dispassionately as he fought the
employers’ battle if there was any Dbattle.
He said that the three essentials in industry
were contentment, co-operation, and produc-
tion. Contentment, he said, depended on—

(1) Security of employment; (2) a
voice in fixing the conditions of employ-
ment; (3) remuneration and fair division
of profits; (4) working hours; (5) preven-
tion of profiteering; (6) housing; (7)
economic education; (8) opportunity to
rize.”’

Co-operation depended on—

“ (1) Elimination of suspicion; {2}
creation of confidence between employer
and employed; (3) recognition of their
mutual community of interest; (4)
machinery for facilitating co-operation.”

Production depended upon—

‘(1) Economic education; (2) moderni-
sation by employers of their methods;
(3) repudiation by labour of limitations
on output and of demarcation restric-
tions; (4) a progressive national trade
policy.”

We have not got that here yet.
very Interesting on a modernisation of
methods. There is a great gulf between
individual conditions in England and in
America. England will not allow a division
of operations unless a skilled man is put in
charge of cach, and paid a skilled man’s
wages,  In America, according to Foster
Fraser, there are 174 operations in the
making of a boot, which means that, whether
workers are skilled or not, when they have
acquired the knowledge necessary to handle
the machinery, they get the same wages
right through. With more output we can
secure better conditions for the employer
and the employee; a larger wage fund for
division between them.

Mr. Coruins: There are 5,000,000 unem-
ployed in the United Staes of America with
all their improved methods of production.

Mr. MACGREGOR: About two years
ago, a friend of mine, the Trade Commis-
sioner for Australia, had a very interest-
ing conversation with Mr. Gompers, the
American Labour leader. He lectured in
America on labour conditions in Australia
and referred to the various Avrbitration
Acts and Arbitration Courts, without tak-
ing sides, and explained the (ommon-
wealth and the State legislation on the
subject. He noticed -‘Mr. Gompers in the
audience, and at the close of the address,
Mr. Gompers came up to him and said,
“T have been very interested in your address.
About twenty years ago, there was a young
optimist from New Zealand who went

He was
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through here. He claimed to have found
a solution of all industrial troubles, and,
said that arbitration was to be the thing.
I shook my head and told thim he would
have to find a lot more than arbitration. I
can see from what you have said that you
have not conguered it yet.”” There is no
doubt that we have not, because of the
natural and inevitable restrictions.

Something has been said about the Arbitra-
tion Court. I think it must be kept for some
time, if only as a guarantee of the good
faith of the employer. I think it is one of
the most remarkable instances in the history
of this State of the good faith of the
employer. The Arbitration Court has been
nothing imore than the employer saying to
his employees, ¢ Here is my pocket; you can
take whatever the man on the bench says
vou onght to take out of it.” That is the
position. What better evidence of good faith
could you have than that? If it is to be
removed, it is to be removed for something
better, and hon. gentlemen will probably be
asked to consider whether Whitley councils
will be better; whether there is not a lack of
application in the awards of the Arbitration
Court: whether, in dealing with industries
generally, the awards do not press too hard on
some establishments in those industries. If
you gave an award for the whole of a trade,
Liow are you going to look after the small,
struggling establishments? The stock argu-
ment—it is a very harsh and cruel one—is,
“If an industry cannot pay, let it die.”” That
is where progress is hindered. We want to
encourage the struggling man and help him
along. The general awards play into the
hands of the big concerns and produce rings
and combinations, against which we all
protest. We would have to consider whether
we cannot have something like the Whitley
councils to consider the needs and the posi-
tion of each establishment and each indus-
try. We have a Queenslander who, after
holding a position as liaison officer under the
British Government, during which time he
had to deal with Whitley councils in indus-
tries and the scttlement of industrial pro-
blems, has returned to this State, and he
has written in a Rockhampton paper a very
interesting account of his work. I hope we
shall hear little more of this class-hatred
doctrine. I appeal to hon. members opposite
to see if there is not something better. Do
not let our deliberations be marked by class
consciousness on one side and bickering on
the cther. I have attacked this kind of thing
because it is necessary to attack it—because
it is ignorance in the last result. Let our
motto be: ““Come, let us reason together,”
and sec if we cannot help Queensland to
prosper. I recognise that this appeal is
mostly directed to members on this side,
because it is very pleasant to know that we
shall not have an opportunity very much
longer of calling the other side into delibera-
tion.

Mr. FOLEY (Leichhardt): 1 wish to con-
gratulate the mover and seconder of the
Address in Reply. Hon. members opposit®
have attempted to condemn and belittle this
Government right throughout this debate.
In one or two instances credit was given to
this Government where credit was due, but
the exceptions were very few. It has been
mostly a continuous stream of condemnation
by hon. members opposite. When they are
addressing an audience of their own sup-
porters or addressing the National Demo-
cratic Council outside this Chamber, they
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speak with an open mind and with an open
heart, as the hon. member for Windsor did
the other night. He admitted at a National
Democratic Council gathering that the Go-
vernment had difficulties to face, and that
any ncw (Government coming in to take the
place of this Government would have exactly
the same difficulties to face. Addresses under
those circumnstances very often get home more
forcibly, as the speaker is off his guard.
I quote an extract of the hon. member’s
speech—

“ Any Government that talkes over the
rcins of oflice will have to face a most
difficult situation. The revenue during
the past year from retrospective reuts
obtained under the Land Act Amendment
Bill, will, of course, not be reccived
during the present year. There is also
a considerable falling off in railway
revenue, and what the decrease all-round
in taxation for the current year will be
no one can tell, but that it will be very
considerable goes without saying. Added
to this will be the higher interest costs,
which will have to be met, and Treasury
bills and loans falling due; and the
limits of taxation have been undoubtodly
reached.” |

