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Personal Esxplanation,

TUESDAY, 12 SEPTEMBER, 1922,

The Speaxker (Hon. W. Bertram, Maree)
tock the chair at 11 a.m.

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES,
1921-1922.

The SPEAKTETR announced the receipt from
His Exccllency the Governor of a message
transmitting the Supplementars Hstimates,
Revenue, Trust and Special, and Loan No. 2,
1921-1922.

The Fstimatas were ovdered to be printed
and referred to Committee of Supply.

VOTE OF (CREDIT.
Ox Accorsr 1923-1924,

The SPTEAKER announced the receipt from
His Excellencr the Governor of a message
recommending that provision be made, cn
account, for the services of the several
departiments of the public service for the
vear ending 30th June, 1924, of the following
sunis

From the Consolidated Hevenue Fund of
Queanslind, exclusive of the moneys
standing to the credit of the Loan
Fuand Acccunt, the sum of £1,200,000;

From the Trust and Speecial Funds, the
sum of £%500,000;

From the moneys standing to the credit
of the Loan Tund Account, the sum
of £600,000.

The message was ordered to be referred
to the Committee of Supply.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Hox. J. G. APPEL (4lbert): I desire the
permission of the House to make a personal
explanation.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the
House that the hon. member for Albert be
allowed to make a personal explanation?

HonouraerE MEMBERS: Hear, Hear!

Hox. J. G. APPEL: During the discus-
sion upon the Estimates of the Department
of Public Works on the 6th instant, the
Klinistcr in charge of that department made
personal references to myzelf. By interjee-
tion, he dexired to know how much I had
paid tho ““ Courier ” for the insertion of an
address fo the electors of Nundah in the year
1893. T.ater he read what he =tated was a
translation of a civrular printed in German
and commented thercon. As I have never
had the opportunity of seecing the supposed
original circular, though I have endeavoured
to do so for the past twenty-nine years, I
cannot express an opinion upon the accuracy
of the translation even. As this translation
distorts well-known facts and is inaccurate,
is not signed by my usual signature, and
misnames my address at that date, ¥ would
much like to sce the original. The supposed
translation appeared under an advertisement
signed by the late Sir Thomas Mellwraith,
who therein advised the electors of Nundah
not to vote for me, and was signed and
authorised on behalf of the committee of the
candidate endorsed bv that leader, who was
then Premier of the State. It was admitted
to be a political squib at my expense. Dur-
ing the war the Labour party quoted this
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mythical trenslation in the ¥ouse, and also
published it by circular distributed to the
electors of the Albert at the last two general
cicctions,  2fy conduet during the war and
wy life’s record previous thereto, no doubt
caused surh eclectors to estimate the object
cf my opponent= at its truc value, as evi-
denced by the increased majoritics cast for
me’on caeh such oceasicn.  Obituary notices
« father's desceat, which appear in
ne Courier ” and ““ Daily Mail 7
-, 1910, four years before the war,
are identieal with  those of my personal
cxplanation in this ouse on 5th November,
1914, Quoting from “ Iansard,” volume
exviit., «f the year 1914, pese 1758, 1 said—
T am proud to be descended from so
1"10%]0 a man as my late maternal grand-
father.”

To-day I am still ax proud, and I only wish
that 1 could emulate the pood works of tha
noble man mentioned for his labours for the
welfare of his fellows by ail early historians
of cur State. His name to-day still remains
a hovschold word in the electorate which
have the horour to represent and in othor
districts of south-casteri Queensland. T refer
to the late Pastor ITaussmann.

OrposiTion MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. BEBBINGTON : Another political squib;
another ¢ dud.” ‘

SUPPLY.

RESUMPTION OF COMMITTEE—SIXTEENTEH
ALLOTTED Day.

(Mr. Kirwan, Brisbane, in the chair.)

DepartviNT oF Puspic LANDS.
DISTRICT OFFICES.

Question stated—

““ That £73,120 be granted for ¢ District
Offices.”

Mr. J. JONES (Kennedy): 1 take this
opportunity of placing before the Committee
some figures in regard to the number of stock
owned by cattle-breeders in Queensland. I
do that becaus, whenever I rise to speak on
this question in this House, I am accused by
Government members of speaking in the
interests of the large graziers in Queensland.

Mr. Corrins: You may not think so, but
you do so.

Mr. J. JONES: The figures I have com-
prise the foliowing districts : —Burke, Burnett,
Cook, Darling Downs, Gregory North,
Gregory South, Leichhardt, Maranoa, Mit-
chell, Moreton, North Kennedy, Port Curtis,
South Kennedy, Warrego, and Wide Bay.
The total number of owners in those districts:
owning 1,000 head of cattle and over is 916.
The number owning from 301 to 1,000 is 1,682;
those owning from 101 to 300 total 4,431;
while the men owning under 100 head total
39,208. The total number of owners is 46,232;
and they own 6,455,067 head of cattle. That
means that only one in every fifty-four owners:
in Queensland owns over 100 head of cattle.

Mr. CoLLNs : 916 owned more than all the
rest put together.

Mr. J. JONES: The hon. member is quite
wrong; there are hundreds of owners who
own from 1,000 up to 3,000.

Mr. CorLLiNs: Give us the exact figures.
Mr. J. JONES: I have not got the exdct
figures. I have given the figures relating to

small owners, and I cannot do more than
that, I do not think that 916 big graziers

My, J. Jones.]
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returned all the members of the Opposition;
it is the small owners who returned members
on this side.

_ Mr. PorrLock: The big fellows coax them
into the Graziers’ Association.

Mr. J. JONES: Even when the small
owners were getting £10 to £12 a head for
their bullocks they were making only about
£10 a week. I do not think that those men
in the good days were making more than what
could be called a fair thing, considering that
they were living on their selections and had
to maintain and educate their families in
addition to paying rates, rents, and taxes.
The same men who three years ago were
receiving a gross income of £300 to £400
are to-day recelving a gross income amount-
ing to about £100 or £150, and out of that
amount they have to pay this rackrenting
Government at least onc-half. 1 would like
the workers of Queensland—not the workers
on cattle stations, but the men working on
the railways, the men working in the factories,
and the men working in the cities—just
quietly to sit down and compare the two
classes of graziers in Queensland. On the one
hand, the selector with a paltry 300 or 400
head of cattle, and, on the other hand, the
biggest pastoralist in Queensland—the owner
of the State stations. The Government have
to pay a rental of only 17s. per square mile,
whereas the adjoining selector has to pay at
the very least £2 a square mile. The selector
has a wife and family to maintain, he has
his children to educate, and he is put to
expenses in connection with a hundred other
forms of taxation. In good times che selector
has to pay State income tax and Federal
income tax.

My, PorLock: That is not true.

Mr. J. JONES: The Government, in con-
nection with State stations, have to pay,
roughly, about 17s. per square mile, and they
also pay shire council rates and 'marsuplal
rates. They have no other liabilities except-
ing just to run the station. They have an
anlimited supply of money, which they can
porrow at 5 per cent. The selectors have 0
pay 7 per cent. to 8 per cent., and, if they
gel any financial assistance from the Govern-
ment, they are charged 10 per cent. 1 ask
any working man to consider the position of
the State stations, owned by the biggest
pastoralist in Australia, and paying the
smallest rent and taxes. They cannot pay
their way, yet they expect the poor, unfortu-
nate sclector to be able to pay all this
taxation.

Mr. COLLINS:
stations.

Mr. J. JONES: I am dealing with the
cattle industry; I am not referring to sheep
statiops. I am trying to impress upon the
Government the serious position 1in which
the cattle industry is to-day. T am not
saying anything that is not correct. If hon.

Tell us about the sheep

members opposite can refute any of my state-

ments, I hope they will do so.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwAYS: The Govern-
ment recognise that serious position, and they
are assisting the industry by reducing the
railway freight on cattle and by allowing a
remission of rent,

Mr. BEBBINGTON : By increasing the rajlway
freight 60 per cent., and then reducing it by
20 per cent. That is the Government’s form
of assistance. :

[Mr. . Jones.
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Mr. J. JONES: Did I understand the
Minister to say that the Government have
given the small salector a reduction of rent?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: A remission
of rent.

Mr. J JONES: I am glad to hear that.
If we get a reduction, I am quite satisfied.
~ Mr. BesINGTON: It is only deferred; it
1s not a remission at all. Why does the
Minister use the word  remission”? You
want to mislead the Committee.

Mr. J. JONES: If the Government are
only going to give a man time, that is not
going to be of any assistance to him. Unless
something is done to bring about a reduction
of rent for the small selectors, Queensland is
going to be very sorry for it. To-day land
15 being abandoned, and selections are being
thrown up. The hon. member for Burke
told us that land in the Gulf country was
being abandoned.

Mr. Riorpan: I did not say that.
nobody was taking up country."

Mr. J. JONES: The hon. member seemed
to be under thc impression that, because
people lived a long distance from the rail-
way, ther could not pay their way, and land
was not being taken up. I can give this
House instances where holdings totalling
140,000 acres within 40 miles of the Burdekin
meatworks have been abandoned during the
last twelve months, and if men cannot pay
their wayv when they are living almost along-
side meatworks, what chance have the men
living out at Cloncurvr 500 miles from a
meatworks? If the Government do not
recognise the position and grant a reduction
in rentz——

Mr. PorLock: You want the Government
to give instructions to the Land Court?

Mr. J. JONES: They have done so in
the past.

The SEcrETaARY FOR RaiLways: That is not
correct.

Mr. J. JONES: I do net for one moment
wish to make any reflection on the Land
Court, but men holding the position that
the members of the court hold know the
feeling of this so-called Liabour Government.
They know that for the last five or six years
ther have been howling about a rise in
rents; they know what is cxpected of them.
and naturally they do what is expected of
them. When we have instances of where the
TLand Court has raised the rents higher than
the Assessing Commissioners have valued the
holdings, and in spite of that fact, the Go-
vernment have appealed and said the rents
were not high enough, which bears out my
contention that these gentlemen have com-
plied with the Government’s wishes. It is
an extraordinary thing that a Tabour Go-
vernment in particular should be so keen
on raising rents; that they should think the
only way to populate Queensland is by impos-
ing high rentals. That scems to be the only
idea of statesmanship that hon. members
opposite have.

The SECRETARY FOR RarLwavs: They placed
the power in the hands of the Land Court.

Mr. J. JONES: Cut that out.
Mr. BuseinaroN: To carry out the wishes
of the Government.

Mr. J. JONES: For years and years the
owners of these small holdings were sup-
porters of Labour, but to-day they are

1 said
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opposed to the Labour Government. They
voted for Labour because they said Labour
would always be fair to the under dog. I do
not think they have been fair to the under
dog.

The SECRETARY For Ramwavs: The hon.
member for Mitchell was returned unopposed.

Mr. J. JONES: That does not show that
what I am saving is incorrect. The present
Government are the hardest Gov ernment on
the small man that Queensland has ever
known. The Government stations are paying
175. a mile rental, and they are charging
selectors alongside up to £5 a mile.

Mr. FoLey: Where is that?

Mr. J. JONES: Valpre, Mr. Morey, the
owner of this place, said to me recently,
“T have 100 bullocks to sell, and I will get
£400 for them if I am luckv and my rent
comes to £350. He is a good man, and the
Government leave him with £50 for the
year—not one-third of what they are giving
men in the mtv in the way of 1ehof Hon.
memb(‘rs opposite seem to imagine that they
are going to populate Quoens]and by charg-
ing hmh rentals. It reminds me of a ston
I heard some years ago. A friend of mine—
an Australian native, born of Irish parents
—said he had heard so much about old
Ireland—you know about the blarner stonc
and all those things. He made up his mind
Jrhat% if ever the hme came when he was
financially strong enough to go to Ireland,
he would take the op\)mtumtv The time
came and he went there. He travelled over
a great part of Ireland. On one occasion,
ne was travelling through an agricultural dis
trict., I mlght mention that this was the
time when Ireland was suffering from the
same disease that we are suffering from here
~rent extraction. Men there di d not know
when their rents would be raised; the land-
lords could raise them as much as they liked.
This man was being driven in a jaunting
car.

Mr. BEBBINGTOX interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I would
appeal to the hon. member for Drayton to
restrain himself. As I have mentioned before,
I would ask hon. members to give the Han'
sard ” staff a fair oppmtumtv to report hon.
members correctly. I hope the hon. member
for Drayton will allow. the hon. member for
Kennedy to proceed.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

J. JONES: As I was saying, this man
was travelhng through an agricultural dis-
trict. They passed one home which Tooked
much superior to others, and the Australian
said, “ Paddy, who is Inmo' there ”? The
driver replled “The man who owned the
house was the landlord, and he used to live
there, but he is dead now. The people shot
him.”” The Australian asked v»hat they shot
him for. and the driver said ‘ He was talk-
ing about raising the rent.”” TIf landlords in
Troland were shot for tolkmw about raising
the rent. what should be the fate of this
Government for not only raising ihe rents
by 100 per cent. or 200 per cent. more, but
making the increase retrospective for seven
years.
An OPPOSITION MEMBER :
them ?

Mr. J. JONES: T would not. I would put
them on selections of poor quality, and, after
they had been there several years, I would

1922—4 s

Would vou shoot

[12 SEPTEMBER.]

Supply. 1409

raise there rents 100 or 200 per cent. and make
it retrospective for a few years. When
the small cattle men got on their feet and
had a few pounds to spare, the Government
turned round and said, “ Wo will raise your
rents 200 per cent., and we will make the
increase retrospective for seven years ”’

Mr. BespiNngTON: The rents have been
increased by 600 per cent. in the (harters
Towers district. :

Mr. J. JONES: The Government hit these
men with the Land Act Amendment Act of
1920, which is generally known as the “ Re-
pudiation Act.”” I stand here for a reduction
of rents for the small men, who are fifty
times more important to Qucerﬁland than
the big pastoralists. In the 1902 drought,
these small men sold out their ho]dmm to
the bigger owners, and the result was that
closer scttlement decreased. That is taking
place again to-day. The man who has a bit
of money is buying out his neighbours all
round, and where vou have now a dozen
settlers, in two years you will only have one
station run by one man and some black boys.
That means decreased population. 1 hope
that the Government will show a little states-
manship and do something to help those men
who are now losing money.

Mr. POLLOCK (Gregory): 1 do not krow
whether the hon. member who has just spoken
was quite sincere in all that he said.

Mr. 3. JoxEs: Quite serious.

Mr. POLLOCK: He made :ome serious
reflections on the Land Court judges. which
no member of the Committee could allow to
pass unchallenged. He drew an analogy, in
the first place, between rentals paid by small

" selector= and the rentals paid by the Govern-

ment for the various State stations. In the
absence of correct figures from the T.ands
Department, T am not prepared to say that
those statements of his are correct.

Mr. KErr: He had the figures,
gave them to you.

Mr. POLLOCK: Suppose he gave them,
does the hon. member—who knows nothing
at all about this question—suggest that the
Government receive an unfair preference at
the hands of the Land Court judges? That
is what it amounts to.

Mr. J. Joxes: Why should they get any
preference at all?

Mr. POLLOCK : The rents of these sta-
tions werce fixed some ycars ago by the Land
Court. and when the term for which that
rental was fixed has expired, what is to
prevent the Land Court again raising the
rental of those stations?

Mr, J. Joxgs: Why don’t you pay income
tax ?

Mr. POLLOCK : Does the hon. gentleman
say that the State stations are exempt from
appeals to the Land Court?

Mr. J. JoxEs: Yes.

Mr. POLLOCXKX: The State stations are
1ot exempt from appeals to the Land Court.
Jn connestion with the rentals, every hon.
member knows that in almost every instance
the big pastoralist does nct pay nearly so
much rental as the small selector has to pay.

Mr. J. JonEs: That is just what I said.

Mr. POLLOCX : That is quite true; but
that does not apply to the State stutions.
The State stations are not getting any unfair
preference in that regard at all. The hon.
gentleman made a statement which he has no

Mr. Pollock.]

and he
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right to make. He said deliberately that he
believes an instruction was given by the
Government to the Land Court.

Mr. J. JoxEs: So it is, indirectly.

Mr. POLLOCK: That is erroneous. The
Land Court procedure is very simple. The
judges of the Land Court are appointed for
fifteen years at £1,000 per year; consequently
they are above anything like intimidation
from any party, whether it be the graziers
or the Gmewmncn* The position of a Land
Court judge is onc that should- make him
independent, but whether it works out in
practice that way or not no one can say.
People can hurl accusations against anybody
in any office, but to say that the Government
have attomptod to interfere with the Land
Court judges is guite wrong. The Govern-
ment wish the Land Court judges to be In
an independent position, and no one can say
that the judges give a preference to any-
body. No one should make a statement like
that unless he has evidence to substantiate
such_a charge. If we take the procedure of
the Land Court, we find that the assessing
Commissioner, backed up by the land rangers
“who should know every bit of country
within their district—fix vhat they consider
to be a fair rental on behalf of the Crown.
They go into court armed with proofs of
what they consider is a fair rental. The
lessee of the country also has an opportunity
of putting his case ‘before the court, and the
Land Court judge is there te hold the balance
evenly between the two parties. What is
wrong with such a system? 1f we wipe out
that ~v<t0m what shall we put in its place?

Mr. Braxp: Why Is the rent for the State
stations made smaller than the rent of the
selector ?

Mr. POLLOCK: The State stations have
to come up for assessment the same as the
others. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say
that the State stations and every other station.
in Queensland do not come up for reassess-
ment? I say ther do. There are many cases
of stations now that are due for reassess-
ment, but the Land Court has not vet had
time to deal with them.

Mr. J. Jongs: Owing to the repudiation.

Mr. POLLOCKX : Repudiation! The hon.
gentleman certainly seems to be obsessed
with that catch-cry.

Mr. J. JonEs: I am obsessed—that is quite
true.

Mr. POLLOCK : The State stations will
come before the Land Court for reassessment
the same as the other stations. There is no
reason why they should not. The State
stations have to pay rates and taxes the same
as the other stations,

Mr. Moorg: They do not pay rates.
give the local authorities a grant,

My POLT.OCK:
the same thing?

Mr. Moore: No.

Mr. RIORDAN (to Mr. Moore):
noihing whatever about it.

Mr. POLLOCK: If the Government did
not give a grant to the local authorities, and
if the Government had to have the rates of
the State stations assessed by the local
authorities, as almost every member of the
local shire council is a station-owner, do you
think the local station-owners would heavily

[Mr. Pollock.

They

Does not that amount to

You know
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tax their own stations and put a light tax on
the State stations? »

Mr. J. JonEs: You are reflecting on the
couneils now.

My. POLLOCK : Of course, I know them.
As to the councils, especially in cases of that
kind, we know that the Government are

looked upon as a fair mark.
[11.30 a.m.] Everybody who can get the

opportunity to take down the
Government usually does 1t-—(OppOaxtlon
interjections)—and 1t the State stations were
liable to rates and taxes, they would pay
twice what the average station in the vicinity
pays. {Opposition laughter.) The Govern-
ment which stood for such a thing as the
rating of State stations by private owners
would find that the latter would get their
own back for rentals by hitting the Govern-
ment up for rates.

Mr. Braxp: Your argument is very weak.

Mr. POLLOCK: It is very sound, if you
look at the personnel of the local authorities
concerned. There is always a tendency on
the part of such bodies to promote their own
interests at the expense of the industries run
by the Government. Suppose that they
assessed the State stations for more than tho
private stations.

Mr. J. Joxes: They cannot do that.
are talking nonsense.

An OpposiTiON MEMBER :
right of appeal?

Mr. POLLOCK : There scems to be rather
a storm of dissent, probably because the
argument is not palatable to hon. members
opposite,

Mr. Braxp: There is no argument at all
in what you say.

Mr. POLLOCK: The late Dr. Kidston—
who, I believe, was the best Land Court
Judge Queensland has had, although he was.
opposed to this party pO]ltl(‘aHy—lald down
very definitely the principle that the fair
rental for land should be based upon what
experienced persons were willing to pay for
the same class of land in the vicinity. That
is & truism. It is common sensc that a Judve
should say that, if Marathon station in
the Hughenden di“tl‘l(‘u for instance, is pay-
ing £1 per square mile e and i incoming selectors.
are prepared to pay £3 per mile, the station
proper should also be compelled to pay £3.
That was the reason for the passing of the
Land Act Amendment Act of 1920. The
pastoral lessees were separated only by a
wire fence from land of the same kind in
the same locality, but ther were paying only
one-third of what the selectors were paying,
and there is nothing wrong with giving the
Land Court power to charge the same rentals
to both scctions, as we have done. 1 am
willing to admit that there is something in
what the hon. member for Kennedy has said
—that there happens to be a slump in the
cattle indnstry,

Mr. J. JoxEs: Because the price of cattle
rose, you raised the rents

Mr. POLLOCK : The pastoralists did not
raise wages on that basis.

Mr. J. Jones: The Arbitration Court did.

Mr. POLLOCK : There was no advocacy
on the part of any hon. member on the other
gside, when cattle were at £14 and £15 a
head, for an increase of wages. nor was there
any action in that direction on the part of
the pastoralists, yet immediately the price of

You

What about the
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cattle dropped a few pounds in value,
despite the fact that the Government have
given concessions to pastoralists

Mr. J. Jones: What concessions have they

given?

Mr. POLLOCK: They have reduced
freights on the railways.

Mr. J. Joxgs: That does not affect the
men on the coast. Ther cannot pay their
way.

Mr. POLLOCK: Whether theyv can pay

their way is a matter for determination by
the Tand Court. The Land Court has the
whole of the evidence before it, and if it
makes an unfair assessment and this House
believes that a privciple should be laid down
to give the graziers relief, it is quite another
matter. Perhaps it would be well, for a
year or two until the market recovers, to
give relief to the men who are suffering
most seriously. It is a matter which is
certainly open to argument, but it is certainly
not open to argument in the case of sheep
country. The Arbitration Court, rot so long
ago, decided that the wool industry was as
prosperous as ever. The incrcased demand
for fine wcels among all sections of the com-
munity and from all parts of the world has
created a big inquivy for merino wool
Evervwhere we find the workers maintaining
the right to dress in fine clothes, just the
same as men who do not work; and one
cannoct but admire their attitude, and that
demand—which probably will never cease—
has placed Queensland on her feet, because
in Quecnsland we grow practically nothing
but merino wool. In New Zealand and other
colder parts of the world they go in for
crossbred wool, for which there is not such
a demand.

Whethor there is anything to guide the
Government or the Land Court to a belief
that a higher price is going to obtain for
cattle in the near future I do not know.
Perhaps there may be something to be said
for the necessity for giving concessions to
cattlemen on selections; but simply to criticise
the Land Court judges, who fixed rentals of
land when cattle were at a high value, is
unfair. If the hon. member were to give
notice of his intention to move that a definite
instruction be laid down in the Land Act to
give relief to men who have been suffering,
and who have not been able to make a living
at all because of the low prices of cattle, I
could understand his attitude; but he has
merely criticised men who have given a
decision on the facts laid before them, and,
in the big majority of cases, when cattle
were at a very big price.

Mr. J. Joxes: For how long? For four
years.
Mr. POLLOCK : For four years. Never-

theless, cxperienced men were willing to pay
a higher rent than the judges fixed as a fair
rental at that time. The judges had no
alternative. Doces the hon. member say that
the same argument would not be forthcom-
ing from his side, and from some of the
pastoralists, and perhaps with some justice,
if the price of wool fell? But would they
criticise the Land Court judges if they fixed
the rents when wool was low?

Mr. J. Jowgs: I think it was a mistake to
raise rents at all.

Mr. POLLOCK : That is an entirely differ-
ent matter. Why does the hon. member
assume that the Land Court judges have done
wrong, and accuse the Government of having
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given them instructions? He knows that
nothing could be done by the Land Court
judges except to fix rentals as they did.
There may be something in the argument
that ten years is too long a period for which
to fix rents—that prices can fluctuate, and a
holding which is valuable to-day can become
slmost valueless before the period for which
the rental was fixed has expired—just as I
believe it is unsound to fix wages for so long
as five years, as the Commenwealth Arbitra-
tion Court did for the shearers and shed
hands. Using that as an illustration, the cost
of living may be high when the wages are
fixed, but just before the expiration of the
award four years later it may he down to
abmost nothing. To fix wages for such a long
period is unscientific. On the other hand, as
more frequently happens, the cost of living
may be very low when the award is made, but
may rise 60 per cent. within four vears, and
in such a casc the Commonwealth Arbitration
Court system—and in a similar case our Land
Court system—is responsible for a very serious
anomaly. Men were forced to work on wages
based on the cost of living four years before.
No matter how much it went up, they had
no redress, and there was practically no
appeal unless there was a dispute extending
over two or more States. I believe that a
somewhat similar system prevails in regard
to the fixation of rentals by the Land Court.
Perhaps the method is somewhat unscientific
and could do with some revision. I do not
say that the judges have been guilty of receiv-
ing any instructions from any Govoernment.
I do not think they would oconsent to
approaches being made by any Government
or party on the question of the fixation of
rents. If any hon. member can show that
they have at any time listened to approaches
of the Govirnment or of the pastoralists in
regard to fixation of rents, he should move
that the judges be retired from office. 1
would support such a motion if I thought
that the judges had listened to any outside
influence. It is a remarkable state of affairs
to have this late-hour agitation for a revision
of rents, and this late-hour abuse of Land
Court judges. I was out near the border
of the Northern Territory a few weeks ago.
and I met a man who was complaining of
the high rate of wages which he had to pay.
When T asked him why, he said it was because
cattle were worth only a couple of pounds a
head. There seemed to be something in his
argument., FHe said he was paying £4 a
week to his men. When I asked him what
he thought would be a fair thing, he said that
£2 10s. would be any amount. If £2 10s.
would be any amount with the present price
of cattle, there must have been something
wrong with the rate of wages when cattle
were £14 and £15 a head. There was no
screaming then about the Land Court rents or
the wages. Now that cattleowners are
suffering the pinch they begin to see some-
ing of the viewpoint of the men who are
trying to struggle along on £3 a week. The
Government ought to take into careful con-
sideration all these factors before ther do
anything in connection with tinkering with
rents. 1 make bold to say that if the price
of wool came down to-morrow to 8d. or Sd.
per lb. for best quality wool, there would be
an agitation all over Queensland for a reduc-
tion of wages. If the pastoralists were able
to cub a couple of pounds a month off th»
wages of the shearer, the shed hand, the wool-
presser, and the gencral worker in f}]e indus-
try, they would say that the Arbitration Court

Mr. Pollock.]
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had done a fair thing. They would not take
any cognisancs of what wages ought to be
now, considering the present prosperity of the
industry. I say that wages in both the sheep
and cattle sections of the industry have ncver
been fixed at a dec:nt price even by the
Arbitration Court. When one considers the
unusual profits made in the boom times, I
think the Arbitration Court has been mis-
taken. I am not accusing the judge of listen-
ing to outside influences as the hon. member
for Kennedy has done. If there is to be any
reduction in rents or wages when prices are
bad, there should be an incrcase in both when
prices are good.

Mr. MOORE (dubigny): The argument of
the hon. member for Gregory with regard to
the payment of rates for the State stations is
an absurd one. The valuation basis is twenty
times the annual rent.

Mr. PoLLock : Do you say that State stations
are not paying enough in rates?

Mr. MOORE: I say they ar: making a
grant which does not amount to as much as
the other people are paying.

Myr. PoLLock: On which stations?

Mr. MOORE: On any of them.
the fault of the shire councils. The state-
went  that, because there are owners or
managers of stations on shire councils they
would make the State srations pay double or
treble what other people are paying., is an
absurd one. The Local Authorities Act does
not permit discrimination of that sort; there
i= a definite basis for valuation on which all
preperties ave valued; that is, twenty times
the annual rent. If the State stations pay
less rent than other people pay, they conse-
quently pay less rates. because their valua-
tions will be lewer. I do not want State
station rentz to be ratsed; I want the
others to be reduced. It appears to be a
most extraordinary position that, because the
court started to assess rents when the price
of cattle was high, it still has to continue on
that basis when the price has dropped down
to practically nothing. The vents of cattle
stations to-day are exactly similar to those
fixed when the court started to assess the
rents at a time when cattle were high. In
many cases the sheep stations may be pay-
ing a fair rent; but. when one reads of the
enormous loszes from dingoes and flies and
of the difficulties with which the people have
to contend, I do not think anybodyv will say
that the rents charged on sheep stations are
too low. In my opinion, they are all too
high. The argument of hon. members oppo-
site presupposes that everybody is a tremen-
dously large landowner; whereas the fact is
that the great majority are -small land-
owners, who have a difficult row to hoe,
especially on cattle stations. The fact that
the court happened to start reassessing the
rents when cattle were high in price is going
to be a hardship to the people who are hav-
ing their rents fixed to-day.

1 want to call attention to the remarks of
one of the judges of the Land Court, in which
he suggested that two more judges and more
assessors should be appointed, because, he
said, the assessing of the runs was so slow
that it would entail a great hardship on the
people. Naturally it does. Instead of get-
ting any increase, the inclination is for the
number of officials to be reduced. I will
quote a few remarks made by Mr. Hard-
acre. which are very much to the point.
When the Land Acts Amendment Bill was

[3fr. Pollock.
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going through the House the Government
distinctly stated that there would be no
Government interference—that the Land
Court was going to fix the rents. They said
that evidence would Le placed before the
court, and the only body which would have
anything to do with the fixing of the rents
would be the Land Court. Then one of the
judges points out that, after having given
his decision, the Crown are the first people
to appeal.

Mr. Payxe: That wipes out the idea that
they are under the thumb of the Government.

Mr. MOORE: It was a stricture on the
Government, which made the definite state-
ment that they were going to stand by what
the Land Court decided; but, when the deci-
sion of the court did not suit them. they
sent out two assessors to make a different
valuation,

Mr. Porrock: They have the right to do
that, under the Act.

Mr. MOORE: They have the right. but,
after having said that they were going to
abide by what the Land Court decided. the
Government immediately let the court know
that they did not consider itz decisions were
right—that the rents bsoing fixed were not
high enough, and they sent out new assessors
to try and get the rents up still higher.

Mr. Porrock: Only in the most glaring
cases.

Mr. MOORE: What Mr. Hardacre savs is
well worth taking notice of. On 24th Novem-
ber last, at Charters Towers, referring to the
shocking inadequacy of the evidence put
before him in regard to pastoral rents, he
said—

“Tt was not an ecasy task, and had
been rendered more difficult by recent
legislation which had abolished the 50
per cent. limitation increase in rentals.
Under that limitation increases varied
from a few shillings to £1, but now they
ranged from 20s. to several pounds. The
work of the court was now much more
difficult than under the previous narrow
limitation of increases, and the conse-
quences now were immensely greater,
especially when it was remcmbered that
the rents were retrospective. in some cases
for five or six years, thus imposing
extremely heavy burdens, especially in
cases where the lessces had not antici-
pated that the rent would he made retro-

spective.  These difficultics were still
further increased by the fact that
neither the Crown nor the lessees

appeared to have realised the new condi-
tions when placing their evidence before
the court. In this respect he instanced
the proceedings at Winten and Hughen-
den courts. his decision: in which were
appealed against by the Crown. and in
which appeals the Appeal Court had now
given its decision. In most of these cases
the only Crown evidence was the
Assessing  Commissioner’s  teport.  this
being. in some casn~s, five or six yecars old,
and practically obsolete. The Commis-
sioner was put in the hox in only a very
fow cases. Despite the fact that the
court had determined rentals equal to
the Assessing Commissioner’s valuation,
and in some cases more. the Crown had
immediately appealed against its own
Assessing Commissioner’s valuation, and
had sent out a fresh inspector to make
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new inspections. That in itsclf was a
strong commentary on the Crown’s own
evidence. At the Charters Towers and
Bowen court, which were held later, the
Crown gave almost no evidence other
than the Assessing Commissioner’s re-
port. It would be of much greater
assistance to the court if the Commis-
sioner were sent into the box. where he
could be cross-examined. His (Mr. Hard-
acre’s) cxperience was that the evidence
was meagre and insufficient, and showed
a shocking inadequacy in the presentation
of Crown cases, Nearly all the cases at
Winton and Iughenden. and also some
at Charters Towers, had retrospectivity
for five or six years. Many of them had
not been previously reported on. e had
been informed that there were 1,000
pastoral leases in the State which had
not vet been reported on at ail, though
some had passed into the second period
of the leases. He was of the opinion
that to bring the Crown cases up to date,
to avoid the mental and financial unsettle-
ment of the lessces, and to obtain a fair
legitimate rental for the Crown, an
additional membeyr of the court, perhaps
two, should be appointed. and also several
more asscssing coramissioners.  On  the
other hand, the losse ere cqually sub-
ject to comment regarding the manner of
giving evidence In concluding, Mr.
Hardacre szid that he was not making
personal reflections on anv onc. but it
was time that the court made some com-
ment on the wav in which the ¢aser were
brought before it. e had certainly done
his hest to arrive at correct decisions,
and he did not think the partics should
complain when better evidence was not
brought before the court.”
That is a very stringent stricture from a
judge of the Larnd Court. He pointed out
that over 1,000 lessces had not been brought
into the court, and that the commissioner
in a large number of cases had not made a
report. Some of thes» lessces had even gone
into their sccond period. It was absolutely
unfair to kecp those lessees waliting, and
have them subjected +o the financial strain
that exists at the present time upon the
determination of the rent. The Department
of Public Lands has tuken no notice of the
remarks of that judge of the Land Court,
They have appointed nc more assessors and
no more judges. They are still dragging on

in the same old wav. There are a large
number of cases still to come before the
court. The lessees wili be placed in a very

awkward pesition when the rents are assessed
retrospectively for six or seven vears. It
is not a fair thing that the CGovernment
should be allowed to sleep on their rights
and then compel tbe lessee to pay a high
retrospective rent, dating back five or six
yvears. The judge of the Land Court called
attention to the class of evidence put before
him, and asked for better evidence; but
apparently nothing is going to be done. The
Government are still prepared to allow this
financial burden to hang over men’s heads.
The lessees do not know the exact amount
of the financial burden. Can anyone say
that is going to be for the benefit of this
State, or that it is going to encourage
settlement? If private persons acted in the
same way as the Government, there would be
an outery all over the State. The sooner the
Government wake up to the position and
appoint another judge of the Land Court
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and more assessors, in order to deal with the
cases to be dealt with by the court, in order
to allow the people to know the extent of
their liabilities quicker than at present, the
better it will be for the State. The lessees
are in a very serious position. This does not
only apply to the large cattle-owners, but
also to the small selectors. and it is up to
the Crown to leok into the whole position,
and see whether it 1s a fair thing that
rentals should be based on the value of
cattle when they were bringing very high
prices. It is all verr well for the hon.
member for Gregory to say that the rent
is based on what it is worth to an incoming
lessee.  When resumptions are made, the
most suitable portions are resumed.

Bir. Winstaxpey: That is not so.

My, MOORE : As a rule, the most suitable
portions are resumed. There is a certain
arca of rough country left in the original
holding, and it is not fair that that rough
country should carry the rent paid by the
sclector when the eyes have ‘really been
picked out of the country. In a great many
cases the eyes are picked out of it.

Mr. PAvNE: Not in one instance.

Mr. MOORE : In the prickly-pear country
the land is not resumed where the lessees
allow the pear tuv grow If they attempt
to keep it clean. then it is resumed for
closer settlement. To say that a certain
area of the rough country should carry the
same rent as the good country is ridiculous.
It is a question of the carrying capacity of
that part of the country which is left. The
Land Court should assess that land on that
basis. It should not be asscssed on the report
of any inexperienced person. Xow is a
judge to say whether ths evidence given is
the evidence of an experienced man? We
know that pecople have gone on to sclections
withont having any experience. They take
part in a ballot because they think they have
a chance of getting a seclection, but there
is no proof that they are experienced. We
know thet a large number of selectors have
paid too much for their blocks, because they
did not know what thev were taking on.
hope the Government will take notice of the
remarks by the judge of the Land Court
to which I have referred, and will, as soon
as possible, appoint officers to assess the
remaining pastoral holdings, so that lessecs
can approach the court as quickiy as pessible.

Mr. PAYNE (Miichell): I want to enter
my protest against the statement by the
Opposition that the Land Court s under
the thumb of the Goverament. The Land
Court is a body of men appointed above
Parliament. It scems strange to me that, if
the members of the Land Court are under
the thumb of the Government, the Govern-
ment should appeal against the decisions of
the court. Tt is a monstrous thing for any-
one to say that a man who has been
appointed to an independent position above
Parliament is under the thumb of Ministers
or anyone else. T think the deputy leader
of the Opposition should have been ashamed
of himself when he said, ¢ Hecar, hear!”
to some remarks intimating that members
of the Land Court were under the thumb of
the Government. If that kind of thing is
permitted, the whole public life of this
country will not be worth a snap of the
fingers.

Mr. Braxp: It is not worth that now.

Mr. Payne.]
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Mr. PAYNE : There has keen a great deal
of argument about the Land Court fixing
the rents. Anyone who knows anything
about the matter admits that it is a diff.
cult thing to do the fair thing by everybody.
1 ask the hon. member for Kennedy, 1f
cattle to-day were at the price that they
were three or four years ago, would he
consider his rent too high to-day ?

Mr. J. Jowes: I expect the Government
to keep agreements with me,- and not
repudiate them,

Mr. PAYNE: If the Land Court had to
take into consideration the fluctuating
values of stock and wool, droughts, and
everything clse, no charge could be made for
the rent of land at all. If all these things
are taken into consideration, I do not know
how you are going to arrive at a fair rent
for the man on the land.

Mr. BraxD: Does the hon. member think
they should not be taken into consideration ?

Mr. PAYNE : Probabiy they are. All the
members of the Land Court have had years
and years of experience—one of them in this
Houge~and_ I am quite satisfied that in
making their decision they take all those
factors into consideration. I believe, if there
should be any reduction in the rent, it should
be for the small man, i

Mr. J. Jonks: That is what T am sayving
all the time. T am glad to hear the hon,
member back me up.

Mr. PAYNE: Under the old
vernment, the big landholders whom the
Obpposition represent, set out to tie up the
Land Court under an Act which hon. mem.
bel'§ opposite claim to have been repudiated,
which made it an utter impossibility for the
Land Court to get a fair rent from those big
holders.

Mr. J. Joxzs: The Government
Tesume seven-sixteenths of it.

Mr. PAYNE: Under the old Tory Go-
vernment the small grazing selectors were
paying 3d. per @cre whilst the hiz squatters
were only paying 1d. for their land. Undoer

the Land Act, the Land Court

[12 noon] could only raise the rent of the
L big holdings by 50 per cent. That
1s. 1 ten years it could increase his rental to
13d. per acre. 1 say the Government were
wise 1n getting rid of that anomals in the
Land Act.

Mr. J. JoxEs: The same thing applices
to-day. )

Mr. PAYNE: I am afrajd the hon. mem-
ber for Kennedy has got a hit mixed in
regard to the land laws. I claim to have
some knowledge of them. TLand is taken up
under so many different headings that T
am afraid the hon. member does not under.
stand the position. I do not know whether
the hon. member came under the 50 per cent.
limitation.

Mr. J. Jones: Of course, I did.

Mr. PAYNE: If the hon. member came
under the 50 per cent. limitation and the
holding adjoining did not come under that
limitation, what kind of a lopsided law was
it that gave a 50 per cent. protection to onc
man and not to the other? There should be
no protection at all, or else everyore should
be protected.

Mr. J. JoxEs: Why did they not resume
my seven-sixteenths? Because nobody wanted
1t.

[Mr. Payne.
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Mr. PAYNE: I do not know why. Prob-
ably it was an oversight, or probably the
Government of the day were friends of the
hon. member, and they did not want to
resume it. In the Western sheep country
there are very big holdings carrying from
60,000 to 100,000 sheep. They can work their
stock per thousand cheaper than the small
nran, and you have the anomaly of the big
man paying only onec-third of the rent paid
by the grazing selector, and the law as it
stood would not permit the Land Court to
get a fair rental from the big man. This
50 per cent. limitation has a very long his-
tory. As a matber of fact, it goes back to
the 1886 Act. Previous (overnments—not
Labour Governments—wiped it out altogether,
hut it was again reintroduced in the 1897 Act.
The 1902 Act, which was introduced by the
Philp Administration, gave a very big exten-
sion of leases. I do not object to that Go-
vernment giving an extension of leases, but
I do complain that the extensions were for
too long a period. Tverybody in Queensland
at that time knew very well that our flocks
and herds had been wiped out as a result of
vears of drought, and station products were
practically of no value.

Mr. J. Joxes: You are wrong.

Mr. PAYNE: The Philp Administration
passed an Act granting an extension of leases,
and Mr. Philp was not a Labour man. e
got a concession when he granted the exten-
sion of leases, because he included a pro-
vision in that Act whereby he could resume
one-fourth immediately any holding came
under that Act, and then, after a certain
number of vears, he could resume another
quarter for closer settlement, and the lessee
was entitled to only half the holding for the
whole period of the lease. When the Bill
was going through, Mr. John Cameron, who
was then member for North Brishane, moved
an amsndment in clause 2 providing for the
50 per cent. limitation in rentals, and the
Secretary for Public Lands at the time, Mr.
Dalrymple, objected to the amendment, and
Mr. Philp said thev had given the pastora-
lists quite enough—they bad given them a
big extension of their leases—and the limita-
tion was net included. Strange to say, the
limitation was not put back in the Act until
1905, and all this tallk about men entering
into an agrecment with the Government 1s
all moonshine. When those men came under
the 1902 Act, they had no protection in
regard to a 50 per cent. limitation at all.

Mr. J. Jongs: The banks would not
advance money under those tenures.

Mr. PAYNE: There was no necessity for

the banks to advance money in 1905, as
things were not too bad. There was no
drought.

Mr. Braxp: Therce were ro cattle in the
State. Queensland had to be restocked.

Mr. PAYNE: T know all about that.
There was no urgent necessity for reintro-
ducing that 50 per cent. limitation in the
1805 Act. When hon. members onposite rise
in their places and say that the Government
have repudiated something, they are saying
something that is absolutely untrue.

Mr. J. JonEs: I am one of
them.

Mr. PAYNE :You never got a 50 per cent.
limitation until 1905.

Mr. J. Jonzs:

It is true.

T know.
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© Mr. PAYNE: \Was your lease ®aken up
before 19057
Mr. J. JoNes: Not so far as I am con-
cerned.
Mr., PAYNE: Had the lease been taken
up?

Mr. J. Jones:

My, PAYNE: What is the use of arguing
that, when you took up the lease, you had a
contract containing certain provisions, when
that is incorrect? It is a difficult thing for
the Land Court to fix a fair rental, consider-
ing that we suffer from periods of droughts,
and that prices are high at one period and
low at another. Since the Government wiped
out the 50 per cent. limitation they have
been getting a big increase in rent from the
big holdings in the west, which, in times
past, did not pay a fair rent. I have no
hesitation in saying that there are small
selectors in my district who are paying too
much rent to-day. On the average, they are
paying 3d. and 4d. an acre, while the owners
of the big holdings are not paying half that
amount.

Mr. J. JONES:
stations?

Mr. PAYNI : I dare say the State stations
are paying the =ame vrental as the other
stations in the neighbourhood. Are the State
stations paying a less rental than the stations
adjoining ?

Of course, it had.

What about the State

Mr. J. Joxes: Of course, they are,

Mr. PAYNE: If they are, I am not aware
of it. With all the talk we hear about tco
much rent being paid, it is a strange thing
+that there should be such a tremendous rush
for land, and cheap land in particular, in
every part of Queensland. Only a few
months ago seven blocks were thrown open,
ranging from 12,000 to 20,000 acres. These
were resumptions from Albilbah and Ruth-
ven, and there were between 500 and 600
applicants for each block. They were prac-
tical men who had been reared in the indus-
try. What is the good of trying to misrepre-
sent the Government by saying that too
much rent is being paid? The Government
ate responsible for the upsect price which is
fixed; the Land Court only deals with it
periodically after a ten-years’ term, and I
think the upset price fixed for that country
was 2d. and 3d. an acre, and some of it is not
the best sheep country there. There were
500 or 600 applicants, who were all practical
men; yet hon., members opposite talk about
the land being too dear. If practical men,
who have devoted the whole of their lives to
the industry, are prepared to take it up,
and there are 500 or 600 applicants for each
bleck, there is nothing in what hon. members
opposite

Mr. Pornock: What about prickly-pear?

