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214 Questions.

WEDNESDAY, 25 JULY, 1923,

The Speaxer (Fon. W. Bertram, Maree)
took the chair at 3.30 p.m.

AUDITOR-GENERAL’S RETORTS.

~The 8PEAKER announced the
from the Auditor-General of his report on
the transuctions in  connection with the
Public Debt Reduction Fund for the financial
vear ended 30th June, 1923. e

. Ordsred to be printed.

receipt

QUESTIONS.

QuaLiry AXD PrICR OF Wurar RECEIVED BY
WHaT Boarp, 1920-1921.

- Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwiek) asked the
Becretary for Agriculture and Stock—

“1. What number of hushels of wheat
—scason  1820-1921-—of  the respective
n‘hdormnnhonod grades was received by
the Wheat Board. viz.:-—-No. 2 Milline
No. 3 Milling. No. 1 Ferd, No. 2 Feed.
No 2 Red Cradings, Unclassified, and
Scented ? ’

‘2. What sum per bushel has been
paid to date to growers for such respec.
tive grades of wheat? A

“ 3 Is any balance held by Wheat
I]}oard for distribution *o the ownors of
the foregoing grades of wheat; and., if
50, what amount will be paid to the said
owners ?

“4. When will the final pavment be
mada?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
ANlD 1STO‘CK (Han. W. N. Gillies, Facham)
replied—

“The following information has been

[Mr. W. Cooper.
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furnished by the Queensland Wheat

Board—

1. Numker of Dbushels of
delivered to the 1920-1921 pool—

wheat

Classifteation. Bushels 1b.

{ Paid to
{irower

1

|
MILLING WHEAT.

s.d,

F.AQ, .. . 12,851,822 19 80

No. 2 Milling 143,918 40 50

No. 3 Milling 198,966 40 .. 46
77 3,104,707-39

FRED WHEAT.
392,865 43
123,007 56

5,590 12

No. 1 Teed
No. 2 Fead ..
No. 3 Red Whea

[CETISRCEN
DEHO D

Scented .. .. 21,621 47
Gradings 16,533 26 ..
— 619-04
. ‘{ 3,754,326-43
2. As shown opposite the wvarious
classifications in (1).
3. The hoard has been unable to

obtain returns from the Australian
Wheat Board, Melbourns, for wheat
exported during the 1920-1921 season.
Hivery effort has been made Ly the
hoard to obtain these returns, but so
far without results, The last telegram
from the Australian Wheat Board

merely  stated  that they had not
received the returns from the Aus-
tralian  Wheat Committee, TLondon.

The board holds a szl eredit balance
at the present time, but thix cannot be
allocated to the respeetive classifica-

tions until such time as the returns
referred to are reeeived.
4, Thanks to the assistavcs of the

Queensland Covernment, the board has
finalised matters with the holders of
the F.A.Q. certificates. Ilowever, final
payments cannot be made on inferior
classifications until such time ws the
returns are received from the Aus-
tralian Wheat Board.”

SUGGESTED AMENDMENT OF PRIMARY PRO-
DUCERS’ (JRGANISATION ACT.

Mr. KERR (Enogg:ra) asked the Sceretary
for Agriculture and Stock—

““1. Will the Government consider the
advisableness  of consulting with the
Council of Agriculture in regard to the
amending of the Primary Producers’
Organisation Act to make better pro-
vigsion for growers to be oreanised to
conform to the Primary Troducts Pools
Act?

“2. If not, will the Government meet
the expenditure incurred by primary
producers who have been comnelled to
orgsnise apart from the Primary Pro-
dueers’ Organisation Act? 7

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
AND STOCX replied—

“1 and 2.1 have now under con-
sideration several suggestions by the
Clouncil of Agriculture to improve exist-
ing legislation.”
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S

\TE ADVANCE 0N SECURITY OF (FEMS ON
SAPPHIRE FIELDS.

Mr. KERR the

Mineae--

 As to the 30th June, 1922. £1,520 of
Fuuds were advanced on the
; ty of geins in connection with the
sapphire fields. what aection, if any, has
seen taken to realise upon the security,
and what is the position of the finances
11 this conneetion as a result of the trans-
acfion or transactions?’’