He admits candidly that the Government are
faced with an economic crisis that is existing
not only in Australia but throughout the
world.  Yet, in this Chamber, in discussing
the position of the State generally, we find
hon. members opposite misrepresenting the
case in ‘‘ Hansard,” so that it will go forth
to many of the electors in Qucensland and
be starred in headlines through the Press
and go to the people in that form. It is
nothing short of scandalous that the law
should allow members to make indiscriminate
statements similar to what have been made
by hon. members opposite throughout this
debate. It is to be hoped that some states-
man will introduce a Bill something along
the lines of the Defamation Act, whereby
news»apers and members will have a certain
amount of restriction placed upon them as
rogards inisstatements in this Chamber.
Hon. members on this side have
[9.30 p.m.] dealt with the administration and
. legislation of the Government in
a fair and equitable manner, but fair criti-
cism cannot be said to have come from the
Opposition benches. It reminds one of Ber-
nard Shaw’s statements in his play, “ Major
Barbara,” in which he referred to the House
of Lords as ‘“a mere babble shop.”” That
is what Opposition members are bringing
this Chamber to—‘a mere babble shop”’—
instcad of making true statements and offer-
ing honest criticism of the Government. I
do_not object to honest criticism, but I do
object to dishonest criticism and dishonest
statements.

Right through the debate hon. members
opposite have touched on the few instances
of State enterprise conducted by the Govern-
ment, which, in the embryo stage, like pri-
vate enterprises outside, show small prospect
of profit: but they have evaded every admin-
istrative measure that has benefited the
farmers as well as the industrial section of
the people. The Government cater for all
sections of the community. We have not
had one word of commendation of the Govern-
ment from hon, members opposite in regard
to their action in bringing in the Regulation
of Sugar Cane Prices Bill, which has resulted
in giving millions of pounds to the sugar-
growers and making the sugar industry a
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white industry. We have the so-called
farmers’ representatives opposite condemning
the State Produce Agency, which was estab-
lished to assist the farmers of the State and
to help them to overcome the exploitation
of the middleman. Mistakes have inevitably
occurred, but they will be rectified in future,
The fact remains that we have handled
farmers’ produce at a lower rate than private
agencies have done, and, as the agency
grows, we shall be able to cater more suc-
cessfully for the farmers. The mistakes
which have been made will be an object-lesson
to the Government, enabling them to safe-
guard the interests of the farmers in future.

Ancther measure which has been a boon to
small settlers in Queensland is the Advances
to Settlers Act, but every hon. member oppo-
site has avoided touching on that measure.
Through that Act hundreds of farmers have
received assistance which has enabled them
to improve their farms and to bring them to
a productive and successful condition.

Another administrative action of the
Government worth mentioning is the provid-
ing of facilities for school children In out-
back places. The expenditure for schools in
country districts by this Government com-
pares more than favourably with that of any
other Government in the history of Qucens-
land. Itinerant teachers are sent to farms
in the outlying portions of the State where
it is impossible to get sufficient children
together to warrant the erection of a school.

A great deal! has been said about the lack
of interest on the part of the Government in
the destruction of prickly-pear. 1 have had
conversations with the Secrctary for Public
Lands, and I find that he is giving assistance
wherever possible to cope with this pest. All
Governments prior to the Labour Government
—and the Labour Government also—have
recognised the fact that to attempt to eradi-
cate this pest with a man and a hoe would
be financially impossible. We have to depend
upon science to cope with it, and we are on
the road to success. We read recently that
one of our professors has introduced certain
fungi and insects from South America and
Africa with a view to effectively using them
for the destruction of the pear in Queens-
land. The Government are paying a quota
of the expense of the investigations, and it
is to be earnestly hoped that very beneficial
results will accrue in the near future.

I would refer to the Pure Seeds Act which
the Government have passed; also to the
wheat pool legislation, and the guarantee
given by the Government to the farmers.
Attempts have been made to criticise unfairly
the Wheat Pool Board, but no praise has
been given to the Government for their
action. The abolition of the Railway Guar-
antee Act has not been dealt with by the
Opposition. The establishment of sugar-
mills to assist farmers in outside places in
the cane areas, where no mills were avail-
able, has been of great benefit to the sugar-
growers. Several Government mills have
been erected, and the sugar industry is
progressing largely through the assistance of
the Government.

Another point which has been intentionally
omitted by hon. members opposite is in regard
to the assistance which has been given by the
Government to settlers who have lost heavily
through cyclones in the North. Clermont has
good cause to appreciate the treatment which
they have received from the Government.
The lower part of the town was practically
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swept away by flood, and through the pass-
ihg of the Clermont Flood Relief Act and
the assistance given under the Workers’
Dwellings Act a new town, superior to the
old one which was washed away, has sprung
up.

Looking at the administrative measures and
the legislation of the Government, one can
only come to the conclusion that the real
Farmers' party is on this side of the House.
We on this side understand the economic
system under which we are living, and recog-
nise that we are elected by the people, not
to do as hon. members opposite claim they
are doing—that is, just to cater for one
little soction of the community—but to see
that all interests in the community get a
fair deal. Certain interests will naturally
be affected by legislation which is passed for
the good of the people of Queensland, and
we hear those interests which are affected
squealing through their representatives on
the opposite side.

I will just qucte a few of the things done
by this Government for the industrial
workers. They have passed the Industrial
Arbitration Act and the Factories and Shops
Act, and brought about land reform, which
has ducourawed the land monopolists whom
hon. members opposite represent. They have
passed - the Mines Regulation Act and the
Machinery and Scaffolding Act. Then they
passed the Shearers and Sugar Workers’
Accommodation Act, which ensures decent
accommodation instead of the insanitary
hovels which the shearers and sugar-workers
had to be content with previously. All these
measures are beneficial to the community,
but hon. members opposite give the Govern-
ment no credit for them. A few little things
like the State fishshop, which showed a
slight loss during the last financial year, are
held up as examples of the extravagance of
this Government.