Mr. PAYNE: There is very little prickly-
pear in the Western district. The only
experience I have had of prickly-pear land
has been while travelling through pear-
infested land as one of the members of the
Public Works Commission. Compared with
what the pastoralists are paying, I have no
hesitation in saying that the small selectors
may be paying too much rent, but it is their
own fault. When the law was in existence
under which the land was thrown open to
tender, you had the wonderful anomaly of
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men paying 6d. an acrc for land in Central
Qucensland.

Mr. J. Joxgs: Did the Government reduce
their rent then?

Mr. PAYNE: I do not know.

Mr. J. Joxes: I know that they did. They
were a fair Government.

Mr. PAYNE: I am glad the Government
have wiped out that rotten tender system,
under which practical men who had been
brought up in the industry gave as much as
6d. or 7d. an acre for the land. I am quite
satisfied that any small holder—even a cattle-
owner—who came to the Government and
asked for consideration because he could not
pay his rent, would not be pressed by the
Government, I have in my own eclectorate
some small men whose rents had been fixed,
I think, by another Government. The
previous Government allowed some of the
holdings to run to the second term, and
then they struck a fresh rent which was
retrospective for ten years, and it became a
great hardship tc these people, especially
small men, who had to find the back rent.
That has been happening in my own elec-
torate, through no fault of this Government,
but of the previous Government, The present
(Government, in every instance, gave those
men suflicient time to cnable them to pay
the increased back rent. If the hon. member
for Kennedy knows any small ¢attlemen who
cannot pay their rents—we all know the
bottom has fallen out of the cattle industry
to-day, but the position be better in

12y
another year—they will get consideration
from the Government. When they have

gone to the Government and shown a just
case, there has not been one case which has
not been fairly dealt with by the Government

Mr. COLLINS (Bowrn): My own opinion
is that close settlrment will take place upon
the coastal lands of Queensland. I admit that
the Department of Public Lands is a very
difficult department to handle, because while
it may be necessary in some parts of the State
to have blocks of 100 square miles or more, in
other parts a few acres will suffice to enable
a man to get a livelihood. My argument in
connection with land settlement is that the
Department of Publiec Lands has no right
to allow any one to take up land unless it
thinks that the person taking it up can get
a decent living from it. There sheuld be more
assistance given than is being given by the
Department of Public Lands or any other
dspartment in that direction. Take for
instance, my own electorate. The Proserpine
distriet has the second heaviest rainfall in
the State, and it is the same about Innisfail
and Babinda. What is the use of tclling a
man to settle on a piece of land, no matter
how rich it may be, if there is a creek in
between his land and the tramway, where,
owing to the heavy rainfall, it is practically
impossible for him to get his cane or other
product over the creek? I claim that the
Department of Public Lands, when surveying
this land, should also provide for the build-
ing of bridges over the crecks in those wet
districts to enable the farmer to get his
product to the tramline. I have scen men
in my own district having to use five horses to
bring 2 ton of cane to a tramline, and then
they have been bogged on the way. It is
impossible for a man to make a living under
those conditions. The land is good and will
grow crops, but it is too difficult to get the
crops to market. It is all very well to say
that the shire council should attend to these

Mr. Collins.]
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things, but those bodies are not wealthy
enough, especially in the wet districts,
although those in the dry districts may be
able to do it. In my own district there are
about 500,000 acres of land open, or to be
opened, for selection by the end of the year.
There are blocks of from 50,000 acres <own
to blocks of 40 acres or 50 acres according to
the locality. I am one of those who believe
that, if this State is to progress, we must get
right down to bedrock and get people settled
upon the land. Although 1 have not lived
in a Western district, 1 know a little about
it My friend the hon. member for Kennedy
can hardly claim that he is in a Western
district. fis electorate happens to adjoin
my own, and there is similar land to that
which he mentioned in my electorate. When
the hon. member was quoting figures this
morning he should have given the whole of
the figures

Mr. J. Joxgs: I had not got them.

Me. COLLINS: I claim that the hon.
member is not appealing so much for the
small selector—that is not his intention——

Mr. J. JoNES: It i3 my intention.

Mr. COLLINS: As for the big lessee. 1
have here the report of the Department of
Agriculture and Stock. While the hon. mem-
ber was giving the illustration about the
landlord in Ireland, it would be just as weil
for him to examinc his own country, and ses
if our own backrard does not want cleaning

up.

Mr. J. JoxNgs: I told you that.

Mr. COLLINS: I question whether, from
my study of the different countries of the
world, there is any country in the world where
there are so few prople owning so many head
of cattle as in Queensland, and so few people
owning so many head of sheep. The hon.
member quoted the numbae of cattle-owners
with 1,000 hecad and upwards. There are 916
of them, and they own 2,717,835 cattle out of
a total of 6,455,067. Those 916 people own
more than half the cattle of Queensland. The
hon. member for Kennedy is asking for a
reduction of rent for those 916 cattlc-owners.

Mr. J. Joxes: No, I did not ask for a
reduction in the rents of those cattle-owners,
I asked for a repezl of the ¢ Repudiation
Act.”

Mr. COLIINS: The hon. member gquoted
the total number of cattle-owners as 46.232.
Doces the hon. gentleman not know that there
is a Jarge percentage of those ramaining
cattle-ownirs on 160-azcre, 320-acre, or 1,280-
acre blocks who would not come under the
Land Act Amendment Act?

Mr. J. Joxes: It is all repudiation.

Mr. COLLINS: There is no such thing as
the “* Repudiation Act”; it is the Land Act
Amendment Act. That is the name of the
Act which we passed in 1920, and I am very
pleased that we paswed it, because I advo-
cated it for a quarter of a century previously.
I was always in favour of the cqualisation
of the selectors’ rents and the rents of the
big pastoral holders, and T was glad we were
able to pass it into law. The hon. member for
Kennedy is continually talking on behalf of
those 916 cattle-owners I have just referred
to. We do not represent them, so they must
be represented by members on the other side
of the House. The hon. gentleman is always
talking about repealing the Land Act Amend-
ment Act. Theyr say they will repeal it if
they get into power. N

Mr. J. Joxes: I will if I get a chance.

[Mr. Collins.
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Mr. COLLINS: That shows they are
speaking in the interests of the big cattlemen
and the big sheepmen. They are supposed
to be only speaking for the cattlemen, but
their remarks also apply to the shecepmen.
If we look up the statistics in regard to
sheep, we find that 214 owners own 9,156,940
sheep. There are 159 owners in Queensland
to-day who own from 20,000 to 50,000 sheep,
and the total number of sheep they possess
is 4,884,224, There are forty-six individuals
to-day owning from 50.000 to 100,000, who
own in the aggregate 3,215,847. There are
nine men who own upwards of 100,000 sheep,
who own between them 1,056,869, As I
just stated, our latest figures show that 214
owners in Queensland own 9,156,940 sheep
out of a total of 17,404,840 sheep 1n Queens-
land to-day. Those are the people whom
the hon. member for Burrum stands for.
Those are the people the hon. member for
Nanango, the hon. member for Cunning-
ham, and the hon. member for Lockyer
stand for. '

Mr. Enpwarps: Who told you that?

Mr. COLLINS: Because hon. members
opposite say that they are in favour of the
repeal of the Land Act Amendment Act,
and, if they are in favcur of that, they stand
for the 214 sheepowners who own over
9,000,000 sheep.

Mr. J. Joxgs: I do, at any rate.

Mr, COLLINS: The horn. member for
Kennedy is honest, at any rate. e admits
that he stands for them. So it is not
merely the cattlemen that hon. members
opposite stand for. The hon. member for
Kennedy seems to think that it is all a
matter of rent. If a man owns 100 square miles
of country, and we were to reduce his rent
br £1 per square mile, that will be reducing
it by £100 altogether. That is not going to
solve the cattle difficulty. It will not solve
the cattle difficulty at all, because it is not
a question of rents. Our latest returns show
an increase of 500,000 cattle, and we have
got to consider what is the solution of the
problem. The cattle problem can only be
solved by getting markets. That is the solu-
tion, if hon. members opposite want to know.
Ttaly has a popualation of 38,000,000, and
statisties show that the Italian people con-
sume less than 50 lb. of wmeat per head per
annum. The cattlemen should organise and
seo if they cannot do something to establish
rotail shops and wholeszale shops in Italy,
and then they will find a good market for

their products. The same thing applies
to  Germany and other countries. In
my opinion, that is where we shall
find a solution of the cattle problem
as we know it to-day. We shall not find the
solution in reducing rents, Many of the

small men own only 10 square miles, and,
it we reduce their rents by £1 per square
mile, it would be a mere bagatelle, A
reduction of rent is not a solution of the
problem at all so far as the cattle industry
i+ concerned. With regard to the sheep
industry, I have not had any practical experl-
cnce, but I am not so stupid that I cannot
read the papers and see the prices the sheep-
owners are getting for their wool. Will
anyone get up in this Chamber and say that
the shespowners cannot afford to pay the
rents that they are paying at the present
time?

Mr. J. Joxes: I question very much if
they can pay them.
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Mr. COLLINS: The hon. member for
Aubigny says that both sheepmen and cattle-
men are paying too high a rent. Too long
the sheepowners have been getting their land
practically rent free. The hon. member for
Kennedy inferred that this Government
should be shot, becausc that was the illus-
tration he used in regard to the Irish land-
lord who he said was shot.

Mr. J. Joxes: I did not infer that.

Mr. COLLINS: The hon. gentleman used
that innuendo. No doubt, that is what he
inferred. If 1 had made a statement of
that kind I would have been accused of being
a revolutionary, and I now accuse the hon.
member for Kennedy oi being one. (Laugh-
ter.) I well remember when [ was travelling
round with the Public Works Commission
seeing the fine homes wn some of the stations
we visited. Anyone going into the western
parts of Queensland will see the palatial
residences in which the managérs of the
stations live, while in the background you
sce the huts and hovels for the workmen,
just the same as the hon. member for
Kennedy referred to. The owners of these
stations do not live there. As a rule they
Iive down in Woolloomooloo, or St. Kilda.
(Cpposition aughter.) We have landlords in
Queensland to-day just the same as they had

in Ireland to whom the hon. member
referred.
Mr. J. Joxes: State landlords.

Mr. COLLINS: Not State landlords, but
private landlords. Many of them are
making large incomes, and a great many of
them live in the southern parts of the Com-
monwealth.  They make large incomes out
ot Queensland, but they do not spend their
money in Queensland  Anyone that knows
anything about our Western country, must
know that, in spite of all its richness—and
I do not doubt its richness—it is still in the
same state of naturc a- it was when Captain
Cook went up the coasi. Most places jush
have an old wire fencs vound them, and that
iz the only improvement that they have.
Whr, some of the men on 160-azcre blocks
along the coast have made more improve-
ments than many of the big pastoralists have
done.

Mr. StoproRD : Look at the Gilbert River.

Mr. COLLINS: Yes,
ma of the Gilbert River. There are many
other places just the same. If this country
is ever going to become great, we shall have
to go in for small holdings. It is not the big
pastoral holdings that will make Queensland
‘great. The nine owners I have just men-
tioned owning 1,000,00C sheep, will not make
Queensland great. These people, including
the Jowetts and othervs, must not be per-
mitted to rule in this State. I hope that the

My friend reminds

Land Act Amcendment Act will not be
repealed.

Mr. J. JonEs: I hope it will.

Mr. COLLINS: That Act should have

been on the statute-book years before we
placed it there.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : . Hear, hear !

Mr. COLLINS: The hon. member for
Kennedy wants to repeal that Act in the
interests of the big squatters and pastoral
companies. He admiis it., I represent a
fairly large cattle district myself. What the
cattle owners have to do is to find markets,
and I hope that the Minister in charge of
the Bstimates, together with the rest of the
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Cabinet, will assist t.hern to find markets and
so help the cattle industry.

Mr. FORDE (Rockhampton): I do not
think there are any Estimates of such great
importance to Quecensland as the Estimates
of the Department of Public Lands. If we
hope to become a great State, we must first
of all settle the people on the land. In my
travels through the country districts it has
been reallv remarkable to find such a con-
tented feeling amongst the people who are
struggling on the land, many of them in the
face of great difficulties.

%1r. J. JoNes: Why do you rack-rent them?

Mr. FORDE: One would infer from that
that hon, members of this side were out to
crush the man on the land.

Mr. J. JoNes: So you are.

Mr. FORDE: Many interjections of thaf
kind come from the hon. member. The
hon. member for Bowen struck the nail on
the head when he said that hon. members
opposite represented the wealthy pastoralists
and big landowners.

Mr. J. Jones: I represent all classes; not
one class.

Mr. FORDE: If we are to settle people on
the land successfully we must go in for closer

settlement.  We must resume the large
estates, particularly those along the railway
lines. In travelling through

[12.30 p.m.] Queensland one cannot help think-

ing that the early pastoralists got
all the good land along our railway lines,
any many of them got frechold, and I think
the policy of the Government in trying to
break up these large estates and settling
people in growing cotton and other crops or
carrying on mixed farming is very laudable.
The Government, very rightly, have resumed
approximately 260,000 acres of land of the
very best kind in the Capella and Clermont
districts for closer settlement.

Bub, if land settlement is to be a success,
we must pay more attention to the provision
of good roads, of water supply, and small
tramways acting as feeders to the railway
lines. Anvone who travels and notices the
great difficulties experienced by settlers in the
early stages from want of waber cannot help
thinking that there has been a lack of fore-
sight on the part of those who have handled
land settlement in this State in the past. I
admit that in the last six or ten years great
strides have been made in supplying water
at economical prices to scttlers on the land,
but we shall have to pay more attention to
the matter. I have seen some of these small
farmers who have been unable to get water
compelled to leave the land, in consequence;
and I say it would be a good policy on the
part of the Government to put down com-
munity bores. It is impossible for the secttlers
in some cases to do it themsclves, because
they do not know what will be the cost.
Some bores may be put down at a low cost,
others may cost hundreds of peounds; and if
the Government put down such bores in
central positions to serve eight or ten settlers,
they would be immensely helping the strug-
cling selector in the early stages of his settle-
ment. The absence of such assistance cripples
many to-day. They spend all their savings
and all the money ther can borrow in put-
ting down a bore; and if it is not successful,
they have to get off the land.

The hon. member for Bowen rightly said
that in some parts of his electorate in bad

Mr. Forde.]
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weather it is almost impossible for the selec-
tors to get to the nearest railway station for
the want of good roads. I have scen thav
state of things in Central Queensland and
other parts of the State. If many of those
selectors, living only 8 or 10 miles from the
line, had but good roads on which to take
their produce to the nearest railway station
they would be satisfied. When T was in North
Qucensland, I noticed very bad roads, par-
ticularly in the electorates of the hon. mem-
ber for Herbert and the hon. member for
Bowen. We have them in Central Queens-
land.  This is a matter on which the
Government have concentrated a good deal
of attention. The Main Roads Board is
doing good work, and T am glad that a
programme has been laid down which will
necessitate the expenditure of approximately
£1,000,000. That will be money well spent.

It is also necessary for the Government to
assist men on the land to get markets for
their produce. As the hon. member for
Kennedy rightly says—we all know—there
13 a slump in the selection of land for
cattle-raising because of the collapse of the
meat market. This is a problem which the
cattle owners of Queensland might take up,
too. I remember listening to a very able
address by Major Belcher, the head ‘of the
British Empire Exhibition Mission, who
properly said that it was not a good thing
tfor the big cattle men to lean on the Govern-
ment for cverything. He pointed out that,
if they put aside a certain sum every year
for the purpose of carrying on propaganda
in other parts of the world, they would be
able to dispose of Australian meat and bring
prosperity to the industry. He showed that
the slump in the industry has occurred
because we are not keeping up with the
Argentine and other meat-producing coun-
tries—which have spent hundreds of thousands
of pounds a year in propaganda wiun the
of pounds a year—in propaganda with the

world the recasons why they should buy
Australian  meat. The Argentine has
shops throughout Great Britain, and its
propaganda forces the sale of its meat,

whereas it has been said by persons in a
position to know that Australian meat in
Smithfield market has not looked in nearly
as fit condition as the Argentine meat. This
is something in which the cattle owners might
co-operate with the Government, and see
what can be don» through the Agent-General’s
office. Australians  nobly  helped Great
Britain in the great war, and I believe that
the people of Great Britain are sufficiently
grateful to give all the assistance they can
to the returned Australian soldiers who are
growing cattle by buying their meat in pre-
ference to foreign meat, if the facts are only
put before them in a proper and lucid manner.
T hope the cattie men will take the matter
up. Such a result would be of infinite hencfit
to them, and it could be achieved if they
were to put aside a certain sum of money
every year in proportion to the number of
cattle they have, I find on inquiry that
there are possibilities of meat markets in the
East, in India, and in Java, but the absence
of cold storage is at present a great disad-
vantage. If we could open up markets there
our land settlement would be greatly encou-
raged, and I hope the Government will take
the matter up in conjunction with the repre-
sentatives of the meat industry.

I am pleased that the Secretary for Rail-
ways, who happens to be in charge of these

[Mr. Forde.
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FEstimates, has brought about a reduction
of 20 per cent. in cattle freights, sheep
freights, and pig freights, and I am glad,
too, that the Government have given a
remission of rentals in deserving cases,
because one has only to travel in country
districts to realise the bad times which the
men in the meat industry are experiencing,
and to recognise that they should get every
assistance 1t is possible to give them.

A good deal of land settlement is going
on in Central Queensland, and I want to
say & word or two on the Northern Burnett
scheme and also the Dawson Valley scheme.
As early as 1904 the matter of opening up the
Northern Burnett district was brought promi-
nently under the notice of the public, and
in August of that vear Surveyors G. Phillips
and F. J. Charlton were deputed by the
Morgan Govermment to report on the whole
of that district. The report was very favour-
able. Inter alia, it read—

“Paking it as a whole, we regard the
Northern Burnett as one of the finest
districts in the State, and admirably
adapted for close settlement. The coun-
try is from 500 to 2.000 fect about =ea-
level, so that the climate is healthy and
decidedly bracing in winter. The soils
are black, brown, and chocolate volcanic
of great fertility.”

Then we had the late Under Scerctary for
Lands, Mr. Gordon Graham, reporting to
successive Ministers that the Northern Bur-
nett lands should be resumed and thrown
open for close scttlement. Of course, some
hon. members opposite will say that we are
inflicting a great hardship on many pas-
toralists by resuming their land. It is quite
natural for the pastoralists and their repre-
sentatives to show a lkeen resentment at the
action of this Government in the interests of
closer settlement, but it is good for the coun-
try. There is no action which any Govern-
ment can take which will not offend somebody ;
but 1 hold that it is the interests of the
majority of the pcople which should be con-
sidered. With regard to the Northern Burnett,
Surveyors Forde, Mackay, and Suter classified
the lands as follows:—First-class agricultural
land, 186,729 acres; sccond-class agricultural
land, 399,695 acres; first-class grazing land,
498,631 acres; sccond-class grazing land,
236,124 acres; making a total of 1,421,179
acres. That total acrcage will be available
for settlement in the Upper Burnett. Cer-
tain railway lines will be necessary.  The
Many DPeaks-New Cannindah, the Rannes-
Monto, and the Mundubboera lines, I am
glad to say, are being carried out at the
present time. It is no use settling people
20 or 30 miles from a railway and making
them travel over bad roads to the nearest
railway station. It is quite impossible for
scttlers to eke out an existence on a small
arca in those places. The Northern Burnett
lands have been favourably reported on by
departmental and cutside experts. Mr. J. C.
Briinnich, the Agricultural Chemist, made an
analysis of samples of soils from ninecteen
different lecalities, and reported that the
great majority were soils of exceptionally
high fertility.

The Government had great difficulty in
pushing on with the Northern Burnett land
settlement scheme because of obstacles put
in their way by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. The Commonwealth Immigration
Officer, Mr. H. 8. Gullett, went through
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those
them,
Government to go on with the scheme, which,
he said, wa: oue of the biggest land settle-
ment schemes in  Australia.  When Mr.
Gullett could not get his views accepted by
the Commonwealth Government. he Le:xgned
a position that was worth to him approxi-
mately £2,500 a vear. The Rockhampton
“ Morning Bulletin® of 27th Fobruary, 1922,
reported the resignation as follows:—

“Mr. H. 8. Gullett, the Commonwealth
Superintendent of Immigration, has
resigned.

“ He stated this afternocon that before
the war the States were running immi-
gration on lines incomparably superior to
those now followed by the Common-
wealth., When the latter came on the
seene it expressed contemptuous views
about the pre-war State efforts. TUnder
the magical Federal touch they were to
have a grand immigration scheme
coupled with a national development of
works and the opening up of Crown
lands. A great scheme, which included
the unification of the railways, was
launched two years ago. The Premier of
Queensland (Mr. E. G. Theodore) saw
the futility of the schemes proposed to
forward immigration, and propounded
the Upper Burnett lands scheme. The
Prime Minister (Mr. IHughes) undertook
if he was satisfied about the soundness
of the Burnett scheme to find the money,
if possible. The Commonwcalth report
was in Mr. Hughes’s office weeks before
it was read, and, but for questions in
the House of Representatives, would
probably have never been read. Mr.
Gullett also stated that he said deliber-
ately the Burnett scheme had never heen
considered on its merits by the Federal
Government. It was condemned by the
Government because it came from Mr.
Theodore.  He held no brief for Mr.
Theodore or the Queensland Govern-
ment, as politics did not concern him.
Only Western Australia and Queensland
had put forward definite immigration
schemes, one going through probably, and
the latter being refused.  Mr. Gullett
added that he had been closely con-
nected with all the States in the past
year, and he was confident that if Mr.
Hughes disclosed the terms on which he
was prepared to act, and handed the
negotiations to another Minister ov
official, all, or mncarly all. the States
would by now have been embarked on
big reproductive nation-building schemes.
But Mr. Hughes. who administered
immigration, apparently had no time to
do the job himself, and would not dele-
gate it to anyone else. If the Common-
wealth was serious about immigration, it
should corcentrate on the two Northern
States, which were capable of absorbing
more immigrants than all the rest of
Australia. But it scemed that these two
States were to have no immigration
policy until they mended their V)ohtxr‘a]
ways. The British Gowernmenf was
eager to help, and within the past year
it had been ready with a straightout
offer of some millions sterling, provided
the Commonwealth put forward a defi-
nite scheme. Mr. Hughes did nothing,
however, beyond makmg speeches.  Mr.
Gullett concluded by saying that, under

tands, reported very favourably on
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the circumstaneces, he felt that he could
do more for immigration by resigning
the positicn and by a protest and appeal
to the people.”

Mr. Gullett could no longer stand the shui-
fling of the Commonwealth Government in
not going on with that scheme, which was
favourably reported on by the Common-
wealth officers, who were sent up to report
on it. The Hughes Government refused
the loan of £2,000,000 asked for by the
Queeusland Gox(\rn*ncnt for the purpose of
building the necessary railway lines, and
carrying out the plehrnlnan works incidental
to such -a scttlement scheme, It is time
that paltv _politics were put aside altogether
when dealing with such big national ques-
tions. When a Government put forward a
schenie of such great importance, not only
to Queensland but to Australia, as the
Northern Burnett scheme is, the money should
be forthcoming. The petty excuse offered by
the Commonwealth Government, accord-
ing to Mr. Gullett, that the money could
not be made avallable because there was a
Labour Government in power in Queensland
—should not be tolerated by the people of
Queensland. There are other big schemes in
Queensland nearer to my own electorate
which I want pushed on at full speed. The
Dawson Valley water conservation and irri-
gation scheme’—in which my friend, the hon.
member for Mount Morgan, has taken a keen
llltEI‘eht—lb one of gigantic importance. and
one of the most iInteresting that has ever
come before the people of Australia. I had
the oppmtunitv with other hon. members on
this =ide, of visiting the site of the proposed
dam on the Dawson River, and travelling
through all the lands that are being thrown
open Tor closer settlement and url(rahon It
ie really a wonderful site for » dam which
will impound 1,250,000 acre-feew of water. It
is estimated that 220,000 acres of land will
be made available for irrigation along the
Dawson River, making it possible to ‘settle
20,000 settlers. That is land scttlement on
a large scale. It is a big national scheme.
The dam will cost a considerable sum
of money, and the whole scheme will
cost approximately £4,000,000 when com-
pleted. It will necessarily be a progressive
scheme, which will have to be carried out in
sections. I am pleased thwt the Government
are building the railway from Baralaba to
Castle Creck. Tt is of no use to settle men
on the land unless they are also provided
with railway communication. That railwa:
will encourage settlement. The Government
are now carrying out a survey from (astle
Creek to Delusion Creck. Delusion Creek
was the ])1ace where we had lunch when the
hon. member for Mount Morgan was with us.
and where he was photoolaphod as Napo-
leon. (Laughter.) The irrigation scheme in
Victoria, on the Murray an has greatly
increased the value of land in that nomh-
bourhood. It is estimated that the irrigation
s«cheme on the Dawson River will increase
the value of land bv at least £22,000.000.
The value of land in the vicinity of the
Hume irrigation scheme, on the Murray
River. was increased from £11,000.000 to
£89,000,000 because of the water conserva-
tion and irrigation scheme there. The land
on the Dawson River is omme*}tlv suited for
cotton-growing. We had an opportumty
during our trip of visiting many cotton areas.
Now “that the Clovernment have given a
guaranteed price of 5d. per lb. for raw

Mr. Forde.)
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cotton of best quality for a period of tliree
years from 3lst July, 1923, there will bg a
great increase in cotfon cultivation along the
Dawson River.

There is another scheme which might be
taken up by the Government later om. 1T
refer to the Fitzroy irrigation scheme. If
that scheme is gonc on with, it will cause
iand settlement along the blrzrov River. I
have an extract {ron the report made by
AMr. V. J. Crowley, an electrical engineer,
who was kindly sent to Central Queonsland
some years ago by the DPremier. In his
report he states—

* The Fitzroy River is one of the most
interesting in the State from a utilisation
point of view, On account of its great
variation of How it mus be cons idered
as a comservation proposition, and,
generally  speaking, a  conserva tion
scheme 1n Queensland means irrigation
worlks to utilise the water.

*If the storage is constructed for
hydro-electric purposes only, then the
cost of the works is so mgh per horse
power available that it will pay bettel
to use mechanical power rather than

power, as the interest on the
will be higher than the cost of
fue This is the situation on the itz zroy

River, so that any proposition under-
taken will require to be a combined
irrigation and hzdro-clectric onc. It

would be possible to instal an irrigation
schenie without the hyvdro-electric nl(mt
but to do #o would be poor ])oiiv" on
account of the waste of power and the
expensive  channels rh t it
necesiary to build down
the river frou the dam. a
hydro-electric  plant is  inst: dlul the
water can be pumped directly out of the
viver  electrically  in  the  vieir
requived.”
Tf, es ttme goes by, a dam is buiw across
the Fitzroy River and water is backed up for
40 or 50 miles, there will be available more
than 100,000 acres of land along the banks

of the river for lrrigation purposes,  That
will cucourage closer settlement. It will
encourage ug,v(uAhhdl pursuits =0 that

fermers that area along the Fitzroy River
will be able to produce fodder to supply not
only the requircments of the coastal belt but
the requirements of the Western areas which
suffer from the ravages of the droughts to
which Central Quwmland is periodically sub-
jected. I mientinn this matter so that the
keep it in mind with a

Government will
view to carrying that scheme out when the
Davw-oun  Valley water conservation and
%rngation scheme becomes an accomplished
act.

Mr. STOPTFORD  (3ount Morguw):
think it has been truly stated that all

wealth springs from the land,
won further  trul: ted th
desire to -judge the conditions
of people, you have te look at the land laws
of the country. 1 claim that the Govern-
ment has frr)m its very ineeption endeavoured
to do what is funda men’ally right by laying
do“n tue conmrmn: of land tenure that will
give to the grestest number of people the
greatost famhm for scttling on the lands
of the State. During the speech of the hon.
member for Rockhampton ‘hon. members
opposite, recognising his fighting ability and
the manner in which he deals witn them if
they interject, dizcreetly left this Chamber.

[3fr. Forde.
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That is a practice that they nme been pur-
suing for some time when the hon. member
fm Rockhampton has spoken.

Mr. BRINNAN :. Why?
Mr. STCPFORD: Simply for the reason

that hon. gentlemen opposite wino are sup-
pozed—I say advisedly sup; d—to repre-
sent the intorests of the country testify their
futersst on the fundamental question of land
settlement by means of their eloquent silence.
I have a perfect right to interpret that

silence in my own way. In view of recent
happenings, it has bcen openly stated
that, if hon. members opposite werva to get

back to this side of the House, an cxtonsion
of pastoral leases would be granted to the
big squatters. I interpret that silence to
rican that hon. meubers opposite darve not
raise a discussion on a vote of such vital
importance. Anyone who has studied
political cvents in this State knows thut the
Government determined that the interests
represzented by hon. members opposite should

pay a share towards the revenuc of this
State cqual to what is paid by the smail
grazirg selectors.  We had the delegation
going to ILondc We had the howl in the
Tory Pr against what the hon. member

for Kenredy has terned repudiation.  We
find, as the hon. member recognises, that our
Land Act Amen wdment Act—which T refuse
to regard as xepucxmho“fhas mot with the
approval of the vast majovity of the people
of this State. and hon. members opposite
dare not publicly assert that, if they are
returncd to power. they will p a nwasare
to repeal that Act, or that they will hand
back to the big vested interest: the money
we have reerived by wayv of rent under that
Act. which is a very just Act, and which
ront we have used in our humanitarian policy
of nromoting the interests of the Worl*ors of
this State. Ilon. members om)oqu do not
rize in their places and clearly and distinctls
say what their attitude would bhe in regard
to that watter, if they were on this side of

the Chamber.
_ Mr. Moorr: Does the hon. member Lulieve
in & 10 per cent. penilty for men who cannot

pay their rent?

Mr. TOPFORD : If T had well-grounded
views upon any legislotion” that was placed
upon the statute-book by our opponents, and
those views were sufficiently grounded to
perfmt me to call it repudiation, I would
have ‘“guts” enough tc say that. when I
got on the Government side, I would remove
1t from the statute-hook and give back to the
people what had heen taken from them.
Hon. members opposite he  their silence
testify, first, that thes arc not game to take
part in this rleba’(o and to say definitely that
a vepeal of the Act will fake place. and
that a repeal of the Act will carry with it
a refund of the money collected by way of
rent,
~ Mr. Moore: Does the hon. member believe
in a 10 per cent. penaltr for those who
cannot pay their rent?

Mr. STOPFORD : I will not be drawn off
the track br the hon. men.ber to deal with
comparatively an infinitesimal item: but, as
a matter of fact, the penalty for the late
payment of rent has becn remitted in cases
of necessity. In this very important matter,
affecting the welfare of every citizen of the
State, rcpresentatives who brand themselves
as Country members, and who profess to be
keen in advocating every country interest,
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have displayed a most eloquent silence. They
have certainly obtained the services of the
hon. member for Kennedy, whose advocacy
in this Chamber can only be regarded as
one of personal interests—his interests have
been assailed and not the interests of the
whole of the conmunity—which robs any
argument he may have adduced of any value.

e hon. member for Kennedy

[2 p.m.] has repeatedly in this Chamber,
hurled across the word ‘ repu-

diation.” Repudiation, to my mind, consists

of repudiating some existing contract. Before
you can repudiate anything, something must
exist. The hon. member would have been
well advised had he acquainted himself with
recent history, when he would have found
that others who share his opinions had
decided, at their own personal expense, to
seek redress, or rather support of their con-
tention, from the highest legal tribunal in

Australia, viz.: the High Court. The South
Australian Pastoral Company and three
others, representing the interests of 200

others, brought a test case before that high
tribunal, and that court, which sat in April
and gave its judgment in June—a court
which cannot be termed particularly biassed
in the interests of this Government, and con-
sisting of Chicf Justice Knox, Mr, Justice
Isaacs, Mr. Justice Higgins, Mr. Justice
Duffy, and Mr. Justice Starke gave a unani-
mous judgment, and Mr. Justice Higgins,
one of the ablest legal men in Australia, in
giving his judgment, stated emphatically
that no contraect existed. There we have a
repudiation of the arguments of hon, mem-
bers opposite, not from a Labour source, but
from the highest legal tribunal in the whole
of Australia. But we have still a higher
tribunal which has supported our attitude,
that is the tribunal of Queensland democracy,
which to me constitutes the highest tribunal
to which any politician can submit a case for
decision. Let us take the case of the Mitchell
electorate. In that electorate there are sixty-
nine large holdings, and sixty-six of these
holdings enjoy what is known as the 50 per
cent. benelit clause under the 1905 Act.
That was an Act that only protected holdings
which had been taken up prior to its pass-
age, and gave preferential treatment to
those men because they had a synpathetic
Government in power,
Mr. J. JoNEs: We have not got one now.

Mr. STOPFORD : No, you have a Govern-
ment in power to-day who are sympathetic
to the masses of the people, and not to a
section of the people.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!
Mr. FretcHER @ The people do not think so.

Kr. STOPFORD: What an insane inter-
jection from a dying politician! I am going
to the highest tribunal—to the democracy of
this State. There is not a squatting district
represented on the Opposition side of the
House. I was saying that in the Mitchell
district, where there are sixty-nine large
holdings, only three of which were not enjoy-
ing the benefits of the 50 per cent. clause,
there were hundreds of grazing selections,
very few of which enjoved the benefits of that
clausc; yet in this Chamber there sits a
man who was returned unopposed for that
electorate because he had met the wishes,
not of the few squatters who had a special
benefit conferred upon them so that they
might get accommodation from the banking
institutions in 1905, but simplr because this
‘Government, supported by the hon. niember
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for Mitchell, had stood for the best interests_
of all the people in his electorate, the large
majority of whom are small, struggling
graziers. Now the hon. member for Kennedy
stands up and talks of repudiation of con-
tract with the grazing sclector.

Mr. J. JoxEs: Yes.

Myr. STOPFORD : Let us imagine the posi-
tion created by this unfair condition, which
was obtained by the methods disclosed by
the Secretary for Public Works in the secret
meeting which he divulged to the House,
when the pastoralists stated that they were
able to obtain many concessions by using
their influence in the lobby of this House.
[ can almost imagine that I can see those
interests when the Land Act Amendment Bill
was before the Chamber. Do you think that
they foregathered in the lobby with their
highly-paid barristers to ask for a 50 per
cent. benefit clause in the interests of the
small graziers? Whose interests was it in?
It was 1n the interests of the moneyed classes,
fromy whom they had drawn their fighting
funds from the dawn of political history in
Queensland. If the interests of the grazing
sclectors were in the minds of thosze men, 1
ask why it was that immediately the leases
then existing were terminated—when the
Government exercised their privilege of
resuming a portion of the holdings which
enjoyed a 50 per cent. protection and called
upon men with small capital to vie -with
one another at the ballot-box so that they
might get a portion of it—why was it that
the 50 per cent. protection did not operate
on the resumed portion which was cut up
into grazing selections? What an anomaly !
Can the hon. member stand up for that?
Here was a large area which the pastoralists
had exploited for forty or fifty years; then it
became resumable under low rentals, and
the men with small capital were asked to
participate at the ballot in the hope that
they might take wup what, under that
Administration, meant the worst portion of
the holding; and immediately it was divided
into smaller holdings the benefit clause of
50 per cent, disappeared, although it re-
mained as a protection for the large interests
that formerly held that land. I desire to
say, in answer to the hon. member for Port
Curtis, that not only have we evidence of
what the democracy has said in regard to
our action in the case of the hon. member
for Mitchell, who was returned unopposed to
this Chamber, but we have it in the case
of the Secretary for Public Lands, who repre-
sents the electorate of Warrego, and the
hon. member for Balonne, the hon, meniber
for Gregory, the hon. member for Darcoo,
and the hon. member for Burke. Tt applies
in all electorates where this particular Act
applies. Practically, the people concerned
in those electorates said to each member,
“Well done, my good and faithful servant,
go forward and carry on vour good work.”
The electors. by their votes in those elector-
ates, gave the most eloquent testimony that
anvone could ask for in regard to the
righteousness of the proposal which we passed
in this House.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. VOWLES:
Let us get on.

Mr. STOPFORD : I regret that the leader
of the Opposition was absent on his Dalby
farm during the earlier portion of my
remarks, but I challenge him now to let us
know how long he is going to pursue this

Mr. Stopford.]

You are quite an orator.
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eloquent silence in regard to this maiter.
The hon. gentleman has camoutlaged the
question quite enough by saying that he
wishes to get to. another vote. The whole
welfare of the State is affected by this vote,
because it is on our land laws and the
administration of the Department of Public
Lands that the prosperity of the people of
the State depends. I infer from the silence
of the leader of the Opposition that he does
not wish to offend the moneyed interests who
subscribe to his political fund, and the hon.
gentleman will not say whether he is in
favour of the repeal of this legislation
or not. I ask the hon. gentleman
to  state definitely if he is or is
not in favour of the repeal of the Land
Act Amendment Act. Is the hon. gentleman
in favour of returning to the pastoral lessees
the extra amount collected in rents by this
Government? Will the hon. member say
that the statements made by Mr. Garbutt are
a true indication of his silence on the
matter?  Will the hon. gentleman sayv
whether he will give an extension of leases
as compensation to the pastoral lessees for
what hon. members opposite are pleased to
call the * repudiation’”’ agreed to by this
Government? I do not think this dcbate
should be allowed to close without some
consideraticn being given to a very valuable
document that has heen presented to Par-
liament. I refer to the report of the Public
Service Commissioner, whose investigations
of the Department of Public Lands, in
common  with other departments, have
revealed a very close consideration of the
best interests of everyone who deals with that
particular department. If I had not been
drawn off the track by the speech of the
hon. member for Kennedy I would have
had more time to deal extensively with this
particular document. T consider every hon.
member should make himself acquainted
with the details of the Commissioner’s
report and the suggestions contained therein,
because I believe that the result of the
inquiry he has made is going to make for
& better condition of things so far as the
organisation of the Department of Public
Lands is concernmed. There are some sug-
gestions in that report, sach as in connection
with shortening the procedure for making
land available for settlement. I am not
criticising the officials of the department in
any way, because I realise that, with the
extension of our railway system, the expendi-
ture of our public moncy, and the large
activities the Government have embarked
upon since they came intc office, have natur-
ally placed upon that department huge
responsibilities. 1f, a« the result of their
efforts to cope with their new work, certain
disorganisation has crept in, I feel sure
that the recommendaticns contained in the
veport I have just referred to will go a long
way to improve and beucfit the organisation
of the department. Taking the report
broadly, it is worthy of some consideration.
Recommendations are made whereby greater
facilities will be offered to people to get on
the land. I remember on one occasion when
Mzr. Gordon Graham, the former Under Sec-
retary of the Department of Public Lands,
and a most cxcellent officer, gave evidence
before the Public Works Commission in
connection with a railway proposal, he
stated that, if 100 settlers arrived in the
State at that time Le would be unable to
place them on land close enough to a rail-
way to ensure them reasonable chances of
successfully earning their living.

[Mr. Stopford.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Supply.

Mr. J. Joxes: There is plenty of rcom
now,

Mr. STOPFORD: The hon. member is
wrong.  When the Mount Morgan mine
closed down I went to the Lands Department
and asked if they could settle 100 men with
small “capital., I will admit that I wanted
those men settled in the district of the hon.
member for Herbert, where I knew that cane
lands on the Tully River would give them an
absolutely assured success, and the depart-
ment said that it was impossible. I was
informed that, although we had expended
money in building a railway line, it was no
use putting more men on the land there
because the sugar-mill capacity was not suffi-
cient to cope with cane produced more than
13 miles from the railway. If, as a result
of this inquiry, we are¢ going to have speedier
methods of dealing with land settlement, if
we are going to break down many of the
delays which at present are experienced
between the time the application is made
and the time when the settler is finally placed
on his holding, I venture to say that the
labours of the Commissioner will not have
been in vain.

It is my intention to dilate somewhat on
one aspect of this report, that is, the part
which asks for inquiry into the methods of
solving the difficulties caused by freehold
land being held out of use. When we con-
sider that the people of this State are annually
paying interest on a large public debt,
£48,000,000 of which has been expended on
railway construction, and when we remember
that one man is utilising his land to the
fullest capacity whilst side by side with
him a mere speculator holds land out of use—
although the unimproved value of his land
increases to the same extsnt as that of the
man who is utilising his land to the fullest
extent from the expenditure of that public
money and the industry of the people in the
district—we realisc that the land which is
held out of use along our railways is a
menace to all the people in the district and
the State as a whole. It may be argued that
an increase in our unimproved value taxation
will meet the case. I do not think so, because
in increasing that tax you place a burden
on the man the unimproved value of
whose land has been increased by the exten-
sion of some public utility, but who is using
his land for the benefit of the whole of the
State. I believe that sooner or latér serious
consideration must be given to some form of
taxation of land of that description which
will not hit the man in the immediate vicinity
who is utilising his land. My idea is that we
might imposa some form of ““ non-productive
tax, based on the income of the man in the
vicinity who is utilising his land for the
benefit of the State, or a tax cqual to the
average railway earnings from land of a
similar area in the district.

The bell indicated that the time allowed to
the hon. member under the Standing Orders
had expired.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): One almost feels
inclined to congratulate the Government on
the manner in which these Estimates have
been handled and the manoeuvres resorted to
in order to prevent discussion on some of
the most important items. We are engaged
in  JJiscussing Hstimates amounting to
£23,000,000. Because of the time wasted by
hon. members opposite, within two hours
£16,000,000 of that total will go through
without any discussion. TUp to the time of
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my rising six members have spoken to-day,
of whom four were Government members.
During ihe discussion of the Estimates hon.
members opposite on one small vote alone
have taken up something like 800 inches

of space, compared with less than 400
inches by members on this side. The
public of Queensland must realise that

in some of the votes which yet remain to
be discussed—State Interpriscs, Railways,
and s0 on—there must be some items which
Government supporters are seriously afraid
of having discussed. That is the only con-
struction that can be placed on the way in
which time has been taken up by one Govern-
ment member after another. Will all this
discussion to-day lead to another acre of
settlement, or will it increase our productive-
ness in any way? Not a bit. We have been
prevented from discussing votes which, in the
public interest, should be fully discussed.

1 recognise that the hon. member for Kount
Morgan is one of the most courteous speakers
on the other side. At the same time, his
personal attack on the hon. member for
Kennedy was not worthy of him. He accused
that hon. membeor of having spoken from
personal motives. In the back part of my
electorate I represent very much the same
class of selector as is represented by the hon.
member for Kennedy. I am not a Crown
Jessee, so no one call 1mpute personal motives
to me. Speaking on behalf of the small
graziers in my electorate, I say that every
word which was uttered by the hon. membaor
for Kennedy iz borne out by the facts of
the case. Those pcople in the present time
are in a deplorable condition. Why are
men chosen to represent an electorate in
Parliament, to voice the wishes, the desires,
and the interests of the electors? Simply
because they happen to be engaged in the
industries 1in which their electors are
interested. The hon. member for Kennedy
had every right to spealk as he did in con-
nection  with  the cattle industry in  his
electorate without the slur of personal interest
being cast at him.