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. Stop-
ford. Mount organ), in the absence of the
Secretary for Mines (Hon. A, J. Jones, Puad-
Aingion). replied —

“ The stones on which advances have

asked Secretary for

been made were sent to Paris for dis-
poral. So far no sales have eventuated.”

LIQUOR ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.
INITIATION,

i The HOME SECRETARY (Mon. J. Stop-

ford. Movat Morgan): 1 beg to move—
That the House will, at its next
sitting, resolve itself into a Commiitee
(,\‘;"1!‘9 Whele to consider of the desir-
shlovess of introducing a Bill to amend

thoe ‘Li,‘quor‘ Acts, 1912 1920, in certain
pavticainrs.”
Quesiion put ond passed.
ARBITRATION ACT

NDUSTRIAT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SEeeNn READING--RESTMPTION 0F DEBATE.

NOTT (Mtanlcyy: T had much plea-

i listening to the Minister when intro-

« the Bill, and his speech was very

to me, beeause I was anxious to

know exsctly in what particulars he thought
it wrs poswsible the Act could he made a
et A - I

workaile measure vnder the amended con-

ditions which will make it anplicable to all
industrics in the Stato. It 1= only fitting
that the Minister introducing the Rill should
have overy faith in the measure, and there
is no deulst in the minds of all who heard
the hon. gevtleman that he considers all will
be well when the Bill comes into force. 1t
is wmv opinion that the wages of agricultural
labourers, and also the smolumerts ¢f all
aged in agriculture in the country
generally. should be at least cgual to >
wages paid in industrial ¢ontres.” In faer, 1
think that the wages of country workers
ought 1o he higher than the waz: paid in
the cities, where the workers have all the
advantaces of city life over and above the

Nszdvantages to which the country

i 3 5
are subjeet. I also believe that, in the
presect state of civilisation. Arbitration
(ourtz= and awards are necessary. Further

thap that. if the primary producers, or the
producers of any commodity, expect to got
a high price for their products, thev must
necessarily agree thet the industrialist must
get & _niz‘) rate of wage: otherwize it would
be quite impossible for the industrialist to
pay a high price for primary products.
GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. NOTT: But for the Arbitration Court
awards to be successful, they must be applic-

[25 Jury.]
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able to practically all induwstries, and it will
have to be decided whether Arbitration
Court awards are applicable to various indus-
tries. Of course, asz I said a few moments
ago, the Minister responsible for the intro-
duction of the Bill is quite sure that all
will be well.  An interesting feature is the
fact that in 1916 and prior to that a similar
Bill to this was introduced and passed
through this Chamber: and, from the
speeches delivered, I believe that when it
was submitied to the Upper House the part
which practically corresponded to the present
amendments was clipped out. I believe the
Upper House delaved the szage of that
Bill, when it had the power to do so, on no
less than threc occasions.  After some con-

siderable time had elapsed, there was a
reforendum taken on the gquestion of the
abolition of the Upner Ilouse. when the

peaple decided by a larze majority that the
Upper House should not be abolished. there-
bv showing that the pecple of Queensland
were quite behind the Legislative Counell in
delazing the passage of the measure vwhich
was then introduced. Now that the Upper
Flousn is abolizhed, this iz cne of the first

5 which is being put throngh at the
gation of the Emu Park Convention.
Tt is evidently the intention, now that there

is no Upper Ilowse to veto to put the
Bill throuvgh in & form very similar to thut
which dizearded b he Legislative

b B
Clouncil in 1916, On the infrodu~tion of this
measure wo had the spectacle of a momber
of the Country party being banished from
the precinets of this august Chamber and
vour - sereme  presence, Mr.  Spoaker—
{laughter)—because cof  ceriain referen
which he made, which iz 5 peculiar coinci-
denee when we have it on resord that the
T.ooiclative Council was alolished because if
dared to differ from a r provessl which
the Labour Governmen forward in
a previous Parliament.

There is snother foatnre of this propo-al
which calls for attention—that is. that we
have no eovidemee of the hallmark of the
Clouncil of Agriculture upen the proposal in
any way .

The SECRETARY TOR DUBLIC WOR
sugeest that every Bill should be
to the Council of Agriculture?

Wr, NOTT: When the Council of Agri-
culture was brought int> being ifs province
was to ruke inguiries into all matters = hich
riight improve the condaitions of the people
in the country districts.