Mr. Fry: Have they ever paid?

FOLEY : If we are only going to look
at everythmg from a profit-making point of
view, we are not going to do much for the
benefit of the masses. What we must look
at is the service given to the community,
and not the making of profits.

At 845 p.m.,

Mr. KIRWA\I relieved the Speaker in the
chair.

Mr. FOLEY There are such things as
free State education, compensation for
miners’ phthisis, baby clinies, at which
mothers In times of sickness can receive
medical treatment and advice for their chil-
dren, and Government labour exchanges, to
prevent chaos and enable the workers to have
a better organisation for placing them in
work. There is the fair rents legislation,
which has benefited many who were being
exploited by the rackrenter who bled the
community in the past. Not a word has been
said about the benefits which accrued to the
commuuity by the establishment of the
Public Curator’s Department. Then there are
the Public Defender and the Official Solicitor.
The hon. gentleman who has just spoken
would Drobably take exception to the passing
of legislation making provision for the
defence of prisoners who are not in a
position to pay for legal advice.

The Speech covers a wide area, touching
upon almost everything of 1mportance—the
administrative acts of the Government and
the difficulties they had to face during last
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Parliament and during the last financial
vear; also a review of important measares
to be submitted this session, which will do
much for the people of Queensland generally.
Dealing with the State’s mineral produe-
tm‘], it 1s pointed out that while last year
it amounted in value to £3,462,214—it was
neerly £1,000,000 over the average yield
because of the high price in the early part
of the pOrlOd the industry suffered a severe
check at the beginning of this year by the
fall in prices, which was so great that practi-
cally all our copper and tin mining enter-
prises had to be closed down. That is one
of the factors which has tended to create so
much unemployment. Yet we find hon.
gentlemen opposite trying to make out that
this Government are responsible for the clos-
ing of those mines. Referring to coal, His
Excellencv touches on the work done by the
Mines Department in the direction of
exploiting the coal resources in the Central
district. If this Government had done
nothing else, at least credit should be given
to the becletarv for Mines for the active
manner in which he has been administering
his department and the sympathetic treatment
he has given to various parts of the State
in opening up and exploiting some of the
coal deposits containing enormous quantities
of coal. At a later date. when the facilities
which are being cstablished are finally
settled, ™ that will go a long way towards
increasing the wealth production of this
State. Touching upon Bowen, the Speech
says—

“The Bowen State Coalmine has been
sufficiently developed for an output from
the main seam of 500 tons per day, and
attention is being given to the Garrick
seam with the wiew of having its coal
available when it is needed for coke-
making.”’

I can foresee that in the very near future
Bowen as a coal exporter will be second to,
if not ahead of, Newoastle. I have been
lucky enough to come in contact with men
who have been interested in the coal trade
and lately have been travelling round the
world. The analysis of the product from
the Blair Athol seam and the splendid
quality of the coal in Bowen have impressed
practically every firm which deals in coal on
the other side of the world. The only things
we have to contend with ere the high ship-
ping freights between Australia and the
castern countries. If it were not for those,
instead of the Blair Athol miners Wmlunv
one day a week as at present, there would
b2 a continuous traffic from Blair Athol to
Rockhampton or Broadmount. I would like
to point out to Ministers that the time is
opportune for the Government to give
greater assistance to the development of the
coal export trade than thev have given in
the past. At Broadmount they came to the
assistance of the Blair Athol Company and
established loading facilities, with the result
that the company hopes in the near future
to have a few boats calling for coal. They
have been handicapped by reason of tho coal
embargo placed on the export of coal from
Australia by the Federal Government. On
account of the row caused by the workers
in New South Wales, that embargo has been
or is to be lifted. I would like to point out
to the Government that in the middle of the
last century England was the hub of the
financial world by reason of her having
developed an export trade in coal. By that
means they drew the ships of the world to
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their ports. Eventually they obtained con-
trol of a great part of the manufacture of
cotton. Coal has represented practically nine-
tenths of Britain’s exports, The vessels that
visited and took away the coal on their return
journey to Xngland brought raw material
from various parts of the world, enabling
different manufactures to be established. At
a later date America established ecal-loading
facilities, and made special efforts to develop
an export trade. She has made such great
strides that in the near futurc she will be
ahead of Britain. The Americans arrange
their railway system in such a way that they
draw 5,000 tons of coal 450 miles in one train-
load, whereas in England the greatest load is
300 tons, though the distance 1s not so great.
It would be impossible for us to compete
successfully in an export trade to places
close to England or America, because their
systems are so up to date that they can land
the product at the seaports and ship it at a
much cheaper rate than we can do. The
lowest weight in @ coal wagon in America
is 50 tons, whereas the highest weight in a
coal hopper wagon in Queensland is about 125
tons. We have to concentrate our efforts on
the eastern part of the world. Japan’s coal
supplics are not of such a good quality, and,
although they have coolie labour, the cost
of production is greater than it is at Blair

Atho!l and other parts of Australia. We need
a systemn of railway concessions to bring
our coal from the hinterland, such as Blair

Athol. TEven if the State lost a sum of
money for a number of years, it would pay,
because they would be es‘rabhshmg a trade.
Such a thing as losing a few pounds in
railway f1e1ghts would be amply compensated
by increased revenue in the way of royalties
to the Mines Dohaxtment In addition,
instead of a population f 400 or 500, there
would be a population of 1,000 at Blair
Athol if the output were doubled. Those
prople would be circulating their money,
and, in addition, there would be the circula-
tion of the dividends on the shares, If
possible, at some futurp date I am going to
bring ahout a conference of the coalmining
companies with the Government so that some
arrangement may be come to with the object
of launching an export trade and increasing
the production of our abundant natural
wealth at Blair Athol and the Central dis-
trict of Quecnsland.