During the discussion, what is called the
“ Repudiation Act’’ has been mentioned. I
quite understand that hon. members on the
other side do not like the true facts of the
case to be brought up. If ever there was
an act of moral repudiation, it is embecdied
in that picce of legislation. We know that
in 1905, owing to the fact that stock were
not going on to those Western properties, a
special Act was passed containing a proviso
dealing with rents. On the strength of that
Act a large amount of capital was brought
into Queensland that otherwise would not have
been invested here, nor the improvements
it was cxpended on made. Queensland has
received the benefit of that investment, which
was made in gcod faith, on the assumption
that the promise made by the Queensland
Parliament in 1905 would be observed. That
promise has been broken. Can it be won-
dered at that, under such circumstances, the
credit of Queensland has suffered all over
the world? The market to which we usually
apply for money has heen closed to us
simply through that breach of faith towards
those who put money into our Western coun-
trv. I notice that the hon. member for
Mount Morgan stressed the point that the
High Court declared that the Queensland
Parliament had the power to do what was
done.
to do anything. That makes the crime—if
I maz call it so—all the worse, because the
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Government knew they could do wrong with
impunity.  We can do anything with a
majority in this Chamber, If the Govern
ment chose to pass a short Act, they could
talke an innocent man off the street and hang
him. They have power to do that, though
it would not be right. The point 1s, is it
right to do these things? The Government
have, by the us¢e of their servile majority,
seriously compromised the gcod name of
Queensland.  The conscquences of the Land
Act Amendment Act will react disastrously
on Quecensland. It was not only wrong to
pass that Act, but it was a serious blunder.
We have had a good deal of talk on land
settlement.  We have had talk and talk and
talk, not ouly by the inch or the foot, but,
may say by the yard, but it goes for
nothing. I will quote an instance where
land scttlement has becn retarded In my
district. I refer to Eungella Tableland.
The possibilities of that land are equal
to those of any arca of similar nature
in Qucensland. Prior to this Government
coming into power this country was on
the point of being settled by a group of
dairy-farmers from the Northern Rivers of
New South Wales. It was intended that
they should grow grass and place cattle on
those pastures and go in for dairy pursuits.
That would have taken place had there mnot
been a change of Government in 1915. To
show the fruitfulness of the back country in
that district, I intend to quote a letter writien
by a Victorian who subsequently took up some
of the land, but who was hunted out because
of the actions of this Government. He says—
“The truth is 1 am one of the

¢ slaughtered innocents’ who selected land

on the Hungella Tableland in 1920 with

a group of New South Wales farmers.
Having had twenty years’ experience
with fruitgrowing, I recognised on the
Eungella Tableland absolutely the finest

fruitgrowing country 1 have seen in
Eastern Australia, also including Tas-

mania and New Zcaland, My neighbour,

Mr. Charles Dunning, an experienced
farmer from Tamworth, Néw South
Wales, says it is the finest dairying

country he has ever scen. 1 have no
doubt that this tableland would have been
one of the most successful settlements
cver established in Qucensland: but what
is the rcsuli as far as 1 am concerned?
While I am busy 2,000 miles away sell-
ing my orcharu and vinevard at a loss
of £5,000 below its market value to com-
ply with the residence clauses in your
(ueensland Act, T had the mortification
of reading your leading article last
November stating that the balance of
the unselected blocks were withdrawn
from selection.”
Through a change of land tenure brought
about by this Government the first company
from the Northern Rivers gave up the inten-
tion of coming to Queensland, and the settle-
ment of that arca was dropped. Out of a
resarve of 13,000 acres the Government have
3,000 acres reserved on the frontage, which
means that 10,000 acres are blocked to settle-
ment. For the last ten years numerous settlers
have taken up land there; but they have
always found it impossible to gect over the
difficulty of those 3.000 acres of unoccupied
land forming the frontage. There is dense
scrub on this frontage, and, if the settlers
cut a track through it, the sun cannot get
to the track to dry it up when there is a
heavy fall of rain, and it becomes a bog.

Mr. Swayne.]
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No roads can be constructed because the
local authorities receive no rates from
that area. Dozens of men have taken
up the land and have had to release
it and return to Victoria and New South
Wales simplv because of the conditions
imposed by this Government. It was impos-
sible for them to hold some of the best land
in the State. That is a glaring case of the
effect of the Government policy. Anyone
acquainted with land settlement krows that
people will not go behind thick scrubby land
to tdke up a houhrm Settlement must be
worked from the front of the land. It is
impossible to do this on this ares, because
the Government have rezerved that frontage
of 3,000 acres.

I may also say that something like £20,000
of public money has been spent in making
roads to this arca, which is within 5 miles
o a railway. The action of the Government

in reserving this area is a great
[2.30 p.m.] injustice to the Mackay district,

as that area should be the source
of all the butter and dairy produce required
in Mackay; and I hope the hon. member for
Mackay will join with me in trring to
induce the Goverpment to reconsider this
matter, and bring about an alteration in
their decision that the whole of this area
should be reserved a: a State forest. I give
place to no one in my desire to see that the
future timber requirements of this State are
provided for. t is stated that there is
valuable cedar on the frontage. So there is;
but I understand the department can reserve
that timber for five years, and scll it as
required. Then north and south of the
13,000 acres designed, there is just as good
cedar and more beech on the head of the
Broken and other rivers.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I do not wish
to prevent the hon. member from drawing
a comparison, but I hope <he will not discuss
the ¢ Forestry ”’ item on this vote.

Mr. SWAYNE: I think you will realise
that the -two questions are closely inter-
woven and that it is almost 1mp0351ble to
dissociate them. Even from the forestry
point of view, we are not getting any benefit
from that land. We know that, when trees
reach their maturity, they should be sold;
but until the last few months not a single
stick has been sold off this land. I pointed
out some vears ago that people were ready
to buy the timber, ret it was allowed to rot.
Whether you take it from the land settle-
ment point of view or from the forestry point
of view, the administration of the department
in connection with this matter has been
disgraceful. The Government have heen in
power seven vears, and during those seven
vears valuable timber has been allowed to
rot. It is an example of how the present
Government do things. Thev have kept this
timber until it has become useless and of no
valuc to anyone. In keeping settlers off this
land, they have adopted a dog-in-the-manger
polier, and have cut the Mackay district off
from one of the best pieces of its back
country. The very choicest hinterland has
been cut off, and it is most unfaiv that the
whole of that area should he withheld from
=election and devoted to forestrv purposes.
The Minister should consult the members
for the district regarding it. There is plenty

of land on this plateau both for scttlement

and for forestry purposes.
. Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): When I arrived
in this Chamber, after travelling by mail

[Mr. Swayne.
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train from Dalby, the hon. member for
Mount Morgan took occasion to throw out
a challenge which, I understand, had been
thrown out this morning. This reminds me
of an incident which occurred on the mail
train which I would very much like to
discuss on the Railway Estimates. Most of
the time that I was travelling on that train,
T was watching the guard put in cream cans.

Mr. BRENNAN : Why should he not?

Mr. VOWLES: It is supposed to be a
mai! train. The hon. member for Mount
Morgan referred to the attitude of the
Country party in connection with the Land
Act Amendment Act of 1920, and he tried to
associate the Country party with certain
statements which he said Mr. Garbutt had
made.

Mr. BRENNAN:
made them, too.

Mr. VOWLES: I know nothing about any
statements made by Mr. Garbutt, and any
statements he may have made he has made
them of his own volition, The policy of the
Country party on this matter is  well
known. It has been made public, and the
hon. member for Mount Morgan should know
that it would be irregular for any Govern-
ment to make provision for the repayment of
taxes collected by a past Government. The
policy of the Country party reads in cffect—

“The Country party will rvepeal as
soon as possible all legislation of a
repudiatory nature placed on the statute-
book by this Government.

“Tf any injustice has been done in
the past, the question of compensation by
an extension of leases will be considered.”

(Government  laughter.) The  Theodore
Governinent must take the responsibility for
whatl has been done, but the Country party
will see that justice iz dome in future to all
sections of the community. There is Do
equivocation about that. Ion. gentlemen
opposite know that it is part of our plat-
form; and, because they have got hold of
some bogus minutes of some mecting in the
North, when somebody stated something else,
they wish to connect it with our party, and
T take this opportunity of replying to the

The member for Kennedy

challenge of the hon. member for Mount
Morgan, :
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Your sfate-

ment now confirms what the Minister for

Works guoted.

Mr. Morean: This was in our platform

years ago.
At 2.35 pom, .
Mr. F. A. Coorer (Bremcr), onc of the

panel of Temporary Chairmen, relieved the
Chairman in the chair.

My, VOWLES: 1 would like the hon.
member for Mount Morgan to read our plat-
form. The hon. mexber for Mackay made
a certain statement. and the member for
Herbert made another :tatement, and on
each occasion it was apparvent that the state-
ments were obtained from stolen documents.

Mr. STOPFORD : They must have existed,

Mr. VOWLES: How do you know they
existed ® What is more, did the hon. member
not read out that these were merely recom-
mendations?

My, Brexyax: What is a recommendation?

Mr. VOWLES: There is a big difference
between the recommendations of onc indi-
vidual who lives in the North and the policy
of a party like the Country party. I, as the
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leader of “.ar party, am morally responsible
to a certain extent, and I tell vou that, so
far as the repayment of this back money 1s
concerned, 1t 1s an impossible proposal.
ITowever just it might be to repay the money,
iz 1s impossible in the future to make repay-
ments of moneys improperly collected in the
past. The Theodore Government have to
Twear the burdew, arpd, if it is thought an
injustice has been done, then each caxe will
be judged on its merits,

The SECRETARY FOR RAIIAVAYS
{Hon. J. Larcombe, Heppel): The remarks
of the leader of the Opposition confirm the
statement made by the Minister for Works,
which was reiterated slso by the hon. member
for Mount Morgan, that the Country party
are pledged, first, to repeal the Land Act
Amendment Act; and, second. to consider
the matter of refunding monevs approximat-
ing half 2 million or more to certain pastoral
and squatting companies which have paid
rotrospective rentals under the Land Act
Amendment Act.

OrrosITION MEMBERS: No! No!

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
T"he Ieader of the Opposition said so this
atternoon. He said that that plank of the
platform meant that, if injustice was done
it should be put right. ’

Mr. VowLes: I did not say the platform
said that at all. I said that that was the
effect of it.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Lxactly; that is the effect of it—if injustice
has been done, the money must be refunded.

Mr. VowrEs: No.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
“h%'] chls quibbling, this bandying with
words ?

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): I rise to a point
or order. Is the Minister in order in saying
that I am quibbling? I never referred to a
sum of £500,000 or any sum of money. I
said that, if injustice has been done in the
past, compensation by extension of lease will
be a way of correcting it.

Mr., BrexNaN: That is worse.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
do not wish to misrcpresent the leader of the
Opposition. It is just as well that hon.
members opposite should stand up to their
accepted policy. The leader of the Opposition
did not mention a sum of £500,000, but he said
there was more than half a million pounds
involved, and that, if hon. members opposite
happened to be returned to power, they were
going to repeal the Land Acts Amendment
Act and make a refund.

Mr. FLETCHER : No refund.

Mr. J. JoNEs: Wrong again.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
will buttress my remarks by the minutes of
the meeting of the Queensland Country party,
held at the Union Bank Chambers on 23rd
June last. That place is coming to be known
as the Trades Hall of the Country party. I
want first to point out what a serious matter
this is. If this legislation is going to be
repealed, if leases are going to be extended,
who are going to suffer? The graziers of
Queensland are going to suffer. The small
grazicrs are going to be compelled to make
up an enormous sum of probably £1,000,000
in order that that money may be returned to
the squatocracy of Queensland. (Opposition
interruption.)
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Mr. BEBBINGTON: We are griting more lies
from you. You have been lying all the
norning.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I call upon the
hon. member for Drayton to withdraw the

words, “ You have been lying all the
merning.”’
Mr. BEBBINGTON: In accordance with the

rules of the House, I will withdraw them; but
the Minister has becen making incorrect state-
ments all the morning.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
am dealing with the remarks of the leader
of the Opposition, and nct of the hon. member
for Drayton, who is interjecting in such a ridi-
culous manner. I would polnt out what a
serious matter this revelation of the policy
of the Country party opposite is in relation
to the Land Act Amendment Act. It is a
serious matter for the State and for the
graziers, if the leases are going to be
cxtended and this moner has to be refunded.
That admission has been made, and it means
that the graziers of Queensland will have to
fird the money. I want to quote from the
minutes of the Country Party ILixecutive
Coouncil mecting which T previously referred
to—

“Mr. Garbutt said he
entrusted by th= Northern
Council with resolutions—

1. To recommend

Mr. VowLis: To recommend.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
TLet me proceed. The leader of the Opposition
has admitted that the plank he quoted is to
vemedy injustice. If you start with the
Opposttion claim of injustice, then you start
with the basis of repeal and the basis of
refund.

Mr. FrercHeR: No refund.

had been
Divisional

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes. If there is an injustice, there must be

an extension of leases, and there must be a
refund of money unjustly paid.

Mr. VowrEs: No refund. If you are talk-
ing about refund, that is your policy and not
ours.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The leader of the Opposition said that, if
there was any injustice, the matter of com-
pensation would have to be considered.

Mr. Frercuer: He did not say so.

Mr. Brexvan: He did.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Let me proceed with my quotation—

Mo recommend the inclusion of a
pledge for repcal of the Caucus repudia-
tory legislation which has so disastrously
affected the credit of this State.”

We have obtained millions of pounds from
the most exacting centre of the world as far
as security is concerned, and that sufficiently
deals with the latter portion of that recom-
mendation. There were various other sections
of the resolution, including—

“4. To recall all privileges granted as
a reward for repudiation,”

Further—

“Mr. Edkins thought that, although
all this was intended to be done ”—
This is a remark by Mr. Edking, one of the
great outside controlling forces of the Oppost-

tion—
‘< it was nevertheless bad tactics to put it
into the front window.”

At 241 p.m.,

The THAIRMAN resumed the chair.
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It
is a remarkable thing that one of the most
important planks, so far as land settlement
and the graziers are concerned, should be
kept out of the front window. I think it is
the duty of members on this side to place it
in the front window, and let the people know
what the policy of the party opposite is. Can
they honestly deny that that is their poliev?
1t 18 given expression to by Mr. Edkins, who
controls the Graziers’ Association, and who
is in receipt of nearly £4,000 a year. He is a
man who has much influence with hon.
members opposite.

Mr. BranD: He has no influence at all.
The SECRETARY TOR RAILWAYS: It

is no good the hon. member saying that,
because Mr. Edkins, in his official capacity in
connection with the pastoralists, must have
an influence upon hon. members opposite.
This is a Country party mecting which I am
referring to. (Opposition interruption.) It
may be unpalatable to hon. members opposite
to have these remarks in ¢ Hansard,” but I
do not think they should object to the revela-
tion of their platform to the public. Mr.
Garbutt said—

“ Bvery Northern candidate would be
pledged to a refund of all money taken
from landowners by this repudiatory
legislation.”

That is another significant aspect-—~they will
be pledged to refund that money. What does
that mean, so far as the graziers and the
taxpayers of Quecnsland are concerned? It
means that half a million of money will have
to be found to be paid back to these great
pastoralist companies, the shareholders in
which are living in other parts of the world.
This has a serious aspect for the small grazier.
I am certain that, when this platform i1s made
public throughout Queensland, there will be
a revulsion of feeling on the part of the
graziers against the Country party for mak-
ing such a pledge. It is not in harmony with
the policy of the farmers of the State gener-
ally. Tt is simply a plank that has been
formulated in the interests of the wealthy
pastoralist institutions who have governed the
State for over [ifty years. Their mnfluence was
only countered and minimised when this
Administration was returned in 1915, Another
member of the mecting, Mr. Gay, said—

“The refund ought certainly to be
made, but he doubted the wisdom of mak-
ing it a front plank of the policy. It
would not appeal to the small men.”

That is significant. This is a party which is
claiming to represent the small grazier in
Parliament, and here they are trying to place
in their platform the planks which thev intend
to translate into law which they admit them-
selves are going to affect disastrously the
small grazier in the State

The general question of the Land Act
Amendment Act—this alleged repudiatory
legislation—has been discussed time and
again during the dehate. It was discussed
b the hon. member for Kennedy, who sub-
mitted his views in a way that I take mno
exception to; but his views are not those
of the Government, and I do not think they
are views which should be translated into
legislation.

The hon. member for Kennedy referred to
this legislation as repudiatory legislation.
When we are twitted with remarks like that,
we naturally ask: Fas the party opposite
been guilty of repudiation? Is this ery com-
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ing from a party who are guiltless, so far as
repudiation is concerned? I say emphati-
cally that we did not pass any repudiatory
legislation at all. It was only the restora-
tion of a vight that the State and the
selectors were deprived of. The party oppo-
site were guilty of repudiation in a most
flagrant manner in 1912 in connection with
the carters’ award in Rockhampton. The
carters obtained an award under the Wages
Board Act, but that award was immediately
repudiated by the hon. member for Bulimba,
who was thon Secretary for” Public Works.
1 recollect in connection with the last muni-
cipal elections throughout Queensland that
the Tory candidates were returned pledged
to no more increase in taxation and no
further increase in expenditure. What hap-
pened as soon as the municipal elections were
over? These aldermen told the electors that
they were going into the municipal garden
to plant beautiful flowers of economy, and
reduce taxation. What happened in con-
nection with all the councillors which were
returned pledged against increased taxation
and expenditure? The mayor of South
Brisbane was immediately granted an
increase in his allowance. The allowance
of the mayor of Brisbane was fixed at £1,000
a year. Yet hon. members opposite talk
about repudiation when their candidates
pledged to no further expenditure acted in
that way! We know how the pledges of
the party oppositc were broken in a most
flagrant maner in New South Wales only a
few weeks ago, when the Fuller Nationalist
Government repudiated their pledges to the
public servants. (Opposition laughter.)

Mr. BepBingToN: What did you do?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
will tell you later what I did. I am dealing
now with hon. members opposite. I am deal-
ing with the Nationalist party in New South
Wales, and showing how they went back on
their pledges to the public servants of that
State. Immediately they were returned to
power they removed the public servants from
the protection of the Arbitration Court. They
also sacked 160 men in the Government print-
ing works, and in other ways they repudiated
their pledges to the electors.

Mr. Bepsinarox : Tell us what you did for
the public servants?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
am not dealing with what I did just now.
I have shown that the party opposite repu-
diated the carters’ award in 1912. It was
not only repudiated by the hon. member
for Bulimba, but was substituted by another
award which provided for longer hours and
lower pay. These were the things that were
dove by hon. members opposite who now
complain about repudiation. In the muni-
cipal spherc in Queensland, and on the
Nationalist side in New South Wales and in
other States, the same thing occurred. We
had a very significant indication of what
the people think about thesp'aspects'of
repudiation. There was a municipal election
in the North Ward of Brisbane about a
fortnight ago, when the Labour candidate
was returned with a substantial majority.
That shows that the people were disgusted
and dissatisfied with the repudiatory policy
of the Tory candidates who had been
returned at the previous election.

I would like to give a quotation from a
journal, which is the official organ of the
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primary producers of Queensland. 1 refer
to “ The Producers’ Review.”

Mr. MoreaN: A journal you bought?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
That is an insulting remark.

The SECRETARY TFOR  AGRICULTURE: The
trouble is that the ecditor of that journal
could not be bought.

The SECRETARY TFOR RAILWAYS:
The editor of that journal could not be
bought by the hon. member for Murilla or
any of his colleagues. Let me refer to what
that paper has to say about this alleged
repudiatory measure. This paper is issued
monthly cn behalf of the producers of
Queensland.

Mr. BesBINGTOK : On behalf of the Govern-
ment.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
It is issued on behalf of the producers of
Queensland. 1 want to read a quotation
from ‘ The Producers’ Review’ in regard
to the Land Act Amendment Act, the so-
called “ Repudiation Act,” so that I can get
it into ¢ Hansard ”’—

“ Nearly the whole of the pastoralists
and practically all of the selectors of
Queecnsland are paying rentals fixed br
the court without any limitation; but
there are still about 1,000 pastoralists who
claim special privileges under the law
of last century. The Bill proposes to
wipe out that special privilege and put
all selectors on the same footing, whether
they be pastoralists or merely struggling
pear selectors. Australia does not believe
in special privilege. and every remnang
of it should be rooted out of our laws.
But why should we go on giving thess
special privileges to banks and English
financing companies while the bulk of
our own hard toiling selectors and lessees
are paying many times higher rentals?
This very restriction is one of the last
remnants in Queensland of the old time
special privileges of the days when the
sqquatters bossed Quecnsland, and
regarded the small selector as a plague
sent to worry them. We are told that
the English financing companies are
breathing out firc and brimstone. Of
course, they ave—that is, the companies
who have besn enjoying this remnant of
special privilege.”

Could anyone place the position more aptly
and appropriately from the viewpoint of
the producer? Onc could not do so if he
read a volume. That is what ¢ The Pro-
ducers’ Review” saxs. It says that the Go-
vernment were only removing the last
remnant of vested interests and monopoly.
It points out that it removes the legislation
introduced by squatter-bossed Governments at
5 time when the farmer was looked upon as
a plague and a pest. Cur legislation in con-
nection with the Land Act Amendment Act
was morally sound. cconomically sound, and
from every point of view was simply putting
the pastoral lessee on the same planc as the
small grazing selcetor.

Mr. Vowtres: Do you say that ¢ The Pro-

ducers’ Review” is the organ of the
farmers’ party?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes.

Mr. VowLES: It is not; it has been turned
down by all the farmers’ councils and the
executive.
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It
has been turned down by a few politicians.

Mr. MooRe: It hus been turned down by
all the branches.

The SECRETARY FVOR RAILWAYS: I
will give another quotation from ¢ The Pro-
ducers’ Review.” so that I can get it into
“ Hansard.”” Tt is headed, “ Wanted a
Straight-out Country Partv.”” It reads—

¢ Politics in Quecnsland to-day is in a
state of flux, and the old discredited
politicians vwho have been rebuffed again
and again are endeavouring to foist upon
the new party their policy of place-hunt-
ing ineptitude and intrigue. . . . Do
the farmers imagine that the State cam-
paign committee, representing moneyed
interests, middlemen, shippers, and huge
monopolies, will act In the intercsts of a
party that has sworn death to middle-
men and other parasites? It is apparent
that once again the farmers have been
hoodwinked.”

That is what “ The Producers’ Review’ says
about the party opposite. We have bheen
accused of misrepresentation and unfairness
but here you have  The Producers” Review””
speaking of the party opposite as being domi-
nated by middlemen monopolists and by
those interests which are fighting and not
assisting the primary producers of this State.
These remarks from * The Producers’ Re-
view”” show that hon. members opposite do
not represent the producers of Queensland.
You have only got to look at this paper
month after month, and you will find the
commendations which come from all parts of
the State from farmers regarding the policy
of the journal. That, I think, is proof that
“The Producers’ Review” is widely read
and accepted as the authoritative journal
hearing upon the producing interests of
Quecensland.

Mr. Braxd: What does it say about land
settlement ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: If
the hon. member desires it, I shall certainly
give him another remark or two fron: ““ The
Producers’ Review.” Dealing
with the land settlement policy
of the Government and the afti-
tude of hon. members opposite, it said, in
April last—

“One thing that the farmers, however,
should realise is that they owe nothing
to their so-called political leaders. No
sooner had Mr. Theodore outlined his
proposals than these politicians began
scurrying about calling futile conferences,
and behaving in such a flagrantly obstruc-
tive manner that prominent Nationalist
newspapers, both in the city and the
country, warned them to stand aside and
let Mr. Theodore undertake that whick
they had so hopelessly failed to accom-
plish.”

“The Producers’ Review” stated that Mr.
Theodore had to step in and do for the
producers, for land settlement, and for the
State what hon. members opposite had hope-
lessly failed to accomplish! And on 10tk
April, inter alia, it said—

“If the Country party had been an
effective and constructive organisation. it
could have had the credit for some of
the big reforms now being made. As it
is, not one scrap of credit can be claimed

Hon. J. Larcombe.]
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party. It spent its time
and cnergies m fuiile and destructive
criticism of no possible value. Tt failed
signally to be an effective Opposition,
and it will go on adding failure to
failure so long as it persists m its foot-
ling futility. The scurried and terrified
attitude of the Country party during the
past month has been more than a joke;
it has been a weariness to the flesh.”
members
‘When an
Producers’
scathing

by the Country

Those are which hon.
opposite should take to heart.
1mp0ftant journal like “ The
Review”’ sces fit to make very
criticismms of hon. members opposite, they
should be prepared to consider them, and
they should be ready to search their souls
to find out what is wrong. (Oppozition inter-
ruption.}) It is quite evident that hon. mem-
bers opposite have lost touch with the pro-
ducers of Queensiand.  (Renewed interrup-
tion.)

SCEINONs

Let nie deal for a moment or two with the
remarks of the hon. member for Kennedy
and the hon. member for Aubigny. The
latter made a complaint with reference to
the increasing number of reappraisement
cases. and ur god that they should be attended
to. It is quite correct to say that there
should be no undue accumulation of reap-
praiscment cases. As a matter of fact, last
vear some extra essing  rangerh were
appointed, and morce motor cars and other
necessary means of speedy conveyance were
provided, so that the number to-day is being
reduced as quickly and as sﬂtlﬂfztctonlv as
possible.

The hon. member for
Government to consider favourably the
requests of the grazing industry, which, he
pointed out, was suffering dis a:trouslv at
the present time. so that the graziers swere
entitled to consideration, With those senti-

Kennedy asked the

ments I thoroughly and whole-heartedly
agree. It is deplorable that the industry

should be so hard-hit by deple%scd prices
and threatening drought conditions, although
I hope that the fears in the latter case will
not be realised. The Government have not
waited until Parliament met or these Esti-
mates were discussed to consider the unfor-
tunate position of the graziers of Quecnsland.
In many ways they have done work of an
active and satisfactory nature to minimise
the evil effects referred to by the hon. mem-
ber for Kennedy. The Premier some time
ago in Rockhampton met a deputation of
graziers, and referred to the advisability of
a meat pool.

Myr. Moraax : He did not do ansthing.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
That is an ungenerous remark, because the
deputation promised that they would formu-
late a scheme to place before the Premjer,
and up to date they have not done so. What
is the good of hemg unfair in a matter of

this kind? What is the good of introducing
party politiecs? The hon. member knows
quite well, or he ought to know, that the

Government promised to support any reason-
able scheme formulated by the graziers. The
Tord heips those who help themselves, and
the graziers are preparcd to help them\selves.
although they have not done so up to the
present. Any responsibility for undue delay
does not rest with the Government. This
week or next week a conference of the
grazing interests will be held in Melbourne,
and the Queensland Government desire to
send a representative there,

[Hon. J. Larcombe.
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Mr. VowrLes: A
Lands Department?
The SECRETARY

representative of  the

FCR RAILWAYS:

No.
Mr. VowrLes: Why do you deal with that?
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:

Tor the siniple reason that the hon. member
for Kennedy raised it. and it was discussed.
It is all very fine for hon. members to make
wild, wide criticism, but they cannot expect
it to go without remark. (Opposition inter-
ruption.) The hon. member for Dalby was
1ot here this morning, and he does not know
what took place.

Mr. Morean: The hon. member for Mirani
was not allowed to get on to forestry.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Do I under-
stand the hon. member for Murilla to suggest
that I was unfair to the hon. member for
Mirani when he was on his feet?

Mr. Morcix: I sajd the hor. member for
Mirani was not allowed to get on to forestry.

The CHAIRMAN : I would like to remind
the hon, member that he must not refleet on
the Chair.

Mr. Moreax: I am just reminding the
TMinister that the hon. member for Mirani
was not allowed to deal with foresiry.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member must
know that I am not as dense as that. The
hon. member for Kennedy raised the distinet
question of what the (Government were doing
to help the graziers of Queensland, and the
Minister 1s replring. 1 think that any
Tiinister is entltled at any time to addres
the Comniittee in reply to any matter ralsed
b+ hon. members opposite.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
would have preferred to sit still and say
nothing, but then there would hdve been a
suggestion of unfauneqs secrecy, and failure
to recognise courteous representations. I was
}11oceed1ng to point out that the Government
intended to be reprcsented at that confer-
ence, and we hoped that the Opposition
would afford the necessary ¢ pair,” and that
the disgraceful practice which was estab-
lished when we warted to send a representa-
tive to the Fruitgrowers’ Conference in
Meclbourne will not be followed on this
occasion.

In addition to promising assistance in the
matter of a meat pool and in respect of the
graziers’ conference, the Governraent have
reduced cattle freights to the graziers of
Queensland. Before this reduction took place,
the Government had a policy of keeping fares
and freights as low as possible. Our cattle
freights were the lowest in Amtlall Not-
withstanding that, the graziers came along
to me and to the Government, and suggested
that we should still further reduce freights.
We agreed to do so,-and we reduced them
br 20 per cent, We did not limit the redue-
tion to the graziers; we extended it to the
pig 1a1%e1q and the cream producers,
Fmther when the season was bad some time
ago. the cattle producers came to me and
to the Government, and asked for a reduc-
tion in catile freights. We reduced the
freights by 50 per cent.—which no Govern-
ment had ever done previously in the history
of Quecensland.

Mr. BEBBINGTON :

The SECRETARY
They did not.

Mr. BEBRINGTON :
that they did not.

They did.
FOR RAILWAYS:

I challenge you to show
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The hon. member is talking * bunkum.” I
have had the statistics looked up. Rebates
were glven previously.

Therc was a 33 per cent.

Mr. VOwLES :
reduction,
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:

Those rabates had to be paid back.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: No.
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:

Did any Government ever make a 50 per
cent. reduction?
Mr. VowrLes : Thirty-three per cent., I said.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I «ay that this Government reduced starving
stock freights by 50 per cent.—a greater
reduction than any other Government ever
made to the graziers.

Mr. BeBsineTOx : That is an incorrect
statement.
The SECRITTARY FOR RAILWAYS:

That is an incorrect interjection. The leader
ol the Opposition was quite correct.

Mr. BepsixeroN: I say that previous Go-
vernmenis carried caitle cheaper than you
did.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Mention has been made of the question of
rents. The Governmen: have deferred rents
and penaltics; they Lave deferrved taxation,
and i various other ways they have met
the graziers of Queensland who made ropre-
sentations to them, and who have cince sent
along appreciative and congratulatory letters,
The graziers of Queensland are very pleased
with the concessions and the protection which
the Government are affording them at this
very serious time.

Mr. Morgax : They do not vote for you.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
They do.  As has been pointed out, in the
Mitchell electorate the opponents of Labour
could not get a candidate. That is a great
pastoral and grazing constituency. In the
Barcoo, Balonne, Warrego, and other graz-
ing electorates for years the Government
have received large majorities. This is not
a new-found zeal for the Labour party or
the Labour Government on the part of the
producers in those clectorates; they have
been doing it over and over again for the
last ten. f{iftcen, and in some cases nearly
twenty years. So, when we get down to the
sound  basis as to what the graziers of
Queensland think of the Government we find
their opinion reflected in the votes that are
cast for the Labour candidates at election
time.

Mr. J. JonNes: Not in the Keunnedy.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RAILWAYS:
"The hon. member not zay too much about
his win; becausc it is o well-known fact that
the late Mr. ’Sullivan was unfortunately
ill during the last election campaign, and
was unable to go up to the electorate. That
was his disadvantage, =ud it was te the dis-
advantage of thix party. But in the elec-
torates I have mentioned and in others,
clection after election. the producers have
returned the Labour candidates. There must
ba reason for that. If the criticism of hon.
members opposite was scund and accurate,
the Labour candidates would not save their
deposits in the grazing constituencies. Yet,
year after vear, they come back with sub-
stantial majorities; and the anti-Labour
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organisations could nos got a candidate to
oppose the hon. member for Mitchell.

Mr. VowLes: What has that to do with
land settlement?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Hon. members oppozite will interject, and,
when I reply, they protest. 1 want to get
back to the remarks of the hon. member for
Kennedy, and vemind him that there is
scmething else required besides meat pools,
reduced freights, and such like things. There
is the question of market: and of quality of
the products of the industry. The hon.
member for Kennedy knows that those two
aspects of the meat industry have been dis-
cussed time and again at conferences of pro-
ducers in Queensiand. The blame for the
absence of markets and for the ivferior
quality of the product has not been placed
apon the shoulders of the Government, even
by the producers of Quecnsland. Then, again,
the Government have gencrously passed
legislation enabling—within certain limits—
the graziers to carry over their losses from
one year to another. The very legislation
which permits the impesition of a penalty—
about which hon. members opposite complain
—was passed by hon. members opposite.

Mr. VowLEs: You have not rescinded it.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
That is an apologetic attitude to take up.
If hon. imeribers oppesite were concerned
about the interests of the graziers and pri-
mars producers and objected to this penalty,
why did they support the legislation which
permitted it to be imposed? To-day the
interest is about twice as high as when hon.
nmiembers opposite imposea that 10 per cent.
penalty; but the prezent Governmend have
restrained their hand, they have enabled
the graziers to have their taxation deferred,
t5 bhave their vents deferred, to have the
penalts deferred, and in various other ways
have given to the industry the considera-
tion that it wants.

Ar. Moroax: With 10 per cent. interest.
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:

The hon. member knows that that is not
correct. Tlat is just a gencralisation that
does not accord with fact. In many cases
the penalty has been wiped out or greatly
reduced when the circvm:tances of the case
have permitted it. I have here a
statement which 1 secured from  the
Tands Department just before T came
into thi= Chamber this aftermoon. I am
not going to read it. because hon. mem-
bers opposite would object to its reading
taking up too much time. It is valuable
irformation to the grazicvs and producers of
Queensland; yet hon. members opposite
would object to its being read.

Despite all that hon. members opposite
say, the land settlement policy of the present
Government is sound. rational. cowprehen-
sive, and vigorous, The electric current of
vigorous action is vonning through the
whole of our public works policy. —Just
for a moment let us take a bird’s cye
view of our policy. There is the Burnett
scheme, which will seiile 5,000 gettlers in a

few years. There is the Dawson Valley
scheme, which will settle ultimately prob-

ably 20,000 settlers. There is the cotton-
growing scheme, in which in a few years
millions of pounds will be invested. To-day
hundreds of thousands of pounds are being

Hon. J. Larcombe
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secured by the cotton-growers of Queens-
land, and the acrcage is being increased.
Then, again, with the completion of the
North Coast Railway an increased acreage
of sugar lands will comc under cultivation.
The Government are appointing a Commis-
sion to ascertain the best siies, with a view
to erecting more mills. In that five-branched
policy—the urnett scheme, the Dawson
Valley water conservation and irrigation
scheme, the cotton-growing scheme, the North
Coast Railway completion scheme, and the
sugar-mill scheme-—wo have all the elements
and essentials of a vigorous, new, big land
settlement policy, and a true appreciation of
the possibilities of Queensland, of its large
area and the necessity for increased popula-
tion. With a policy like that it is futile for
hon. members opposite to indulge in vague
generalities with the idea of discrediting the
Government’s land settlement poliey.

Mr. MORGAN (Muriila): 1T am very sorry
that illmess has prevented the Secretary for
Public Lands from bemng present. I know
that he has had much more cxperience of
tand matters than the hon. member who has
just resumed his seat, and, no doubt. he
would have dealt with matters appertaining
to the land in a much anore practical
manner. The Secretarv for Railways told
the Committee that tke Government have
reduced freights on live stock by 20 per cent.
He did not tell the Committee that the Go-
vernment had previously increased those
freights by 63 per cent. The Government
are still charging the stockowners of Queens-
land a great deal more than was being
charged in 1914, when conditions were so
much better than they are at the present
time. The hon. gentleman has been very
liberal to the cattle-owners of the State. The
freight was increased by 63 per cent., and
now he comes along and savs,  Sec how
liberal the Governmeni bave been.
reduce the freight by 20 por cent.” Not-
withstanding that reduction, the cattle-owners

to-day are paying 30 per cent. more in
freight than they were in 1914.
The SrcrRETsRY FOr RATLWAYS: We have

the lowest rates in Australia.

Mr. MORGAN: I ¢o not know whether
this Government have brought a bligcht on
the people of Queersland, but during the last
seven years, since they have been in office
we have not had one full good oW
heve had one-half of the year gond and the
other half bad, but we have never had one
goed whole year. Hvidently the Government
Jhave brought a blight upon people who have
settled on the land. When the 10 per cert.
penalty was passed by the Denham Govern.
ment in 1910, I strongly and strenuously
opposed the imposition of that penalty. The
Labour Opposition members of that tinie were
not opposed to that penalty. ¥ was opposced
m that matter to the Government that I was
supporting, but I could not get that penalty
lowered hecause I was in the minority, There
may be some justification for the 10 per cent,
penalty so as to prevent people uuing money
that rightly belongs to the Government,
There is no justification for a 10 per cent.
penalty during times of distress. "I admit
that in certain instances the Covernment
have reduced that penalfy, notwithstanding
the fact that the Secretary for Public Lands
on more than one occasion told us that the
law would not permit him tc do so. I am
pleased that he has discovered that the law

[Hon. J. Larcombe.
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will permit him to do so or clse that he is
breaking the law. I am not against him for
breaking the law if it is necessary to give
consideration to the man who is unable to
pay his rent. I would like to see that practice
applied to all those who are in such an
unfortunate position that they cannot pay
their high rents to-day. The Minister has
cndeavoured to administer the Act in
accordance with its true wording ; but, unfor-
unately, our Land Act is not a good Act
for Qucensland. The Act should be re-
modelled in such a way that the people can
have land at a cheaper rental than they are
paying at the present time. The present
Government are a ra~krenting Government.
After the people on the land have paid their
rent and their taxes, they have little left for
themselves. They are really working for the
Government. This Government have rack-
rented the man on the land ever since they
took office. The Minister tried to justify the
repudiation of the Land Act Amendment Acs
by stating that it was necessary to bring the
rents of the big pastoralists more into con-
formity with the rent paid by the small
graziers. 'The first injustice was done hy
making the rentals of the small graziers too
high. If the Government wished to be fair
to the people on the land, they should have
veduced the rental of the small grazier to the
Iovel of the rent paid by the large pastoralist.
There was no justification for breaking the
contract with the large pastoralist in order
to make the rent paid by the two sections of
landowners more in conformity with one
snother. There are people to-day paying
50 per cent. more than they should by way
of rent. The hon. member for Burke, who
has lived in the pastoral country, gave an
illustration which I was very pleased indecd
to hear. Fle advocated that certain conditions
should appertain to the North, and I con-
sider those conditions should appertain to
the West and the South as well. Unfor-
tunatelv, the Government ave looking to the
T.ands Department for revenue, although tha
department has no right to be a revenue-
producing department. It should only obtain
sufficient revenue from the people to meet
its own responsibilities. The revenue should
be obtained through the Taxation Dcpart-
ment. If a man on the land. be he large or
amall, makes a profit he h21§ to pay income
tav, and that should be sufficient. He should
not be rackrented out of his farm or holding
in the wav that the Government are doing.
1Te should have an opportunity to take
up land at as low a rental as possible.
Unfortunately, the (Government are cut fo
discover just how hizh a rental a property
will stand. Their officials carry out the work
in the same spirit. No doubt, they are follow-
ing the policy of the Government. The hon.
member for Toowoomba, when .he was
criticising the Commissioncr for Police, said
that, if the officials of the Government would
not administer their departments in accor-
dance with the policy of the Government.
thev should be dismissed.

Mr. BreExxAN: Hear, hear!

Mr. MORGAN: Perhaps the Land Court
judges are carrying cut the policy of the
Government in order to get as much rent as
they possibly can from the unfortunate land-
owners,

Mr. COLLINS (Bowwyn): 1 rise to a
point of order. Is the hon. member for
Murilla in order in saying that the Land
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Court iz carrying out the policy of the
Government?

Mr. MoreaN: Why does the hon. member
want to twist what I said?

Myr. COLLINS: That is what the hon.
member said. I want to tie him down to
the truth.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the
hon. member for Murilla is not making any
reflection on the Land Court judges. 1If he
is. I ask him to withdraw the statement.

Mr. MORGAN: I am not making any
reflection. I said that perhaps the Land
Court judges were carrying out the policy of
the Government in obtaining high rent from
the people on the land.

Mr. Corrixs: Is that not a reflection on
the court?

Mr. MORGAN: No. I fcel suve, Sir,
that you will keep your left ear on me pretty
closely.

The CHAIRMAN: Ovder! I would
remind the hon. member for Murilla that,
when an hon. member of the Committee
rises to a point of order, as Chairman, I
must allow him {o state that point of order.
I then ask the hon. member, as I have a
perfect right to do, if he has made the
statement attributed to him; and, if he
assures me that, he has rot, then I allow him
to procecd. T do not think the hon. member
for Murilla can expect anything fairer than
thet. I hope the hon. member will not cast
any reflection upon the Chair, for, if he
does, T will deal with him.

Mr. MORGAN: I am not making any
reflection upon the Chair, Xr. Kirwan, 1
was pointing out that you would perform
vour duties so well that you would keep your
left ear well open, and that vou would not

allow me to cast any reflection upon the
Land Court judges. Theore was no need for
the hon. member for Bowen to rise to a

point of order.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I ask the hon.
member to connect his remarks with the vote
before the Committee.

Mr. MORGAN: In order that Queensland
should be prosperous, it is necessary that the
Government, whether represcutative of the
Labouv party, the Country party, or any
other party, should cndezvpur to get the
people upon the land on the best conditions
possible, and the Government should also
see that, when they are placed on ‘the
land, they have sufficient opportunity to
become successful, prosperous, and, if pos-
sible, rich men. They have just as much
vight to accumulate wealth by producing
from the soil as they have to accumulate
wealth by working in different industries.
Any man—the hon. member for Bowen or
anyone else—who is against the accumulation
of wealth by those on the land is not acting
in the best interests of the country.

Mr, Corrins: Don’t you put words into my
mouth.

Mr. MORGAN : It is onl: because of the
opportunities of accumulating wealth that
people are induced to go infto the country
and put up with the hardships, turmoil, and
strife which they have to put up with when

opening up new areas, and, if
[3.30 p.m.] you take away from them the

. right to accumulate wealth, you

will not get the right class of people to go
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on the land. The policy of the Government
in regard to land settlement is wrong, because
it is to tax, and keep on taxing, the man
on the land until he begins to squeal. As
a member of the Labour Government once
said, the Labour party are out to make the
squatters squeal, and in the process of mak-
ing the squatters squcal they likewise made
the small man squeal. If you interfere
with an industry in which the large man
is engaged, you may affect his bank balance,
but you affect the small man’s bread and
butter. The dairyman at the present time
is in a bad way because his poddy calves
arc not saleable, whereas, only twelve months
ago, his poddy calves were worth from £5
toc £6 off the bucket. That is one way in
which the small man has been made to squeal,
owing to the fact that the meat industry has
ceased to be a payable undertaking.

I will show what this Government have
done so far as the msn on the land is con-
cerned—the man who, we are told, when they
go electioneering, is the backbone of the
country. I am afraid, while we say he is
the backbone of the country, we also think
he is capable of carrying the greatest taxa-
tion, because we put more taxation on the
man who goes on the land than on any other
class in the cemmunity. The man on the
land has to carry the whole burden of taxa-
tion, while the man in the city carries a
part only. In 1914 the revenue from land
from all sonrces was £961,608—less than a
million—while the revenue for 1921-1922 was
£1,515,585—~n increase of £553,527, or over
half a million.

GOVERNMENT MpaBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. MORGAN : Hon. members should go
among the wives and children of the poor,
unfortunate people who to-day have not
encugh to eat, and say, “ Hear, hear!”
They are the people whom they have rack-
rented in order to obtain a portion of this
£500,000. The Government, In many cases
in my electorate, have increased the rentals
b+~ 200 per cent. and not through the Land
Court, either. Ther have increased occupa-
tion license fron¢ 10s. per square mile to £2
per square mile, That is what thev have
done to the poor selector who has had to
take up cccupation country tc keep his stock
alive, and the hen. member for Bowen says,
* Hear, hear!”

Mr. CoLuiNs:
squatters squeal.