The SECRETARY FoR PUBLIC WORKS: Do yon
not know that it would be highly improper
for anv outside organisation to sec a Bill
before it was presentad to Parvliament?

Ay, NOTT: The Council of Agrieulture
was to be supreme in all matters pertaining
to agriculturs, snd was to advise the Cabinet
in rogard to legislation proposed to bo intro-
duced affecting the agricultural industry, <o
that it is peculiar that so far we have not
heard that the application of the principle of
industrial arbifration to primavy industries
has Leen discussed by the Council.

The STCRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

not their business.

Mr. NOTT: Another matter which calls
for rewark is the fact that the various Local
Produce:s’ Associations, of which there s a
great number throughout the country, do not

Mr. Nogt.]

3

Do vou
smifted

That 14



216 Industrial Arbitration

appear to have been consulted in any way
_about the matter. So far as I can gather,
when any proposed legislation affects indus-
trial unions, the unions appear to be con-
sulted ; but, so far as I know, there has been
absolutely no reference of this matter to the
members of the Local Producers’ Associations,
nor any report of what the men engaged in
the agricultural pursuits of the State think
of the application of Industrial Arbitration
Court awards to their calling.
been particularly silent on the matter.

The StererTaRy rOR Pupnic Worgs: I think
they are satisfied to leave the matter in our
hatds.

Mr. NOTT: They have never had a voice
in the matter, although onc of the reasoms
for the cstablishment of the Council of Agri-
culture and subsidiary organisations was the
desirableness of consulting those connected

with the agricultural indast upon  such
matters.  Although the Local Producers’

Associations have never said anything on this
matter, I am quite cortain, and other hon.
members will agree, that the Australian
Labour Party has had & deuce of a lot to
say on all occasions.

I am prepared to admit thst arbitration
has been respounsible for inercasing wages in
certain industries to a very great extent, bus
the increase wunder the awards in those
various industries has made it nccessary for
those engaged in production to look for some
means for obtaining a higher price for what
they produce. That is finding expression at
the present time in the establishment of the
various pools. I look at Arbitration Court
awards as something to improve the wages of
wage-earners, and I view the establishment
of pools for primary products as a means of
improving the price that farmers are likely
to receive for the commodity that they nro-
duce. The pools and the Arbitration Court
award are endeavouring to work out the same
ends for two different classes of people. Not-
withstanding the increase in wages In certain
industries, I am satisfied from my observa-
tions that it has had the result in a good
many industries of sapping the cfficiency of
many of the worlkers, When an award is
granted the wages are fixed on the basis of
what will maintain a man, his wife, and three
children in an ordinary degrec of comfort.
When you find that voung, inexperienced
single men receive the same amount of wages
as a married man, then it is very casy for
the single man to work three days out of the
woek and receive sufficient money to carry
him along comfortably over the seven days.

Mr. Bruce: Have you tried it?

Mr. NOTT: The single man in a great
many cases considers there is no necessity to
consider what standard of efficiency he can
attain in an industry so long as he can hold
Lis job and obtain high wages. Many of
them in their young days have had mno
training with regard to the nceessity for
saving and putting by some of the wages
they are earning. They learn with very great
case to epend practically everything they
earn, conscquently thrift and saving are
unknown to them to a very large extent.

My, Cotrins: That is not true. The
Savings Bank returns contradict vour siate-
ment. '

Mr. NOTT: An industry must be pros
perous, otherwise it is absolutely impossible

[Mr. Nott.
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Act Amendmeni Bill.

for it to pay ahy increase ou the wagcs that
are now being paid.

Mr. Hyxes : The producing public mue:
prosperous before the primary producers 2an
be prosperous.

Mr. Crayrox: It is the other way aboui

Mr. NOTT: If wages are increased, inm
many cases there will be more unemployment,
and in other cases farms will be neglected all
over the country. If the operations of the
principal Act are exteuded to domestic ser-
vants, to the fruit industry, and to those
engaged in agricultural pursuits, there wil
bo an increase in the cost of production.
Many of the farmess will endeavour to
improve their position so as to avoid the
increased cost of production by going i tor
an increased expenditure on machinery.

Mr. CorLins: Hear, hear!