I wish to compliment the Government on
the assistance given to gem miners at Anakie.
Several sneers have come from the other side
in reference to the attempt made by the
Government to stabilise the gem industry,
provide more employment, and befter the
living of the worker in the gem industry.
Much has been done since_we began opera-
tions. An attempt was maae to inaugurate a
system by which the miners would get the

full return from their product.

[9 p.m.] Investigations were made, and the

only conclusion the Government
could come to was that all the gems produced
on the Anakie field must go through the one
agency if any degree of success were to be
attained. .

Mr. Fry: Rubin Brothers.

Mr. FOLEY: Eventually Rubin Brothers
were appointed agents for the miners to
market the Mpphu"es The old system which
was in operation on the field proved worth-
less and against the best interests of the
miners. Therefore this new schemec was
launched and an agreement entered into.
This provided that all stones were to go
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through one agency—namely, Rubin Brothers,
who received 5 per cent. commission on the
total sales from the gems sold on the oversea
markets.  Rubin Brothers also received
interest on the money advanced to the miners
on their gems. The money advanced to the
miners was 75 per cent. of the estimated sell-

ing price of the gems-on the Kuropean
market. Everything went nicely for three
months, During six weeks’ actual operations

in the first period of three months £36,000 in
carh was distributed amongst the miners as
advances, the average price being £7 10s, per
oz. That was the sum received by the miners
for first-grade *‘ parcel blue’’ sapphires. To
show the success which attended the opera-
tions of the scheme up to a certain point,

might mention that in 1918 there wecre 3,591
oz. of “ parcel blue’’ sapphires sold for £1,078
12s. 6d., which worked out at £3 per oz. In
1919 there were 10,000 oz. produced, which
realised through the private gem buyers on
the field 227000, working out al £3 T+s. Td.
per oz. That was the most prosperous year in
the history of the.sapphire fields of Anakie.
One buyver tried to get control of the main
production of the field on one occasior, with
the result that he forced prices up to the
fictitious value of £20 per oz for first-quali ty
“blues,” but that was an _abnormal period.
Owing to the prices realised by miners in the
boom and the fact that many h-ld back their
product from the gem agents there was an
increase in the price paid compared with
anv other in the history of the field. For
instance, in Janunary, 1920, there were 940 oz.
of “blues” produced for £4,963, averaging
£5 2s. per oz ‘In February there were 1,040
oz, produced for £6.036, averaging £5 16s.
per cz. In Xarch 823 oz. were produced for
£5937; 1 did not work ocut the average.
In April, 1,654 oz. were produced for £11,408,
an average of £6 12s. p2r oz. In September

501 oz. were produced for £3,011, equal to
£6 per oz. In December, 1920, therc were
955 oz. produced for £2.997, equal to £3 2s.
per oz.  While this scheme ‘was in operation

the following prices wers 1ea11sed —1921:

January, que. 68 oz.—£500—£LT7 Ts. per oz.
February, blues, 2,618 oz.—£19,708—£‘7 105.
per oz.; March, blues, £5,957T—£T

5s. per 0z.; April, blues, 1,000 oz.—£6,822—

£6 152, per oz.; May, blues, 450 oz.—£1,634
—£3 12s. per oz, ;. June, blues, 399 oz.—£931—
£2 6s. per oz In some 1ns+ances under this

arrangement the miners received as high as
£14 per oz. on parcels that were considered
by the miners’ grader to be above the aver-
age, and as low as £3 per oz. on some parcels
that were, in his opinion, below the average.
When the scheme was launched an agreement
was arranged between the Government and
Rubin Brothers, based in anticipation of the
market remaining normal, and it was antici-
pated what the normal average market prlce
would be. Under the arrreemepf the price
paid to the miner for his product was to be
£8 per oz, on the average. Rubin Brothers
reccived an advice from their firm in France
saying that was a safe price to work on, with
the result that operations were carried out
satisfactorily.

The Howmr SECRETARY: We actually paid

higher rates than the Agent-General advised.
Mr. Fry: That was done to create =
monopoly.

My, FCLEY: It was never intended to
create any monopoly. The idea of the scheme
was to make the miners the monopolists
over their own product, and Rubin Brothers
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were appointed sole agents to market it
through. After the scheme was in operation
tor three months there came an entire
collapse of the gem markets of the world,
We had advice from the Agent-GeneraI’s
office verifying the cable received from Rubin
Brothers. The result was that we had gems
stored to the value of £42 000, which could
not be sold by the agent in Paris. Seeing
that we had this accumulated stock in hand,
other arrangements had to be made before
the system eould be worked satisfactorily.
While these arrangements were being made
between the Government and the agent the
price was reduced; and that is the reason
why the Oppowtlon have been written to by
a few malcontents on the field who would not
be satisfied with anything. Notice was given
by the Minister to terminate the agreement,
and, at the same time, Rubin Brothers were
asked to offer any new suggestions in the
hope that we could arrange a system based
upon the depressed market, so that the
market could be gradually fed and not
glutted. and so that the miner would
eventually gt the same price as if the market
was in a normal state. The original agree-
ment compelled the agent to sell, and not to
hold the gems, and, as I say, the scheme
was very successful for the first three months.
We were unlucky in launching our scheme
too late. If the scheme bad been launched
twelve months sooner it would have been a
huge success, and it ‘would have been to the
credit of the Government for having done
something for the gem miners of Queensland.
Owing to the collapse of the market the
scheme did not work out as well as it might
have done. I understand new proposals
have been received from Rubin Brothers and
discussed by the Government, and if, after
investigations are mads, the proposals prove
satisfactory, at some future date they will be
submitted to the miners for approval. If the
miners are satisfied, the Government will
enter into another agrcemcnt in the hope
that better results will accrue. If the
Government had not entered into the agres-
ment with Rubin Brothers for the sale of the
gems, the miners on the field would not
have been able to sell 10,000 oz., but under
the agreem:nt ther sold £50, 000 w01th up
to date.