Mr. MORGAN: I hope that will appear
in “ Hansard.”” It is not the squatter whom
the hon. member is making squeal, because
the squatter iz still in existence. We do not
hear of the squatter giving up his country,
but we do hear of the poor, unfortunate little
man who has been squeezed out. The hon.
member for Bowen says, ‘ Hear, hear!”
because he has been squcezed out by this
rackrenting Government. The Government
have done everything possible to drive off
the land the seftler whom Queensland is so
anxious to retain. In some portions of
Queensland the Government are endeavour-
g to put people on the land, and in other
portions they are driving thens off the land.
We are not going to gain anything by settling
a few hundred people in the Burnett and
having a few hundred settlers leaving Tara
and cther parts of Queensland owing to the
actions of the Government in connection with
taxation and because of the burdens they
have placed upon them .in the matter of
increased railway freights and other things.

Mr. Morger.)

“ Hear, hear!” Make the
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On the necessities of life, the Government
have increased the ratlway freights on these
people, not once, but on three separate occa-
sions, T am very sorry we shall not be able
to discuss the Estimates of the Railway
Department. Take the number of occups-
tion licenses at present granted. That is a
s;ign that Queensland is deteriorating from
a land settlement point of view. The area
under occupation license at the present time
is grealer than during any period since 1914,
That is the worst form of land tenure.
Under that tenure you need not get rid of
any peits on the land.  All the Government
care about is to gect as much money from
the lard as they possibly can in order to
carry them over their finuncinl difficulties
for the tinre being.

Mr. W. Cooprr: Flave you got an occupa-
tion license?

Mr. MORGAN: I have got an occupation
license, but say it Js the worst form of
tenure the country could possibly have. The
Government are satisfied to get a big bit
in rental, and that is why they have increased
the occupation licenses from 10s. a square
mile to £2, or even £3 a squarc mile. They
do not care a rap vhether the country
deteriorates or mnot. They do not care
whether it becomes infested with dingoes and
rabbits and other pests so long as they can
get a little money. That is a wrong policy.
It is a poliey of destruciion and not a policy
of construction, and is a policy that is going
to do a great deal of harm.

The Country party’s policy in regard to
the Land Act Amendment Act of 1920 has
been clearly explained, and, if we get into
power we are going to do what is right and
just, independent of anybody.

Mr Brexwnax: Give it back to them.

Mr. MORGAN : Yes, if it is the right and
proper thing and we could afford it; but.
unfortunately, we cannot afford to do it.
It anzbody robbed the hon. member and
the racney was found, it would be repaid to
him. It was stated on our platform two
years ago that the first thing we would do,
if we were returned to power, would be to
repeal the ¢ Repudiation” Act, and not only
that Act, but many other Acts that the
Labour Governneent have placed on the
-tatuteliook. I hope that the Country party
will have sufficient courage. when they got
into pewer, to repeal any legislation which
they think is wrong and of a repudiatory
nature., We are going {o stand for justice
bring done to all sections of the community :
to sce that right is done from the most
humble person to the highest in the State.
We are out to give justice to every law-
abiding citizen of the State. That is the
policy of the Country party; we stand for
richt dealing with all. That is one reason,
why there has been a deliberate attack made
upcen the Country party by hon. members
opposite. (Government laughter.)  They
abuse the Country party in Queeusland just
as Mr. Hughes abuses the Country party in
ihe Commonwealth Parliament. Mr, Hughes
has found out the strength of the Federal
Country party, and the Government nere
have found out the strength of the Country
party in Queensland, and have abusad and
misrepresented and in every waz tried to
malign us, knowing that the Country party
is going to sweep the polls. {Government
laughter.)

Mr. BRENNAN (7oowoomba): The debate
has turned on a point which is most advan-

[Mr. Horgan.
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tageous to the intercsts of the Government and
also encouraging to the pcople of Queens-
land, because there is no doubt that the
statement of the leader of the Opposition will
show the intention of the Country party,
which was not put in the front window before
this afternoon. There are only two men we
neced refer to; one is the leader of the Oppo-
sition, whom we must recognise by virtue of
his official position, and the other is the hon.
member for Oxley, who has “ ratted” from
the Nationalist party and joined the Country
party.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): 1 rise to a point
of order. Is the hon. member for Toowoomba
in order in saying that any member in this
Chamber has “ ratted 77

The CHATRMAN : The phrass is frequently
nsed in the Chamber, but it is more or less
offensive. I hope that hon. members will
not use the phrase ecither in connection with
one side or the other.

Mr. BRENNAN: The hon. member for
Oxley has gone over to another party with-
out the consent of his electors. That hon.
member said-—

“ The Country party has discovered that
the primary producer is the backbone of
Qucensland.  Secondary industries have
never played a very large part in the
history of the State, but=up till lately
the man on the land has had to plough
a lone furrow. Of late the Labour party
has discovered that the man on the land
had taken a position of importance 1n
the State, and has made a mad _rush to
put legislation on the statute-book.”

That is a most important statement. Another
important statement was made by the leader
of the Opposition this afternoon. IHe said
that he did not believe in repudiation, and
that, if an injustice has been done, the ques-
tion of compensation will be considered, and
that, as they cannot refund the £500,000 in
question because it has been absorbed In
general expenditure, they must meet i, if
they find an injustice has been done, by
granting extensions of leases.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): T never said any-
thing of the kind. I would ask you, Mr.
Chairman, to keep the hon. member to facts
in regard to what he says. He has said that
T referred to the sum of £500,000.

I did not
refer to any sum of money. That has already
besn corrected.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member for
Toowoomba must, according to parliamentary
procedure. accept the denial of the hon.
member for Dalby.

Mr. BRENNAN: I accept everything.
(Laughter.) I will say that the hon. member
Jid not mention the sum of £500,000.

Mr. Vowres: Nor any sum of money at all.

Mr. BRENNAN : Nor any sum of money at
alls but he said that, if an injusticc had been
done, they would consider the question of
compensation.

Mr. Vowres: I did not say that either. I
snid that the question of an extension of
leases will be considered.

Mr. BRENNAN: ¢ Will be considered”
and ¢ must be considered” are the same
thing.

Mr. Vowtes: I did not say
sidered,”” either.

““ must be con-
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Mr. BRENNAN: How will the question
of compensation be considered? We have to
find out if an injustice has been done. I will
quote the remarks of the leader of the Oppo-
sition on the want of confidence motion last
vear, as reported in “ Hansard” for 1921,
page 1650

“ There is another matter which has
been discussed on cvery occasion when
we have had occasion to criticise the
Government, and it may be summed up
as—

The damage it has occasioned the
fair name of Queznsland by its repudia-
tory legislation.

“ Opposition members: Hear, hear!

““ My, VowLES: We have dealt with the
effect of the Land Act Amendment Act
of 1920 on pastoralists and grazing
farmers.”

In effect, the leader of the Opposition says
that an injustice has been done, and he says
that, if they find an injustice has been done,
they will consider the question of compen-
sation.

Mr. Vowres: Compensation by extension
of lease.

Mr. BRENNAN: There are only two ways
of compensation; one is by handing back the
£500,000. and the other is by extension of
leases. One is as bad as the other.

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER :
leases is worse.

Mr. BRENNAN: Yes. We on this side
are going to know how the influence of the
pastoralists outside is being exerted on the
leader of the Opposition. We know that that
is why he is making his speech here to-day;
he is bound to make it.

Mr. VowrLEs: What is the charge against
me?

Mr. BRENNAN: The charge against the
hon. member is that he is bound by outside
influence—by the Pastoralists’ Association—
to grant an extension of leases if his party
get into power.

Mr. VowLes: Rot!

Mr. BRENNAN: You are bound by your
own statements. The hon. member for Oxley
spoke on the want of confidence motion in
1921, and he is reported on page 151 of
“ Hansard 7 as saying

“I am hoping that hon. gentlemen
opposite will be sorry for the course they
have taken in regard to certain legislation
that has been placed on the statute-book
of this State, and will rescind that legis-
lation, without which the credit of
Queensland cannot be restored.”

He is bound to do that.

Mr. J. Joxms: It
bound br it.

Mr. BRENNAN: The hon. member for
Kennedy says he is bound by it to do away
with ““ repudiatory ”’ legislation and grant an
extension of leases. Hon., members opposite
ar: all bound by it, and they cannct deny it.
I asked the Secrctary for Public Lands
recently what number of men went in for a
ballot for a block of land in the Mitchell
district, and he said there were 1,200 appli-
cations by hungry men who were looking
for land in that district. Take the stations
of Aramac, Bowen Downs, and Mount
Cornish, where the resumptions will fall in
in 1927. Take Manuka, Terrick Terrick, and

Extension of

is our policy; we are
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other big stations where the resumptions will
fall in in the near future. Thousands of
settlers could go on that valuable land, but
the Pastoralists’ Association are putting the
screw on the members of the Opposition to
try to get an extension of leascs for the
most valuable pastoral land in Queensland to-
day. We know very well that the big pastoral
companies hold most of the country in the
Blackall and Barcaldine districts. Al they
do is to put a wire fence around their pro-
perty and have a boundary rider on it. They
run sheep, and the wool fetches as high as
4s. 3d. per lb. A few years ago they used to
get 1s. 3d. per lb., but now they get 4s. 3d.
Mr. Epwarps: When was that?

Mr. BRENNAN: I{ the hon. member
reads the ¢ Courier” he will see all about
the prices for wool. They have good markets
cversea, and they get good profits. Yet the
owners of ihese stations have a boundary
rider in charge, while they are ¢ jazzing’ in
Brisbane, and “jazzing” in Sydney, and
making big profits. Yet they say that the
Labour party are ruining the squatters.
That is the sort of stuff we get in the
© Courier’” and * Daily Mail.” There are
three pests that we havé got to beware of
in Australia. One is the * Yellow Peril,”” the
second the prickly-pear pest, and the third
iz the so-called patriot. The hon. member
for Kennedy was honest, when he set out
the policy that he advocated. He cannot
help himself and his honesty.

(GovERNMENT MemeERg : Hear, hear!

Mr. BRENNAN: After the spcech by
the hon. member for Kennedy, we had the
exposure by the Minister in charge of the
Works Department. Then we had the bald
statement made by the leader of the Opposi-
tion that the question of compensation 18
going to be considered. The people of
Queensland know that the country cannot be
developed under the policy of the Country
party.  Lock at the hon. member for Albert
as a member of the Country party.

Hon. J. G. AprpiL: You advocated collap-
sible silos.

Mr. BRENNAN: Yes, I did. I have
often advocated things to the Secretary for
Agriculture and they have been brought
about. The hon. member for Oxley, the
hon. member for Townsville, and other hon.
members of the Country party are advo:
cates for the big pastoral companies, and
they are in favour of an extension of leases
as compensation., If that is the policy of
the Country party, it is time that all fair-
thinking men knews it. We know that there
were 1,200 applicants for one block in the
Mitchell electorate. When these people know
the policy of the Counfry party, -they will
say, * Away with the Country party! We
know the Labour party, and we know they
are in favour of close settlement.”

Mr. POLLOCX (Gregory): Mr. Kirwan,
T have somcthing to say on this vote.

Mr. BeseixetoN: Twe on that side.

Mr. F. A. COOPER (Bremer): 1 rise to
a point of order. Is the hon. member for
Dravton in order in interjecting to you, Mr.
Kirwan, ‘“ Are you on that side?”’

Mr. BepringTON : I did not. I said, ““ Two
on that side.”

OpposITION MEVBERS : Hear, hear!

The CHAIRMAN : I understood the hon.
member for Drayton to say, ““ Two on that

Mr. Brenvan.]
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side.”” I did not hear the hon. member for
Drayton address me first. Had I done so,
I would have called on him first.

Mr. POLLOCK : It 1s interesting to note
the attitude of the Opposition on the ques-
tion of the 10 per cent. penalty inflicted on
those who cannot pay their rentals, Some
hon. members opposite were in this Chamber
in 1910, supporting the Kidston Government.
They included, according to the division lists,
Messrs. Appel, G. . Barnes, W. H. Barnes,
Morgan, Petrie, Roberts, Swayne, and
Walker. The penalty of 10 per cent. was
included in clause 129 of that Bill, and, after
making a searching reference of ¢ Han-
sard,”” I am compelled to assert that not
one of those members raised his voice against
the imposition of that 10 per cent. penalty.
At that time loan money was obtainable at
35 per cent. to 4 per cent., while to-day it
is between 5 and 6 per cent.. They object
to the Government imposing the penalty now,
although they themselves imposed it when
money was obtainable at 33 per cent. Nobody
imagines for one instant that the Government
are making unduc use of that 10 per cent.
penalty.

Mr. J. Joxgs: They did last year.
Mr. POLLOCX :

The hon. member is not

a selector. He is a squatter.
Mr., J. Joxes: I am speaking for other
selectors.

Mr. POLLOCK : The country wants some
information in regard to the policy of the
Opposition. It was laid down at the meet-
ing referred to during this dcbate, that the
question of compensation to pastoral lessees
-would be considered, because of the increased
vents which the pastoralists were called upon
to pay under the Land Act Amendment Act.
That Act gave the Land Court power to
charge the big squatter the same rental as
the small selector, nothing more, nothing
less. Because of that injustice, as it 1s
termed. the pastoralists are to get an exten-
sion of their leases, if the Opposition are
returned as a Government. I want this Com-
mittee to understand that until 1927 there will
only be 150 sheep sclections available for
resumption in Queensland in decent sheep
country. From then until 1932 there will
be a few more. In view of the shortage of
land, and in view of thc fact that there are
from 600 to 1.200 persons in every ballot for
good sheep country, you can see what the
position is. If the Opposition are returned
to power at the next election, are they going
to give an oxtension of leases to big pastoral
lessees, although they know that the people
of Queensland have been hungering for land
for fiftcen and twenty-five years? That is
what we want to know. We want some
information on that. We know that that is
the policy of hon. members opposite. The
leader of the Opposition said that favourable
eonsideration may be given to the question
cf compensation. Will the compensation
consist of giving back to the lessees portion
of the money they paid in retrospective rent,
or of an extension of lease? I think an exten-
sion of leases is worse, because it will stifle
settlement in Quecnsland for the next twenty
or thirty years. I hope the leader of the
Opposition will give some indication of the
policy of hon. members opposite. If I were
on that side and I wanted to get on the
Treasury benches, T would at least have the
courage to say what my policy was in regard
to these matters.

[Mr. Pollock.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Questrons.

VoTeEs PissED UNDER (JPERATION OF
Staxping OrDErR No. 307.

At 4 pm.,

The CHAIRMAN: I am sorry to inter-
rupt the hon. member’s speech, but, under
the provisions of Standing Order No. 307,
“ Days Allotted for Supply,” and of the
Sessional Order agreed to by the House on
30th August, I shall now proceed to put
the questions for the voté under considera-
tion, the balance remaining unvoted for the
Departuient of Public Lands, and the total
amounts remaining unvoted for the Depart-
ments of Agriculture and Stock, Public
Tnstruction. Mines,, and Railways; the
Trust and Special Fund Tstimates, 1922-1923;
the Loan Fund Account Iistimates, 1922-1923;
the Supplementary Fstimates, 1921-1922; the
Supplementary Trust Fund Estimates, 1921-
1522; the Supplementary Loan Fund Iisti-
mates, No. 2, 102119227 and the Vote of
Credit for the vear 1923-1924.

Question—* That £73,120 be granted for
the ¢ Departnient of Public Lands—District
Offices’ "—put and paseed.

The following items were then put and
passed—

Department of Public Lands (balance of
vote), £154,043;

Department of Agriculture and Stock,
£178,971;

Department  of
£1,299,843 ;

Department of Mines, £81,463;
Railways, £4,738,308;

Trust and Special Funds, £4,664,365;
Loan Fund Account, £4.929,660;

Supplementary Estimates,
£135,168 10s. 8d.;

Supplementary Trust Fund Estimates,
1621-1922, £116,100 9s. 9d.;

Supplementary Loan Fund Estimates,
No. 2, 1921-1922, £253,417 0+. 5d.;

Vote of Credit, 1923-1924, £2,500,000.
The House resumed.

The CHAIRMAN reported that the Committec
had come to dertain resolutions.

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

Public  Instruction,

10211922,

QUESTIONS.

PURCHASE OF BUILDINGS FROM QUEENSLAND
BuiLoine Trapes GUILD, LIMITED.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxley) asked the
Secretary for Public Works—

“As in the report of the Department of
Public Works for the year ended 30th
June, 1922, appears an item of expendi-
ture of £697 18s. for purchasc of build-
ings, Queensland Building Trades Guild,
Limited, will he. state—

1. To what buildings did this refer?
2. Was the money actually expended?
3. If so. what benefit accrued to the

State from such an expenditure?

4. What is the position in regard to
these buildings now that the guild is
apparently in liguidation?”
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The Hon. W. FORGAN SMITH (Mackey)
replied—

“ 1. Workshop situated at Milton.

“2. Yes.

“ 3. Coping with the problem of unem-
ployment, and bringing about a reduc-
tion in the number of unemployed.

“4, The land and building are the

property of the State, vested in the
Public Curator.”

TMPLOYEES OF RAILWAY DEPARTMENT, 1916 AXD
1921.

Mr. SIZER (Yundah), in the absence of
Mr. Fry (Rurilpa), asked the Secretary for
Railways—

““ How many persons were employed br
the Railway Department—(a) staff, (&)
constructional workers, for the years
ended 30th June, 1816, and 30th- June,
1921, respectively? ”

The SKECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
{Hon. J. Larcombe, Keppel) replied—
30th June, | 30th June,
_ | 1016. 1921.
. %
{a) On opened lines—
Staff employees. . 12,205 14,858
Temporary 3,189 1.541
Total. . | 13,644 15,899
{b) Constructional !
workers. . 1,620 1,308

EXPENSES OF ORGANISERS UNDER PRIMARY
PRODUCERS’ ORGANISATION ACT.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsworth) asked
the Secretary for Agriculture—

‘1. What was the rate of (a) salary,

(b) expenses, and (¢) other allowances

paid to H. McAnally {provisional organi-

ser under the Council of Agriculture)

from date of his appointment (19th June,
1922) to 3lst July, 19227

2. What did these (z) expenses, (b)
allowances, actually cover?

““3. What was the rate of {a) salary,
(b) expenses, paid to H. McAnally for
the month of August, 19227 What did
such expenses actually cover?

‘4. Did Messrs. Purc:ll, Harris, Flood
Plunkett, Holt, Reid, and Dean visit
Sydney and Melbourne in April last on
the business of the Department of Agri-
culture and Stock or the Council of
Agriculture ?

5. What amounts were paid to Messrs.
Reid and Dean, respectively, in respect
of such trip—(a) Salary; (b) expenses;
(c) other allowances? ”’

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
{Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham) replied—

“ Hleven questions of a personal or
hostile nature have previously been asked
and answered concerning officers of the
Council of Agriculture, therefore I do
not intend to waste any more time over
the hon. member’s questions concerning
the Council of Agriculture.”
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GOVERNMENT (GUARANTEE FOR WHEAT PRODUCED
IN QUEENSLAND DTURING 1920-21.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS asked the Secretary
for‘Agricu‘nturo—

1. Did the Government guarantce 8s.
per bushel for all f.a.q. wheat produced
in Queensland during 1920-21°

2. Is he aware that an amount of 9d
per bushel is still due to the growers
under this guarantee?

3. Is he prepared to arrange for the
immediate payment of the balance due,
and, if not, why is this money being
retained ? 7

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
replied—

“1. No; but the Government guaran

teed 8s. a bushel for wheat of prime
milling quality.
“2 and 3. T belicve the final payment

for 1920-21 has not yet been made, because
the State Wheat Board have not yet
received final payment on oversea sales.”

CONSTRUCTION OF NANANGO-YARRAMAN RAILWAY,

Mr. EDWARDS (Nanango)
Secretary for Railways—

asked the

“In view of the thousands of acres of
land mnow being planted with cotton,
lucerne, maize, and other crops on the
Barker’s Creek flats and other portions of
the South Burnett district, and the urgent
necessity of encouraging production by
affording to primary producers every
facility for the quick conveyance of their
produce to the markets, will he bring
before Cabinet for reconsideration the
question of the construction of the
Nanango-Yarraman railway link during
this financial year?”

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
replied—
“I regret the work cannot be com-
menced during the currency of the present
financial year.”

PAPERS.

The following papers were laid on the
table, and ordered to be printed:—

Report of the Commissioner of Police for
twelve months ended 30th June,
1922. .
Report upon the operations of the sub-
departments of the Home Depait-

ment.

REGULATION OF SUGAR CANE PRICES
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.

INTTIATION.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUILTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): 1 beg to
move—

“That the House will, at its next sit-
ting, resolve itself into a Committee of
the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introducing a Bill to amend the
Regulation of Sugar Cane Prices Acts,
1915 to 1921, in certain particulars.

Question put and passed.

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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RECEFTION OF RESOLUTIONS.
_The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodote,
Chillagoe): 1 beg to move—
“ That the resclutions be now re-
ceived.”

Question put and passed.

ADOPTION OF RESOLUTIONS.
The resolutions being taken as read,

The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,

Chillugoe) : 1 beg to move—
“ That the rerolutions be now agreed
to.”

And hon. members indicating
discuss certain resolutions—

Resolutions 1 to 3, both inclusive, put and
passed.

Resolution 4—* Legisiative Asembly 7—

Me. SWAYNE (Mirand): Under thiz head-
ing thﬂre was voted by the (,omvnt*o\ a sum
of £19.619 on behalf of the Legislative
embly © 10 other words, on hehalf of the
Parliament of Qll(‘(‘;h]dhd because only one
Houue now cosstitutes the Parliament.” The
position is such that it is onIV right that the
attention of the electors throuOhout Queens-
land should be called to it. from time to
1 have heard that finance is the basis

goversment,  Sixteen days  are
allotted for the consideration of the FEsti-
mates.  When the expenditure from revenue
of the country only amounted to £7.060.000

a desire to

good

we had sixteen do for discussion, and now
that the expeuditure from revenue hes
reached ,)19\ 90,060 the tim= is just the
samce.  The Premier. if T mav be permitted to
use the word, has ““cribbed ” twenty hours
from the Comraittee.

The SPEAKER: Order! T would point
out to the hon. gentleman that we are now

with the resolution
ative  Assembly,
have no bealmn on
The hon.
later,

tion.

Mr. SWAYNTE: Tt scems that this resolu-
tion (.11oct1" affects the Legislative sembly,
and T am now dealing with the artions of the
Legislative Asaomblv I hope. Mr. Spcaker,
vou will permit me to bring the matter up
bere. We find that some of the time that is
allowed for the discussion of the Wstimatces
has hoen taken from us. Under the system
in vogue this session the sixteen d: have
been reduced by twerty hours.  As vou know,
the ordinary p= 111:1mm*’rmv dav is «ix hours,
which means that sixteen dawvs of six hours
each sheuld be allotted for the con ration
of the Estimates: but. through the system of
sitting in the morning and catting <ome of
th time off the morning sitting, a“}d count-
ing that a whole day, and sitting again in the
aftornoon and cut ing some of the time off
the afternoon sitting nnd counting each as a
whole day, something like twenty “hours have
bheen lost.  Of the approximate amount of
£23,600.000. representing  the expenditure
from Consolidated Revenue, Trust and
Special Funds. and the Loan Fund., some-
thing like £16.000.000 went through without
diseussion of any kind. Amongst the votes
that we had no opporturity of considering
were the Depavtment of Agriculture and

[Mr, Swayne.

th reference to
His remarks
that resolution at all.
member will have an opportunity
if he so desires. of discuming this ques-
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Stock, the Department of Public Instruction,
the Department of Mines, the Departinent of
Railways., the expenditure from Trust and
Special Tunds, including the State Enter-
prises Department. I have a quotation which
appearad in the * Courier 7’ a few days ago,
which I think emphasises the need for a full
ctz which we have

It states—

‘A very scrious statement has been
madc re(rardmg the State Enterpr in
Queensland.  “The White Dercantile
Gazette’ on Saturday 1 says: ‘he
country has a right to demand an 1nqux1‘"
into the whole of the Stats Euterp
We cannot regard the official figures ai
reliable.’

been debating.

“ This comment is from a writer accus
tomed to deal with the cstates and to
¢itimate the assets and lisbilities of
commercial affairs. and it certainly war-
rants very carcful irquiry. It may be
that the commercial mind and the official
mind would have different standards in
estimating the value of a business con-
corn.”

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must know that he will have an oppor-
tunity of discussing the State Tn’relprhes ou
the Trust Fund Fetimat

Mr. SWAYNE: I wish to point out there
are not two hours left, and that we have
beon  deprived of an cppertunity of dis-
cussing  somcthing  hke £17.000,000. Pre-
vious Govermments, in order that the dif-

ferent votes might bhe diseussed, started one
session at onc end of the Estimates, and the
next session at the other end, so that cach
vote was dizcussed at least everv two years.
I understand the Premicr was osked by the
leader of the Oppo%lhofl to do something like

that this vear. and I undervstand that he
refused. Why? Is not his action open to
the coustruction that he has somot‘nr" to
conceal? I wish to draw your attention to

the manner in which ever tnmq in ’mn way
of deliherative discussion is now nmvmw‘rcd
in Par]i'x aent. During the last session, which
ted just over ten wecks, occupyinz aboub
fortv days, thirty-two Bills were put through.
The Estimates occupisd seventeen daz of fhat
time. The ‘“ gag” during that scssion w
applied forty times, and on twentz-two occa-
sions without any dizcussion being allowed.
The degeneration, if I may be allowed to use
that term, of Parliament is on the increase.
We have now becn in scssion about nine
and the ¢ gag’ has been applied
six {'mrws. The scssion is not yet over.
I ‘rbmh gag”’ v(ﬁﬁr\l of last session
will be celipsed *hls session-—T1 hone not. The
indications are that such will be the case.
On_ten occasions the “gag” was applied
without any discusdon being wllowed. on
nine oceasions it was applied on the cast-
ing vote of the Speaker. and on fifteen
occasions on the casting vote of the Chair-
man. The business has heen so rushed that
sufficient tirme is not given to the proper
conduct of the business of the country. Threc
or four weeks ago. as secretary of the
Country party, I approached the Premier,
and asked if he would rcceive a deputation
regarding certain resolutions in connection
with the franchise, co-operative industrial
enterprises, co-operative tramways, and the
sugar industry?
The TREASURER :
member?

What did T tell the hon.
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Mr. SWAYNE: So far the hon. gentleman
has not had time to make a date, and the only
conclusion we can come to is that he is so
rushing business through that he has not got
time to do his duty. We can only conclude
that for various reasons—perhaps the Federal
elections, and perhaps the risky and pre-
carious condition of the Government—that
the Government are resolved to forego all
political decency and get into recess as soon
as they can. The business of the country is
sacrificed. We have not had an opportunity
of deliberating on most important matters.
Very often a question is put through by
mears of the ““ gag’ before a speaker on
this side has had an opportunity of discussing
it. You must remember that all this is done
by a Government representing a minority of
the people. A,msjority of something like
20,000 people said that this Government were
not to rule them. T would like to quote
from “ Burke’s Specches ”* his opinion regard-
ing the methods of carrying on Parliament
and of what Parliament should be—

“ But government and legislation are
matters of reason and judgment, and not
of inclination; and, what sort of reason
is that in which the determination pro-
cedes the discussion; in which one set of

men  deliberat: and ancther decide.
o
further on he states—
¢ Parliament is not a congress of

ambassadors from different and hostile
interests; which interests each must main-
tain, as an agent and advocate, against
other agents and advocates; but Parlia-
ment is a deliberative assembly of one
nation, with one interest, that of the
whole; where, not local purposes, not
local prejudices ought to guide, but the
general good, resulting from the general
reason of the whole.”
T ask hon. members, and I ask the country
at large, how far the Queensland Parliament
has degenerated from the very high standard
faid down in that speech. It must be obvious
what the country has lost in that regard.
Hon. members opposite used to claim that
Parliament should meet about July n~nd
carry on till the end of the year; but now,
when they are in power, we have these rush
sestions, and there is no time given for a
proper consideration of the various matters
brought forward. We know what study and
research is required to get the full strength
of the amendments brought forward in many
Bills, but we have no time to give the Bills
proper attention. It looks as if the time had
arrivad when the people should consider
whether they ought to allow anything to be
voted for the upkecp of a Parliament such
as this Parliament has been debased into.
Mr. GLEDSON (Ipswich): We find hon,
members opposite are quite willing to have
a Parliament so long as they are in control
of it., What they object to is a Parliament
which is controlled by the workers or the
Labour pavty. At one time in the history
of the world the workess had no say at all
in the government of a country; they had no
power to eloct representatives to
[4.30 p.m.] Parliament: arnd Parliament was
run by those who controlled the
financial institutions and the big business
of the countrv, who were able to do just as
they liked. ¥on. members opposite sar that
Parliament should not be carried on because
they themselves have lost control of this
Parliament. It is a good thing for the
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people of Queensland that the Labour party
have had control of Parliament during the
past seven or eight years. It would be a
case of God help Queensland to-das if ’ar-
liament had not been constituted during the
past few years as this Parliament has becn
constituted. I am pleased that this vote is
ot so large as formerly, and that we are
able to conduct the business of the country
with one House of Parliament, The only
complaint of hon. members opposite is that
the business of the couittry is being con-
ducted in a busines:like way, that it is not
being retarded, and that the Parliament of
Queensland is legislating in the interests of
the people of the State and is carrying on
the business of the country independent of
those who would try to throw cold wator upon
the work of this Parliament. This Parlia-
ment has done a good work since the abolition
of the Legislative Council. We do not want
to go back to the days when Parliament was
controlled by financial institutions—whon
Puz'}iamen‘c was undcr the thumb of the big
business organisations—but we want to keep
Parliament representative of the people, and
controlled by men who are elocted from
among the workers, and, while we do that,
we shall be doing good worl.,

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): I want to advo.
cute something that I have been advocating
for a number of years—that is. that ** Fan.
sard 7’ should be ecirculated free to all the
people who make application for it.  If ever
there was a good illustration of what I am
trying to get at, it has occurred during the
present session of Parliament. If the bulk
of the people of Quecnsland, instead of read-
ing the garbled reports that appear in the
Press, were to get *“ Hansard,” they would
then know the weakness of the Opposition,
and they would know how they have been
exposed by members on this side of the
House. In this vote we have £6,000 down
for ‘“ Hansard ” and other printing, and it
would only cost an extra thousand or two
more to let the people of Queensland know
}Yhat 1s really happening in I’arliament.
There is no one who suffers more than we
who represent the North, because, first of all,
we are misrepresented in the Brishane Press,
ard then we are further misrepresented when
our speeches are telegraphed to the news.
papers circulating in the North, and the
people of the North know very little of what
is happening in Parliament.

I want, also, to say a word of praise on
behalf of the “ Hansard 7 staff. I find very
fittle to alter in the reports. At tho same
time, I often wonder how the members of
the staff are able to report at all. We had
an illustration a few moments ago. when the
hon, member for Mirani was speaking.
While T may be a little deaf, I am not so
deaf that I cannot hear if g member speaks
up a bit; and how  Hansard ’ is able to
report the hon. member for Mirani is a
mvstery to me. I suggest to him that he
should write out his speeches and hand them
up to the * Hansard » staff. {Government
Taughter.) I have to fake a lot of trouble to
g2t to know what the hon. mewber for
2irani and other hon. members sitting on
that side of the Houso may sav, and what
One or two members sitting on this side say,
too, inasmuch as I have to read © Hansard ™
to get to know what those hon,
have said.

gentlemen

In reference to the degeneracy of Parlia-
ment, T had the pleasure or the pain—

Mr. Collins.]
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whatever you like to call it—of sitting on the
other side of the House for three vears, and
I say from my place behind the Government
that Parliament is to more degenerate to-day
than it was when I sat in opposition in 1909,
1910, and 1911. The only sign of degenoracv
that I can see is in the present Opposition
forces. When we sat on that side of the
House as a Labour party, we had a pro-
gramme, and wc were able to place that
pwglamme before Tarliament and before
the pcople of Queensland in an intelligent
manner.

Mr. 3IORGAN:

You were not stifled then.

Mr. COLLI: We were stifled just as
much then ax mvmbers on the other side have
been stifled while the Labour Governmen
have been in power. At any rate, we were
able to put our views before “Parliament and
before the country at large in an intelligent
manner.

I hope the Premier will give serious con-
sideration to my proposal in regard to
“ Hansard.” I do not say that *° Hansard ~
should be sent out to every elector on the
roll.  All I ask is that it should be sent free
to every person who makes applicatien for
it, because I believe in encouraging an intel-
ligent public opinion outside Parliament;
and, if there are people who do taxe an
interest in the doings of Parliament, they
should, if they so wish, have “ Hansard ” sent
to them free. That is the only way we can
get a healthy public opinion. Az we all
Encw—it is no use mincing  matters—the
Press of th» Commonwealth 1s passing into
the hands of a few persons, who sesk to
mould public opinicn from their viewpoint,
not from the viewpoint cf the working-class
movement, as we scek to mould it. There is
no better place in which to mould public
opinion than here in Parliament, and I hope
that I shal} live to see the day when the
idea of sending ¢ Haunsard’ free to every
person who makes application for it will be
carried out

Mr. POLLOCK (Gregory): T think there
is something in the argument adduced by
the hon. member for Bowen that should com-
mend itself to those hon. members who have
a sense of fairness. It is very well known
that the doings c¢f Parliament are not fairly
conveyed to the public by our newspapers.
I am not particularising one section of the
Press more than another; but it is true that
the big interests opposed to the Labour party
naturally control most of the newspapers.
They practically have control of the daily
Press of the Commoenwealth, and for that
reason the Labour party necessarily must be
the chief sufferer. 1 would like to say in this
connection that public opinion in Queensland
to-day is coutrolied by one man—the editor
of the “ Courler,” who is supposed to know

cverything from “A” to 77 about the
conduct of the affaivs of the State, and
everything else that happens within the
State.  His opintons are sent broadcast

throughout the State and to practicalls every
country newspaper In Queensland. The
“ Courier” is the chief centre from which
Press telegrams are ‘nt and, conscquently,
only the opinions of the “ Courier” are sent
throughout the length and breadth of the
State. If anything can be done in the way
suggested by “the hon, member for Bowen, it
will give us an opportunity of combating the
wild assertions and misstatements that are
published in this way, I for one shall be
very glad. '

[Mr. Collins.
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With 1‘eg1rd to the statement that Parlia-
ment  1s aweno rating, I want to remind
Onposition members that that is about the
mest dangerous argument they could use.
They seem to be very much concerned about
what they term the low standard reached
by Parliament. In my opinion the quickest
way to scrure anarchy is to malke Parliament
—the tribunal of the people-—ridiculous in
the eyes of the people. Once the people
believe that Pariiament contairs nothing but
a collecticn of idicts, it will not be very long
before the public will make an effort to get
rid of it and substitute something else. I
believe that Parliement, under our demo-
cratic syitom of government, is something
that we should be proud of.

Mr. Morean: It would neot be a Parliament
of frec speech if you had your way.

Mr. POLLOCK : That is another of those
ex-parte statements which the hon. member
malkes. He was one who voted eighty-seven
times, before this Government came into
office, in cne sitting of Parliament, to prevent
Labour members from discussing various
principles.

Mr. ZIorgax: That is not true.

Mr., POLLOCX: On the Elections Act
Amendment Bill in 1913 the hon, member
voted on cighty-seven different occasions
one night for the and ‘ guillotine”
to stiflc frce speech by members of the
Liabour partv who were then sitting in Oppo-

< i3
oago
gag

sition. The hon. member for Mirani and
the hon. member for Toombul and other
hon. members who are now crying out

“ is being applied to them

because the ““ gag”

also voted eighty-seven times on the same
occasion to stifle discussion br Labour
members. The ¢ gag” was not introduced

into the Assembly by this Government. It
was introduced by a Government which wa
supported by many hon. rhernbors oppmuc
and so was the “ guillotine.” Why do hon.
members opposite cry out about taking their
own medicine when it is not administered
by their friends?

Mr. Swayne: Government members occu-
pied a far greater portion of time in the
debate on ¢ Outdoor Relicf” than members
on this side.

Mr. POLLOCK : Opposition members be-
come so obsessed with the fact that they are
herc to put their views before the counhy
that they naturally become annoyed whan
Government members exercise their right to
speak on any question, We have foolishly
allowed Oppoytlor\ members to control the
pages of ¢ Hansard” for the last four or five
years, Night after night we have listened
while they have made all sorts of statements,
and it was very rarely that a member on
the Government side felt it incumbent to
make any reply. In the discussion on “ Out-
door Relief,” Government members gave
hon. members opposite a gruelling. Although
hon. mwembers opposite were very loud in
their denunciation of that vote, before the
end of the discussion they were very glad
to apologise for their opposition to it.

Mr. d. JONES: I never apologised.

Mr. POLLO The hon. member only
spoke for 1bout t\xo minutes, so that he did
not have time to apologise. Owing to the
attitude of the newspapers and certain hon.
members opposite, and of persons who want
to get into the House, a report is being

circulated outside that Parliament has
degenerated. Parliament has not degener-
ated. Just for the sake of gaining a
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temporary political advantage and of ousting
this party from office. hon. members opposite
and the Pross outside are prepared to try
and make the public believe that this Cham-
ber has degenerated by the use of unfair
tactics. That is a mo=t serious and damaging
statement to make. ‘‘3lay,” in his “ Parlia-
mentary Practice,” deals with this.

Mr. FrercuER: Ie does not deal with a
Parliament like this.
Mr. POLLOCK : It is the only Parliament

that the hon. member has been in. I may
say that the hon. member came here with a
bubble reputation which has been very effec-
tively  pricked since. ¢ May.” twelfth
edition, lays it down on page 294—

‘“ It is obviously unbecoming to permit
offensive expressions against the char-
acter and conduct of Parliament to be
used without rebuke; for they are not
only a contempt of that high court, but
are calculated to degrade the legislature
in the estimation of the people.”

“May” lays down certain very definite
punishments which mav be inflicted by Par-
Hanrent on any member who attempts to
point out that Parliament is being degraded,
and I hope that our Standing Orders will be
very effectively used while I am a member
of the Housr. It is a very dangerous thing,
not ohly when hon members attempt to
degradn the status of Parliament, but when
newspapers attempt to do the same thing.
I believe that action ought to be taken by
the Government severcly to censure news-
papers which say that I Parliament is becom-
ing degraded. If 11on members opposite
were to be returned to power to-morrow, and
hon. members of this party took their seats
on the Opposition benches, the very same
papers would say that Parliament had
become a sane, democratic institution.
(Laughter.)

Mr. VoOwLEs interjected.

Mr. POLLOCK : Since I have been in the
House I have noticed that most of the
trouble comes from hon. members who have
just arrived in the Chamber, and who have
not o sense of the fitness of things.

Mr. Vowres: We have ideals.

Mr. POLLOCK : On the guestion of ideals,
I might say that hon. members opposite
could do a little more to enable us to main-
tain the high tradition 1}1( t Parliaments have
attained in all parts of the world. I believe
that the time 1s coming when members of
the Opposition, as well as members of the
Government party, will have to stand up and
see that the character of this Chamber is
protoctod, and 1 hope that that time is not
very far distant. think that the abuse of
thn newspapers and their action in atl‘ompr
ing to make the public believe that this is
an undemocratic institution should be effec-
tively stopped.

The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Thecdore,
Chillrgoe): The hon. member for Mirani
raised the point that Opposition members
and others were being deprived of the liberty
of fairly discussing the Estinsates of the
various departments. He scemed to be
labouring under the somewhat extraordinary
delusion that he had been ‘“ gagged.”

Mr. BRAND : We have all been
“ gagged.”
The TREASURER: T believe that the

hon. member for Burrum only arrived in this

So he was.
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House the year before last, and he sets him-
self up, when T am makmg a speech, to
lay down high principles and give us the
advantage of his parliamentary knowledge.
I do not tdke any notice of the hon, member,
because I do not think he is fit to constitute
himself an authority. The hon. member for
Mirani sat behind the Govarnment which was
in office when the number of days to be
allotted for Supply was decided upon.

Mr. Swavyng: The expenditure was not half
as much then as it is vow, and if there was
not time to discuse the whole of the depart-
ments one year, we took them in a different
order the following year so as to get a
discussion on the departmen s which had not
been discussed the provious year.

The TREASURER: If the time allowed
for the consideration of the Kstimates must
be gauged in accordance with the amount of

money appropriated, instead of the seventeen
days now allowed in the Federal Parlia-
ment, where they appropriate £80,000,000

from the consolidated revenue, two or three
years would be required.  On the same argu-
ment, how much time would be allowed
in the British B ouse of Commons, where they
appropriate  £800,000,000 from consolidated
revenue? As a matter of fact, last year the
British ¥ouse of Commons occupled four
and a-half days in consideration of the
departmental Estimates.

Mr, Frercurr : The Standing Orders should
allow so much time for each department,.

The TREASURER : Why did not the hon.
member suggest that? I on. members oppo-
site. now find that seventeen days arc not
sufficient time for discussing the Estimates.
As a matter of fact, hon. membors opposite
are real time-wasters. There arc Seventeen
parliamentary days allotted, and sixteen days
have already passed. Hon. members oppo-
site talked three days on the Estimates of the
Chiel Secretary’s Dﬂpaztment when practi-
caliy all the speeches came from that side of
the House. At any rate, the majority of the
speeches came from the Opposition. I think
that seventeen days are ample for the dis-
cussion of Estimates in a State like Queens-
land, having regard to the importance of the
matters which come up here for discussion.
That time is quite ample for the discussion
of the Appropriation Lstlmates and other
votes that come before Parliament.

Mr. SwAYNE: Yes,
them.

The TREASURER : In the State of New
York, where they have a_ population of
6,000, 000 or more, the State Legislature is in
session for only "three months of the vear,
and in that period they consider Supply and
all matters of legislation and administration
that should come before Parliament. The
Opposition want the Queensland Parliament
to sit for nine months. They are mere time-
wasters. They do not want Parliament to
get on with business. "I would not mind
Parliament sitting for four or six months if
we were doing business; but what the Oppo-
sition want 1s, not to do business, but to
take up the country’s time in slandermg and
blackguarding the Government and cmtlclcmg
the administration. Hon. members opposite
wish to have a prolonged session, but have
no desire to do any business, The idea of
Parliament is to pass legislation. The policy
of the Opposition has been to hold up all
the Bills that have been introduced this

Hon. E. G. Theoadore.]

if you do not stonewall



1440 Supply.

session.  They have held up Bills, discussed
them, and divided upon them on every occa-
sion that they have had the opportunity in
this Chamber.

Mr. Vowres: Name one Bill.

The TREASURER: The Primary Pro-
ducers’ Organisation Bill.

Mr. Vowrss: How did we hold it up?
The TREASURER: By making long

speeches. Was not an amendment moved on
the second reading of that Bill?
Mr. VOWLES: Yes.

The TREASURER: The Opposition are
time-wasters, and no doubt there will be
further time wasted by them. I think that,
when we allot seventeen days for the Rsti-
mates, that gives ample time for the discus-
ston of the Kstimates of every department.

Mr. FLercHeR : Why not distribute the time
over the different departments?

The TREASURER: That is in hon.
members’ own hands.

Mr. Frerewrr: Tt is not. It is in your
hands.

The TREASURER: Hon. members oppo-
site can speak on every vote, or let thom go
through. If they had adopted a wise policy,
they would have divided the time over the
different departments; but they took up an
extraordinary attitude.

Mr. VoweLes: You started to stonewall.

The TREASURER: Hon. members oppo-
site occupied four and a-half days on the
Home Seccretary’s Estimates, and yet they
allowed the Treasurer’s Estimates to go
through in ten minutes on Friday night. I
just point that out to show how the depart-
mental Estimates were discussed. This refrac-
tory attitude of the Opposition has only been
a recent development. It is quite true that
there were one or two departments that were
not discussed last year; but in 1920 every
vote was discussed except the Hstimates of
the Railway Department.