Mr. NOTT: They may go in for motor
tractors, As far as I can see at the present
{ime, one of the greatest deterrents to people
making a start on the farms is the cost of
commencing operations. A man cannot go
on a farm at the present time unless he has
a capital approaching £2,000. If awards are
made by the Arbitration Court affecting him
and they compel him to go in for higher class
machinery—and it is only natural to think a
man will go in for a 6-furrow plough instead
of a 1 or 2-furrow plough, which will mean
that he will be compelled to go in for tractor
power to work it—he will have to spend
approximately £1,000 additional on machin-
ery in ovder to work that farm. When you
come to consider that he will have to spend
this £1,000 over and above what he has to
spend to-day to work his farm, very few
people will be attracted to the land, especi-
ally when they see the very slight ehances
they have in the face of adverse circum-
stances, pests, etc., of making a comfortable
living at farming. Under this Bill it is pro-
pased to allow organisers to go on the farm.
If they do not interfere wilfully with the
employees, 1 presume that they can go on
at any time.

(GOVERNMENT MruBeRS: Hear, hear!

Mr. NOTT : If these conditions obtain, we
all know how easily the term ““ wilfully”’ can
be manipulated, so it will be free for them
to go on to the farm and interfere with the
working of the employees at any time they
wish.

. Hynes: The organiser has the privilege
of going on to the farm now.

Mr. BRUCE: But he must not carry a gun.

Mr. NOTT: I presume that the Govern-
went, in deciding to extend the scope of the
Arbitration Act so as to embrace rural
workers, came to the conclusion that prices
for farm produce will be standardized. or
that it will be necessary to standardise them
in some way. I think that the basis of
awards made under the Industrial Arbitra-
tion Act is wrong in deciding what wage 1s
sufficient to permit of a man, his wife, and
three children to live comfortably. In every
instance so far where an award has been
made it has been in relation to a domestic
industry, whereas the chief objeet of the
praposed amendment is to enable awards fo
be made governing the employecs in primary
industries, the products of which are com
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peting in the world’s market, and the prices
realised will have to be the basis of those
s. For instance, if the price of butter
is going to be fixed at a standard price of
2s. a lb.—and I think dairying and butter
production ought to offer better chances for
the development of Queensland than any other
industry—and in the overseas markot 1t is
fetehing 140s. a cwt., and that we take a
parcel of 10 lb, of butter. Say 60 per cent,
of this amount is exported. We will find
that those 6 ib. will bring 1s. 4d. per lb.,
therefore the other 4 1b, will have to bring
3s. a lb., which will be the price that the
Queensland or Australian consumer will have
to pay in order to realisc that standard price
of 2s. per Ib. If the price of butter is to be
standardised at s a Ib.. then these figures
will obtain: if 6 1b. will be sold overseas
at 1s. 4d. per b, the other 4 1b. wiil
have to be sold in Australia or Queensland
to our local consumers at Bs. 6d. per lb. to
bring the price of the 10 1b. of buster up to
Zs. a Jb. 1 am quoting these figures to let
everybody judge whether it is likely that we
can possibly bring about what mar be ealled
a. decent standard price for that very common
and necessary commodity, butter.

A GoveErRNMENT MEeMBER: Why not lower
the price and improve the cattle?

Mr. NOTT: When the Labour party came
into power I think the initial mistake was in
placing an embargo on the export of meat
and foodstufls.

The SECRETARY rOR PubLic WORKS: How
does that connect with this Bill?
Mr. NOTT: Just a little patience! Had

all that produce been exported and the
money for it received in Queensland, we
would have had at the present time a fair
market and a lot of extra money in the
country that could have been used by the
producers in paying increased
wages to develop industries and
produce primary products that
are necessary and are clamoured for in
Queensland. Instead of that, we find the
market for a good many of our foodstuffs
absolutely glutted.

There was a possibility then of making
our producers so much more prosperous, and
they would have had the money to pay the
Arbitration Court awards that are proposed
to be brought in. Since there would have
been d ready sale for whatever production
ther had, there would have been a chance
of increased income tax being levied. I con-
sider that in every industry great care must
be taken that nothing is done to jeopardise
if-.hﬁt industry or to bring about its down-
all.