Mr. Fry: What about the fancy gems?

Mr. FOLEY : Regarding fancy gems, we
possess the finest variety of sapphlrea in the

world,  We have yellow sapphires, green
sapphires, and ruby and ‘Daltl-”OIOLled
sapphires, but there is wbsolu‘rolv no market

for these gems overscas. The arrangement
with the Govornment and Rubin Bro‘rhers did
not refer to fancy gems, the only stones we
were interested in belnrr the first-class blue,
second-class  blue, mqohlne stones, and
corundum.

I wish to draw attention to another phase
of the Government administration, and that
is forestry. We have heard a good dcal said
by hon. members opposite in “condemnation
of the Forestry Department, stating that the
department has been the main cause of the
increascd yrice in timber. Seeing that 74
per cent. of the production of log timber in
Queensland comes off farm-clearing and pri-

vate property, I think that the Forestry
Department shonld be exonecrated from any
charge in that direction. The hon. member
for Normanby makes the charge that,
.be(‘mhc of the excessive royalty eharcred by

this Government, many firms in Brlsbanc are

[6 SEPTEMBER.]

Address in Reply 541

holding off building until the Labour
Government are ousted from office. The
hon. members opposite, including the hon.
member for Normanby, show great ignorance,
so far as a knowledge of the economics of
forestry go. It. would be an education for
them to look up the last annual report of
the Director of Iforestry touching upon price-
fixing in relation to timber values, 1 wish
to quote one or two liftle points in regard
to advance in prices. Mr, Swain is a man
well versed in his subject—in silviculture and
forestry. It is all very fine for hon. mem-
bers opposite to stand up and make the

accusation that the Forestry Department and-

its royalty system are responsible for the
increased prices, The increase in timber values
has not been local, but is world wide, If we
refer to the prices quoted in the Director’s
report, we will find a gradual increase in
the price of timber, dating back from the
days of early settlement, and that it is not
caused by excessive royalties, but by the
gradual depletion of our forestry resources,

- making it necessary for our timber-haulers

to go further back into the forest, thereby
involving extra cost in harvesting and
producing.

Mr. BEBBINGTON :
stump.

These are prices at the

FOLEY : In many places the depart-
ment have the1r own bullock teams, and
draw their log supplies to the sldmg, and
the logs are put up under ‘a competitive
system at an upset price which is very rea-
sonable, and the buyers from the different
sawmills, including the State sawmills, in
bidding 19111y determine the market prlCO of
timber. The Director of Forestry says—

¢ The advance in timber values has not
been merely local, hut universal. The
imported equlvalent of Queensland pines
—viz., American redwood—was qucted in
1914 at from 22s. to 24s. 6d.; in 1917 the
market prices ranged from 3%s. to 35s. 6d.
By 1919 it could be secured only on pay-
ment of up to 5ds.; and this year’s
shipments are costing 90s. Baltic pine
prices similarly had advanced from 10s.
per 100 running feet in 1814 to 32s. in
1920.”

He further says—

““In considering these advances it must
not be overlooked that in the case of
lumber there is no such thing as a prices
level, and that the normal trend in all
countries is an upward incline, due,
obviously, to the gradual depletlon of
the original forests (particularly of the
accessible areas) and the operation of the
law of compound interest in the case
of plantations created by the expenditure
of money. Hitherto, the factor of cost
of production has not been taken into
account in the sale of forest ploducts,
and a hurried, shortsighted liquidation
of alienated timber crops throughout the
world has resulted in depressed values
for wood. The effecct of war has been
to cut Australia off sharply from its pre-

vious inundation by low-cost foreign
lumber surpluses, and so soon as the
pessimiism  of war conditions cleared
away, there hegan that lift in local

timber values which, though viewed with
grave alarm by the industries momen-
tarily directly. aHected represents not so
much a price in Ha‘mon as a reversion to
vu]ue»nornahty, taking into account the

Mr. Foley.)
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previously forgotten but essential factor
of cost of forest production.”
Again, he says—

“ It is axiomatic that the market value
of the log fixes the radius of profitable
haulage and, therefore, of the acreage of
forest to be drawn upon to supply the
needs of sawmills, A reduction of log
price or an increase in log haulage costs
automatically reduces the area of opera-
tion, and, therefore, the quantity of raw
material available at rail. At the pre-
sent time there is a shortage of logs,
and the natural tendency is to increase
log prices in order to increase log sup-
plies. When the reverse happens, the
=tanding timber beyond the existing limits
of profitable haulage becomes unmarket-
able, and the individual settler, unable
ta "await the reaction, is forced to fell
and burn an indispensable national and
personal asget, in order to make a more
immediate livelthood by growing a
shorter-period crop. 8o, whilst the
country is perilously short of wood, indis-
pensable supplies of timber may be
destroyed by the compulsion of economic
conditions.’’