Mr. FLETcHER : No; we did not discuss the
Estimates of the Trust Funds.

The TREASURER : The hon. member will
get about forty minutes all to himself in a
moment, so, if he will refrain from interject-
ing, I will finish what T have to say. I was
pointing out that in 1920 we discussed every
vote except the Railways, Trust and Special
Funds, Loan Fund, and Supplementary
Estimates. In 1921 the departments that were
not discussed were Agriculture, Public In-
struction, Mines, Trust and Special Funds,
Loan Funds, and Supplementary Estimates.

Mr. VowLEs: Why?

The TREASURER: Because the Opposi-
tion unwisely wasted time on the earlier
votes. Take the ycars prior to 1920, and you
will find that for the six years prior to 1920
every vote was discussed.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

The TREASURER: In 1914 every vote
that was brought before the Committee was
discussed; at least, I should say that oppor-
tunity was given for the discussion of every
vote. The automatic operaticn of the Stand-
ing Orders did not prevent the discussion of
any vote in 1914. Kvery vote was dircussed
in 1915, and opportunity was given to discuss
every vote again in 1916, 1917, 1918, and 1919.

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.
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Mr. VowLes : Why don’t you alter the order
of the Estimates?

The TREASURER: I was quite prepared
to alter the order of the Estimates.

Mr. Vowrmps: No, vou werc not. You
refused.
The TREASURER: Not at all. The hon.

gentleman interjected that he wanted to dis-
cuss the Trust Funds Estimates before we had
completed the Revenue Estimates, and 1 was
quite prepared to agree to alter the order in
srhich the Estimates should be taken for
the different departments. The hon. gentle-
man, however, wanted to discuss the Trust
Tunds before we had completed the Revenue
Estimates, and I could not agrec to that.
I do not know of any occasion where the
Trust Funds have been discussed and appro-
priated before the Revenuce Tstimates, and
I could not agree to it. Ever since the time
limit for consideration of Estimates was first
introduced by the Kidston Government, the
various votes have been discussed in this
way every year. There are many hon. mem-
bers opposite who supported the Kidston
Administration and afterwards the Denham
Administration, The leader of the Opposi-
tion and the hon. wember for Mirani sup-

. borted the Denham Administration, and they

never said anything about the operation of
the Standing Orders in those days.

Mr. SwayNE: We altered the order every
vear,

The TREASURER : In 1913 the balance of
the railway vote, and the votes for the Trust
and Special Funds, the Loan Fund, and
Supplementary Estimates were put through
under the ‘“ guillotine.” In 1912 the balance
of the Loan Fund and the Supplementary
Histimates were put through under the * guil-
lotine.”” In 1911 the balance of the votes for
the Department of Justice, Chief Secretary,
Executive and Legislative, Trust and Special
Funds, Loan Funds, and Supplementary
Estimates were all put through under the
¢ guillotine.”

Mr. Vowres: You talked it out.

The TREASURER: Parliament tallked it
out. The Opposition of those days did not
make any ‘‘grouch’ such as the present
Opposition are making just now, because
the ‘“ guillotine > stified them. Hon. mem-
bers sat complacently In opposition at that
time. However, the Opposition of those days
did not foolishly waste their time. In 1910 the
balance of the votes for the departments of
Public Lands, Agriculture, Public Instruction,
Mines, Railways, Trust and Special Funds,
Loan Fund, and Supplementary Istimates
were put through under the * guillotine.”
Prior to that under the old Liberal Adminis-
tration, unlimited time was given for discuss-
ing the Estimates: and what happned? In
all the years before 1909, when the time
limit came into operation, the Governments
got through their votes by sitting all night.
Sometimes they also sat through the whole
of ths next day and the following night.
When the Opposition of those days started to
obstruct, the Government simply continued
to sit all round the clock and put the Hsti-
mates through. That was a more effecfive
“ gag’ than having seventeen days. In 1909
the seventeen days’ time limit was brought in
and agreed to by both partics. It was con-
sidered that with seventeen days there could
be a reasonable discussion of the Fstimates in
reasonable hours, The old barbarous system
of passing millions of mone§ in the small
hours of the morning was done away with,
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and we now have a rational and reasonable
way of carrying out that procedure. In the
Tederal Parliament millions are passed with-
out five minutes’ discussion. Night after
night they sit for long hours, hoping to wear
down the Opposition. It is nothing but an
endurance test the way the Hstimates are
put through in the Federal Parliament. I
say that we have a more rational way of doing
things in Queensland. It is one
{5 p.m.] which hon. members will realise
is reasonable, if they consider it
impartially, In my opinion, if we want to
vet to real business and the consideration
and passage of measurcs which are requirzd
by the country, hon. members will be content
to take less than seventeen days on the
Tistimatos.  What does discussion on the
Estimates amount to, after all? A weary,
dreary debate, hour after hour, day after
day, on one vote or onc deputmgnt 1t does
not lead to a fruitful discussion of the ques-
tions beforve the Committee; it l»; only stone-
#alling, time ring. and, to a large extent,
it is unnecossavy and useless and does not
result in any good to the country or any-
body elsn, If hon members have reason-
able grievances which they want discussed,
thesy have ample opportumtv in the course
of the session to put their arguments before
the Government and have them oonfmored
but the tacties of the Opposition of ralking
futilelv on almost all questions get thent
nowhers., They do not even wait for a reply.
They pus up speaker after speaker, who, with
weary reiter ration, repeat the same ‘ngumont
impressing nobody, but smlpJ\ conforming to
what is 1oquned of them by their newspaper
iasters outside.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby) : Lwtcmrg to the
defence of the Treasurer, one is reminded
of the hackreyed old saving that *“ A guilty
conscience needs no accuser.”” e has told
us that applications have been made to
him by me for a certain arrangement of
the business on the Estimates. If the hon.
gentleman il ca=\L his memory back, and if
ha will Took at “ Hansard.” he will recollect
that. when  the Istimates were begun, I
ssked him what department he was tal\mg
first, and he said, *‘ Ir accordancs with the
Estimates,” I said, “ It has been the prac-
tise to discuss in subsequent years those
departments which were not reached the
previous year.”” e said, “ Wc are going
to take the Estimates accovding to the order
vou have there,” and away he went.

The Premier: Does the hon. gentleman

forget that we took the Railway Estimates
first last year?

Mr. VOWLES: Let me keep to the point
—I can deal with that later on. Some days
passed, and the hon. gentleman was sitting
on the back bench opposite, and I asked
him about the matter. 1 said that it
appeared to me that there was a determined
stonewall, and T asked him whether he would
deal with the Trust and Loan Funds Esti-
mates for the various departments as they
came along. but he would not give me a
definite reply. All he said was that the
business was in our hands.

The Prewmier: Did 1 not say that we could
make an arrangement as to the order of
departments, but I woule not take the Trust
Funds before the Revenue Estimates?

N

Mr. VOWLES: No. I ask the hon.
member to look up “ Hansard.” I saw no
opportunity of getting to the important
votes, involving huge sums of money, in

19224 v
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the Trust and Loan Funds Tstimates, and
asked that we might deal with those Ksti-
mates on euach department affected ds they

ame before us. Our %tanding Orders make
plDVISlOﬂ that an application may be made
for an extension of time of three days for
the discussion of the Mstimates, and last
session I imade such an application. The
State enterprises and varicus other important
items have not been discusred. I applied
to the Premier, in accordance with the
Standing Orders, for another three days to
debate those mattels but my request was
refused. Everybody a: various times during
the discussion of these Xstimates must have
come to the conclusicn that a determined
attempt was being made by hon. members
opposite not to allow the votes for the
departments to go through in the stated
time. I have seen members opposite got up
one after another. 1+ was all part of a
scheme.  Hon. members here were silent,
waiting for votes to pass, but we have realised
from the very beginning that we would be
subjected to the same tactics as in the past,
aud that those items such as Btate enter-
prises, which are open to such a great deal
ob criticism, would not be po;nutted to be
brought before the Chamber.

We are told that we are out of temper
because our discussion has been stifled to-day.
Just let us get back to what has happened
this session. At the beginning of the seision we
had to review our Standing Orders because
of the altered constitution of Parliament.
One of the old-time rights of members of
the Oppoesition, in fact of all members of
the Asscinbly, was the right to have a dis-
cus-ion on the Address in Reply limited to
cne hour in the case of cach member. The
Government, by force of aumbers, curtailed
that right, and limited the whale discussion
oit the Address in Renly to four days, with
the result that. in order to give every
member  the opportunity to speak, our
specches had to be cut down to something
like twenty minutes for each membor. When
I complained, the Premier said, “ You will
have an opportunity tc debate all the
matters you want to discusz when the Finan-
cial Stetement comes along.,”  When we
reached that stage, «did the Premier stand
up to his plomlﬁe°

The TREASTRER:
tunity.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. goentleman
allowed the debate to go to a certain stage,
and then he deliberately broke faith with
a certain number of members on both sides,
and applied the “ gag.” You put the ques-
rion, Mr. Speaker, and the House then
agreed fo the Premier’s word being broken
by a vote of his own party. Members who,
according to his promise. were cntitled to
certain pxlvﬂ("rcb or rvights of which they
were deprived on the Address in Reply,
again had their rights and privileges cur-
tailed, but we were “told that we would have
the r1ght to speak on the Tstimates. What
do we find? Just what we expected. It is
all part of a plan that the Opposition will
not be permitted to discuss various matters
of very great public importance. We are
told, by way of explanation, that the House
of Lommons in England gets rid of its Isti-
mates in four days

The TREASURER: It is done.
Mr. VOWLES: But has the House

of Commons to deal with such an extra-
ordinary position as we have in the State

Mr. Vowles.]

You had ample oppor-
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of Queensland to-day? (Government laugh-
ter.) The amount of money there is cer-
tainly bigger, but that does not matter.
Have members of the House of Commons to
consider whether the moncy of the com-
munity is being frittered away, and have they
to do it when no particulars are given to
the representatives of the constituencies?
Here we are going through a survey of the

departments, and what do we find in the
way of reports? Very few have been laid
before us. Some of the most important

have been tabled to-day after we have finished
the departments affected. When shall we
reeeive the report of the Commissioner of
Trade and the report of the Auditor-General
in respect of all department:? About two
months after Parliament has adjourned!
For all we know, a new Parliament may be
in existence by the time we get the report
of the Auditor-General to cnable us intelli-
gently to review the subjects with which we
should deal to-day. Why all this indeccent
haste?

The TREASTRER: To get the business done.

Mr. VOWLES: The excuse in olden times
was that we were getting to the hot weather
—that it was too close tc Christmas. There
is no hot weather now—in fact, it is on the
cold side—and there 1s no reason why we
should have this indecent haste, and should
not carry on in the ordinary way, sitting
from half-past 3 o’clock in the afterncon till
about 11 o’clock at night Is it a fair thing
to ask hon, members to put in thirteen hours
o day, as we In opposition are supposcd to
do. It is casy =n»ough for hon. members
sitting on the Government side. From time
to time a Minister comes in and takes charge
of his department; but the rank and file
have nothing to do uuniess they want to air
grievances. The Opposition are in a very
different position. We have to keep in touch
with all that is going on, whether it be in
connection with departments or with legis-
lation; we have to keep a watchful eye on
al' matters. It is not a fair thing to keep
responsible members of the Opposition in
this building from 10 o’clock in the morn-
ing until after 11 o’clock at npight on four
days a week.

The TreAsurRiR: It is the only way in
which we can get business through.

Ay, VOWLES: They have not worn us
down wyot. If the hon. gentleman wants to
sit into the night, we are quite capable of
doing it. We know that the hon. gentloeman
has the fasults for getting business through.
According to the Standing Orders, he cannot
push this business through in anv other way.
If he could “ gag” it, he would have
© wagged” it long ago.

The

wrong.
‘

TrEASURER:  The

Estimates can be
gagged” before.
) Mr..Y(')\VLES: The hon. gentleman cannot
“ gag” the seventeen days.

The TRESSURER : What is there to stop me?

My, VOWLES: T would like to sec the
hou. gentleman do it. He b broken faith
with members in every direction, but he has
not gone that far yet,

The TreASURER: Hon. members have had
ample opportunity to discuss all matters.

Mr. VOWLES: They say that they have
not. By the time this scssion is completed,

[Mr. Vowles.

hon. member is
and have been
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there will be hon. members sitting on the
Opposition side who have not expressed thelr
opinion on any subject.

Mr. GLEDSON : Perhaps they cannot do it.

Mr. VOWLES: I know they cannot—
because they are not permitted to do it.
The TREASURER: What has prevented them?

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. gentleman has—
br the exercise of the in many
instances. We have not been given the right
to move amendments. Discussion has been
blocked designedly in many cases in order
that certain matters which the Government
wanted to avoid =hould not be discussed.
That is no way to carry on the business of
the country. What have we been doing this
afternoon? Listen to the figures! Are they
not startling? In the votes which we were
precluded  from discussing huge sums of
money running into millions of pounds are
involved, Here are some of the amounts—

K
gag’ In

£1.250,000, £700,000, £600,000, £253,000,
£1,£99,000, £4,732,000, £5,438,000, and
£4,929,000. Not onc of those items has been

discussed. Is that a fajr thing?
The TREASURER: It is your own fault; you
have been wasting time on trivial rnatters.

Mr. VOWLES: It is simply the result of
preconcerted action by the Government and
their members not to allow us on any account
to get down to certain votss because there
would be unsavoury exposures, berauso there
are explanations which could not be given.

The TREASURER: Let me assurc the hon.
member that his followers have taken up 500
pages of ** Hansard” in considering the Hsti-
mates.

Mr. VOWLES: If we have taken up 500
pages, 1 venture to say that hon. membors
opposite have taken up a considerably greater
number. When we are dealing with depart-
ments, with a responsible Minister in charge
who has everything at his finger-ends, surcly
it is the privilege of hon. members on this
side to debate those Estimates, ask questions,
seok inforination; and, surely, it is the duty
of the Minister in charge of thet department
to be in a position to give the information
that i= asked for.

The SECRETARY FOR MinEs: You are wasting
time now.

Mr. VOWLES: Surely I have the right to
have my say.

Mr. Grrpsox: You have the right to waste
it; but don’t growl about it after you have
wasted it.

Mr. VOWLES: No hon. member, during
the whole of the discussion of the Istimates,
has been more mixed up with the wasting of
time than the hon. member who has just
interjected. FHe was the leader of the
obstruction on the Government side; anybody
could watch him engineering the matter. We
have seen the Treasurer going round amongst
his followers, and we have seen them getting
up one after the other.

The TerasUuReR : Oh, no.

Mr. VOWLES: We are not so blind that
wo could not see what was going on. We
have been sufficiently long in this Chamber
to know what the Government’s tactics always
have been. I want to enter a protest. 1
claim that we are not being fairly treated
by the Premier, who is in charge of the
affairs of the State. He has deprived us of
our rights; he has done it designedly; and,
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when he does a thing designedly, we can put
whatever construetion we ke upon it. When
we find that the hon. gentleman is not pre-
pared to allow us to discuss certain depart-
ments; when we cannot get the information
for which we have asked in connection with
other departments; when the reports of the
departments are held back from us, we can
put only the one construction on it—that there
are things in those departments which the
Government are afraid of, and they do not
want the criticism which must necessarily
follow. When we cut down the debate on the
Address in Reply we believed that the Pre-
mier would be magnanimous enough to give
hon. members sitting on this side the right
of spcoch to which they are entitled under
our Standing Ovders, and which in the past
it has been customary to give them.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): When the
Treasurer was speaking just now he referred
to what he termed the opposition shown to
Bills hy members on this side of the Chamber.
He stated that an amendment had been
moved to the Primary Producers’ Organisa-
tion Bill, and he regarded that as having
been done with the express purpose of delay-
ing the aperation of the measurc.

The TreAsTRER: Obstruction.

Mr. TAYLOR: We considered that that
was an ili-digested, ill-considered measure,
and that it should be further considered by
the people before being brought before this
Chamber.  What happened? Twenty-two
amendments were accepted by the Govern-
ment in that Bill,

The TREASURER:
reasonable we are.

That shows you how

Mr. TAYLOR: FEvery amendment came
from this side of the House.

The ‘FrReEasURER: Nearly all were con-
sequential,

Mr. TAYLOR: The hon. gentleman calls
that ¢ obstruction.”” It shows plainly that,
when the Government introduced the Bill,
they did not know what they were introduc-
ing. Since I have been in this Chamber the
same attitude had never before been adopted
in comnection with amendments coming from
this side; they were always treated with the
utmost disdain and contempt; in fact, the
““ gag” has been applied while hon. members
have been striving to insert amendments.

The TrE:SURER: You would grow!l if we

had not accepted the amendments. Now you
are growling because we did.
Mr. TAVYLOR: The hon. gentleman

growled Dbecause I moved that the Bill be
considered two months from the time it was
introduced. It would have been just as
well had it been delayed twelve months for
all the good it is going to do the people in
the country. Why did not the hon. gentleman
deal out to members on his own side a little
of the castigation he has dealt out to us?
He Lkunows perfectly well that the members
on his side have taken up as much time and
have talked as much as—if not more than—
members on this side. That has occurred
during the whole of the discussion on the
Estimates. My opinion is that seventeen days
are quite enough for the Estimates. If hon.
members on both sides would not indulge in
the “ parish pump’ business, probably we
would get on to the more important matters,
The TRrEASURER: [ agree with you.
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Mr. TAYLOR : Members on both sides are
to blamc for the way in which the “ parish
pump”’ is worked in connection with quite a
Iot of votes of an unimportant nature. If hon.
members went to the Ministers they would
probably get all the information they want;
at all cvents they would get a good deal of
it, and a lot of the frivolous talk which takes
place in the Chamber during the discussion
on the Estimates would be avoided. I would
ask that Ministers give fair and plain answers
to questions, so that we shall know exactly
where we are. The other day I put certain
questions to the Minister acting for the Home
Secretary.  Ile simply sidetracked them,
although he could have supplied the infor-
mation without tho slightest trouble. The
Minister, in his reply, said that he was
preparing a report. I simply asked him
what amount of moner had been expended
on outdeoor relief for the months of January
to August inclusive. I desired that informa-
tion to compare it with the amounts set
down on the Estimates for outdoor relief for
this vear. I suppose that report will come
along when the session is over.

The SECRETARY FOR MIxNEs : It is on the table
now.

My, TAYLOR : I was out of the Chamber
when it was tabled. That is the only
method or means we have of getting infor-

mation, and we are perfectly justified in
adopting those mcethods and means, _and
Ministers should be candid and straight-

forward in their answers to gquestions asked
in this Chamber.

My. FRY (Kwrilpu): 1 think the speech
delivered by the Ireasurer this afterncon
will be a very useful one for future Govern-
ments. He has created a precedent, whether
it is .ight or wrong. He stated that, if he
chose, he could use the “ gag” on the Hsti-
mates. That is all that we can deduce from
his remarks. One would not expect a state-
ment  from the hon., gentleman that is
impossible of accomplishment. e is only
opening up the door for thc use of the ““ gag”
by future Governments in a more oxtensive
way than it has becn used during this and
pdqt sessions of Parliament. The Govern-
ment are very anxious to prevent discussion
on those dopcutnnnts where criticism would be
damning and injurious to them. It appears
to me that the Government are very anxious
to avoid discussion on the Trust and Loan
Fund Accounts. They are just as anxious
to avold that as they are to avoid an election,
because in each case they would fare very
badly. Another department which should
loom in prominence in discussion is State
Tnterprises. That department involves the
expenditure of a considerable sum of money.
As the Treasurcr has laid it down that
finance is the test of government, then these
important votes should be the wotes unon
which the Government will stand or fall
The Government have taken every step avail-
able to prevent discussion on these votes.
It is uscless to argue that the time has been
wasted by the Opposition. I admit that more
criticism  of the Government comes from
Opposition members than from Government
members, and  consequently  there is more
discussion on the Estimates and more talk
on the part of Oppovrition members than on
the part of Government members. But that
has gencrally been the case in all delibera-
tive assemblies.  The Government have
reduced the time allowance for discussion
of the FEstimates from seventecn days by

Mr. Fry.]
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malking them all double du By that method
the time allowed for discussion has been
reduced by over seventeen hours.  The
Government have taken up the stand that
they do not intend to allow criticisim of their
administration, that any criticism by Oppo-
sition members is waste of time, whereas any
speeches in support of the Government by
Government members are fime well spent.
Those are the tactics of autocracy and not of
deniocracy.  Hon. members opposite cannot
compluin, when they get into opposition, if
future Covernmeuts adopt the tactics that
they wre at present adoptin It was an
absurd contention on the part of the hon.
member for (rcgory to =av that the editor
of the * Courier” eontrols the public opinion
of Queensland. That is an admission that
the eoditor of his own paper has no power
to control public opinion at all. 1 would
not like to put any editor upon the pedestal
that the hon. member put the editor of the
“ Courier.”  An editor is quite within his
rights in wisely criticising a Government, in
wisely commenting upon the leading ques-
tions of the day, and in directing the atten-
tion of the peeple to those matters.  His
remarks in connection with those matters
would be acceptable to the cducated niembors
of the community. If the hon. member for
Gregory desires that * Flansard ™ contain-
ing his c¢entention should be circulated, he
can do that. If * Hansard ™ swere eirou-
lated free of charge, T am afraid that the
Govermment bombast and mouthings would
carry no conviction. Whilst hon. members
opposite have been making absurd statements
about the Oppoesition, the public would find,
on reading ¢ Hansard.” that their statements
were untrue, and the readers. being edu-
cated, would not pay much attention to them,
and would place more confidence in the Oppo-
sition than in the Government. The Govern-
ment have taken up more time in discussion
than one would cxpeet under civcumstances
where debate is limited, When the Govern-
ment membsTs are once again in opposition,
they connot complain if similar treatment
to that which has been meted out to the
present Opposition is meted out to them.
They can only say, * We have no right to
complain if we are not allowed to speak
excopt in a very restricted manner.” T do
not think that Parliament should be con-
ducted by a Government carrving on the
business -of the State in this manner,

Mr. KIRWAN (Brisbane): I hope that if
by any misadventure this party gets on the
Opposition benches after the next clection
they will at least show some strategy and
some leadership, and, if they have reason to
criticise the Government, that they will not
spend o great deal of valuable time in Com-
mittee in discussing votes which are practi-
cally unimportant, and allow the large
amount of money allocated to the Trust and
Loan Funds to go through without discussion.
Hon. members opposite complain that hon.
members on this side have taken advantage
of their undoubted privilege, when in Com-
mittee, to discuss certain votes. Hon. mem-
bers opposite in the past have been in the
habit of getting up and discussing votes and
taking advantage of the discussion of the
Tstimates to level all sorts of charges against
the Government, and the Government mem-
bers have sat in their places and have not
attempted to reply. On this occasion they
have—and rightly so, in my opinion—taken
advantage of the rules of the House and of
their privilege to reply fully to hon. mem-

[Mr. Fry.
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bers on the other side, with the result that
the Opposition got a geood trouncing on every
vote. The hon. member for Mirani com-
plained about waste of time; yet
[5.30 p.m.] he gets up and raises a discus-
sion at this stage, and repcats
ad nauseam and reiterates for about the
fiftieth time the same old statements he has
been making since the scssion opened and
has prevented the hou, member for Oxley
and the hon. member for Port Curtis, who
have been carrving speeches about in their
pockets for the last two monihs, from speak-
ing on the Srate enterprises, and criticising
the unfortunate Secretary for Railways in
regard to his administvation; and both those
hon. gentlemen have left the Chamber dis-
gusted with the waste of time on their own
side. T only wish that the Treasdrer could
have seon his way to allow a full discussion
on the Trust Funds and Loan ¥und, because
T am sure hon. members opposite would have
ot on those two votes what they have got on
every other Estimate that has pas:od through
the Committee. They asked for the Railway
Estimates lasg sesston, and they got them.
Mre. . A Coorer: What did they discuss?
What did they get”

Mr. KIRWAN: The X¥inister in charge
was quite capable of dealing with any criti-
cism levelled at that particular department.
The only thing the leader of the Opposition
complained about iIn connectton with the
money spent on the railways was the question
of an additional light being supplied on the
Dalby platform. That was the great ques-
tion that the leader of the Opposition sought
to ventilate when the opportunity was
accorded to him of criticising the administra-
tion of the Railway Department. The atti-
tude of the Opposition generally, and their
attempted criticisms of the Estimates. have
hecome such a by-word that the ““Daily
Mail 7 last Friday was constrained to call
attention to it. That journal criticised hon.
members cpposite, and pointed out that they
had no method oi attack, and that they had
no leadership. If thev had. then hon. gentie-
men would have said: *“ We bave a casze
against the Government in rcgard to the
State enterprises,” and they would have
set out to make as much political capital as
possible, as every Opposition is entitled to
do, on that question, and they would have
allowed discussion of the administration of
the Railway Department, outdoor relicf,
electoral registration, and everything else to
go by the board. until they got to that vote.
and then they would have put their views
before the people by an intelligent criticism
of the administration. Instead of that, they
wasted valuable time in discussing questions
that had no significance at all, and now the
hon. member for Mirani is whining, and,
because, as he alleges, Government members
have erected a stone wall, he complains about
the “ gag ”’ and the “ guillotine.” What do
we find in connection with the Federal Par-
liament at the present time? Mr. Povnton,
who is an honorary Minister in the Huehes
Cabinet, speaking at a dinner in the Com-
mercial Travellers’ Association in Adelaide,
is reported in the ¢ Daily Mail 7 of 2Ist
August to have said that, if it was necessary
to get through the business that the Hughes
Cabinet intended to get through before thev
appealed to the electors, they would use both
the “ guillotine’” and the ““gag.” Yet hon.
members opposite talk about what they would
do if they were returned to power. They
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would allow this discussion and that discus-
sion, and the hon. member for Kurilpa has
warned hon. members on this side that, if
we come back and sit on the Opposition side,
we will get the ““gag” and the  guillo-
tine.” If we get it, we shall have done some-
thing to deserve 1t. We shall have taken
full advantage of the forms of this House
and the time allowed us to discuss intelli-
gently any policy or any measure that the
hon, gentleman, as a Minister in the prospec-
tive cabinet, may lay before this House; and
it will not be very hard to capsize the hon.
member for Kurilpa if he happens to be a
Minister. Neither will it be very hard to
cgmdpsize any other hon. member on the other
side.

Mr. KerrR: We will capsize you with the
‘ gag.”
o

Mr. KIRWAN : No doubt, the hon. mem-
ber will use the * gag,” and he will be quite
entitled to use the forms of this House to get
his legislation through. But he will find the
Opposition of that day will display some
intelligent leadership and some intelligent
plan of attack whereby they will be able to
score off the Government. So far as the
“gag” and the ¢ guillotine >’ are concerned,
they are two weapons introduced by hon.
members opposite, and I remember when I
was in opposition in 1912, when the late
Government ‘‘ gagged” through the Indus-
trial Peace Bill, when they ¢ gagged”
throogh the Elections Act Amendment Bill,
and several other Bills. We told them the
day would come when we would have the
pleasure of using those weapons. That day
has come, and hon. members opposite should
take their gruel calmly. They should stand
up to it like men. In connection with the dis-
cussion of the Estimates, members on the
Government side of the House have been
quite right in taking the gloves off and stand-
ing up to hon. members opnosite. I hope
that members of the Government will always
do that, and will not allow members opposite
to fill ¢ Hansard ” with their views and have
them circulated amongst the people.

¢

»

I want to say a word or two in connection
with the statement of the hon. member for
Bowen about our treatment by the Press. I
do not worry a great deal about that. I do
not expect any corapliments from the Press,
and, if I did get any, T would be in the posi-
tion of a leading member of the House of
Commons, who, on one occasion, said he
would examine his conscicnes if the DPress
said anything favourable about him.

I desire to payv my meed of praise to the
¢ Hansard ’’ staff. I know of no more offi-
cient staff, and I know of no more conscien-
tious hody of men who perform their duties
under greater difficulties, and I say that
knowing perfectly well the difficulties they do
work under, and I think, generally speaking.
the “ Hansard” staff is to be complimented
on the correct reports which they give and
on the services they render to members gene-
rally in this House.

HoxoURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. KIRWAN: Some of us would not
show to very great advantage if we were
reported verbatim, and I hope, when some
hon. members complain about incorrcet
reports, that the ¢ Hansard?” staff will
report them verbatim, like a certain news-
paper did the speeches of a certain gentle-
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man who sat on the Opposition benches at
one time. When he complained about the
reports, they reported him verbatim, and
that was the end of him. (Laughter.) If
some hon. members in this House were
reported in the same fashion, it would be the
end of them. I think the House is to be
congratulated on having such a capable and
efficient body of men in the * Hansard”
callery, and I trust they will be long spared
to serve this House in their present capacity.

HoNouraBLE MEMBERS : Hecear, hear!

Mr. FORDE (Rockhampton): It is very
unreasonable on the part of hon. members
opposite to object to members on this side
availing themselves of the privileges of the
House to put their views before the people.
We have a right to express our opinions on
ali matters that come before this House,
the same as hon. members opposite have.
For the first two or three sessions that I was
in this House it was the fashion of hon.
members on this side not to avail them-
selves of their rights in this respect, and
hon, members opposite then used to fill
“ Hansard” with their speeches, and, when
these ““ Hansards” were sent out to the
public, they gave a one-sided view of the
political situation and what this Government
stood for. I am glad the hon. member for
Bowen has scen fit to bring forward the sug-
gestion that “ Hansard” should be sent out
free of charge to any elector who applies for
it. That would be a very good idea if carried
out. The eclectors outside have a right to
know the truc facts of the case, and they
have a right to know just what members in
this House sav and not just what the con-
servative Press wish to convey. The hon.
member for Kurilpa tcok exception to what
the hon. member for Gregory said regarding
the ¢ Courier” contrclling the Press of
Queensland, To some extent that is true.
I know that the * Courier’’ supplies with
reports through a Press Agency a number of
papers outside Brisbane, and telegraphs a
report of part of what takes place here in a
very garbled form to those newspapers. On
the oceasion when I brought forward a resolu-
tion in connection with the new States move-
ment, T was told that an hon. member opposite
went up to a “ Courier” reporter and sug-
gested that he should telegraph to the coun-
try Press a report of the debate calculated to
disparage me and to suit my opponents. I
found afterwards that my remarks were
not correctly reported in the Press; but
something was sent which was caloulated
to discr-dit me in the cyes of the

people.  Tactics of that kind are most
unfair, and sometimes Tory mnewspapers,
acting as agents for Tory newspapers 1n

the country, send press messages of thab
description. Country people have then no
opportunity of getting the true facts put
before the House by hon. members on this
side unless they read “ Hansard.” That is
why I support the reque:t of the hon,
member for Bowen that “ Hansard” should
be sent free to any clector who applies for
it. I am tired of hearing hon. members
opposite say that the Government is degrad-
ing Parliament. If anyone iz degrading
Parliament it is hon. memhers opposite and
their friends outside. I do not belicve in
this kind of propaganda going on, because
it reflects on Parliament genemlly.' I will
quote what a Tory newspaper outside says
in regard to Parliament: this is what the
propaganda of hon. members opposite leads

Mr. Forde.]
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to. The “ Western Champion,”” of 3rd Sep- welcome would be different; and yet it
tember, 1921, dealing with what happened in has cqualled anything I have met with

this Hou:n
“ Vowles as a leader is positively use-
less. Taylor’s deficiencies are so apparent
to himself that he would gladly give
away the leadership for a  sewing
machine or a pound of tea. Both leaders
rolled into one would nearly reach the
level of Jim Tolmie, and we all know
what he was, With all Ilphinstone’s
undeniable ability as a public man, and
his training as a business man, he does
not seem to catch on either with his
party or the bulk of the Brisbane
electors.”

bdld_‘

That sort of propaganda goes on, to degrade
Parliament. Hon. members oppomte show
an exampk to Tory newspapers outside;
but Tory newspapers like the ¢ Western
Champion’” express their opinion on those
hon. members. Labour members very rarely
get falr treatment from some of the con-
servative papers in Southern Qucensland,
but in Central Queensland we have the
falrost Press in  Australia.  The Rock-
hampton * Morning Bulletin 7’ and *“ Even-
ing News,” the Gladstone ‘¢ Observer,” and
the two Bundaberg newspapers, arc exceed-
ingly fair in their comments. I have noth-
ing to say against them. Thev may write
us down in a lcading article, but a public
man rmust be fair-minded enough to expect
that, and, as long as they report fairly what
we have to say, we cannot find any fault if

they write leading articles against us
when their policy is anti-Labour. The
Central Queensland newspapers have Yhe

courtesy to report fully the speeches of hon.
members on this side when they visit Rock-
hampton; but, when they have to depend
on the galbled reports sent br the Tory Press
in Brisbane, there are very often misleading
statements pubhshed Hon. members oppo-
side keep saying that the good name of this
State has been ruined by the Government,
and the statements are published in the

Press and sent in a garbled form to the
southern newspapers, and do a lot of harm.
When Sir Joynton Smith, of ¢ Smith’s
Woekly came to DBrisbane and made

inquiries for himself, he was horrified about
the misleading statements which had been
circulated about the State. He said—

“ Queensland is_a State that is suffer-
ing in a marked degree from gloomy
propaganda. Quecnsland is used as the
awful example by the old brigade in
polities.”

The gloomy propaganda indulged in by hon.
members opposite has the effect of degrad-
ing Parliament to some extent. Parliament
is what we make it, and we as parliamen-
tarians should strive to uplift it. Then we
find that ‘“ The Producers’ Review’’ said—

“The gloomy propaganda vespecting
Queensland is the root cause of our
present day troubies.’

The gloomy propaganda which emanates
from hon. members opposite and goes out
through the Tory Press is used to mislead
the electors and gives a wrong impression
outside. It is a had thing for Queensland,
and should be discontinued. His Royal
Highness the Prince of Wales, after reading
the southern newspapers, said on his arrival
here—

“I never expected anything like the
welcome T received in Queensland. I
was led to expect that Queensland’s

[Mr. Forde.

in any part of the world.”

The SPEAKER: Order! I trust the
hon. member will connect his remarks Wlth
the question under debate.

Mr. FORDE: Yes. As I was saying, if
people could have ¢ Hansard” free of
charge, they would have an opportunity of
reading our speeches as they are delivered,
and of secing ‘the salient and effective pomts
made by hon. members on this side, when
they could sce for themselves the 1nfe110rity
of the speeches of hon. members opposite in
comparison with those delivered by hon.
members on this side. As one hon. member
on this side said this afternoon, every time
hon. members opposite have taken on mem-
bers on this side in debate—leaving out
members on the Ministerial bench—they have
been well trounced. We have availed our-
selves of our rights, and have given the true
position to the people. We, on this side,
owe that duty to the people who sent us
here, and I am going to exercise my privi-
lege and duty.

I want, before I conciude, to compliment
the “ Hansard”” staff on the good work they
have done. The members of the * Han-
sard” staff have a very Iirksome duty to
perform, particularly when Parliament is
sitting double shifts, and it is a wonder to
me how they can hear the speeches of hon.
members, owing to the interjections which
continually go on. They are doing their
work very accurately.

HONOURABLE MEMBERS :

Mr. FORDE : If the accurate reports of
our speeches are sent out to the people of
Queensland free of charge, the people will
gel a true report, and will see exactly what
the Government are doing, which they cannot
see in the Tory Press of Southern Queensland.

Mr. WARREN (Murrumba): It seems to
me that what the hon. member for Rock-
hampton wants is a gramaphone. If the
hon. member would only get his voice
recorded on a gramaphone, and have the
records sent through the country, there is
no doubt that the Government would not
be long in office. (Laughter.)

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. WARREN: To my mind, therc has
been an unfair curtailment of the privileges
of hon, members on this side. I for one
consider that the Premier made a definite
promise that members who had not spoken
would have a chance to speak. I think
that at least once every session a member
has a right to state his views, So far as the
question of © Hansard ”’ being circulated in
the country districts is concerned, I am
afrajd that the coptes which now go out
are not used as much as they should be.
What is wanted is fair Press representation.
I do not think that all the papers are fair
I am not going to say that one side is not
fair and that the other side is fair. But I do
think that better representation is wanted
«o far as the Press is concerned. I do not
stand for unfairness of anv descuptlon and.
if there has been any unfairness, it should
be cut out. Anyone reading the three daily
Liberal newspapers in Brisbane must admit
that the TLabour Party is represented in
their columns quite as much as members of
this party. I do not think that those papers
stand for unfair representation. But hon.

Hear, hear!
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members want their speeches to be sensa-

tionalised. They want to take full possession
of the papers. It is not a fact that the

Liberal side will not represent the side of the
Labour party, but it is a fact that the Labour
papers do not return the compliment. The
Labour papers do not give this xide as much
representation as the Liberal papers—or
what are called the Tory papers—give fo
Labour members. Members of the Govern-
ment party should be fair. If they stand
for fairness, why is it that they have occu-
pied so much time this session? It seems to
me to be a downrighs, wilful, deliberate
attempt on their part to capture * Hansard ”
for the session. They do not want the views
of members on this side to be heard at all,
because they know there is something com-
ing in the future. I know perfectly well
that, if we had had an cven run, we would
have had more speaking this session. 1 do
not say that scventeen days are not ample
for the discuesion of Estimates. They are
ample; but we want some better method of
distributing the time, because there is a Jot
of Estimates that have not been discussed
at all.

I would like to say a word in favour of
the ¢ Ilansard” reporters. The reporters
must have wit and intelligence that very
few men have. I think it 1s wonderful the
way the reporting is done, because. when we
get our proofs, we always find the speeches
are a little better than what were delivered
in this Chamber. I compliment the reporters.
I do not think the Press have been fairer to
one side than the other.

My, BEBBINGTOXN (Drayton): T also
think that the Press have been very fair in
their ieports.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
about two on one side? (Laughter.)

Mr. BEBBINGTON : If the Minister who
has just interjected would keep his Bills to be
discussed in this House before giving them to
people outside, there would be less need for
discussing matters that we are discussing
this afternoon. We know that the hon.
member has given Bills outside this House.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I just want to prove
that Bills do not come here first, but are
sent outside. When I was connected with
the previous Government, all Bills were pre-
sented to Parliament first.

. Mr. Srorromrp: No. A Bill was published
in the *Daily Mail”’ once before it was
introduced here,

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Under the previous
Government we used to have a full dis-
cussion on the second reading, and then the
Bill would be laid aside for a week before
we went on with the Committee stage. That
gave the people interested a chance to sece
what legislation was being dealt with, and
they could suggest amendments.

Mr. F. A. Coorer: What Bills do you
refer to.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: The Bills that now
go outside for consideration.

Mr. W. Coorrr: What Bills go outside for
consideration ?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I can tell you if you
want me to do so; but I certainly object to
that practice. We know that everything that
appears in ““ Hansard » is not correct. For
instance, the Secretary for Railways this

What
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afternoon made strong attempts to mislead
members of the Committee.

The SPEAKER: Order!
man is not in order.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Well, T will read
what the Secretary for Railways said. He
said that the Government were remitting
taxation. They are not remitting it at all.
They are simply deferring it.

The SECRETARY FOR RAmLways: The Govern-
ment have remitted some taxation.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : Attenspts were made
by the Seccretary for Railways this after-
noon to give a wrong impression of what
the leader of the Opposition said. All that
goes into ‘ Hansard,” and, when it goes
out, it gives a wrong impression altogether.
That is why I think it is good for us to
have the Press to correct these things. I am
willing to pay a tribute to both the Press
and “ Hansard” for the correct view they
give of proceedings in Parliament. It is a
good thing for all of us that they do not
report things in this House exactly as they
happen. (Laughter.) Some of us would
look very sorry sometimes if we saw the
way some things were said in this House.
(Laugbter.)

Resolution agrecd to.

Resolutions 5 to 17, both inclusive, agreed
to.

Resolution No. 18— Health”—

Mr. SWAYNE (Midrani): When the
“ Health’”” vote was before the Committee, T
drew attention to a form of sickness which
appeared in my electorate, and which T am
informed by medical men has also appeared
in several places in the North. My object
in speaking now is to get a reply from the
Minister, because he failed to reply to my
question when the Hstimates were being dis-
cussed. I want to know if the local authori-
ties have got to stand the whole of the
expense in connection with the investigations
which now are to be made into this matter in
my electorate. If the local authorities

have to stand the whole of the

[7 p.m.] expense. it is most unfair, because

the sickness is mnot confined to
my eclectorate. but has also appeared at Mos-
nian, the Johnstone River, and other dis-
tricts. It is thought that, instead of being
typhoid fever, 1t has nothing to do with
typhoid, but is some other fever altogether.
As bearing out my contention, I would like
to quote the following extracts from the
report of the local health officer, Dr. Kay :—
“All that was recommended by the
Commissioner in 1917 was done, and your
council issued specific instructions in all
matters of sanitation. I have recom-
mended prosecution in cases reported bv
your inspector where defects were found,
but he has always informed me that the
default was remedied on his demand.”

The hon. gentle-

“If defects have been found, the resi-
dents have been eager to conform to any
regulation for the betterment of health.”

¢ 8till, it is not a typical typhoid fever.
There has always been among the resi-
dents at West Plane Creek a feeling that
the disease was something more than
typhoid.”

Again, Dr. Telford, who was recently sent
up by the department to investigate, said—
“ The newspapers had called it Sarina

Mr. Swayne.]
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or West Plane Creek fever, bhut he did
not think that was a fair thing to apply
to the township, because, first of all,
there were very few cases in Sarina itself,
and secondly, as far as West Plane Creek
was concerned, whilst certainly the
majority of cases had occurred there, it
was hot confined in Queensland to West
Plane Creek alone. The discase was
evidently fairly common in the North
around, he thought, Port Douglas, where
Dr. Clark, the medical officer of health,
reported before the war about 1,483
cases of glandular fever.,”
In view of those statements, I do not
think the department is justified in seeking
to attach the blame to the local authorities.
Thev have evidently effected great improve-
ments, and the conditions there compare
favourably with country conditions anywhere
clse. If 1t is the policy of the Government
to malke the ratepayers—that is, to a large
extent, the farmers—foot the whole of the bill
in this connection, they will be adding
another discouraging factor to those which,
unfortunately, are so numecrous at present
and prevent young men from going on the
land.  If they find when they go on the land
that they are burdened with all sorts of
charges which really benefit the vest of the
community, they are not likely to feel encour-
aged to assist 1 primary production, and I
think that in such cases the whole of the
community, who are more or less interested,
should bear the burden, particularly as the
people are evidently suffering from a tropical
disease, which bears on the whole question of
North Australian settlement. The whole of
the research and investigation of such a
disease is largely for expcerimental purposes,
and should not be made a charge on the local
authorities there, and I hope that I shall
find that that is not the intention of the
Department of Public Health.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon.
A, J. Jones, Paddington): The hon. member
for Mirani endeavours to prove that I made
a charge against the local authoritv in his
electorate regavding their inaction when an
outbreak of fever took place there. The hon.
mewmber forgets that it was he who made the
charge against the department, and accused
the department of inaction in the matter.

Mr. SwayNg: I said they had been guilty
of a great deal of delay.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Away
back in 107 the department took action by
sending  Dr. Moore, the Commis<ioner of
Public IIcalth, to the locality.

M. SwayNE: That was ineffective.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: What
becomes of tne hon, gentleman’s charge that
the department had not taken action in the
matter? I defended the department when
the hon. member made his charge. because I
had the facts before me. The Government
certainly took action in that matter. The
hon. member again seeks fo prove that the
department is to blame in that matter.
Regarding the question of expense, the local
authorities are charged with certain functions.
and they have certain obligations with regard
to health. He may rest assured that the
Government will not neglect their obligation;
and they will see that the local authority do
not neglect theirs, but will see that they do
everything Dossible to cleanse even the hon.
member’s electorate

Mr F. A. COOPER (Bremsr): In Com-
mittee I made a few remarks about the

[Mr. Swayne.
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inaction of the Hlome Department or whoever
was responsible for the destruction of
mosquitoes and flies. Since I made those
remarks I have made one or two inquiries,
and I find that I was, perhaps, somewhat
unjust in putting the whole of the blame
on the Health Department. It is only fair
to say that mosquito and fly destruction is
controlled by Orders in Council, issued under
the Health Acts, 1910 to 1917, and the respon-
sibility is practically placed upon the
shoulders of the local authorities. Unfor-
tunately, the Orders in Council are so drawn
that theve is no cohesion, no working to-
gether, between the local authorities that are
concerned in the one arca. I think it would
be well if the Minister looked into this matter
and made some alteration in the Act,
whereby, say, a city like Brisbane—which has
more than one local authority operating
within its boundaries—can be made one
authority in the matter of mosquito and fiy
destruction. The same thing might apply to
areas where the local authority boundaries
are, as they are to-day. very wunnatural.
Local authorities coming within natural boun-
daries might be grouped under the one
authority, and this matter might be given
into the hands of that onc authority. The
powcers under the Act are ample. The unfor-
tunate part of 1t is that there are certain
factors which hamper the work. The main
factor is the unnatural division of local
authorities. The second factor is that the
duties are gonerally given to inspectors who
are already overburdened with work, and
often are unfamiliar with the technical
details. It is very necessary that the inspec-
tors should have some knowledge of the
work that they are called upon to do. Unfor-
tunately, very often it is otherwise. They
have no particular knowledge of the work,
and. consequently, it is not done as efficiently
as it might be.

Sncaking in the Committee, I mentioned
that I was in Toowoomba at Raster, and
had killed three mosquitoes in five minutes
in a certain part of the city.

Mr., BreExyay: You must have taken them
there in a matchbox.

Mr. F. A. COOPER: I did not take them
in a matchbox. I am pleased to say the
health  authorities of Toowoomba were so
alive to the situation that before I got my
“ Hansard” proof I received a letter from
the health inspector in Toowocmba asking
me to give him information as to where I
staved 1n Toowoombe, so that he might trace
the locality where the mosquitoes were bred.
That showed that the Toowoomba municipal
authoritics were alive to the position, and
were very keen to suppross any outbreak
that might occur. I wish that all the local
authorities, particularly those in charge of
our seaside resorts, would be similarly active,
Generally the cry of the local authorities is
that the extinction of the mosqguito is a very
expensive undertaking. Dr. Price, of Too-
woomba. in a little pamphlet that he wrote
upon this matter, said very clearly that
mosquito suppression could be much easier
carried out by local authorities, and would
cost less than the money cxpended to-day in
the destruction of the mosquito. By an impo-
sition of 6d. per head of the population, Port
Said was able to clear the mosquito from that
place, and I believe the mosgquito was cleared
from Mauritius at a less expense. A compu-
tation which has been made and checked,
and which T believe to be a perfectly true
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computation, is that Quecensland spends
£50,000 yearly on mosquito nets, and, in
addition to that, Chinese joss Stlcks vola-
tile oils, and sucnhke nostruns ontail a
further expenditure of at least £5,000, and
the amount of energy exl)ended in raking a
certain matter which burns in a slow way,
and gives off a rather distasteful odour, woulc
certainly bring in a good income ii
expended in another direction. I hope the
Health Department will give some attention
to this matter, and that the Home Secre-
tary will have the Health Act amended in
the direction I have indicat:d to give those
who are interested and anxious to rid the
community of one of its greatest pests sn
opportumty of doing so. Why we tolerate
the mosquito, and S(ldtch ourselves to death
because there is a flea within a hundred yards
of us, 1 cannot understand. T am reminded
by the Minister that it is the way the fles
makes his llvmg that is objectionable. T do
not know, as I live in a flea-clean area. If
we made some decent attempt to give those
people who are Interested in this matter
an opportunity of dealing with it, I
believe that they would do whatever was
considered necessary. We are threatened
from the surrounding country with a discase
that is brought about bs  the mosquito.
There is no question that the dengue fever is
brought about by a certain species of mos-
quito,
when there is an outbreak of dengue fever
would more than cover the total cost of the
extinetion of the mosquito in Queensland, to
say nothing of the irreparable loss through
death and inefficiency which arises there-
from. I hope the Health Act will be
amended in the direstion I have referred to.

Resolution agreed to.

Resolutions 19 to 35, both inclusive, agreed
to.

Resolution 36 agreed to.

Resolutions 37 to 39, both inclusive. agreed
to.

Resolution 40— Flectoral registration > —

Mr. PEASE (Horbert): T want to take this
opportunity of answering a few remarks
which were made when this matter was being
discussed in Committee. Mr. Garbutt changed
the venue of the meeting place of the
graziers from Townsville to Longreach. Mr.
Garbutt is the president of the Northern
Country party, and he attended at a meect-
ing of the graziers held in Longreach in
1921, and roll work was one of the first
things discussed at that meeting. It was a
two days’ meeting, and a good many matters
of a political nature weve dealt with. but
the first matter was that Mr. Garbutt,
president of the Northern Country party,
moved—

“ Any political association claiming and

receiving assxst"mce from this associa-
tion be requested te submit a report
every three months to the United

Graziers” Association showing—
{z) The number of names removed
from the roll.”
"I want to emphasise that in this House—
that the first thing to be reported to the
United Graziers’ Association was—
“{a) The number of names removed
from the roll;

“ () The number of voters on the
roll;

“{c) A general outline of the Wwork
done.”
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What sort of work? The \noxk of tampering
with the rolls of Queersland. Mr. Garbutt
is Northern President of the Country party,
and this statement made by him at a meet-
ing of graziers definitely links up the
Country party with the Graziers’ Associa-
tion, and also with this dastardly attempt
to interfere with the rolls of Queensland. At
this meeting, also, a further motion was
moved and carried, which shows where the
money is coming from to carry on this work.
A large sum of money is involved, and I
wish to show definitely where the money is
coming from, despite the protest made by
the leader of the Opposition that the Country
party have no funds. Personally, they may
not have any funds, but the junta con-
trolling them have got funds, and the House
can see where they come from by the motion
that Mr. Gmbhtt had carried. The motion
was sent down from that meetlng of graziers
at Longreach to the Graziers’ Assoclation,
and was finalised by the Primary Producers
Union in January this year at the meeting
which the leader of the Opposition admits
he attended, and at which a number of other
parliamentarians opposite also attended.
That motion was definitely put through at
that meeting, and I want to show where the
money is coming {rom to finance this matter.
Mr. Garbutt also said, “ We must work with

the Nationalists.”” Then, we have ihat
famous telegram that Mr. Fdkins sent to
Dr. Earle Page, in which he said,  You

must support the Nationalist Federal Go-

vernment.”’
Mr. MORGAN :

about that?

Mr. PEASE: It is not what he said.
What did he do? The Labour party are
quite prepared to stand up to anything we
do.

Mr. MORGAN:
fighting funds?

My, PEASE: I have got my own funds
and a few pounds that the Labour battlers
subscribe.  The railway navvies—the people
you talk about—are good enough to sub-
scribe a certain sum  of money. What
happened to Edkinss wire? He sent a
wire, and Rarle Page sent him a camou-
ﬁaged reply. What did Tidkins do? What
did the Country party do? Several motions
have been brought forward in the Federal
House to destroy the Hughes Government,
but every time a division Took place a con-
venient number of the Country party were
away. The Country party stand throughout
Australia as a camouflaged party, who are
not game to stand up to anything they do,
or to stand up for anybody behind them.
Like many other people, they have no hesi-
tation in repudiating everything they do.
Hon. members opposite . talk about ‘what
Tarle Page did in the Commonwealth Par-
liament. Everybody knows that Earle Page
got a number of members to remain away
and the motion of Mr. Charlton, the leader
of the Federal Labour party, was defeated.
The hon. member for Oxley, according to
a local paper, said—

“ The Country party are trying to get
unanimity and to bring about the allying
of forces inside the House as well as
outside the House.”

The hon. member for Townsville said that
tho Country party was not a sectional party.
If so, why is there all this cry for umity?
I am going to connect up this unity cry with
the meeting of the graziers which took place

Mr. Pease.]

What did Earle Page say

Where do you get your
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in Longreach last year. At that meeting,
when roll work was dealt with, Mr. Geary
moved—

“That the executive of the United
Graziers’ Associatior. be urged to make
it obligatory on all political organisa-
tions claiming or requiring political sup-
port from the association’s funds to
advise specifically the territory for which
support 1s required for organising pur-
poses, with a view to economy and the
prevention of overlapping of adminis-
tration so frequently responsible for
three-cornered contests, and that the
cxecutive be requested to withhold all
funds wuntii  provision is made for
co-operation.”” *

That motion was carried at Longreach, rati-
fied at the meeting of the United Graziers’
Executive Council In Brisbane, and sent on
to tho. Primmary Producers’ Union menting,
at which the leader of the Opposition and
hon. members sitbting behind him were pre-
sent. They now say, “ Let us have unity.”
Mr. VowLEs: 1 was not there.

Mr. PEASE: You werc there with the
graziers and the Primary Producers’ Union
people. I know what happened. If vou do
not stand up to the people outside, they will
withhold all funds until provision is made for
co-opcration. That is why the hon. membey
for Oxley is going outside pleading for unity.
He knows that, if unity is not secured, he may
possibly not get the funds he requires. That
18 why we have this cry for unity all the
time. Again, at the annual council meeting
of the United Graziers’ Association in August.
1921, Mr. Walker moved and Mr. Butler
seconded, and it was carried—

“ That a levy of 7s. 6d. per 1,000 sheep
and 500 cattle and horses be called up for
political purposes.”

I am linking this up with the question of the
funds which are provided to do this roll
wotk. The assessments and levies collected
in 1921 totalled £24,517.

Mr. FLETCHER : Nonscnse !

Mr. PEASE: It is all very well for the
hon. member to laugh. He was at that meet.
ing, and he knows as well as I do that a fund
of £24,617 was collected to defeat Labour.
That was the amount shown as the proceeds of
this levy for one year.

The SPEAKER: Order!

member to address the chair.

Mr. PEASE: It seems a strange thing that
the Labour party are able to hold any seats
at all in Queensland when you consider the
work that 1s going on—the deliberate attempt
to tamper with the rolls, and the amount of
money that is behind these people. TRvery
hon. member on this side has to depend for
his election expenses on the labourers of
Queensland, who have very little money. We
are not ashamed to acknowledge that. ~Every
member on this side is controlled by a local
Workers’ Political Organisation. Any roll
work is done voluntarily by these men. We
have not got the money to put an army of
men 1n every centre of Queensland. As T
pointed out, this work originated in the
North, where the Country party had a fund
of over £3,000 to do it with.

An OpposrrioN MeMBER: What has that got
to do with roll work?

Mr. PEASE : It has this to do with it—that
the rolls may be tinkered with. Mr. Garbutt
said that the first thing to do was to have

[Mr. Pease.

I ask the hon.
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names removed from the roll. Hon. members
on this side have only a small body of work-
men to depend on to enable them to get into
this House., When you consider the great
amount of money that is conirolled bv the
Opposition, it is astounding to think that any
Labour man can get here at all. I can only
put it down to the fact that the people have
awakened to the truth.

Mr. FrercHER: We don’t know where this
money is.

Mr. PEASE : You know where the money
is all right. Hon. members opposite make
out they are political purists, and come here
and wash their hands of everything. The
hon. member for Townsville said that, if
we could prove that Garbutt and Bradley
have been doing this sort of thing, he would
resign  his position. I consider we have
clearly proved it. We have proved what is
going on in the North., We know that Gar-
butt went to the Central district, and then
he came to the South. We know the circular
sent out to the squatters asking that ticks
be placed against the names of their em-
ployecs who were supposed to be Labour.
That completed the chain. The whole chain
was started in the North. It was started
at the br-election in Herbert, when thousands
of pounds were spent to »win the seat. COne
of the supporters of hon. members opposite
went right through the electorate with
the designation of ‘“ Rolls Officer.”  The
Attorney-Creneral stated that a deliberate
attempt had been made to corrupt the roll.
I do not want to weary the House, but I
want to drive home the corrupt state
of the junta controlling the hon. mem-
bers opposite with the main object of
getting rid of the Government. Members
opposite have got the moner, and we know
that their organisers outside are engaged
in taking names off the roll. Every member
of the Government party has to fight his
election with the help that he can get from
his own Workers’ Political Organisation,
because he cannot afford to pay anybody.
We are quite prepared to leave the roll work
to officers of the Crown. The Labour party
believe in putting every name on the roll,
and w= have always done that. We never
strike names off. I have been associated with
Federal and State elections for years, and I
have often been seated at a table in Cairns
and put the names of men and women on
the roll, no matter what their political
opinions were. We knew they would not vote
for us, but we filled in their forms for them.
Yet hon, menibers opposite talk about fight-
ing with the gloves off. They will not stand
up to anzthing they do at all, If members
opposite are going to do thesc things, it is
just as well we should let the people know
what is going on. There is a big power
out to destroy the Government, and I want
the people of Queensland to know it. If
attempts are made to interfere with the
electoral rolls while we are in power, what
will they do next? We want to make a fair
appeal to the people, and we want the people
to know what the money power is doing. The
supporters of the party opposite try to
load the dice every time. They are out to
destrov the Government because of what we
have done for the benefit of the people. If
we had neglected our dutv to the people,
why find all this money? It is only because
we have done our duty that all this money
is raised to try and defeat us. The sup-
porters of the party opposite resort to these
tactics because we have fecarlessly done our
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duty by the people of Queensland. The
Premier has refused to ally himsclf with the
cnemies of the people.  When the time
comes and we decide upon it, we will have
an election. We will go to the people when
we ray so, and when we put our case before
the electors they will sweep the party oppo-
site off the face of the political field.

Mr. MORGAN (Murille): It is quite
evident that we were in Committee last

Friday, because otherwise I feel
|7.30 p.m.] surc you, Mr. Speaker, would not

have allowed the hon. meémber
who has just resumed his scat to be guilty
of such tedious repetition as having the
same zpcech put into * Hansard” to-day
that was put into ‘° Hansard” on Friday
last.

Mr. Prase:
mentioned once
Friday.

Mr. MORGAN: The fact that he repeats it
seems to show that he thinks that by saying
it often enough it may carry some special
weight.,  As a member of the Country party
I am very sorry to say that we have not all
the funds the hon. member talks about. I
only wish we had. T wish 1 could obtain
from the party £300 or £400 to assist me in
fighting my election. Up to the present time
[ have had five contests, and I have paid
the money they have cost out of my own
pocket; and, so far as I know, every member
on this side of the House has done the same.
I can honestly say that I do not know of ore
«hilling being placed in the hands of any
member of any party on this side for the
purpose of fighting his election campaign.

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER :
any moncy from Mr. J. P,

Mr. MORGAN : I have never known Mr.
J. P. Peterson to have any money to give
to any member. Hvery one of us is sorry
that he has to pay so much out of his own
pocket. I am sure members on the Govern-
ment side have more of their expenses paid
than we do, and it costs them less to fight
an election than it does members on this side.

Mr. HARTLEY: You are wrong.

Mr. MORGAN: I have hcen informed
mote than once that Labour candidates in
the Murilla eclectorate have received £50 at
the commencement of the campaign with
which to figcht the contest, and that the
Workers' Political Organisations in the
different portions of the clectorate have
defrayed the candidatex’ hotel expenses, cost
of hiring motor cars or coaches, and advertis-
ing. In fact, on more than one occasion
T have known a Workers’ Political Organisa-
tion supporter, perhaps the secretary, to take
round a subscription list, and I have con-

That is not corrcct. I never
word about Longreach on

Did you ever get
Peterson?

tributed. It is a well-known fact that can-
didates who go into a particular locality
receive the whole of their expenses; and, if

there ave a few shillings or a few pounds
over, 1t js handed to them before they go on
to the next little centre. The Minister canuot
deny that Labour candidates reccive £50
from their organisations to commence with,
and perhaps a great deal more. Primary
producers, whether they be graziers. wheat-
growers, or butter producers, have the right
to contribute to a fund to assist candidates
who are prepared to support platforms con-
ducive to their welfare. I am not ashamed
to admit that, if the producers in my elec-
torate were prepared to contribute to a fund
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to aszsist me in any way, such as by hiring

motor cars, I would willingly accept it. In
one p01t10n of my electorate some of the
people meet me with motor cars and take
me here and there, and I am not expected to
pay, but that is all the help I get in the
eountry. I welcome that assistance, and I
am proud of the men who offer it. It relieves
me, as a candidate, of expense, and I say that
no candidates should be so much out of
pocket by fighting an election as we on this
side are. The hon. member for Gregory
knows that if he had to pay all his own
expenses 1t would cost him a considerable
amount of money. He cannot get on a
penny tram if he wants to go to a m-eting,
nor give twenty-four hours’ notice of it:
he has to give a month’s notice. Suppose
there is a levy on sheep and cattle for politi-
cal purposes. There is no disgrace in that.
I am not going to deny that such a thing
exists. I would be only too pleased to be
able to handle some of that money and have
it go to assist other members on this side.
Do not the Labour party make compulsory
levies on unionists? Did they not make a
levy of 10s. on the unionists throughout Aus-
tralia for the purpose of es‘rab]!&hm(r Labour
newspapers?  Was that nct part “of their

political propaganda to get members into
Parliament, and to enable them to win
seats from the other party? What is the

hon. member for Herbert complaining about ?

Mr. DPrase: I am complaining about
‘ monkeying” with the rolls.
Mr. MORGAN: I am with the hon. mem-

ber in saying that nobody should attempt to
gcet any man or woman off the roll; but,
whilst we ought to see that every person who
is eligible gets a vote, we ought also to see
that no person is eligible to vote three times,
once in cach of three different clectorates,
We have a right to see that dead men and
women do not rise from their graves and
cast votes. There is such a thing as having
dirty rolls, and we have them because people
are on more than one roll. It is possible for
a man to be on a dozen rolls if he so desires,
The only way by which he can be removed
is by notifying when he comes into a new
electorate that he has left his old clectorate.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You are quite
wrong.
Mr. MORGAN: I could give instances in

my electorate and produce my own roll to
show that men who have been out of Queens-
land five or six years have still got their
names on the roll. I supplied the electoral
registrar with a list, but he said, ¢ We cannot
put them off until they put in applications to
get on other rolls.”” At the last clection one
of my supporters who had gone away to New
South Wales about two vears before happened
to be in Miles on business with his brother
and found that he was on the roll there. Both
men were my supporters and the one who
had come back from New South Wales
recorded his vote. The scrutineer of the
Labour partv oojec‘rcd o his vote, but the
returning officer said, I must give him a
vote because his name is on the roll.” 'He
knew that he had been away, as they knew

each other by the names of ¢ Bill” and
“Jim” in the same town.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Was he a

resident of Miles when he recorded the vote

Mr. MORGAN: He went away tc New
South Wales and did not apply to get on

My, Moraan.)
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any other Queensland roll. The result was
thﬁt his name was not taken off the Murilla
roll.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTTRE: When he
voted, how long had he been in Miles?

Mr. MORGAN: Several weeks. He was
entitled to vote because his name was on the
roll. He was a resident of Queensland when
he first got on the roll, and the fact that he
was away for two years would not have dis-
qualified him had he arrived back only the
day before.

h'The SECRETARY FOR MINES : Did you send for
m ?

Mr. MORGAN : That is a sensible question.
I must have a lot of money to send all that
distance for the sake of getiing one vote at
a cost of £20 when I knew that I would win
by a majority of 500 or 600. That is just
like the Secretary for Mines; he handles so
much money that a few pounds here and
there are nothing. He spends money like
water in the State mines. He is always going
to_get it back, according to him. He has the
miner’s gambling instinct—digging and dig-
ging, fossicking and fossicking, always expact-
ing to get gold. Unfortunately, it is not his
own money but Government money that he
is spending. I hope he does get results for
the good of the State.

The SPEAKER: Order!

must deal with the vote.

Mr. MORGAN: With all the disclosure
that the hon. member for Herbert made in
respect to these particular matters and with
all his quotations from documents which came
into possession of his party in a very question-
able manner, can it be said that we have no
right to have political funds? We have every
right to protect ourselves against the people
oppostte, who are out to cripple us. In the
process they are crippling the capitalists, who
give employment, and the worker. We have
a right to proteet ourselves first of all, and
to protect those who are depending upon us
for their living. The man who emplors 5,000
men iIs a benefactor. He is of more use to the
country than the agitator who endeavours to
get those 5,000 men to go on strike. That
man_ deserves encouragement and assistance.
He has a right to protect his industry, his
property, his wife, and his family. If he can
do that by subscribing to an organisation, he
has a right to do it. There is not a member
on the other side who goes out and fights an
clection and comes back more out of pocket
than the members on this side. {Government
dissent.) A question was asked in this House
vecently in connection with the manner in
which “ Liberty Fair’ funds were disposed
of. This question related to the * Liberty
Fair ” being held in Toowoomba. No doubt,
the same thing obtains wherever  Liberty
Fair ” goes. A certain amount of the pro-
ceeds goes to & local charity, but the big bulk
of it goes to the men who promote this
gambling institution. It was shown that 15
per cent. went to the local ‘band and 15
per cent. to the Trades Hall Board. What
15 the Trades Hall Board? It is a political
institution.

Myr. BRENNAN: No.

Mr. MORGAN: If the hon. member did
not have upon him the brand of the Trades
Iall he would not be able to stand as a
candidate for Toowoomba. (Disorder.) The
hon. member for Bowen also is branded; he
is not a ‘‘ clean-skin ” in that respect. Let

[Mr. Morgan.

The hon. memb:r
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us see where the balance of this money went—
%0 per cent. went to the Brisbane * Daily
Standard.”  Was not that for political pur-
poses?  Why is the ‘ Daily Standard”
depending upon profits from gambling to
enable it to keep going? Is it not a part of
the political propaganda used by the Labour
party to enable them to remain on the Trea-
sury bench:s? Hon. members know perfectly
well what it is. I have no complaint to make
against the “ Daily Standard.” It generally
puts in the meaning of what I say. I do not
wish to say that it does not report me fairly
in respect of all matters, so far as their space
permits. They say I am a Tory, but that
does not matter. But I noticed that in
Saturday’s issue, after certain matters had
been ventilated on Friday in connection with
proprietary -racing and those connected with
it, the report of the speeches was omitted
entirely from the ¢ Daily Standard.” The
“ Daily Standard ” and [ at onc time were
one in connection with proprietary racing.

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the hon.
member connect his remarks with the vote.

Mr. MORGAN: I am endeavouring to do
so. I want to show the great power
which the ¢ Daily Standard ” possesses in
connection with educating public opinion at
clection time, and to point out that the
“ Daily Standard” left out completely the
remarks made about proprietary racing,
although that paper used to be with me and
others against the monopoly of proprictary
racing. I hope it still is of the same opinion,
but it looks very peculiar that nothing was
said in connection with those remarks. The
answer to this question also shows that 40 per
cont. of the proceeds went to the owner of
the plant. That shows how the Labour party
will endeavour by all means—whether fair or
foul—to obtain funds for political purposes.
I do not blame the Labour party. Let us be
fair. I do not object to funds being sub-
scribed for hon. members opposite for fighting:
purposes, if it is so desired. I recognise that
they have to have fighting funds. Those
funds were in existence in politics long before
I or any other hon. member in this House was
born. Perhaps for hundreds of years funds
have been raised by different parties to assist
their candidates in connection with elections.
No matter what may be said, while party
politics remain so those funds will continue.
I think that, if a man has the ability to repre-
sent a party, the least he should expect is
that his expenses be paid. Unfortunately,
that has not been o in my case; I have
always been out of pocket to a certain extent.
T believe the organisation would be only too
pleased if their funds were such as to allm\:
them to pay the whole of the candidates
expenses, so that, when the contest is over,
whether we win or lose, we shall not be out
of pocket. There is nothing wrong with that.
There is no necessity for making a big mouth-
ful, as the hon. member for Herbert did. If
the pastoralists raise funds for the purpose
of protecting their interests, they would not
be doing their duty if they did not raise those
funds. The wheatgrowers or the butter pro-
ducers would not be doing their duty if tbey
did mot subscribe something to a fighting
fund to bhelp their candidates to win so that
they would have as representatives men who
would see that they got a living wage, the
same as the worker does. It is a cowardly
thing to expect a man to go out and fight
the battles of other people and not receive
any expenses. The Labour party believe that
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a candidate should be paid for his work. I
am not ashamed of the fact that our party
has funds, bhut I am sorry that the {igures
quoted by the hon. member for Herbers arve
not true.

Mr. PrpasE: I quoted from the Primary
Producers’ Union balance-sheet.

Mr. MORGAN: If that organisation had
those funds, we would hawve heard about it.
I have never heard about it.

Mr. Prase: Your leader knows all about it

Mr. MORGAN: I am sorry to say that
the funds do not exist. The hon. wember has
found a ** marce’s nest.” (an the Minister
show that names of persons who should not
be on certain rolls have been removed? 1
can point to names on the Murilla eclectora
roll that should not be there.

The Arrorxey-Grngrar: I
houn. gentleman,

Mr. MORGAN: I will only be too pleased
if the Minister will show how a person’s
name is removed from a roll after he has
been out of the district for twelve months or
morce.  Will the hon. gentleman explain to
the FHouse how 1t can be doune?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Was the hon.
membper not here the other night when 1 did
507

Mr. MORGAN: No.

The ArrorNEY-GENERaL: The hon. gentle-
man can read my explanation in ** Hansard.”

The SPEAKER: Order!

Llr. MORGAN: I am afraid that it cannot
be done.

Mr. PAYNE (Mitchell): The hon. member
for Murilla sneeringly referred to Govern-
ment members being connected with the
Trades Hall. What is the Trades Hall?
The Trades Hall is simply a building belong-
ing to the trade union movement of Queens-
land, where the different unions meet to do
their business. I am proud of being con-
nected with the Trades Ilall. 7The hon.
member also said that members of the Go-
vernment got a heap of money in order to
tour electorates and win campaigns. 1 have
been paying my own expenses,

can show tho

Mr. Moreay: Does the hon. member say
that he received no money at all?

Mr. PAYNE: For a considerable time I
have been paying my own cxpenses. In cer-
tain electorates there are organisations which
contribute to a fund. We had formerly what
was known as the Workers® Political Organi-
sation, but which is now called the Australian
Labour party. That body raises funds by
some kind of sports or some kind of gather-
ings of their own. Does anyone object to
that ? The workers, very often at great
incenvenience to  themselves, give more
money, comparatively, to their funds than
do the friends of hon. members opposite to
their political funds. There can be no objec-
tion to an honest fund for an honest purpose.

Mr. Moreax: Why does the hon. member
object to our funds?

Mr. PAYNE: I will tell you directly.
The Labour party are not hiding their views.
The Labour party’s platform has been pub-
lished in the newspapers ycar in and year
out, and the party’s political history is well
known. The funds are raised for one purpose
only-—that is, to help the endorsed candidate
to win his seat. I am very proud to be con-
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nected with people who do a great deal of
self-sacrificing work, and who go out of their
way to work in an honorary capacity to try
and boetter the masses by returning men to
power who are pledged to the Labour plat-
form and to introduce humane legislation.
The hon. member for Murilla asked why 1
objected to their funds. I object because
they are used for an improper purposc. It is
a well-known fact that for the lust two years
the Country party has had an organiser out
recelving, I believe, £12 a week, travelling
the Barcoo, Mitchell, and other electorates.
Those organisers have handed to the electoral
registrars in those centres many names for
removal from the rolls. Is that not evidencs
of what the funds are being used for?
Mr, CosTELLO : You do the same thing.

Mr. PAYNE: We do nothing of the kind.
Ve have not one man in the Labour move-
raent belongi either to the industrial or
political side who goes to an clectoral regis-
trar's offiec to try and have names erased
from the roll. I challenge hon. members
oppo=ite to prove that we have.

Mi. Moreax :
on the roll

My, PAYNE: The hon. niember for
Murilia talks through his hat. I admit that
the organizers have carried out their func-
tious and have put wames on the roll that
should be there, but ther have never
atterpted {o erase any names from the roll.
It 1s well known by the whole of the intelli-
gent portion of the Labour movement that
the organisers endeavour to get the name of
every man and cvery woman on the roll,
because cighty out of every 100 in every
electorate in Qucensland are workers either
bz band or by brain, and we only want to
have all the names on the roll, becaus: by
0 doing the workers will become ro class
cobscious and so well organised that the
will be no necessity to spend any money in
crder to veturn a Labour Government in
Queenslapd,  The hou. member for Herbert
i« very fortunate indeed in having uncarthed
all this evidence which he has.put before the
Heuse. 1 endorse all that he has said. 1
knew that it was going on, but I was not
able to get any facts dealing with the matter.
We know that for the last two years the
nolitical organisations of hon. members
opposite have spent a good deal of money
in the pastoral districts of Queensland.  Just
imagine £24000 being obtained from the
pastoral industry and sent to North Queens-
land for one year’s pay! In three years the
sum would be nearly £80,000. In face of
what is happening to-day, all I shall say is
that there is a tremendous lot of money being
raised in Queensland for a particular purpose.
[ have krown the Labour party ever since
1882, and I have never known the officisls,
cither politicel or industrial, to stoop to any-
thing I would call dishonest. If I did, I
would not belong to the movement. Mis-
takes may have been made; but if I found
in the working-class movement the under-
current, the whispering, and the undermining
tacties that have been adopted by the Oppo.
sition and their supporters outside this House,
I swear to rou I would not come into this

House. We have only to carry

(8 p.m.] our minds back over the last three
vears. It is only a case of history

repeating itself. We know what was done
vears ago before Labour was efficiently
organised in this State. We know that,

Mr., Payne.]

You allow dead men to be
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when the Tory party were sitting on the
Treasury benches, the laws of the land were
«0 tyrannical that Labour could not lift up
its head. We know what was done with the
rolls at that time, and the party opposite
are attempting to do the same to-day.
Although I know that the Minister in charge
of this busincss 1s alive to his duty, I want
to tell him that he cannot be too much alive.
1 have been travelling a good deal through
@ueensland, and I have secn a great deal
that I do not care to speak about here.
The only hope that the Opposition and their
supporter: have of ever gaining the Treasury
benches is through the power of the capital-
istic Press, by dopmfr the workers of this
State, by faking the rolls, and by seeing
that as many of the workers as possible are
struck off the voll. The Government are not
active enough. Having been connected so
long with the working-class movement, I
lknow the unscrupulous “methods adopted by

the capitalistic class of this State. T}_lov
will stop at nothing. 1 am not accusing
members of the Opposition individually.:

There may be some decent men among them;
but the people they represent will stop at
nothing to get this Government out of power,
and, when I say that, I say a good deal.
It behoves the Government and the leaders
of the organisations outside to be wide awake
to all the unscrupulous and unmanly tacties
that have been adopted to wipe out the
Labour Government. As I said before, I do
not stand for stuffed rolls. I do not believe
in men or women being on the roll unless
they have a perfect right to be there. The

hon. member for Murilla gets up in this
House and makes most oxtravagant state-
ments.

Mr. MORGAN:

Mr. PAYNE: He got up to-night and said
somothing about ‘“dead men’s votes” and
about men voting in two or three electorates.

Very true.

fvery member in this House must remem-
ber that there was an exhaustive inquiry

made a ycar or two ago into the charge that
was made with regard to plural voting, and
the Principal Electoral Registrar stated that
there had been no plural voting.

Mr. MORGAN: Every member over there
gets a certain number every clection,

Mr. PAYNE: You don’t know your
electoral laws.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-

ber must address the Chair.

Mr. PAYNE: I am glad that the Govern-
ment have wiped out the postal vote. Any
man or woman can vote at any polling-beoth
in Queensland to-day, but some provision
should be made for a sick person. It is all
moonshine for these people to talk about the
enormous amount of money that the working-
class movement has got. Whatever money
this working-class movement has got, it has
been obtained from the workers. Tt has not
been taken from the great big money-bags
of this State to do dirty work. Tt has been
obtained from the workers'in a legitimate
way to do legitimate work—to advance this
great working- class movement that one dar
—perhaps rot in my time—will sweep the
Commonwealth of Australia and every “other
part of the world.

Mr. F. A. COOPER (Bremer): 1 believe,
generally speaking, that the elections in this
State ave conducted in a very decent way.
The majority of the returning officers are

[Mr. Payne.
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thoroughly competent, and they do their
work very decently; and I was particularly
pleased that the hon. member for Murilla
should have made an appeal to us to be fair.
That is a very decent appeal, and one to
which we may respond. I would like to
suggost to the Minister that he instruct his
officers to do the same as the Federal people
do in regard to their officers. All Federal
officers are instructed to 1nspect the State
rolls and claims for State enrolments, and
that any applicants for enrolment on the
State rolls who have not applied for cnrol-
ment on the Commonwealth rolls shall be
immediately notified of the defeet and be
supplied with cards and notified that, if
they do not comply with the notification, they
may ke summoned. Our State officers might
reasonably inspect Commonwealth applica-
tions for enrolment and get our roils decentls

perfeet. The Commonwealth officers evidently
have the right to use our officers, and we
might ask them to return the comphment by

allowing us to e their applications for
enrolment.  The hon. member for Murilla
made an appeal to us to be fair. and he

also said that there was no use denying there
were such things as party funds, and T am
very pleased he said there was no use deny-
ing it. We all know there are party funds,
and 1t is no use denying their existence. T
wonder why they disguise the source of
their funds.” T have in my hand copies of
some interesting documents. As a matter of
fact. they are copies of balancc-shects and
receipts and disbursements of the Primary
Producers” Union and of the Graziers’ Asso-
ciation covering the period to the cnd of
December, 1919, and, in the case of the
Graziers’ Association, up to the 3ist March.
1621. The receipts and expenditurc of that
organisation show that during the year an
amount was collected as assessments and
levies for political purposes totalling £24,517
l4s. 9d. Onc or two of the items of e\pcnch
ture arc verr interesting. One item iz
“ Paolitical levies distributed othor than to
Brisbane offices, £3,450.” It also shows au
amount of ‘ United Graziers® Association,
£12,816 Ts. 2d.” That shows one of the
sources from which these funds are obtained.
Now, the Primary Producers’ Union’s state-
ment of receipts and expenditure from lst
February to 31st December, 1919, discloscs
that tho receipts included a subsidy of £3,000
from the United Graziers’ Association of
Queensland,  The other amounts that they
received are most enlightening, so far as
the total is concerned. Ther reccived £3,000

from the United Graziers’ Asscciation; from
the Queensland Farmers’” Union, £126; from
the United Cancgrowers’ \="0L1atmn £14,
and from memnmbers’ fees £6 10s. They
received one or two further amounts. From

the Queensland Farmers” Union they received
£459 Ts.; but they took very fine care to
refund to the Quecensland Farmers’ Union—
it shows on the other side—a sum of £430,
so that they really received from the Quesns-
land Farmers’ Union an amount of £29.
They also received as a donation from the
Queensland  Graziers’ Association. to *° The
Returned  Soldiers and Citizens'  Political
Federation, £200.” I fancy I have heard
that name before.

Mr. Forpnr:
tion,

Mr. F. A COOPER: The Returned
Soldiers and Citizens’ Political Federation
received £200 fron: the Graziers’ Association

That is a Nationalist organisa-
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for the same purposes—for enrolment pur-
poses and the payment of organisers to get
some people on the roll and to get others
off the roll.

Mr. Payxe: The graziers arc the source
of supply.

My, F. A. COOPER: They are the source
of supply so far as the Primary Producers’
Union is concerned. If vou go through the
balance-sheet, you will find that the Pastor-
alists’ Association handed over a small
donation—perhaps, £20,000 or £30,000—to the
United Graziers’ Association. All these
organisations I have mentioned are bound
together to protect the big interests, which.
as the hon. member for Murilla pointed
out, are badly in need of protection. He
suid that, if these people did not want to
hand in contributions to the political funds,
it was pretty rough to be expected to protect
their interests if they did not subscribe.
These funde are justifiable, and I say with
the hon. niember for Murilla, ““ Let us be
fair, and not only own up that we have politi-
cal funds, but state where they come from
and what we do with them.” Tt is a very
decent plea which the hon. member for
Murilla makes, and I hope that he will act
up to it in the frture and let us know the
source of all these funds, There are sonse
quotations which I dare say the hon member
for Maryovorough will put me right abous
if I am wrong—' By their works ye shail
know them,”” bui I know nothing truer than
this, “ That by the source of their funds
shall ye also know them.”

Mr, BRENNAN {(Toowoomba): I do not
think this resolution should go through with-
out further commetnt. I am pleased that the
hon member for Murilla adwmits that some
funds have been subscribed for his party—
ingluding the £25000 subseribed by tke
United Graziers’ Association, without men-
tioning what the insurance companies, the
tramway company, and other big combines
operating in Queensland have subseribed
The hon. member said that he got nothing.
and why shoull he be paid? Hon. ricmbers
are here to do the business of their masters.
The organisers of hon. members opposite
¢o out and pluck the rolls, taking names off
wherever they can. We know from what the
Attorney-General has said that once the roll
is plucked you can keep the feathers in the
bag. The members of the Opposition remind
me of the fruit-karrosw battlers we s¢e in
the street who keep their gcod stuff on the
top of the barrcw. It iz all very well to
want to rush these resolutions through to a
certain stage, but the purification of the
rolls is a vital question to the people of
Queensland, who chould be warned of the
danger being caunsed by the organisers who
are going wround, supported by the funds
of the capitalistic class. There are six
organisers 1n Northern Queensland working
in different electorates, and Mr. Bradley says
that they have had 2,000 names taken off
the roll in the Burke electorate alone. The
workers have to be shown these things. We
know that there is a danger lurking in the
backdoor policy of the alleged Farm rs’
parts. I think it would be well for the
Attorney-General to #end out a circular warn-
iny the peeple to ke very careful when they
move into a new electorate to see that their
names are put on the roll. People here give
political agents their applications for trans-
fers, believing that they are going to be
registered in the new electorate, but at the
rext election they have found they are not
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on the roll. The Opposition cannot win the
election honestly and by straight-out methods.
They say that we on this side represent a
minority of the electors in the State, and, if
they knock 2,000 names off the roll in each
cloctorate besides the Burke clectorate, 1t
will be one of the greatest dangers we have
to face. I would like to see every hon.
member on this side voice his protest at the
conduct of the Opposition in regard to this
matter. Hon. members opposite say that
we do not know what our party are doing.
We know what the party of the hon. member
for Warwick were doing at the 1807 clection
in that constituency, when £2 was being
paid for a vote., The hon. member for
Warwick himself did not know of it, but
there was an clection petition over it. A
candidate should be responsible for these
things; but, before that is decided upon, we
should warn the people, and the Electoral
Registration Office should sce that these mal-
practices are discontinucd. The organisers
of hon. members opposite are not out to get
names on the roll but to get themy off the
roll, and £5,000 a year is being expended for
that purpose by the organisations of those
hon, members. They say that we collect
funds for political purpeses, and we are
pleasad to say that we do so. The hon,
member for Murilla says that they are
collecting funds, but how are those funds
being used? There is not a paid organiser
in the Labour party to-day who is putting
names on the roll and taking them off, all
roll work being done in an honorary capacity,
but hon. members opposite are spending
thousands of pounds a year in that work.
We find in the Federal arena that. when
Mr. Hughes had money subscribed for the
purpose of dealing with the rolls, some of it
was urfed to purchase Senator Ready. They
bonght Senator Ready and induced him to
get out so that Senator Barle could take his
place.

Mr. Fry: Those are improper remarks
that you are making, If a member of the
Federal Parliament made ‘those remarks
concerning you, you would say that they
were improper remarks

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. BRENNAN: The Little gentleman
will be finished in a minute. (Laughter.)
I was pointing out that Senator Ready
resigned his scat in the Federal Parliament,
and that Senator Earle took his place.
That is one way that they spent the party
fund instead of spending it on electoral

rolls.  We also know that Mr. Hughes, the
Prime DMinister, got £25,000 out of that
fund. Why should they give £25,000 to
one man?

The SPEAKER: Order! T hope the hon.
gentleman will connect his remarks with the
question before the House,

Mr. BRENNAN: I intend to come back
to that. It is a dangerous innovation. We
want to know why this money is being sub-
scribed. In the case of Labour candidates
it i1s a question of £50 or £100 that we get
towards our election expenses, but in the
case of hon. members opposite hundreds of
pounds and thousands of pounds are sub-
scribed. Their organisers do all the dirty
work before the electior. comes on. They
plurk the roll before the election comes on.
I say that the Attornev-General should be
alert, and take all pos:ible means to give
advice to the people of Queensland as to
what these organisers are doing.

Resolution agreed to.

Mr. Brennan.]
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Resolutions 41 to 56, both inclusive,
agreed to.

Roesolution 57— Department of Public

Lands, Chicf Offics” —

Mr. POLLOCK (Gregory) : When the Esti-
mates for the Chief Office of the Department
of Public Lands were going through Com-
mittee I was inquiring from ihe leader
of the Opposition as to the policy of the
Opposition on the question of the extension
of leases. You will remember, Mr. Speaker,
that not so long ago a meecting was held in
the Union Bank Chambers in Brisbane, and
at that mecting certain resolutions were
carried by the Country party cxccutive to the
cffect that members of 4he Country party
would be pledged to support the principle of
either giving compensatiou to the men who
had been forced to pay a f{air rentsl for their
country under the Labour party’s Land Act
Amendment  Act or else they would be
given a quid pro quo in the way of an
extension of leasc. Now, as a citizen of this
State, and a representative of the people,
I want to know definitely where the Country

arty stands on this question.

Mr. Braxp: Vou will get it in our plat-
form.

Mr., POLLOCK: I have no doubt that
the Country party intend to give back the
money paid by their supporters in respect
of rentals, or else they will give them an
extension of lesses as compensation in
another way; bui not one member of that
party 1is sufficiently courageous to say what
they are going to do. Their leaders are
very dumb on this question. 1 asked the
leader of the Oppositior to make a state-
ment this afternoon, and he said he was pre-
pared to give consideration to the matter
of either giving compensation in the way
of an extension of lecases, or else by giving
back the money that was subseribed in retro-
spective payments. He made 1t very clear
that he did not turn down the proposition
for extensions of leases in some cases. In

view of the statements that appear in the

Northern Country pariy’s manifesto, to the
effect that thesc concessions will be asked
of the Country party members who are
standing for election, I want to know from
the Country party members in this House,
and certainly from the leader of the Coun-
try party, where he stards on the question.

Mr. Crayron: I can answer that. The
intentions of this party will be made known
in due course. (Laughter.)

Mr. POLLOCK : Thai means, of course,
after the election. What we want to know,
and what the public outside are entitled to
know, is whether they are going to take
any delinite stand on this question before
the election? I will tell you what I think
about it. In 1920 the Government passed
an Amending Land Bill, which gave to the
Land Court the power to fix what they con-
sidered a fair rental value for the big
pastoral leases and for the small grazing
selectors.  Prior to the passing of that Act,
the Land Court had the power to fix the
rentals of these grazing selectors at what
they thought was a fair rental, but they
never had the power to deal with the bigger
holdings of the squatters. There was always
that 50 per ¢nnt. limitation in the way,
beyond which the rents could not be raised
at each reappraisement every ten years.
Both the lessees and the selectors have now
been put on an equal footing. Nothing has
been done by the Government to say that

[Mr. Pollock.
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the Land Court should charge a higher
rental for one class of leases than for
another., The Land Court is merely given
the power to charge rents based upon the
economic value of that land, which 1s based
upon what experienced persons were likely
to pay for the land in the same locality
and of the same quality. That being the
case, many of the big pastoral lessees who
were uot paying a fair venfal or a rental
anrthing like that which the smaller
selectors wore parying, were forced by the
Land Court to pay a fair rental. The result
is that many hundreds of thousands of
pounds have been paid into the revenue of
the Department of Public Lands by persons
who for manr years escaped that just taxa-
tion. The Country party’s executive have
in no unmeasured terms laid it down that
their nominces for clection at the forthcom-
ing elections will be called upon to pledge
themselves either to give these big pastoral
lezscholders an extersion of lease as com-
pensation or else hand back to them the
money paid in rctrospectivity. It is a fair
question to ssk what hon. members opposite
are going to do—whether they are going to
kick these people out of their ranks and
conduct the policy of their party on their
own, or whether they are going to do as
they are told by their masters.