I have had ecxperience in my own case. I
have done a 1ot of timber harvesting in
my time, cutting girders and railway timber
supplies in various parts of Australia, and
I know it is & fact that in every State in the
Commonwealth the timber supplies nearer to
railways are gencrally exhausted first, and,
as you advance into the hinterland, you meet
with greater disadvantages, and it naturally
follows that the cost of producing and har-
vesting increascs, I have exhausted my time,
but I have dealt with many points raised by
hon. members oppaosite. I hope that in
future, instead of criticising in the manner
in which they have done, they will at least
give some credit wherce credit is due.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): During the
debaie on the Address in Reply hon. mem-
bers opposite have constantly reciterated the
statement that Opposition members have been
defaming the State. That is not correct.
We know perfectly well, and no one knows
better than hon. members opposite, that the
criticism has been directed against the
Administration and has not been directed
against the State. No one in this Chamber
can truthfully defame this State. Every
hon. member recognises that we possess pro-
bably the most wonderful State in the Com-
monwealth, and that its possibilities are
practically limitless. No hon., member on
this side of the House has defamed the State.
There is a difference betwcen criticising and
finding fault with the Administration or the
Government of the State and finding fault
with the State itself. It has been said more
than once that the assets of Queensland were
never of greater value than they are to-day.
If the Government set out to-day to construct
our railways and build our public offices
and buildings and cquip them with the
necessaries for carrying ouf governmental
functions and activities, it would probably
cost us 50 per cent. more than they have cost
us in the past. The assets of the State are of
a greater value to-day than ever before.
Unfortunately, the credit of the State is for
the time being suffering on account of the
icvernment who have been administering
our affairs. Tt has really become almost
tiresome on account of the number of times
tkat that has been repeated in this House, to

iMr, Foley.
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say that that is the real cause of the trouble
which exists in Queensland to-day; and,
until credit is restored, just so long shall we
continue to experience the difficulties we are
experiencing in Queensland to-day. During

_ this debate T have not been able to discover

any cvidence on the part of the Government
that the legislation which they propose to
carry ouf in the future will be on different
lines from what they have carried out in the
past. We find hon. members opposite urging
the Government to go ahead as fast as they
possibly can with a Loan Bill and make 1t
compulsory, if necessary. What are the
reasons which actuate hon. niembers to get
up and speak in that way when they know
that statements similar to that and legislative
enactments similar to that are causing the
difficulties which the Government are ex-
periencing to-day in carrying on the affairs
of thiz State? Confiscation and compulsion!
There are only probably two occasions when

there should be any necessity to
[9.30 p.m.] raise money by a compulsory

ioan. The first is when war is
devastating or threatens to devastate the
country, and the second is when famine pre-
vails in the country. In the two cases I have
named it is quite justifiable to raise money
compulsorily ; but there is no justification at
the present time for resorting to compulsion
to raize loan money in Queensland. Money
has been simply rolling in to the Govern-
ment from every diréction; and the result
has been that the Government have lost con-
trol of the finances of the State, and have
spent monev in State enterprises, in which
tons of thousands of pounds have been lost.

Reference was made this afternoon to the
State iron and steel works; but, in my
opinion, the Government have had such a fil1
of State enterprices that, if the money were
available to-morrow to start the State iron
and stcel works, they would turn the pro-
posal down.

Mr. COLLINS:
platform.

Mr. TAYLOR: The hon. member has not
read the  Standard” to-day, in which he
will find it reported that another State
enterprisc has ¢ gone bung.” The Govern-
went are going to sell the ¢ Douglas Maw-
son,”” and Burke and Company have con-
tracted to run a ship to the Northern ports,
with a subsidy from the Government.

Mr. Prast: If the “ Douglas Mawson’’ had
not been run, the people of the North would
have starved.

Mr. TAYLOR: I recognise that there was
justification for the purchase of a steamer
to supply ¢the wants of the people in the
Gulf country; but one of the biggest blunders
that the Government made was to buy the
“ Douglas Mawson® to carry on the work.
If the Government had simply said to Burke
and Company, “ We will give you so much
a year to run a steamer to North Queens-
land,” they would not have lost money in
connection with the  Douglas Mawson.”

The TrzASURER: We tried every private
firm in Australia, and it was the only boat
we could buy.

Mr. TAYLOR: The raising of a com-
pulsory loan will mean financial suicide to
the State. If that action is going to be
adopted, it will be so much the worse for
tha State. What we want in Quecnsland is
a fair and equitable mode of taxation, buf
we find that cvery possible means of taxation

No; it is a plank of our
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has been resorted to by the Government,
until the absolute limit has been reached, and
the people are nearly bled white. There
are no other sources of taxation that the
GGovernmoent can tap. The retrospective rents
pasable under the Land Acts Amendment
Act of 1920 will not be recsived during the
current year. They amount to £359,000.
Income tax is going to show a shrlnlxa,ge of
- at least 35 per cent., and probably more, and
that has to be added to the decreased reburns
in other directions. Railway returns are
falling off. Then therc is the extra rate of
interest which we shall have to pay on
Treasury bills which are falling due, and

in connection with existing loans which
mature during the current year. How are
we going to face those liabilities? The

Federul Government are having the utmost
difficulty to get the Diggers Toan at the
present time. No one is going to say that
the Federal Government are faultless in
regard to the expenditure of money. They
have, unfortunately, made blunders like our
State Government, and the sooner they are
rectified the better it will be for Australia
as a whole.

T have read the Governor’s Speech with a
great amount of interest. We are glad to
soe that His Bxcellency took a journey to the
far North and made himself conversant with
the conditions there.

Mr. CoLLINS: At the public cxpense.

AMr. TAYLOR : He is not the only one who
travels at the public expense. Both the hon.
member and myself do that, and our wives
also.

Mr. CoLLins: We have to pay the expenses
of our wives up and down the coast.

Mr. TAYLOR: The Governor saw more
of the country on his visit than he would
learn from reading about it for six months.
He, as well as the Governor-General of the
Commonwealth, were impressed with the
emptiness of North Queensland. It is unfor-
tunate that the Northern part of the State
is so sparsely populated. The hon. member
for Herbert gave the credit for practically
everything that has been done in North
Queensland to the Labour Government; but
one Opposition member showed that a large
amount of money had been spent in con-
nection with sugar-mills, railways, wharves,
and different activities in North Queensland
before there ever was a Labour Government,
so that the statement of the hon. member
that development of North Queensland has
been brought about solely by a Labour Go-
vernment is not quite true. The problem of
peopling the North is one which we have
to face. We have not solved it yet. I am
afraid that the methods adopted in the
past are not going to solve the problem.
Until we can make the home life in the
northern part of Queensland more attractive
and comfortable for women. we shall never
fill it with a white population. I have not
been up North for a considerable time, but
the lack of conveniences for women and chil-
dren when I was there made the possibility
of peopling North Queensland look practically
hopeless to me. To enable North Queens-
land to be defended, a virile population is
required.

Mr. Cornnivs:
freights.

Mr. TAYLOR : We want everything cheap.
It appears to me that the day of cheap
things has gone by for a considerable time.
There does not seem to be any probability of

We want cheap shipping
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things becoming any cheaper.
states—

“8o far as I have travelled I have
been greatly impressed by the vast possi-
bilities of the State, and while there is
no reason why our people should lose
courage, or endurance, or ability in even
the most northern portion of it, numeri-
cally they are unequal to the responmblh-
ties the possession of so large and rich
a territory has imposed on them.”

That 1is very true. 'The responsibilities
dexolvmg upon the mere handful of people
in North Queensland at the present time is
a greater responsibility than they can reason-
ably bear. The Governor also states—

“To exploit fully such enormous
natural resources a much greater popula-
tion than we now have is imperatively
needed, and State and Commonwealth are
co-operating in an immigration scheme
which my advisers are of oplmon will
secure for Queensland as many immi-
grants of the best kind as we can
accommodate,”

I am not in favour of putting a lot of single
men on the land. It will be better if we
can get from abroad married couples who
will settle in North Queensland. A man on
the land is at a great loss unless he has a
wife to help him in his work. If we could
get married couples to go to North Queens-
land, with a little capital to assist them
during the first years of seftlement, we
skould have accomplished something in the
interests of the State.

Another matter dealt with ‘in the Speech,
and which has been referred to by the hon.
membear for Oxley, is water conservation.
The hon. member told us about the increased
cost in regard to the Inkerman irrigation
area, due to the delays and underestnna.f"s
as to the cost. It 1s quite cvident that
greater care is necessary in estimating the
cost of big public works. If you are going
to load an irrigation scheme, such as the one
at Inkerman, and a man is going to be
asked to pay over £200 a year in water rates,
you will add greatly to the cost of production,
and, as a natural consequence, to the cost
of living.

At 9.45 p.m.,

The SpEARER resumed the chair.

Mr. TAYLOR: We all realise that drought
conditlons have become somewhat normal.
Every few years we get a drought perlod
and the country suffers to the extent of pro-
bably ‘millicns of pounds. The matter was
breught before me very forcibly when a
parliamentary party went to Charleville at
the time Sir Ross Smith arrived in Queens-
land. The day we arrived in Charleville
there was not a drop of water in the Warrego
River. There had been heavy rains in the
back country, and at about 3 or 4 o’clock
the following afternoon the flood waters
came down the Warrego River, although not
a drop of rain had fallen in Charlevll]e
In three or four days the river was running
8 or 10 feet deep. The whole of that water
ran to waste. I have never had a greater
object lesson on the necessity for water con-

The Governor

servation. Money Invested in that direction
would be well spent. We should ba able to
irrigate a limited arca of country, and we

should probably save the lives of hundreds
of thousands of stock, thus adding to the
prosperity of the State.

We all know that at the present time a
world-wide financial depression exists. No

Mr. Taylor.]
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one denies it. As a result we know there is
a. considerable amount of unemployment.
But, surely, we must ask ourselves, can the
Government fairly and honestly claim, con-
sidering the amount of revenue they have
received, that things should be in the deplor-
able state they are in? Government suppor-
ters cannot truthfully say we should bs in
this position. If our revenue had been
falling, there might have been some excuse
for the unemployment. But our revenues
have been continually expanding, and now
we are coming to the time when there is
going to be a big fall, and we have no
reserves of taxation, and do not know where
to turn in order to carry on the activities of
government in the way in which they should
be carried on.

A GoVERNMENT MEMBER:
‘propose ?

Mr. TAYLOR: As a start, something
should be done in the way of restoring the
credit of the State. The Government should
show their regret at some of the legislation
they have introduced, having acted detri-
mentally to the best interests of the State.
If that were done, we would progress, be-
cause it is abundantly evident that our only
salvation at the present time is going to
come from an influx of money from outside.
We have to get it somehow, and the only
way is to show that we are determined that
our legislation in the future will be so
framed that it will not impair the credit of
the country. It has been said that an
attempt was made on the other side of the
world to interfere with the domestic legisla-
tion of the State. Nothing of the kind has
been done. The Government can introduce
any legislation they like and nobody can
interfere. But if, after they have intro-
duced that legislation, they go to the man
outside and tell hiin they want to borrow,
surely it is within his right to say whether
or not he is disposed to lend it. Can that be
called interfering with our domestic legisla-
tion? The credit of the country is as good
as that of any country in the world; it is
the Government’s credit that has gone smash,
and which is responsible for the whole of
our trouble.