Mr. Srzer: Thev will do as they think fit,
irrespective of the people outside.

Mr., POLLOCK : Then why is there such a
silencs on this question? Have the Opposi-
tion nothing to put before the people? The
people have the right to get this information.

Mr. Smer: There is no silence. The
leader of the Opposition made it perfectly
plain.

Mr. POLLOCK : The leader of the Opposi-
tion did not make 1t plain. T raised the
question, and the leader of the Opposition
said that he would give consideration to it

Mr. Sizer: Yes; he said he would con-
sider it on its merits.

Mr, POLLOCK: A party who will go to
the country, at any rate, in October, 1923,
should be honest enough to say to the people
what their land policy is—that is. if they

have one. What is their policy
[8.30 p.m.] regarding the handing back of

the retrospective payments or the
extension of leases? Therc seems to be a
very ewpressive silence on the other side. I
cannot get one hon. member of the Opnosi-
tion to sav that he will refuse to give back
this money. or that he will refuse to extend
leases. T ask the hon. member for Pittsworth
through you, Sir, if he is prepared to_tell
the squatters that he will not give them
compensation for the passing of that Act?
He, too. is silent. T ask any member of the
Opposition if he is prepared to tell the
squatters that he is going to come here and
vote as an independent perzon, or whether
he is going to give way to this pastoral jurta
outside ?

Mr. HarTiey : They arve all in the bag.

An Oprosirrox Memper: You are looking
for information.

Mr. POLLOCK: I am, and I am quite
prepared to pause to allow any hon. member
to say like a man what he will do.

Mr. KERR: Why are you stonewalling?

Mr. POLLOCK:

important question like this!

Stonewalling on an
I will end the
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stonewall here and now if one hon. member
on the other side will declare his attitude
on this question—if one member of the Oppo-
sitton is prepared to say what he is going to
do, without consulting his bosses outside.
One could not make a fairer offer than that.
3Mr. Epwarps: It took you a long time to
make up your mind when they asked you
that question in the markets. (Laughter.)

Mr. POLLOCK : There seems to be a lack
of decision on this question. Is it through
fear that they will not get their fighting
funds subseribed by the Pastoralists’ Associa-
tion, abcut which we have hesrd so much?
The obvious inference is that the fighting
funds provided by the pastoralists of
Quecnsland are collected and are available,
wud that hon. members of the Opposition
are afraid to say anything that will offend
the pastoralists, for fear that ther will not
get their share of those funds. From now
until 1927, 150 selections in fairly good sheep
country will be available threughout Queens-
land.

Mr. Epwarns: Tedious repetition.

Mr. POLLOCK : T had not the opportunity
of finishing my remarks this afternoon, and
hon. members of the Opposition are appa-
rently very inuch incensed that I am com-
pleting them this evening. According to the
same cstimate  prepared by the Lands
Department, from 1927 to 1932 very few
more selections will be available in sheep
country. Tcr every sheep selection which is
of any use for selecting purposes there ave
up to 1,500 applicants. Every one of those
individuals must have the necessary ecapital,
or the necessary backing, from someone who
has the capital to launch out. That shows
that there is a demand for sheep country.
Can hon. members of the Oppoesition sav that
they w#re in favour of closer settlement and
the small man having a chance? If they are
going *to give an extension of leases to the
big pastoralists, they are going to prevent
those selections from being opened for ballot.
From now until 1932, at the very outside
200 sheep selections will be available. If that
country is tied up by an extension of leascs
given by members of the Opposition—if
Queensland is =0 unfortunate as to have them
returned to power at the next clection
what opportunity will there be for anybody
hut the present mutton barons to remain in
full possession?  What opportunitios  will
there be here for men who come from other
States with capital, as we hear so often urged
from the Opposition benches as necessary to
make this Stata the great State it should be?

Mr. J. H. . RoserTs : They are not com-
ing now,

Mr. POLLOCK: They are coming now.
A majority of those who are now balloting
for the big sheep station blocks in the West
are men and women from the other States,
who arc bringing capital with which to scttle
in Quecnsland. The crime for years in
Queensland has been that these areas have
been tied up, although we have hundreds,
and even thousands, of men and women who
are prepared to mettle on them. I am asking,
as a matter of public interest to every man
and woman In Queensland, and many outside
Queensland, that the party who are accused of
standing for the tyving up of those leases for
a longer term shall say definitely that they
have no such intention. The inference 1s
obvious that they are in the payment of the
Pastoralists’ Association. They will not be

1922—4 w
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able to give back the £500,000 or £600,000
which has been collected in retrospective
rents. What they will be able to do will be
to give some councessions by way of extensions
of leases. I still have not besn able to draw
any member of the Opposition to say that
he will or will not do this. I remember that
at the last election the Northern Country
party published in all the Northern papers
a statement to the effect that the Northern
Country party candidates were pledged to
the repeal of all repudiatory legislation.
Thev classed the Act with which we are
dealing as repudiatory legislation. The other
day, when the executive of the Country party
met in the Union Bank Chambers, they
definitely decided that they would further
pledge their North Queensland candidates to
vote to wipe out repudiatory legislation.
Somebody askcd where the money would come
from which they would have to give back, and
the chairman, ®lr. Peterson, pointed out that
it was rather a tall order to give back half a
million of money, and somebody suggested
that the next best thing would be to give an
extension of leases. Since then there has
beecn quite an expressive silence on tha part
of hon. members who will be pledged by
that body as to what they intend to do.

Mr. J. 1. C. Roeerrs: How do you know
that they have been pledged?

The TREASURER : Garbutt said so.

My, POLLOCK : I know that, just as the
Labour party come into Parliament pledged
to a definite platform——

Mr. Stzrr: You do not carry
though.

Mr. POLTLOCK: A platform created by
the reprosentatives of the workers, so do
the Opposition come in here definitely pledged
to their platform by pastoralists and those
who support them. Therc is no doubt about
that. The hon. member for Townsville will
not deny that, if be does not do as he is told
and take the pledge, there will be opposition
to him in his plebiscite. The hon. member
for Townsville was present at the meeting
of the exccutive when the extension of leascs
was proposed.

Mr. GrrEExN: You are absolutely wrong.

Mre., POLLOCK: Did he raise any objec-
tion to it? The mijnutes show the hon.
member to have been in attendance.

Mr. Griny: The minutes are false in that
respect.  (Government laughter.)

Mr., POLLOCK : I would like to know if
in any other respect the minutes are false. It
is a very difficult thing for me to imagine
that those minutes are false only in so far as
they refor to the attendance of hon. members
of the Opposition.

Mr. Green: I can prove my statement, if
you want it,

Mr. POLLOCK : We shall be very glad to
listen to the hon. member. We also will be
very glad if the hon. member, on behalf of
the” Northern Courtry parts moembers, will
tell us that he will not vepudiate or will
not wipe out the Land Act Amendment Act:
alsa, that he will not agree to an cxtension of
leases, and will not give back any of the
monex collected in retrospective rents.

Mr. Oreex: I will tell you at the right
time.

Mr. Swmer: You say where you got the
minutes from, and I will tell you what our
attitude will be.

it out,

Mr. Pollock.]



1458 Supply.

Mr. POLLOCK: The minutes very
definitely point out that at this meeting 1t
was said-—

“In addition to our Increase In
strength by the Northern members,
Moessrs, Green and Jomnes, joining the
party, Messrs. Peterson, Flphinstone, and
Fletcher have also linked wup; and I
desire to take this opportunity of extend-
ing to them all a hearty welcome, and
trust the primary producers will have the
benefit of theiv services for many years
to come.”

The parliamentarians present at the meeting
were  Moessrs.  Vowles, Warren, Corser,
Costello, Walker, Swayne, Brand, Cattermull,
Deakin, Lozan, Clayton, Peterson, Fletcher,
and Elphinstone. That was a meeting of
the Countrg party. The meeting of the
Country party executive had Mr. Green as
an attendant, because he 1s veported as
having moved and seconded various motions
during the course of the discussion. There is
not anv doubt that he was there. 1 appeal to
him agaiu to get off the fence in this matter,
and tell the House and the people outside—
his people and my people—just what he
intends to do. I say unhesitatingly that I
would be ashamed to sit in the same Chamber
with a party who would give back retrospee-
tive money collected in respect of those
rentals. I would not, under any circum-
stances, associate with any party who would
give, as a quid pro quo for what has been
done by the Labour party in this respect, a
renewal or extension of leasc.

Mr. JONES (Kennedy): I would like to
hear from the Minister wly certain pas-
toralists have been exempted from the opera-
tions of retrospective rents; why they have
not heen treated in the same way as I have
been treated. I will give one case in parti-
cular—

“ Brisbane, 28th July, 1922.
¢ Department of Public Lands,

¢ Bir,—Referring to your interview
with me yosterday on behalf of Mr.
Adam Black, of PPajingo, in connection
with the rent of Wambiana and Wam-
biana North holdings, North Xennedy
district, I have the honour to explain
that the rents of these holdings for the
second periods of tho leases were deter-
miaed by the Land Court in May, 1919,
at the greatest amounts then legall
permitted—namely, 33s. 9d. and 36s. 9d.
per square mile, these rates heing 50 per
centum in cxcess of those paid during
the first periods of the leases.

““ Towards the end of 1919, an arrange-
ment was made between the department
and the lessee, whereby the holdings were
amalgamated under scction 167 of the
Land Act of 1910, one of the conditions
of the amalgamation being that the rent
to be paid for the whole area up to the
30th September, 1925, should he 3bs, per
squarc mile, that being the average reng
avcording to the court’s determination
made a fow months before with respect to
the individual holdings. The leases of
the holdings then existing were sur-
rendeved and a new leasc issued provid-
ing for payment of rent in accordance
with the arrangement just referred to.

“ \V}}en the question of the rents of
Wambiana and Wambiana North came
before the Land Court in December, 1320,

[Mr. Pollock.
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for consideration under the Land Act
Amendment Act of 1920, the court being
of opinion that the rates previously fixed
by it—namely, 33s. 9d. and 26s. 9d. per
square mile—were les: than sufficient
rents, determined the rents afresh at 60s.
and 40s. per squarc mile, respectively.
In view, however, of the issue of the
amalgamated lease and of the provision
therein as regards rent, the fresh deter-
minations although indicating the court’s
opinion of the fair vental values, could
not be given eoffect as regards the rents
payable for the consolidated holding.”

That shows that those people were excmpted.
T held two holdings, and I could have
amalgamated them and have been exempt
from the opcration of the ‘ Repudiation
Act”

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. Larcombe, Keppsl): I think that
the letter rcad by the hon., member for
Kennedy is self-explanatory. As the letter
states, the action taken was the result of an
amalgamation of leases. It was a conditional
amalgamation, and the rents had been doter-
mined in respect of the individual heldings a
few months prior to the amalgamation. What
has been donc for any other section of the
community or any other person swould have
boen done for the hon. member for Kennedy
in similar circumstances if he had made a
similar application. By his reading of the
letter, the hon. member has given the reply
to his question. If he desives to take action
under the section of the Act to which he
refers, it is quite open to him to do what
cther selectors have done. The voie for the
Chief Office went through without discussion.
The other Estimates were discussed very fully
this afternoon, but the hon. member did not
raise the point at that time.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): I think that the
Minister might tell us the reason why the
meotter went to the Land Court. If an

arrangement had been m_:u]n with  these
particular lessees just prior to 1920, for
what reason was this particular holding

talken to the Land Court and an assesiment
made higher than the agreement previously
made ?

The TREASURER (Hon. K. G. Theodore,
Chillugoe): The court is the proper judicial
tribunal to deal with cases of that kind. A
very considerable amount of money depends
on a decision of the court. One of the chief
justifications for the Government’s action in
amending the land legislation affecting
pastoral leases is that the Land Act Amend-
ment Act of 1920 does not allow the Govern-
ment arbitrarily to inmercase rents as_homn.
mensbers opposite so frequently imply. What
that Act does is to allow the court the unre-
stricted right to fix what they consider a
fair rent. If the court’s decision fixed a rent
that is now proving to be a hardship in
some districts because of the slump in the
price of cattle, each case is considered by the
Government on its merits. Nefther the
Government nor the court are responsible
for the slump in the price of cattle. It is
the result of force of circumstances.

An Orpostrion MMemER: The Government
have appealed against decisions of the court.

The TREASURER : The Government have
appealed in many cases, which shows that
the court’s dccisions are arrived at in an
impartial manner, and not under direction
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from the Department of Public Lands. The
court arts quite independent of the depart-
ment, and is quite impartial, so far as_
kunow. When the matter was being dis-
cussed this afternoon, some hon. member on
the other side suggested that the Govern-
ment were wringing out of the landowners
not only the full amount of rent, but a 10
per cent. penalty as well. They arc not the
full facts of the case.

Mr. J. Jones: The Government did that
last year.

The TREASURER : The hon. member is
now shifting his ground again. As head of
the Government I have stated publicly in
Rockhampton and Mackay »here the question
was broughr under my notice, and also on
deputations, one of which was introduced by
the hon. member for Murilla, that each case
of hardship on the part of landholders who
find it difficult to meet the rents now charged
would be considered on its merits, Time will
be given, and payments will be remitted in
deserving cases, either by reducing the
interest charge on the deferred balance or by
making no interest charge on the deferred
balance. Each case has been carefully con-
sidered on its merits. I have pointed out
on a number of occasions that it would be
unwise for a Government to adopt a policy
of remission of rent even in cattle country,
notwithstanding the state of the market.
That would mean a tremendous concession
to some who are perhaps not entitled to such
concessions, and 1t would mean that every-
one would be placed on the same basis,
although some are in. a position and ought
to pay their rent. It must be recognised
by everrone who is acquainted with cattle-
raising that some of the cattle-raisers, especi-
ally the small men, and more especially
those who have come into the industry
recently, are harder hit than those who have
been in it for many years. and who hold
much larger areas. That is why the depart-
ment uses its discretion in malking conces-
sions with regard to the rent due. There is
no desire on the part of the (Government
to serew out of the struggling selectors and
cattle men impossible rentals or impossible
penalty conditions. I am sure that evervone
who has faith in the future of Queensland
hopes that the industry will expand in a
few short wyears, and will become fully
re-cetablished again. It will be recognised
that it is a very short-sighted policy on the
part of any Government to base upon the
depressed conditions of 1922 a policy to con-
tinue for the next twenty or thirty vears. A
(tovernment in five or six years might
seriously  vegret baving adopted such a
policy.  As a matter of fact, many of our
difficulties  regarding rent f{roin pastoral
holdings arise from the faect that panicky
lewrislation was passed in drought time or
times of depression, which has practicalls
led to the disparity betwenrn the rentals
of pastoralists and those of grazing farmers
under the Land Act of 1902 and the subsec-
ouent Act of 1905. The large holders were
able to work up a considerable amount of
more or less false sentiment in 1905 as com-
pared with the years preceding 1905, and, in

conzcquence, the Government of the day gave |

away concessions which ought never to have
been given. I have often pointed out, and
T assert now, that the concessions given by
Parliament in 1905 were not in the nature
of contracts as the hon. member for Logan
mentioned just now, but were in the nature
of concessions that could be terminated by
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the same authority which gave them, and
which were terminated by that authority in
1920. It is truc that somc of the lessees
under the 1910 Aet, and who we now know
are 1n a bad condition financially, were
forced to pay a higher rent. We cught to
endeavour to meet their positions by giving
them extensions of lease in cases where real
hjardshxp exists. I quite acknowledge that.
But by far the larger majoritr who have
come under the operation of the increased
rental ought to par the rentals that are
fixed. Why should not the body of men
who carry on sheep raising pay the rents
that are fixed? All the arguments that can
be used at the present time in favour of a
reduction or remission of rent in vegard to
pastoral rents apply really to those who are
running cattle, and not to those who are
running sheep. The major portion of the
rent paid to the Crown comes from the sheep
country, and I think it is a pertinent inquiry
on the part of the hon. member for Gregory
when he asks what is the policy of the

Country party in this House in # gl
that question.  regard fo

Mr. Vowres: In regard to what question ?

The TREASURER: The question as to
what is to happen if the Land Act Amend-
ment Act of 1920 is to be repealed. Are all
the increased rents to be repaid to those
who have paid them? )

Mrv. Vowrrs: No. I stated that befor
and I believe the hon. member fortGrogoore{*
has‘ attempted to mislead the HMouse on thak
maiter during the last quarter of an hour.

The TREASURER : This is a very import-
ant matter, and, if the hon. member has
been inisrepresented in his attitude on this
question, he must blame those who control

18 own organisation.

Mr. Vowres: No.

\ The TREASURER: It was distinctly
stated at a meeting of the Country party
executive, which was held in June, by autho-

ritative members of that party that there
would be a refund of the rent that had been
paid.

Mr. Vowres : No; it was a recommendation.

The TREASURER : It was clearly stated
by Mr. Garbutt, who represented the Northern
section of the party, that the Northern
Country party members would be pledged to
see that the whole of the amount was refunded.
One of the most influential members on that
executive, Mr. Tdkins, admitted that,
although he agreed with Mr. Garbutt, he
thought it was wise to keep it out of the
front windew of the party. There was no
repudiation or suggestion on the part of Mr,
Hdkins except that he wanted it kept in the
background. One member of the exccutive,
cvidently representing the small man, and
not the big pastoralist, was horrified that
the whole amount of the rent should be paid
back to the squatters. He said that the
small men took a very drastic view of the
suggestion. Then it was suggested that thewv
could accomplish what they wanted by toning
down the resolution for public consumption.
At the end of the meeting a resolution was
carried on the question of whether the other
resolutions should be published., and it was
thought that it should be left in the hands
of the president and the secretary of the
Country party to exercisc their discretion as
to whether it would be wise even to publish
the watered-down resolutior.

Hon. E. G. Theodore.]
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Mr. MorGaN: Didn't the hon. gentleman
try to water down communism in his party?

The TREASURER: I am not pledged to
¢ommunism, nor do I believe in communism.

Mr. Vowres: It has been thrust on the hon.
gentleman.

The TREASURER: No. Hon. members
opposite, instead of expounding their own
principles and advancing honestly and
straightforwardly their own principles, dis-
tort the Labour party’s platform by making
out that it ix a communistic platform, and
they call socialisation communism.

Mr. MorcaxN: The hon. gentleman calls
socialisation communism.

The TREASURER : I have never said that,
I made a protest against some of the advanced
forces of the Labour party going in the direc-
tion in which they scemed to be tending. I
said that, if they went solely in that direction,
it would be communism. Fortunately, with
others supporting me at that conference I
was able to prevent that trend towards com-

munism. (Opposition laughter.) I mnotice
much hilarity. (Interruption.) I
[9 p.m.] notice much hilarity and great

: happiness on the part of the
Opposition so soon as 1 get away from their
own platform, but I will come back to it now.
The leader of the Opposition said tonight—
and his is the sole voice which has spoken
on it or attempted to speak on it and defy
Garbutt and Edkins—that he is not going to
refund the money.
OrrosiTION MEMBERS : Quite right.

The TREASURER: I quite agree with him
in that. But is there any reservation in his
remarks. Is it his intention to make any
bargain with these people? Does he intend
to give any extension of lease? That is a
matter that any Government in Quecnsland
are up against now, and will be up against
for the next two years. What is the position
that exists now? There is a paucity of land
suitable for close settlement in the sheep
arca. The Lands Department has issued a
number of report: pointing out the few hold-
ings that are falling due for cither partial
or for total resumption during the course of
the next few years, and during the next ten
years only a handful of selectors can be
placed on land within a reasonable distance
of a railway. One hon. member opposite
interjocted when the hon. member for
Gregory was speaking that we have quite a
lot of land under occupation license. That
hon. member ought to know that not any of
this iand suitable for close settlement or for
sheep raising adjacent to or within a reason-
able distance of a railway is under occupation
license. It is all held under pastoral hold-
ings, and the Government cannot get it until
a portion or the whole of it falls due for
resumption. It will be nothing short of a
erime to the people of Queensland to give
these large holders an extension of their
present leases—that js, an extension of their
present bholding ]

Mr. FrercHrR: You can give an extension
of a portion of the holdings.

The TREASURER: The hon. member
says he would give an extension of portion
of the lease.

Mr. Frercusr: It may be justified. Hach
case can be dealt with on its merits.

Mr. Kivg: Could they not continue on a
yearly tenancy?

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.
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The TREASURER : Under an occupation
license the Crown can get possession by
giving six wonths’ notice; but there is no
occupation license in sheep country suitable
for closer settlement near a rvailway., There
are occupation licenses away down ncar the

South Australian border and in the Gulf
country. If there were occupation license
country suitable for clossr  settlement

within a rcasonable distance of a railway,
then the department would be worthy of
censure for granting such occupation licenses.
As the hon. member for Gregory has pointed
out, for every resmmuption that has becn
thrown open for closer settlement in suit-
able sheep country—in Mitchell grass coun-
try or Flinders grass country—there are as
many as 1,000 applicants.

Mr. MoreaN: We would be able to settle
a lot of people on your State stations?

The TREASURER: I hope we shall be
able to do so, but the hon. member knows
that stations like Van Rook and Wando
Vale are not in sheep country. Few of the
State stations are in sheep country.

Mr. Moreax: Dillalah.

The TREASURER : Dillalah may be suit-
able for sheep. There is no doubt that closer
scttlement on Dillalah, when the necessity
arises, will be considered. There is a ten-
dency on the part of these who have an
undue =ympathy for the large pastoral
holders to push the small grazing seclector
out to the back of beyond. Hundreds of
miles away from railway communication.
That is an unreasonable policy of land
settlement.  We ought to exercise every
right of reswmption that we have, and
acquire new rights of resumption, if we can
get them, in order to bring about closer
settlement nearer in, where men have a cer-
tainty of making a success of it, and whereby
the country will henefit. It ought to be clear
and well defined as to what attitude will be
taken on this question by any party which
assumes the responsibility of government.
What ar» they going to do in the matter of a
land settlement policy as affecting land at pre-
sent held by large lessees in Queensland?
We know that in past years the pastoralists
the squatters as they were called—always
excrcised an undue influence in politics.
They were always able to exert more than
their due influence, because, after all, the
large pastoral holders number only 4,000 or
5.000 in the aggregate, vet their influence in
public affairs in Quecnsland has always been
tremendous. Ther have always bcen able
to get a policy adopted by past Govern-
ments which suited their own interests.

Mr. Braxn: Ther have no influcnce to-day.

The TREASURER: It is quite cvident
to me that they are now attempting to
exercise the same influence over the Country
party, and they speak through the mecuths
of Garbutt and Edkins—men who are pre-
pared to pledge the Country party members
to disgorge half a million in favour of these
well-favoured  landholders  against  the
interests of the country.

Mr. BraxD: You know what Garbutt said
about you.

The TREASURER: Yes: and T know
what Garbutt said to me, and I gave the
House the benefit of it. In the atfempt of
hon. members on the other side to hide this
doubtful policy of theirs, they carefully
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overlooked this fact—that, whatever the Act
ot 1920 did-—which they call a repudiatory
Act—it equalised rents as between the graz-
ing farmer and the squatter; and all the
complaints that have come from that side of
the Flouse since the depression in the price of
cattle have been in favour of the large pastor-
alist, and not in favour of the small grazier.
They are all in favour of giving rents back
to the large landowneis—those whose rents
were affeeted by the Land Act Amendment
Act of 1920. Not a word is said with regard
to the small graziers who were paying large
rents beforehand.

Mr. FLETCHER: You know that is not true.

The TREASURER : Has the hon. member
for Port Curtis ever saird anything in favour
of reducing the rent that was paid by the
small grazier before 1020? All he says is,
“ Repeal the Act of 1920.” They would give
rents back only to those who were bene-
fiting by the 50 per cent. limitation. The
stockraiser who previously had his rent
fixed at the full economic valuc, because
he was not protected, is to get back
nothing. All that this party has done is to
carry out the policy it has advocated since
1907, when it was first put upon the Labour
party’s platform—the policy of the party to
cqualise the pastoralists’ and selectors’ rents.
That is what this party has done. I speak
for every member on this side, therefore, in
saying that no concessions will be made to
the large pastoralist, whether he be a sheep-
man or a cattleman, which is not equally
extended to the small selector, and that is a
policy we can very well justify.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): It is very evident
that the Treasurer sees the writing on the
wall. {(Government laughter.) He is very
concerned to try and get a slogan for the
next election. He tried to raise a slogan to
defeat the Country party and mislead the
pastoralists and the grazing farmers as to
what is the policy of this party. There has
been a determined attempt all day—I1 was
not here in the morning

A GOVERNMENT MEMBFR: Why?

Mr. VOWLES: Because your trains are
too  slow. (Laughter.) As soon as I
arrived this afternoon I found the hon.
member for Mount Morgan, who knows a
great dcal about mining, trying to pose as
an expert in connectior with land matters.
He tried to show that in some mysterious
way the platform of the Country party was
tc give back to the pastoral lessees, and
nobody else, a huge sum of moncy—some-
thing in the vicinity of half a million.

The TrReaSURER: That is the general
opinion.
Mr. VOWLES: The hon. member based

that charge on the fact that certain members
of the organisation cutside who are pastor-
alists have made certain recommendations
through the exccutive which have not come
to the Country party, and which are not a
portion of the Country partv’s platform.

The TrEASTRER: The hon. member over-
looked the fact that the hon. member for
Townsville was there.

Mr. GREEN (ZTownswille): 1 wish to make
a personal explanation. I say that I was not
present at that meeting. When those resolu-
tions were discussed T was in the train on my
way to Gladstone.
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Mr. VOWLES: There is an attempt to
force upon the Opposition the responsibility
for opinions which have been expressed by
certain people outside, who no more controi
the doings of the Opposition parliamentary
party than the Labour conference which sut
in Brisbane a little while ago controls the
Treasurer. It is a case of  God help you
from your friends.” We cannot help what
enthusiastic individuals do outside our party.
any more than the Treasurer can help what
enthusiastic people who preach certain
extreme doctrines do outside his party.
There is on the other side a body of extre-
mists just as there are certain influences
behind us. I gave an explanation this after-
noon, which the Treasurer will find in
“ Hansard.”

Mr. PotrLock: Will you give an extension
of lease?

Mr. VOWLES: I said this afternoon that
there was evidently a desire on the pary of
the Government to give concessions. The
Treasurer said that, i his opinion, where
hardship was inflicted, there should be a con-
cession in some direction.

The TREASURER: Remission and extension
of time.

Mr. VOWLES: Is not that exactly the
same thing? An extension is what the Go-
vernment object to us giving. The Treasurer
stated that we were going to give them con-
cessions which they were not entitled to, and
in the nest breath he turns round and says
that there are cattlemen, big and small, who
vequire consideration. We know it.  What
did 1 say this afternoon? 1 said that we
have no idea in the future of returning
money to the people who have already paid
these increases in rents. I said that, if injus-
tice has been done in the past, the guestion
of compensation by an extension of leases will
bhe considered.

The TrEASURER: You admit that? You
could not understand mc to say that we were
in favour of an extension of lease.

Mr. FLpHINSTONE: You said so.

Mr. VOWLES: It is no use the Treasurer
trying to sidestep the question. He said that
he would give them an_extension of lease if
the position demanded it.

The TreASURER: We would give them an
extension of time to pay the rents.

Mr, VOWLES : The Treasurer knows that,
if extensions of leases are given, they are not
going to be given by parliamentary authority.
They will be given by the authority of the
Lands Department, and he must know that
any arrangement of that sort must be con-
firmed by the Land Court.

The TREASCRER: Any action will have to
be confirmed by PParliament.

Mr. VOWLES: It will have to be con-
firmed by Act of Parliament; but, if we givo
remissions, they will have to be so‘r:tled by
the gentlemen” who are dealing with this
rental question, who, the hon. gentleman
says, arc above suspicion and are 0uts}dc
parliamentary control. That is ordinary jus-
tice. We say that these men have been donc
an injustice. The Treasurer admits that the
legislation of the Government has been
oppressive. 'They say that some of these men
are suffering great hardships, that some of
them are down and out, and that many of
them are not able to borrow sufficient money

Mr. Vowles.]
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on their improvements to pay the retrospec-
tive rents. In many cases rent has gone up
by 300 per cent., and is retrospective for
eight years. That means that a man is
asked to pay in one year the equivalent of
twenty-four years’ rent. e cannot do it
on acvount of the drought. He has not got
an accumulation of funds to do it. His finan-
ciers arc unable to lend on the security he
has got. These are the man who the Trea-
surer says should improve their properties.
I tell the hon. gentleman, and all his satel-
lites, that this stunt they ave trying to put
up to-day will not hold water. I tell them
publicly—TI tell everybody now—that it is not
the intention of the Country party to grant
any remission of payment of money that has
already been paid. )

The TrREasTRER: Would you repeal the Act?

Mr. VOWLES: Yes.

The TREASURER : If you repeal the Act, does

not that mean that you will have to give

them concessions?

Mr. VOWLES: No, because the payments
have been alrcady made. The Treasurer
knows that no funds can be used to pay off
moneys that have been paid to previous
‘Governments.

The TrREsSURER : I know what they want.

Mr. VOWLES: It does not matter what
they want; that would be impossible.

Mr. Porrocx: Vou have not said whether
vou would give extensions of leases.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. member was here
this afternoon, and heard what I had to say.
Myr. Porrock: I was not here then.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. member should
have taken the trouble to find out. He Is
misrepresenting what I have said. e said
that my party were prepared to make
arrangements with the big pastoral companics
in Quecnsland to give them half a million of
money.

Mr. Porrock : I ask you now.

Mr. VOWLES: If the hon. member wants
to ask me thut question. he must ask me at
the proper time. The Treasurer referred to
what happened in the 1902 drought. He said
that special legislation was paessed. Tt was
passed, and for a special purpose. ¥le says
there was no contract between the Crown and
the tenants not to alter their leases. I agree
with him that that is technically correct, but
that is the case as far as any other Act of
Parliament is concerned. If we pass Jegis-
lation to-day. there is no part of it that can-
not be amended in future. Although legisla-
tion was created in 1902, special concessions
were given, because it was only on account of
those concessions that financial assistance
could be got to carry on the pastoralists.

Mr. PavyNE: YVou do not know what you
are talking about.

Mr. VOWLES: You
much about anything.

Mr. PayNg: The 50 per cent. limitation was
not in the 1902 Act.

Mr. VOWLES: T am talking about the
special arrangements—I never mentioned the
50 per cent. limitation. I said that special
arrangements were made to enable financial
advances to bhe obtained. Those advances
were got. A three-cornered contract was
entevred into between the financiers, the
tenants, and the Crown. The lease spoke for

[Mr. Vowles.

do not know very

[ASSEMBLY.]

Supply.

itself. The rents have been increased to such
an oxtent now that it is not reasonable.

Mr. Payxe: You say there was no reference
to the 50 per ccnt. limitation?

Mr. VOWLES: Yes; but Parliament sub-
scquently passed that provision. The pas-
toralists entered into arrangements with
financiers to obtain advances. When an
increase of rent comes along like this, you
do not expect financial institutions to pay
those rents if there is no prospect of the
money being earned. If ever there was a
time when the Treasurer ought to realise his
pesition with regard to that legislation, it is
to-day. The cattle men in particular reguire
special legislation to assist them.

The TreAstRER : The cattle man is getting
every consideration.

Mr. VOWLES: I understand that is so in
some cascs; bub if a man does not know the
privilege he is entitled to now he has to
suffer,

The SPrRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
made public through the Press.

Mr. VOWLES: Last year we had a depu-
tation to the Treasurer with respect to the
smaller tenants—the agricultural farmers and
prickly-pear sclectors. We pointed out the
way the drought was playing havoc with the
farmers. 'The Treasurer was courteous and
listened to our story, and sympathised with
the hardships of the people we represented.
He said that, if be could not give us any
substantial or immediate concession, he was
prepaved to deal with individual cases on
their merits. I have in my pocket a letter
which was received from a gentleman ab
Brigalow, and attached to the letter is a
paragraph appearing in one of the Brisbane
papers stating that we had waited upon the
Treasurer and made certain recommenda-
tions. He showed me a letter which he
wrote to the Department of Public Lands on
the strength of that deputation. Fe also
showed me the reply. The reply was not
that it would be considered on its merits.
He received a reply from the Department of
Public Lards saying that the Minister was
precluded from granting the remission of the
10 per cent. penalty because the law did not
permit it.

The TREASURER:
particulars of that case.
whether that is so or not.

Mr. VOWLES: I know that the practice
has been altered since. The law, however,
has not been aliercd. When a proposal was
made in this House to amend the Land Act
in certain particular:, we asked for leave to
strike out the words ¢ in certain particulars”
o that we could review the question of the
10 per cent. penalty. We considered that it
was time the question was reviewed by this
Tlouse, but we were not allowed to discuss
the matter. The Minister in charge of the
Bill at that time would not consent to ths
amendment.  Surely to gooduness, if the
Treasurer and hon. members ophosite have
any desire to get rid of the 10 per cent
imposition. which, they state. was put on the
statute-bock by a previous Government, they
had then an opportunity of doing so.

The TrEASTRER : It was put on the statute-
book by the Kidston Government.

Mr. VOWLLS: The hon. gentleman had
a chance of amending it, because we made

Tt has been

I would like to sec the
I do rot krow
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several and were all
rejected.
The TresasurEr: The 10 per cent. penalty

was warranted at that time.

Mr. VOWLES: The Treasurer and hon.
members opposite were always referring to
‘the 10 per cent. imposition as something that
was undesirable, and mentioned that it was
put in the Act by their predecessors and by
the Tories, who had ruled Qucensiand for
over forty years.

Mr. POLLOCK :
Government,.

Mr. VOWLES: I was not in the House in
1910.

Mr. Porrock: There are six members over
there who were in the House.

Mr. VOWLES: The present Government
have had an opportunity on many occmmns
to bring about an alteration of the law in
that respect, but they rcfuse to do i, every
time. I hope we shall hear no more about
the £500,000 being returned to the pastoral
lessees.

Mr. HsrTLEY: You have not said that you
will not extend the leases.

My, VOWLES: I said that every case will
be dealt with on its merits. It will be noces-
-ary to amend the Jaw in the first place, and
whatever arrangements are made with the
tenant will ha\e to be sanctioned by the Land
Court.

The TressURER : The Land Court will have
no say In granting extensions of leases.

Mr. VOWLES: 1If therc is an arrange-
ment  made  between the Department of
Public Lands and the Crown tenants, the
Land Court has got to sanction it.

The TreasvRer: It can only be done on
the authority of Parliament.

Mr. VOWLES: I say the authority of
Parliament has got to come first. The law
has to be repealed. If an arrangement is
then made between the Under Sonretn y of
the Department of Public Lands and’ the
Crown tenants, then the Land Court has got
to sanction it. The Land Court will not do
lt pro formi. The Land Court will make
inquiricx and ask for evidence. What can
be better than that? That is what we pro-
pose to do. The Premier admits himsclf
that concessions should be made.

The Treisvrer: Rent
extensions of leases,

Mr. VOWLES: What did the hon. gentle-
man mean by a remwswn‘) He said “ remis-
sions and extensions.” I can only put one
interpretation on that, and that is that the
remission referred to money and the exten-
sion referred to leases.

Mr. PAYNE (3idtchell) - The leader of the
Opposition has not told this House whether
1 is going to give an extension of the
rases or not, although he did not hesitate to
@y that he would repeal the Land Act
imendmens Act of 1920.

Mr. Vowres: That is our policy.
a un]mt Act,

. PAYNE: With all due respect to the
h(n men;bel he was talking about Land
Ads, and he knew nothing about them.

Mr. VowLES: You are an authority.

were nearly on the Land Courf
(Luughter.)

suggestions, they

You were supporting that

concessions—not
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Myr. PAYNIE: The leader of the Opposi-
tion is supporting the great big pastoral
companies of this State. That is quite plain,
because the Land Act Amendment Act of
1820 rcefers only to the big companies’ hold-
ings in Qucensland.

¥ir. J. Joxes: Do you call me a big com-
pany ?

Mr. PAYNE: No. The 50 per cent. lim#
tation which was removed by the Land Act
Amendment Act of 1920 only applies to the

holdings that were taken up prior to 1802.

Mr. Moreayv: Ii included a lot of small
holdings.

Mr. PAYNE: There were very few small
holdings.

The TrEASURER: There were 1,200 small

holdings and 2,700 large ones,

Mr. PAYNE: There is a number of
grazing selections in the Mitchell electorate,
but not 10 per cent. of them came under the
50 per cent. limitation in rent. When the
1920 Act was introduced, fully 90 per cent.
of the graziers in my electorate were sub-
ject to the decision of the Liand Court. What
is the use of talking about the small grazing
selectors being affected by it? Out of fifty-
nine big company holdings in the Mitchell
land district fifty-six of them wore protected
by the limitation in rents of 50 per cent. The
lcader of the QOpposition rises in his place and
talks about the land laws, I think he talks
about them knowing he is wilfully wrong,
because he must know that what he says 1s
wrong. "h(\ leader of the Opposition says
that he is going to repeal the Land Act
Amendment Act of 1920. and, sceing that
that is the Aect which wiped out the 50 per
cent. limitation, there is no doubt who is
hehind the hon. gentleman.

YOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. PAYNE: The big companies are
behind the hon. gentlenan. because they
have been trying to get every member on
this side, duecﬂv or indirectly. to agree to
an extension of leases. I know four big hold-
ings in Central Queensland—Aramac, Bowen
Downs, Mount Cornish, and Darr River
Downs—and it is worth at least £1. 500,000 for
the comp’mxes owning those stations to get
an extension of ﬁftcen or twenty years in
their leases. It has already been said here
that there are from 600 to 1.500 applicants
for a decent grazing selection on sheep
country at every ballot. I gave an illustra-
tion myself where there were 600 applicants
for each block on Albilbah and Ruthven.
The rent was 2d. and 3d. an acre. I claim
that any party in this House, no matter
where thev sit, who would encourage the
holding of those millions of acres by big
companies are disloyal to Queensland.

GoveErNMENT MEMBERS : Hear,

Mr., PAYNE: It is a criminal act to give
an extension of leases to those hig com-
panies, when there are hundlod< and hun-
dreds of the best young men in Queensland,
the native-born, who have grown up in the
pastoral industry, and who know it from
A to 7, who are hungering to get a grazing
selection for themselves. I know young men
have been trying to get land for the last
eight, ten, or fifteen years.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear,

Mr. PAYNE: I an: satisfied that the
removal of the 50 per cent. limitation in

Mr. Payne.]

hear !

hear!
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vent has removed an anomaly from our
statute-book. No such anomaly exists in
any other State of the Commonwealth. I
am satisfied, after the remarks of the leader
of the Opposition and those who support him,
that all this big money is not being spent in
the intercsts of the grazing selector, If the
grazing sclector has put his money into it,
then he did not know what he was doing.
I am quite prepared to go to my electors
in the Mitchell clectorate, and let no one
vote except the people on the land. I am
prepared to let them vote on the Land Act
Amendment Act of 1920, and I will guarantae
that I will come back to this House by a
majority of two to one. The grazing selectors
out there are not Labour men at all.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTTRE: They are
honest men.  (Laughter.)

Mr. PAYNE: I say that seven-eighths of
the grazing sclectors in Central Queensland
are behind this Government in every act they
have done in connection with cutting out

these big company holdings and
[8.30 p.m.] throwing them open for closer

settlement. Many of the people
out there have very fine young sons, and they
have had applications in for such land year
aftor year, but it is like going in for a
““ Tattersall’s sweep.” I guarantee that, if
the whole of the big company holdings .in
the Mitchell district were cut up into decent
living areas—not starvation areas

OppOSITION MFEMBERS interjecting,

Mr. PAYNE: Perhaps I have forgotten
more about the pastoral industry than the
whole of hon. members opposite ever learned.
Considering everything—rent, distance from
the railwazs, possibilities of improving the
land by water- supply, character of the
country, and so on—1I take my stand for
nothing less than 10,000 acres of the best land
out there not far from the railwav as being
large enough for a man to settle down and
make a decent living on.

Mr. CosteLo: That is not the opinion of
the Government.

Mr. PAYNE: It is the opinion of the
Government. The hon. member does not
know what he is talking about. He is talk-

ing through his hat. The Government have
proved that that is their opinion, because the
leases of a lot of the best land out there in
10,000-acre blocks have expired, and they
have given the holders priority in applica-
tions for now leases. That proves that the
Government do not think it would be worth
while dividing them.

Mr. DreacoN: What is the country worth
per acre?

Mr. PAYNE: I do not know, but I would
be very sorry to give more than 10s. an acre
for land out west for grazing, because, if you
capitalise that at 5 per cent.. you are paying
6d. an acre for all tims, and I do not think
it is worth it; and I am talking as a man
who has been there for forty years.

Mr. FLETCHER: You are very conservative
if you say that you want 10000 acres of the
best country out there. You can do well on
some country with 5,000 acres.

Mr. PAYNE: Men on 10,000 acres not far
from the railway line have done well and
reared nice families, and do not owe the
banks any money. They have not raced about
the country in motor-cars, of course, from

[Mr. Payne.
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daylight to dark. They have lived as reason-
able human beings, and I am :atisfied that a
great many of them are not hard-up to-day.
I am satisfied, from what has been going on
for some years, that these great big companies
are behind the Opposttion. The small
grazing selectors have been muzzled by some
of these ““ big guns,” but there will be a
rumpus before long; there will be a split,
and you will find the small selector supporting
straight-out labour men rather than men
who will lend themsclves fo giving these big
companies any extension of their leases and
wiping out the 1920 Act. (Opposition laugh-
ter.) 'This is a serious matter to me. The
hon. member for Kurilpa, who laughs, does
not know the A B C of what I am talking of,
Tt is serious, because I have been in a pastoral
district for just on forty years and I know
the genuine hunger there 1s for land among
our own people. I know the great rush from
other States for land. Go to a ballot booth,
as I have done off and on for years, and
run your eve down the list of applications,
and you will be surprised at the hundreds
of people from Victoria, New South Wales,
and cvery other State in the Commonwealth
who are putting in applications for our best
sheep country in Central and Northern
Queensland, more particularly in the Barcoo
and Thomson River districts. I cannot help
repeating that any party in this House who
will lend themselves to giving these com-
panies extensions of lcases are criminals to
the community.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): The TPremier
stated that the Government who were respon-
sible for introducing the 50 per cent. limita
tion on increases of rents had passed panicky
legislation. Whether it was panicky legis-
letion or not, I think we should all give ’ghe
Covernment of that day credit for doing
what thew believed to be in the best interests
of the State. We know perfectly well that a
terrific drought was devastating practically
the whole of Queensland, that the pastoralists
in every direstion were being forced to relin-
quish their holdings, and that quite a number
were going to the wall. Tn order fo prevent
them fror leaving their holdings and to
induce financial institutions to assist them to
remain on them, that legislation was 1ntro-
duced. Tt is not a question of whether the
pastoralist was able to pay the rent or not,
or whether he was getting his land more
cheaply than the grazing selector, The ques-
fion we have to decide 1s whether a contract
was entered into between the _Government
and those individuals. The Premier says there
was not., He remembers perfectly well that,
when he was in London, correspondence tqok
place between himself and Profossox;7 Ka}th
in the columns of the Liondon ¢ Times,”” which
T quoted last session, and I am pl_‘@pa}"cd to
accept the opinion of Professor Keith in pre:

forence to that of the Premier. He said
distinetly and emphatically  that it was
repudiation.

Mr. Stoprorp: The High Court disagrees
with him.

\r. TAYLOR: The Premicr knows thal
what I am stating is perfectly correct. anc
I am prepared fo accept the Averdm(‘ of &
arcat comstitutional authority like Professer
Keith. The making of the rents retrospectie
for so many years, as has been done in tle
reappraisements by the Land Court, showel
the injustice of the whole proceedings. I an
given to understand that, in a number of
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have been made, and
the later tenants find that they are com-
pelled to pay heavy retrospective rentals,
which they have probably not been able to
recover from the ien from whom thes
hought. I am not blaming the Land Court.
They are simply cavrying out the duties for
which they were brought into existence and
fixing the rent on the evidince before them.
I believe that they do it to the very hest
of their ability. T do not question them,
but I question the Land Act Amendment
Act, which brought about what has been
termed the repudiation that has caused the
loss of the State’s credit. and to a great
cxtent accentuated the difficulties that we
have had financially during the last few
Vears,

instances, transfers

Tarlier in the cvening T asked for some
information with regard to Wambiana and
Wambiana North holdings. The Treasurer
does not satisfy me in conncction with that
matter. The rentals of these holdings were
determined by the Land Court in May, 1919,
at 33s. 9d. and 36s. 9d. per mile respectively.
those rates being 50 per cent. in excess of
those paid during the first period of the
lease.  About six or seven months after the
renevals were fixed by the Land Court an
arrangement was made between the depart-
ment and the lessees, whereby the holdiugs
wvere amalgamated under section 167 of the
Land Act of 1910, one of the conditions of
the amalgamation being that the ront for the
whole area up to 30th September, 1925,
should be 3bs. per square mile. That was a
fair average on the assesstiont made to the
Land Court in May of that year.

The SPEAKER: Order! Did the hon.
member not speak earlier on this resolution ?

Mr. TAYLOR: I asked a question with
regard to Wambiana holding.

The SPEAKTR : The hon. member rosec?
Mr. TAYLOR : Yos.

The SPEAKER: I called the hon,
ber, and I have a note that he spoke.

Mr. TAYLOR : T certainly rose to my feet,

The SPEAKKR: I must rule the hon.
member out of order, as I gave him a call.

My, HARTLEY (Fitzroy): To me. the
leader of the Opposition made the position
worse in relation to the attitude of the
Country party in regard to the reappraise-
ment of rents which has talen place un:der
the Land Act Amendment Act of 1920. e
made two points—I{irst, that, while they would
not pay monctary compensation hocause of
the retrospective rent, yet every case would
be considered on its merits; and, as com-
peunsation for the increase of rent above the
50 per cent. limitation fixed by the previous
Act, they would be prepared to concede an
extension of the lease. That. to me, seems
to be a very bad principle to lay down in
regard to any legislation of a preceding
Government.

Mr. Vowres: T did not say that should be
done in every case,

Mr. HARTLEY: I did not say the hon.
member did. I said he would consider each
case on 1ts merits for an extension of lease
as compensation. That is the important
point. On what grounds would the hon.
member base a claim for compensation except

mem-
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that the original holders of the lease had
been assessed at a higher rental than had
been previously determined under the Act
of 1905 and the later Act of 19107

Mr. Vowires: I said where it had been
shown that an injustice had been done.

My, HARTLEY: According to the hon.
member’s  contention, the lessec of every
holding in the schedule of exempted holdings
under the 1905 Act would be considered to
be suffering an injustice by the increase of
rent,

Mr. VowrEs: Not nccessarily.

Mr, HARTLEY: That is the widest inter-
protation. It is the logical interpretation to
be placed upon the hon. member’s statement.
He also made the stateinent, in reply to the
hon. member for Mitchell, that he would
repeal the Aet of 1920, as it was an unjust
Act.  That is worse than saving that they
will return the money that has been paid as
rent over the 50 per cent. limitation. The
main principle of the 1920 Act was the
removal of the limitation of 50 per cent. in
respect of holdings which were previously
held under an agreement that the inercase
on the reappraisement of rent should not
exceed 50 per cent. If that Act is repealed,
it means that all those holdings will go back
to the position they were in previouslv. The
Land Act of 1910 will applr to them. and
the arcas mentioned in the schedule will not
be able to be assessed to a greater extent
than 50 per cent. above the previous reap-
praisesvest.  That will naturally raise the
question of compensation for the rent which
has heen paid by reason of the action of the
Land Court during the past three or four
vears.” In my opinion it would be a greater
hindrance to land settlement than the old
Act.  The lezitimate land seottlers ‘and
developers of the country would far prefer
the policy of this Government in land settle-
ment to any Act which would give hack
to the old squatter clags the tremendous
grip that it had on the lard administration
hefore the 1920 Act was passed. It should
be borne in mind by every sound thinking
Queecnslander who desires to see a closer
land scttlement policy inaugurated in the
State that the Country party stand for the
repeal of that Act and the putting of the
wwhole of the country in the hands of squatter-
dom again.

Wy, SIZER (NVendal): Thore is not the
slightest  doubt  that the leader pf the
Opposition put his finger on the point when
he said that it is quite obvious that the
Government realise in their dying days that
it i3 necessary to find some ground on which
they can raise a catch-cry to rchabilitate
themselves in the country.

Mr. Coruixs: Nothing of the kind.

Mr. SIZER: There has been a most
deliberate attempt all day to distort the
remarks which have been made from this
side of the House on that question. Men-
tion has been made ol a certain organisa-
tion. 1 know nothing whatever about it,
and its influence over me is nil. If they
sent all the resolutions in the world to me
in this House and I did not agree with
them, I would not support them. That is
the position in which 1, and the party to
which T belong, stand. When we do gain
the Treasury benches the members of the
party—and they only—will decide the policy.

Mr. Sizer.]
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On the question of the attitude laid down
by the leader of the Opposition, the hon.
member for Gregory seems to be the cham-
pion on the Government benches. He asked
a question on scveral occasions which, I
maintain, has been answered, and now he
accuses hon. members on this side of refus-
ing to answer. If we take a guide from the
Government as to the way to answer ques-
tions that are put to them in their official
capacity, there is no need for us to open
our mouihs.

Mr. Porrock: How does the hon. member
stand in connection with the matter?

Mr. SIZER: I am quite prepared to state
my views if the hon, member is prepared
to state where they stole the minules from
and who was the agent they paid to get
them,

Mr. PorLock: I got them from the hon.
member for Herbert. Now you answer my
question. (Laughter.

Mr. SIZER: I sald that, if the hon,
member for Gregory would say where the
party got them from, I would answer his
question. The hon. member for Townsville
has contradicted one portion of the minutes.

The TrEASURER: He sald he was not pre-
sent when that resolution was carried; so
how can he contradict the minutes?

Mr. SIZER: An attempt was made to
connect the hon. member for Townsville with
something that hon. members opposite said
they had official documents to prove, and
the hon. member for Townsville said he was
not theve. The whole of the document could
very easily be a ‘‘ fake.”” just as one portion
was pointed out to be wrong by the hon.
member for Townsvilie. Those documents
belong to the Country party. They were
the private documents of that party.

The TREASURER: No.

Mr. SIZER: They must have got into the
hands of the Government by some devious
means, In conuection with pastoral leases,
we will take the case of a holding under the
1920 Act which has cihanged hands once or
twice, and which was covered by the retro-
spective section of the 1920 Act. It was sold
in good faith and bought in good faith,
and was held by the new tenant for twelve
months before the passing of the new Act.
That man sells out agalr to another man—-

The TreastrRER: That does not happen.

Mr. SIZER : It does happen. The holder
of that particular land would be called upon
to pay the whole of the retrospective rent.

The TREASURER: There have been sales,
but not two or three sales.

Mr. J. H. C. RoperTs : Yes—three sales.

The TrEASURER: There are no such cases.

Mr. SIZER : Take the case where the land
changes hands once. The original holder
would probably enjoy nine-tenths of the
benefits of the old Act, but the new man,
who is in oceupation, would have to pay the
whole of the retrospective rent, because he
is the lessee for the time being.

The TReEASURER: How far does the retro-
spective rent date back?

Mr. SIZER: In some cases six years.
The new tenant would only have a moral
claim against the man from whom he bought.

The TrEASURER: It could not go back six
years if the holder bought in 1920, If it

[(Mr. Siwzer,
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was bought in 1920, it was bought before
the Act was passed.

Mr. SIZE I said that in some cases
where the man bought before the Act was
passed the retrospective rent would apply.
If he bought it after the Act was passed,
it would not apply. Take the case of a man
who bought a holding twelve months prior
to the passing of thc Act. He would be
called upon to pay retrospective rent with-
out cnjoying the full benefits. I think it is
only fair and just that that man should be
recompensed in some ressonable way.

The TREASURER: How would it be done?

Mr. SIZER: It is impossible to suggest
that the rent should be handed back. Any-
one outside Parliament who suggests or
contemplates that that should be done does
not possess a correct view of matters.

The TREASTRER: Kdkins and Garbutt pro-
posed it.

Mr. SIZER: We are accused of following
men of that mentality. Those men know
that it i impossible, and no one \_Nould be
bourd to such a ridiculous proposition.

The Treasvrer: The Country party are
pledged to it.

Mr. Hartney : The members of the Country
party are pledged to repeal that Act.

My. 81ZER: No.

Mr. TiarTrey: Does the hon. gentleman
say that he is not pledged to repcal that Act?

Mr. SIZER: Hon. members opposite state
that on the advent of any new Government
there would be a wholesale cxtension of
leases. That is not so. In cases where,
perhaps, the annual rental is £50 and a man
has paid £100 where he has not enjoyed the
full benefit of that rental, it would be reason-
able to allow him a further two years’ lease.
That would be the view that I would take on
the question of an extension of leases. To
meet the cxcessive amount paid in rent, I
would be prepared personally to cousider
such a proposal; but I certainly do not
think for one moment that it is the intention
of this party to grant a wholesale extension of
leases, and hon. gentlemen opposite have not
been able fairly to connect such an intention
with this side of the House.

ResoLUTIONS PassEp UNDER OPERATION OF
Sranpixe OrRDER No. 307.

At 10 p.m.,

The SPEAKER: Under the provisions
of Standing Order No. 307, dealing with
“ Days allotted for Supply,” I shall now
proceed to put the balance of the resolutions.

Resolution 57 agreed to.

Resolutions 58 to 69, both inclusive, put
and passed.

WAYS AND MEANS.
REeSTPTION oF COMMITTEER.
(Mr. Kirwen, Brisbane, in the chair.)
The TREASURER (Hon. . G. Theodore,
Chillagoe): 1 beg to move—

“(a) That towards making good the
Supply granted to His Majesty for the
service of the year 1922-23, a further sum
not exceeding £5,641,242 be granted out
of the Consolidated Revenue Fund of
Queensland, exclusive of the moneys
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standing to the credit of the Loan Fund
Aceount.

“ by That towards making good the
Supply granted to His Majesty for the
service of the year 1922-1923, a further
sum not exceeding £2.914.365 be granted
from the Trust and Special Funds,

“{e) That towards making good the
Supply granted to His Majesty for the
service of the year 1922-1923, a further
sum not exceeding £3,279,660 be granted
froin the moneys standing to the credit
of the Loan Fund Account.

“(d) That towards making good the
Supply granted to His Majesty for the
service of the year 1921-1922, a supple-
mentary um not exceeding £135,168 10s.
8d. be grantod out of the Consolidated
Revenue Fund of Queensland exclusive
of the moneys standing to the credit of
the Lo:n Fund Account.

“{¢) That towards making good the
Supply granted to His Majesty for the
service of the year 1921-1922, a supple-
meutary sum not exceeding £116,100 9s.
9d. be granted from the Trust and
Special Funds.

“{f) That towards making good the
Supply granted to His Majesty for the
service of the yecar 1921-1922, a supple-
mentary sum not exceeding £253,417 0s.
5d. be granted {rom the moneys standing
to the credit of the Loan Fund Account.

“(y) Thai towards making good the
Supply granted to His Majesty on
account for the service of the year 1923-
1924, a sum not exceeding £1,200,000 be
granted out of the Consolidated Revenue
Fund of Queensland exclusive of the
moneys standing to the credit of the
Loan Fund Account.

“{h) That towards making good the
Supply granted to His DMajesty on
account for the service of the year 1923-
1924, a sum not cxceeding £700,000 be

granted from the Trust and Special
Funds.

“(4) That towards making good the
Supply granted to Iiis Majesty on

account for the service of the vear 1923-
1924, a sum not excecding £600.000 be
granted from the moneys standing to the
credit of the Lioan Fund Account.”

Question put and passed.

The House resumed.

The Cuatryvax reported the resolutions.

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

RECEPTION AND ADOPTION OF RESOLUTIONS.
__On the motion of the TREASURER (Hon.
E. G. Theodore, Chillagoe), the resolutions
were received and agreed to.

APPROPRIATION BILL, No. 2.
FIrRST READING.
A Bill, founded on the resolutions reported
from the Committee of Ways and Means, was
introduced, and read a first time.

SECOND READING.
The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,
Chillagoey: T beg to move—
“That the Bill be now read a second
time.”
Mr. FLETCHER (Port Curtis): We have
not had very much opportunity this session of
~dlealing with the Trust and Loan Funds.

Appropriation Bill, No. 2. 14€7

Upon their wise investment the prosperity
and progress of the State depend.

The TrReasURER: Surely the hon. member
is not going to raisc that point on the
second reading of the Appropriation Bill.
He should have raised it in Committee of
Ways and Mcans. (Laughter.)

Mr., FLETCHER: We did not have the
opportunity in Committee of Ways and
Means of dealing with these funds. Last
year it was on the second reading of the
Appropriation Bill that we had the oppor-
tunity of dealing with them.

The TREASURER: The hon. member should
have taken the opportunity in Committee
of Ways and Means, and he could have dis-
cussed it all night, or he should deal with
it on the Committee stage of the Bill
(Laughter.)

Mr. FLETCHER: We nwust expend our
loan money wisely. If it is expended
injudiciously, the burden of taxation becomes
so heavy that trade is injured and it becomes
impossible to pay wages. The reduction of
wages which has taken place is due to unwise
expenditure of loan money in the past. The
loan money to be appropriated for this year
is set down at £4,926,660, and the Trust Funds
expenditure at over £5,000,000. There is a
lot of trust moneys advanced in connecction
with cotton trading, sugar mills, Stata enter-
prises, and the like. In connection with the
expenditure of loan money we are entirely
dependent upon the security of the State. In
connection with State enterprises, in which
vast sums of trust money have been expended.
we must in the near future write off some-
thing like £1,000,000. That will go to the
Loan Fund, and we shall have to pay interest
on it year by year. We have to write off
certain sums in connection with Inkerman,
Chillagoe, and soldiers’ settlements, etc., but
we shall have to pay interest on that money
and have nothing to show for it. The Trea-
surer estimates a deficit for this year of
£576,000. I contend that it does not reflect
the true financial position of the State.
because there are considerable losses on the
State enterprises and other investments of
the Government, which have not been taken
into account at all. There have been huge
losses on the State stations. amounting to
some hundreds of thousands of pounds, and
there are also losses amounting to £170,000
on the other State enterprises for last vear.
I contend that to get the true financial posi-
tion of the State you must take these losses
into consideration. Instead of the prospective
deficit being £576,000 it is more likely to be
well over £1,000,000

The TrEASURER: You have already agreed
to this in Committee, so why refer to it now?

Mr. FLETCHER: We have spent huge
sums of money under the day-labour principle.
which has been responsible for a great deal
of waste. We know that £35000,000 have
been spent by this Government at high rates
of interest, running to 55 and 6 per cent., and
the consequence is that our interest bill for
this financial year will amount to £3,582,000,
or an increase for the year of £282,000. We
have had no commensurate return for the
money we have spent, because we are spending
a great deal of our moner on enterprises that
do not return any interest. The result is that
the interest has to be made up by other
forms of revenue. If we review the position
we shall find that in two years it will present
a very serious state of affairs. Cur interest

Mpr. Fletcher.]
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bill at the present time is £3.582,000 per
annum. We have loans amounting to
£25,000,000 falling due in the next two
vears, and they will have to be renewed.
If we can renew them at 5 per cent.—and

that is a conservative cstimate—it will
increase our Interest by £300.000 a year
If we borrow £4,000,000 next year, our

interest Dbill for the year ending on 30th
June, 1924, will be increased by another
£200,000. If we borrow £4,000,000 in 1925,
our interest bill will be increased by a further
£200,000, and interest on State enterprises
losscs written off will absorb another £50.000.
That means that on 30th June, 1925,
our interest bill will amount to £4,332,000,
or an increase in two years of £750,000,
and In threc years an incrcase of over
£1,000.000. We shall have no material inerease
in our revenuoe to meet this interest bill. The
reason for that is that the revenue has been
collected by unsound means. The sum ot
£600,000 has becen collected in retrospective
rents under the Land Act Amendment Act,
and is now finished, and huge taxation has
been imposed upon the people. The taxation
has incrcased 300 per cent. from all sources
until to-day £3,500,000 is collected from taxa-
tion. That is a most retarding influence on
our progress. It has restricted enterprise. and
has prevented revenue coming into the Trea-
sury from proper channels. The revenue has
had to be augmented by these unsound means=,
and in the end that will be disastrous to the
State. There is no natural development tak-
ing place. The expenditure of loan money
absorbs the unemployed. The rcvenue has
not been increased through this cxpenditure
of loan monev cach vear. This year a record
loan expenditure is foreshadowed, amounting
to £4,929,660. By this means it is intended
to absorb the unemnloyed and create an air
of prosperity. It 1s a purely fictitious pros-
perity, because in the long run we shall have
to pay for all this heavy expenditure of loan
money. whicl: does not return any revenue at
all. The Government have started the build-
ing of the Burnett railwax from three dif-
ferent points just because it suits them politi-
callv to do so. Thev propose to build the
railway from Baralaba in order to vut the
hon. member for Normanbyv in difficultics.
Thev propose spending further loan money
there. notwithstanding the fact that the irri-
gation avea will not be ready for, perhaps,
three vears. There is certainly no necessity
to start the railway until the irrigation area
is well ‘under way. Tven if it is only twelve
months before the irrigation arca is ready. it
means that we are paying interest unneces-
sarily for twelve months. Theie railwavs are
being built all over the country to suit the
political exigencies of the moment and capture
certain constituencies, and we shall be paying
interest on the money without any return for
it. We must face the prospect of very heavy
deficits for the next two or three years. We
have to pay for the wanton and iniquitous
extravagance of this Government, for the
expenditure of these millions and millions of
money. I say it is not right to tell the people
that the finances are in a sound position. to
bolster them up and make out that everything
is all right. The prosperity of Queensland
thus created js fictitious. One never hears of
the sale or transfer of a cattle or sheep run
at the precent time. In the country of which
the hor. member for Mitchell was speaking
practically no stations are being sold, prin-
cipally because nobody has any confidence in

[Mr. Fletcher.
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this Government. (Government laughter.;
No one is going to bring capital here whem
they do not know what to expect next. The
Government have done nothing to cut up
those areas into small blocks and get small
men to occupy them, and without that I do
not sce how we are going to augment our
railway revenuc on thos: Western lines. Tt
is impossible for us to retrieve our position
until we remove the stigma of repudiation,
and it is going to be impossible for us to
make arrangements to renew maturing loans
and secure further loan money advantageously
until we do remove that blot. We shall have:
to go to America and pay higher rates there,
or we shall have to pay heavier rates in Eng-
land than we should.

‘What we need in this country is popula-
tion, and we are not going to get people to

« come here with enterprise and capital until

they feel that their enterprises will be safe.
That is what the Government fail to sce.
They have certainly derived a certain amount
of revenue from the * Repudiation Aet,” but
I contend that indirectly they have lost tin-
fold. The Government have lived during
times of plenty. During the war prices were
very high, and a lot of money was made, and
the pcople had profits which were taxable. The
Government therefore actually benefited by
the war, although they say that it was finan-
cially disastrous for them. Thelr revenue has
increased from £7,000,000 to £12,000,000 odd
in seven years, and during the same period
they have spent £35,000,000 of loan money.
although in the previous sixty vears only
£55,000.000 were spent. It is the wanton,
wasteful expenditure that is causing the
trouble to-day and that is going to causo
trouble during the next two or three years,
when a most difficult position will arise. The
Government have lived on loan mouey, not
by developing the country by natural means,
but by creating a fictitious prosperity. One
would not mind if this expenditure of loan
noney—#£5,000,000 this year and :£35.000.000
in the seven vears—were well spent. The
more money we spend the better. provided it
is well spent, but when it is wasted it be-
comes absolutely disastrous. Tt is our children
who are going to suffer besause of this huge
wasteful expenditure. The Government have
become callous in regard to criticism. and
anvthing we can now say regarding the
finances will not have any effect upon them.
But the people should know. and it is our
duty to let the people knosw, the true state of
the finances. Although on the surface they
may appear to be all right, they are in a
deplorable condition, due ontl}“@ly to the
wasteful and injudicious expenditure of loan
money and unsound collection of revenue.
X one of a hundred things

I suppose any

which this CGovernment have done would
have exterminated any previous Govern-
ment. The public have become thor-

oughly disgusted with the whole position. In
face of the financial position alone. quite
apart from anything else, it is altogether
impossible for this Government to be
returned and to allow the drift to go on and
the position to become worse and worse. The
Government alone are responsible, and they
will have to take the responsibility for the
heavy deficits that are bound to occur during
the next two or three years,

Mr. KERR (FEnoggera): One of the first
things which strikes onc on_reading this
Appropriation Bill is_that Parliament is
being asked to pass millions of pounds, and:
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there is no indication of where the money is
to come from. This is to be an appropria-
tion of money which we do not anticipate
receiving. The Government expect to have
a dof’mt of £576,000, and we are thus being
asked to appropriate more money than we
are likely to receive. (Government laughter.)
Hon. members opposite may laugh. but that
iz the fact. We were supplied to-day with a
copy of the Supplementary Estimates for the
vear 1921-22, showing an expenditure of
£135,163 from revenue, £116,100 from Trust
Tunds, and £253,417 from Loan Fundi—a
total of £504,685. That monecy was spent by
the Government before being appropriated
by Parliament, and they are now seeking the
parliamentary approval. It has been a habit
for this Government to spend millions of
pounds without referring the matter to Par-
liament until a late date.

Mr. Kine: It is not a habit;
{Laughter.)

Mr. KERR: Perhaps it is a gift. In the
hands of this Government it has developed
into a habhit, and is becoming sccond nature
with them. In seven years the Government
have spent over £5,000,000 which was not
appropriated at the proper time.  Their
action has been aggravated by the fact that
there kave been heavy deficits at the same
time.  The previous Government in a period

of seven years spent, on an avera age, £200.000
lcss than that amount for each of the seven
years. We know perfectly well that in New
South Wales they had a Royal Commission to
inquire into the very samec thing. In
Queensland. apparently, it iz not thought
racossary to have a Royal Commission. The
Government should adhere to the appropria-
tion by Parliament. I hope that during the
coming year ther will revert to the practico
of L(\o ning strictly to the money appropriated
by Par mrnent ‘and not go on recklessly
spending millions of pounds.

Mr. CorLixs: What portion would the hon,
member cut out?

Mr. KERR: There are hundreds of por-
‘lons that could be cut out. A large expen-
diture of loan meney in connection with the
State enterprizes could be ecut out. The
amount spent in connection with the Commis-
sioner of Prices could be cut out.

Mr. CorLrvs: Would the hon. member cut
st the £40,000 to be spent in erceting wheat
sheds ?

Mr. KERR: The hon. gentleman can pick

it is a gift.

out ringle cases. In 1820-21 the cstimated
revenue was £12.182.000, and the actual
revennue was £12.601,000. That left really

£419.000 for the Government to play with.
All that money was not obtained through the
ordiiary channels of taxation, but £300,000
of 1 was obtained through exorbitant taxa-
tion. The only surplus that the Government
could show was a surplus of £10.000. In
1913-14 there was an excess of revenue over
expenditure of £175,000, and the Government
of the day showed a surplus amounting to
that sum. In 1900-1901 the excess of revenue
over expenditure was £200.000, and the Go-
vernment of the day placed £150,000 to the
credit of the trustees of the Public Debt
Reduction Fund for the purpose of decreas-
ing our public debt and relieving revenue
from paying the interest on our public debt
to that amount. The Government also showed
a surplus of £48,000. This Government have
never attempted to reduce our public debt.

1 am certain that an incoming Government
will tackle this question. Prior to this Go-
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Appropriation Bill, No. 2. 14069

vernment coming into office there was placed
to the credit of the Public Debt Reduction
Fund a sum of approximately £53,000 annu-
ally for the reduction of the pubhc debt.
During the seven years of office of this Go-
vernment they have reduced the public debt
by approximately £60,000.

Mr. W. Coorir: And no sale of Crown
lands.

At 10.28 p.m.,

The Cuaryvax oF Comurrrees (Mr. Kirwai,
Brisbane) relieved the Speaker in the chair.

Mr. KERR: By way of Crown rents the
Government have received £1,500,000, wheve-
as in Victoria the Goxemment receive only
£500.000; but in the latter State thej are
able to balance their accounts and have no
sale of Crown lands. We are at the present
day looking for directions in which to econo-
mise, We find that the expenditure in con-
nection with the various departments amounts
to £12 17s. 11d. per head. Yet in 1914,
when the populatxon was 10 per cent. less, it
only cost £7 10d.—a difference of 44 per
cent. The cost of the public service is greater
in Qucensland than in any other
| State with the exception of
Western Australia, and there 1%
is being reduced under a National Govern-
ment. It may be argued that the salavies are
higher in Queensland, but that argument will
not hold water. It is because of the com-
munistic policy of creating various sub-
departments in connection with State enter-
priscs.  The revenue per head to-day is
£12 1=, 4d., and in 1914, when the Govern-

[10.30 p.m.]

ment were able to balance accounts, it was
£9 4s. 4d. If vou take the then purchasing
power of the sovereign, vou will find loan

money giving a return of £13 per cent.; and
one of the most regrettable things that the
Government are responsible for is the expen-
diture of huge sums of loan money on
unproductive works. I pointed out on the
Wstimates for the Department of TPublie
Works that in 1914 the Government spent
on bujldings a sum of £190,438 out of
revenue, and the present Government have
reduced that expenditure to £95.000. While
the larger amount for expenditure on build-
ings was provided out of revenue in 1914.
to-day it 1s provided out of loan.

Mr. Corrins: Why don't rou put up some-
body who understands finance?

My, KERR: Bcecruse the hon. member for
Bowen visited the Queensland Club and came
out with a very satisfied smile on his face.
it does not say that he is a critic on finance.
At the present time the people of Queensland
are compelled to pay heavy taxation in
order to make up the losses incurred from
the unwise expenditure of loan money. 1
have her¢ an extract from-a book by Otto
Kahn, an American banker, which reads—

“Br the opiate of taxation which
apparently touches them but very little,
or not at all, the masses of the people are
apt to be lulled into a sense of relative
indifference to governmental wasteful-
ness; but the facts remain at work and
incxorably at work, and their working
means, and has always meant. that
governmental extravagance is visited, not
upon one class but upon all the people.
Wrong economics, however well inten-
tioned, have been more fruitful of harm
to the people than almost any other single
act 0. government.”

My contention is that we should be able to
do that. While the Government are hitting

My, Kerv']
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the wealthy man in their tavation, they are
indirvectly hitting the man whom they com-

monly rofer to as “our clase.” They are
hitting the members of the general com-
munity. There are many items 1 the Dudget
that could well be wiped out. During the
debate on the Financial Statement hon. mem-
bers on this side pointed out several votes
that could be dispensed with, and, if the
Trust Accounts and Loan Account had been
discussed, many instances could have been
pointed out where a saving could have been
cffected.

I want to deal with the transfer of the
State Savings Bank to the Commonwealth in
connection swith the public debt. Certain
sums have been added to the public debu
which should noi have been added to it.
The transfer of the State Savings Bank to
the Commonwealth was very regrettable.
At that time there was a sum of £2,289,334
at current account with the Queensland
National Bank, in addition to which there
was a sum of £1,000,000 unsecured in the
Treasury, making £3,389,334. That money,
which we received at 35 per cent. interest,
was added to the public debt. Many prin-
ciples were sacrificed in the handing over
of that mwoney. For instance, it was sup-
posed for the purposes of the Commonwealth
to be at call; but, when withdrawals were
greater than d(\pomt% in any one quarter, we
lad to find the difference. In the first
quarter the withdrawals were £373,000 more
than the deposits; and, 1n~,toaq of getting
that moncy at 35 per ccnt we had to pay
5 per ceut. on the money. There is a sum
of £3.085,000 represeunting assets in connec-
tion with the Workers’ Dwellings and the
State Advances Corporation Branch. That
money has also been added to the public
debt. That £3.000,000 odd we got at 34 per
cent.; but, under the agrecment with the
Cemmonwealth, we had to pay an additional
5 per cent. on it. That means that every
succeeding year we have to pay over £15.000
extra froin revenue for intersst on the public
debt. The Trust Funds account at the end
of 1921 showed a credit balance of over

£1.000,000; but, if this money had been
included, there would have been a debit
balance in the account of over ££,000,000.

Theve is another aspect of the question. I
want to deal with the Workers’ Dwellings, in
which we have invested £1,134,000. The net
profit per annum amounts approximately to
£9.000. If we take the extra 4 per cent.
which we have to pay, instead of having a
vrofit of £9.000, that profit will be whittled
away and there will be a smaller margin
upon which to work.

At 10.40 pom.,
The SpEARER resumed the chair.

Mr. KERR: That will be another enter-
prise which has no opportunity of making
good. For a number of years—in fact, ever
since it was creatod—the Workers® Dwellmgs
Fund has paid its way, but on the higher
rate of interest there is not gomg to be any
profit, and it is turning a paying depart-
ment into a nhon-paying one. The same
thing applies to the Advances to Settlers
Corporation. There was a proﬁt of £9,900
per annum there, but the extra 4 per cent.
interest has reduced the profit of £9,000 to
a profit of only £1, OOO There was also stand-
ing to profit in tho ‘ast account an amount
of £83,000. One naturally asks where these
huge sums of money have gone. Instead of

[Br. Kerr.
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keeping them as a standby to this institu-
tion, we find that that money has been paid
into revenue. The Workers’ Dwellings
Board apnd the State Advances Corporation
have lost control of that moncy. There is
another amount which I might mention, as
it is an important matter for this State.
The State Savmgs Bank was the holder of
£7,800,000 in debentures. The interest on
those debentures amounted to £300,000 per
annum, and it has been paid over to the
Commonwealth Government, for the simple
reason that the deberitures were transferred
and that interest goes with them. That
money used to be used for workers’ dwell-
ings, and also by the State Advances Cor-
poration, and it is now lost to the State.
The Trust Funds also show the losses in
connection with a number of State under-
takings. These losses include—Closer Secttle-
ment  Board, £1,000,000; Harbour Dues
Fund. £785,000; Stock Diseases, £50,000;
and State Enterprises. £589,000. The State
Produce Agency borrowed £1,642, and last
year showed a loss of £27,000. The Fish
Supplsy Account borrowed £42,000, and last
year showed a loss of £25,000. That means
foan money going up into ‘the air. In addi-
tion, the Government are paying their
ordinary commitments out of loan money.
When the Government anticipate a deficit
of £576,000, they issue debentures for that
amount. That amount of money is added
to the public debt, and we are everlastingly
paying interest on it. If you cannot balance
your revenue accounts by £576,000, and you
have, therefore, Lo raise debentures at a high
rate of interest, you are merely utilising
foan moncey to meet your ordinary Revenue

and Trust Fund commitments. For that
rewson 1 would like to see an amendment

made in this Bill that the amount appro-
priated shall not be more than the amount
which is received, and not £500,000 more.
I hope that next year the Government will
not bring down Supplementary Hstimates
covering £504,000, as they have done_this
year, but that every effort will be made to
keep within the apprepriation made and
to make the loan money which is to be
expended pay interest, that we shall have
a balance of revenue to hand to the trustees
of the Public Debt Reduction Fund, and
that no extra taxation will be introduced
to balance accounts.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): We are asked
to-night to make appropriations totalling
£21,500.000, and anvone h'nlng a knovledge
of the ﬂnanual administration of the Govern-
ment during the past seven years and foar or
five months and the extra taxation which
has been imposed on the people of the State
naturally asks himself why. The Treasurer,
in his Financial Statement a short time
ago, forecast a deficit of £576,840, and gave
the House to understand that the Estimates
in cvery department had been cut to the
Lone, and that, so far as he was able to
iudge, it was 1mp0551b1e to reduce then: any
further. Hdvmg in view the fact that this
year we have been asked to vote a sum of
£135,000 from cousolidated revenue on the
Supplementary Estimates, and assuming that
the corresponding amount we shall be asked
to vote next year is anything like that, the
deficit will be £711,000 instead of £576,000.
So far as one can ]udrre, there seems to be
every prospect of that amount being realised.
It is most unfortunate that at a time when
our reveuues are so buoyant Queensland
will be faced at the close of the financial
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vear with the biggest deficit in her history.
Yet we are told that the (Government and
the Treasurer are heaven-born financial
geniuses, and haye a thorough control of the
financial situation. Do the figures in any
way prove to us that the Government are
making good financially? We know per-
fectlx well that the punch is being taken out
of the people of Queensland by the stagger-
ing burden of taxation which exists at the
present time. We are very proud in this
Chamber and outside whenever the occasion
arises of telling people of Australia that we
have the finest State in the Commionwealth.

Mr. Corning: It is the finest State in the
Comumonsiealth.

Mre. TAYLOR : I believe that we have the
finest State; but I think it is a disgrace that
iz is the most heavily taxed. Having the best
State, wo should have been able so to direct
our activities during the last seven and a-half
vears that we should not be in the financial
position that we arve in.

Mp, CoriiNs: We had better
wealthy a little more.

Mr. TAYLOR: The wealthy have been
taxed sufficiently, and the working people are
suffering on that account. These reputedly
wealthy people are simply pouring money
into the coffers of the State, to be wasted
by the present Administration. Is there any
justification for the wasteful extravagance
that has been asvociated with State enter-
prises? Was it Lot pointed out to the mem-
bers of the Government what was likely to
result when

tax the

they were taking on those
particular ventures? Were they not told

time and again what was going to happen?
Have those things not happened? The
losses in that particular direction need not
have been incurred if the money had been
put in reproductive, developmental works.
Gio throngh the Estimates, and what do you
find in connection with the railwavs? There
is to be another loss of £1,400,000 for the
vear onding 30th June, 1923, which will bring
the total loss during the period the Govern-
ment have been in office up to nearly
£10,000,000. Yet hon. members opposite
say, ‘“ Hear, hear !’ They call that develop-
ing Qucensland, when they have taken out «f
the taxpayers of this State, to make up the
Josses on the railways, about £10,000.000 dur-
ing the time they have becn in office.

Mr. Corrins: To aszsist the primary pro-
ducer.
Mr. TAYLOR : It is a shame and a dis-

grace to any Government to have to acknow-
Iedge such deplorable financial inefliciency.

Mr. CortiNs: The cheapest freight rates in
the Commonwealth.

Mr. TAYLOR: And the biggest losses in
the Commonwealth, Put one against the
other. I am not prepared to accept the hon.
membeor’s statement that we have the cheapest
freight rates in the Commonwealth. I doubt
it verr much. I do not believe in the system
that we have bcen adopting of bulding
railways at such an enormous drain upon the
taxpayers. How is it that one scction of our
railways—that from Northgat~ to Gymple—
was paying at the time the last report of the
Commissioner was issued? It pays exactly
the same rate of wages, has to bear exactly
the same interest and other charges, as any
othor scction of the railways. Yet 1t pays.
(loser settlement along that line is the reason
it pays. What are the Government doing,
what have they done since they have been in
office, to endeavour to promote closer settle-
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ment along existing lines of railway? They
have not done a single thing in that direction
to turn into a paying concern what should
be our greatest asset. We talk about our
railways being an asset. I am prepared to
admit that they are.

Mr. Coruins : They are very useful.

Mr. TAYLOR: Especially when you get a
free ride on them. We do not want our
railways to be under political control; we
want the men who are directing them to have
a frec hand. I believe that, if they were
perfectly free from political control, we should
not have to face the enormous loss that we
have at the present time. If we had to
build them at the present time they would
probably cost 50 per cent. more than they
did.  Surely that is a greater reason why
they should be paying at the present time.
The Treasurer and Mr. Fihelly at one
time issued a celebrated pamphlet stating
that finance was shrouded in mystery, and
that it required a man with special ability
and knowledge to penetrate the maze. They
said that the ordinary individual could not
penetrate the maze. Have they succeeded in
the financial administration of the State?

Mr. RIORDAN: Yes.

Mr. TAYLOR : The hon. gentleman is very
casily pleased. I do not care what Govern-
ment ars in power, I have sufficient faith in
Queensland to know that it must go ahead.
At the present time the State is suffering
from financial maladministration, and,
although we are having some difficulty in
carrying on successfully, T am prepared to
say that this State must progress. We as
Qu-enslanders and Australians have every
reason to be proud of our State. It is a
great pity that, notwithstanding our huge
area of undeveloped lands, we have to dis-
tribute so much of the earnings of our people
in the way of charitable doles to the unem-
ployed. I can understand uncmployment
cxisting in the large cities in Great Britain
and Kurope, where the people are solely
dependent upon the manufacturing industries
for their living, and where a slump or
depression in trade may cause a great amount
of unemployment, but I cannot understand
it existing in our country, wher: we have
huge undeveloped tracts of land waiting for
the application of capital and men to develop
it. I recognise that i the ordinary course of
cvents taxation must be increased in Queens-
land. We cannot progress unless we have
sufficicnt money to carry on the development
of the State, and therefore an increase in
taxation in a country like this is an absolute
necessity.,  All the squandering of money
raised by way of taxation on doubtful State
enterprises such as mining and other Govern-
ment activities ought to be cut out. The
’ sooner the Government rcalise on
[11 p.m.] the State stations and quite a

number of other activities and
cut the loss that they will make., the better
it will be for the State and for the finances
of Queensland.

Mr., EDWARDS (¥Nanango): 1 beg to
move the adjournment of the debat-.

Qucstion put and negatived,

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick): It is
extremely unfortunate for the country that
there is again evidence that the Government
hav» not hesitated to launch the State into
ventures and expenditure which are going to
add to the burdens of the people. One is
almost astounded when he goes through the

Mr, G. P, Barnes.]
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figures to find what some of the items amount
to. If wo take the State enterprises, we find
the enormous sum of £773,950 is again put
down for this purpose. Surely with the
cxperience of the past there was sufficient
evidence to warrant some brake being put
on expenditure of this kind? Are we to con-
tinue from year’s end to year’s end along
the road to ruin and show no disposition
whatever to reduce expenditure? If the
Government continue their present policy,
they will discount the country’s position with
the capitalists abroad whom our friends oppo-
site desplse, but to whom they go cap in
hand in order that the mnecessary money
might be forthcoming. 1 refer in these
remarks to the mllhons of money that will
have to be provided in the near future. Are
we likely to obtain an easy renewal of these
loans if we show no inclination to curb our
expenditure ?

The very best evidence we can give to the
people abroad that we are worthy of being
uustod and that the loans should be renewed,

: that we are wisely controlling the affairs
of the State; but, if we go on in the prodigal
way we have been doing for years, and show
no financial reform, and give no evidence of
our ability to conduct our affairs, how can we
hope to succeed when the crucial moment
comes to renew our loans? We know that
the Premier went to England some years ago
to raise £9,000,000, but met with a rebuff.

Mr. W. CoopreR: On account of the delega-
tion which you sent over.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: The delegation had
nothing to do with it. Long before the T’re-
mier went home, his predecessor in office had
met with a rebuff. It is a scandalous thing
to find that no check is being put on expen-
diture in connection with State enterprises
and other matters. We have presented to us
in this callous manner a proposed expendi-
ture of £773,000. Then there is the matter
of outdoor relief. Why should the Govern-
ment, instead of directly giving moner in
relief, not have tried to find norkr for the
uumnployed, which would have helped the
unemplored to make men of themselves and
tended to the development of the State?

1 would like to refer to the proposed
expenditure of £40,000 in connection with the
ercction of grain sheds on the railways. No
doubt I will be accused of opposition to that
expenditure, which may be very worthy, but
1 do not think it is in the wisest direction.
It is well known that you cannot hope to
storc grain, such as wheat. oats, barley, and
other cereals, i iron sheds for a prolonged
period.

The SECRETARY TOR AGRICULTURE: You are
suggesting that the Wheat ool Board do
not know their job.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: That is sclf-evident
by the way they are doing their job. There
are men who more than two and a-half years
ago planted wheat and delivered it to the
hoard. and they have not been paid for it
to-day. How would any man like to feel that
his wages had been deferred for two and
a-half years? The hon. member for Too-
woomba might have been paid for the wheat
he produced on his farm, but no other man
on the land has been paid for the wheat pro-
duced in the year 1920-21. The Wheat Board
did not know their business, and it was owing
to their maladministration that that wheat
was not paid for. My own company gristed
14,000 bags of wheat at 5s. 6d. per bushel,
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and it should never have been allowed to get
into the condition that made it necessary to
sell it for 5s. 6d. The wheat was railed to
Brisbane, then railed to Warwick, and made
into flour, and the produce sent to Sydney, so
that there was a loss to the farmers on that
item alone. It is easy to see where the bad
administration came in as regards wheat. In
Queensland we require 4,000,000 bushels of
wheat to meet our requirements, yet the con-
duct of the Wheat Board is so extraordinary
that they are sending wheat away from
Queensland at a lower price than the local
millers are prepared to pay for it. to say
nothing of utilising the local wheat and kecp-
ing men employed. There has been abun-
dant evidence that the Wheat Board has
been a failure. Ministers accept the state-
ment that good service has heen done for the
farmer. 1 was talking of the ercction of iron
sheds which are not necessary. Pesple who
understand the trouble caused by the weevil
would not think of storing their wheat 1n
that way. The miller or the grain merchant
might store their wheat, but it is not possible
to store tremendous quantxtlo% of wheat in
that way without incurring tremendous loss.

I am now speaking in the interests of the
men whose wheat will be received imto these
sheds. If it is a permanent service we are
doing for the country, then T say we should
have erected silos, and, indced,
wise to consider doing that.

What about this item of £3£8.340 in con-
nection with the Chillagoe mines? The
thing is an outrage. To think that we are
again considering involving ourselves in the
expenditure of huge sums of money in con-
nection with doubtful ventures of this kind!
The Minister the other day failed entirely
to give any information as to what had
been expended, and we are now merely asked
to vote another huge sum of money for them.
No sane man would do this in his own affairs.
Indecd, would any sane man in this House
undertake any one of these ventures? Then,
why should we, as the nianagers of this
country, involve ourselves in an expenditure
which will never be returned? We are
simply following the way of the prodigal,
and, unless we reverse the order of things,
we must come to grief. T think it is a very
sad day when the Government come down
with an Aﬁpmprlatlon Bill of this magni-
tude, especially when it follows the failure
of their administration in many directions.
Tt shows callousness and indifference. The
only idea that the Covernment seem to have
is the expenditure of money right and left
in the hope that, by this extravagance, their
term of service may be prolonged.

Question—That the Bill be now read a
sceond time—put and passed.

it would be

COMMITTEE.
(Mr. F. A. Cooper, Bremer, in the chair.)
Clauses 1 to 8, both ineclusive, the schedule.
and the preamble. put and passed
The House resumed.
The TrupPoRARY CHARMAN reported the
Bill without amendment.
THIRD READING.
The TREASURER (Hon., E. G. Theodore,
Chillagoe): T beg to move—
“That the Bill be now read a third
time.’
Question put and passed.
The Tiouse adjourned at 11.20 p.m.