The Speech also contains remarks in regard
to the North-South Railway. 1 quite agree
with the remarks of the hon. member for
Oxley in that connection, Why should this
State, which we say is the best and richest
State, be in the position of a common mendi-
cant begging the Federal Government to give
us £2,000,000 for the Burnett lands and to
divert a railway to Quecnsland which it was
promised would run through the centre of
Australia? Why not be men enough to carry
on our activities without having to adopt
that ignoble attitude?

The PreEmMIER: Where do you think that
railway should be built?

Mr. TAYLOR : I thinlk it should be built
in accordance with the agreement made with
the South Australia Government. and
Queensland should be prepared to build her-
self any railways she wants.

The PrEMIER: Do yvou think the Common-
wealth should spend £50,000,000 building that
railway through the desert?

Mr. TAYLOR: It is not a question of
whether I thinlkk the Commonwealth should
or should not spend £50,000,000 on the con-
struction of a railway. The fact remains
that an agreement was made that on account
of the transfer of the Northern Territory to

T.Laylor.
[Mr. Tayl
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the federation they would build that rail-
way.

~ The PremiEr: Has Queensland no interest
in the matter?

_ Mr. TAYLOR: Yes, Queensland has an
interest in it, and we will have to help build
it.

The PreMIER: You want us to help build
a railway through the dosert in South.
Australia?

Mr. TAYLOR: We helped to build a
desert_railway through South Australia, and
we will have to help to build this trans-
continental railway that is going to run from
north to south of the State. The Premier
is evidently forgetting that his proposal will
mean three different railway gauges.

The PrEMIER: Not at all.

Mr. TAYLOR: You are going to have the
Victorian gauge, the New South Wales
gauge, and the Queensland gauge.

The PREMIER : Not necessarily.

Mr. TAYLOR: That is one of the things
which will have to be considered. I am like
the hon. member for Oxley. I think we have
built quite sufficient non-paying railways;
indeed, we have built a few too many. Let
us develop the land along our existing rail-
ways to the best of our ability, and then we
shall be doing some good work. To build a
lot more railways would be a great mistake
at the present time, because we have not the
nopulation., and we have not the money.
Certain railways have to be eompleted, but
a lot of careful thought would need to be
given to any proposal to construct new rail-
ways. 1 would like to read something with
vegard to Queenszland, written by a man who
knows Queensland—

“¢Tup QUEEN STATE OF THE COMMON-
WEALTH.’ :
¢ Queensland—now popularly known
as the ‘Queen State of the Common-
wealth’—might be truly described in the
words of the Patriarch as ‘A land of
promise. A goodly land. . . A
land flowing with milk and honey. A
land of wheat and of barley. A land
of vines and fig-trees and pomegranates;
whosc stones are made of iron and out
of whose hills you may dig brass. .
Where thy flocks and herds multiply, and
thy silver and gold is multiplied, and
evervthing thou hast. . .7
Those are the words of the Agent-General
in London; that is what he says the State
is like. Tt ought to be like that; but,
unfortunately, at the present time it is not.
The Agent-General, in a very excellent report
on the vear’s operations, tells us that for
the year 1920 the total amount of all kinds
of meat imported into Great Britain was
no less than 810,000 tons. He says that this
was actually an advance of 12 per cent. on
the previous highest annual import—viz., that
of 1913. Unfortunately, we are not getting
the share we ought of that tremendous
import. The Agent-General goes on to state
the reasons. He tells us that the South
American ““ frigorificos,”” controlled by the
big Ainerican meat-packers, are at present
once more swelling the volume of this chilled
import into the United Kingdom, and the
market in this commodity may be said to
have a controlling influence over the fortunes
of frozen meat generally in any season. It
is the chilled meat which is going into
Great Britain which is prejudicially affecting
the sale of our meat in London. He goes on
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to tell us that it behoves meat-producers in
all regions to study the possibilities of joining
in this business of carrying meat with a soft
surface on long voyages. A large portion
of the Luropean market is best suited to be
served with meat which will suit the national
cooking habit of the boiling pot—chilled meat
in this regard being far preferable to frozen.
We are finding it very difficult, on account
of the immense imports from South America,
to get a payable price for our producers.
Then he points out the tremendous fall in
the value of the products which are being
sent to London. He tells us that in mid-
March mutton was at 110s. per cwt., while
in December it fell to 58s. 6d. Beef was
quoted at 110s. in mid-March, and it fell to
60s. per cwt. in December. These are the
figures of our Agent-General, who
[10 p.m.] is recognised by all parties as a
capable, efficient business man
who knows what he is writing about. He
tells us in regard to hides that Queensland
hides, of 20 to 40 lb., brought from 26d.
to 28d. per Ib. in the beginning of 1920, and
they were down to 104d. per 1b. in December.
That shows how the prices of pastoral pro-
ducts fell during the year, and that is the
reason we are subject to such a slump in
values. In addition to that, there is the
increased cost of production. I do not intend
to take up the time of the House any longer,
but I express the hope that any legislation
the Government propose to introduce will be
something we can all support. The Govern-
ment have got on their list a Bill for the
abolition of the Upper House, but we know
they do not intend to abolish the Upper
House at all. They never intended to abolish
it. All their talk about abolishing the Upper
House is all camouflage and humbug. The
Tegislative Council will be there for the next
fifty years, and probably some of the
younger generation who are members now
will be members in fifty years’ time. I hope
the Government will give serious attention
to some of their legislation and jettison
some of it. They have jettisoned the
“ Flappers’ Vote” Bill, and I do not see any
mention of the Greater Brishane Bill. There
are a few other Bills we have lost sight of
lately, and I do not suppose we shall ever
see them again. I hope we never will.

Mr. BARBER (Bundaberg): I beg to move
the adjournment of the debate.
Question put and passed.

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

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