When the hon. member for Cunningham
was speaking last night. he mentioned that
Arbitration Court awards were only possible
in domestic industries, and somebody quoted

{4 pm]

wool.  Well, wool competes in the world’s
markets.
Mr. Burcock: The Arbitration Court is

successfuily in operation in the wool industry.

Myr. NOTT: Yes, but in the case of the
wool industry we have practically a mono-
poly of the fine wools of the world, and that
monopoly protects the industry as well as, or
a good deal better than, any embargoes or
artificial Acts. It makes those engaged in
the industry able to afford the extra high

[25 Jury.]
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prices that are being paid to the workers in
the wool industry. 1f .we did not possess
that monopoly, we should not be able to com-
mand the price that we do for wool at the
present time.

There are several other matters that will
be greatly affected. Quite a number of men
who may be termed ** cheque book” farmers,
many of whom have been making very little
out of their farms, will probably continuc in
the industry if this Bill comes into effect,
for two particular reasons. One reason 1s
that the price of foodstuffs must certainly
go up because there will be so many less
producers. Another reason why they must
continue to work their farms, and arc con-
tinuing, although losing meoney, is to stop a
slump or downward trend in land values
in Queensland—a very important factor.
When these Arbitration Court awards do
come in, there is one phase that I hope will
not be lost «ight of. hat is, that they will
have to be obeyed on both sides. Means
will have io be found whereby it will be
possible to taake the workers abide by an
adverse decizion just as effectively as the
employers are made to abide by adverse
decisions.

Mr. Hyxes: I hope that you don’t take
un the same attitude that you did when the

Dickson award was made in the sugar
industry.

Mr. NOTT: At that time I was in the
sugar industry and went out of it just

before the award came out. 1 notice that
the Dickson award, in the two years after it
came into force, caused a great shortage in
the sugar production of Queensland, and a
great portion of the avea under sugar culti-
vation was relinquished. When you consider
that 20,000 acres of sugar land went out
of cultivation—that at £7 10s. or £8,
which was then about the cost per acre of
harvesting—there was practically a quarter
of a million pounds lost in wages during
those two years

Mr. Torev: Your statistics are very

unreliable. There was a record harvest the
first vear after the Dickson award.

The SPEAKER: Order! .
Mr. NOTT: I heard some interjections

thrown across the Chamber during the earlier
part of the debate in regard to the slavery
of the capitalistic system and so on. It
snems to me that these varjous artificial
conditions which are being imposed on all
industries in  Queensland are, perhaps,
imposed in the endeavour to get away from
the capitalistic system. We shall find our-
sclves under a bureaucratic system which
will be far more soulless than the capitalistic
system which has built up civilisation to its
present position. It seems to me that the
Labour party are likely to establish a condi-
tion whercby they will out-martinet the most
autocratic czar. It is a well-known fact that
necessity knows no law, and the industries
that we have established in Queensland have
been built up as a result of the law of
supply and demand, and, if anything is
done to alter the conditions through Arbi-
tration Court awards, it will be disastrous
to those industries, and the cost may be sc
increased that the high price will absolutely
destroy the demand. The Secretary for
Agriculture hasx stated on several occasions
that production should be for usc and not
for profit. That is a very disastrous tenet

Mr. Nott.]
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to hold, because, if vou do away with profit,
it means cfficiency and safety will be thrown
overboard.  Profit is the absolute guarantee
of efficieiicy und safe

Before resurring my seat, I would like to
mdko a fow wnuuks in wgud to appren-
In the frst place, T am particularly
elad tlaf the Sccretary for Public Works in
introducing the Bill admitted that the pre-

sent s tom of apprenticeship iz not satis-
fuctory and has not been eflective.  Any
alteration in  the apprenticeship system

whereby e can be assured of getting trained
artimn» in the various trades should be
welcomed. If boys are trained under Queens-
]m(l Londnxom we are likely to get the best
artisans for the industries concerned. I am
glad to know that under the proposal a
Ta arger number of apprentice; will be trained
than have been trained during the past few
venrs. Ioam aleo partlcularlv pleased to
krow that fhe Minister considers it necces-
sary fo train a greater number of appren-
tices than the number likely to-go out of
the various callings, so that there will be
an adequate pumber of trained employees
available for the develonment of the State.
I do not agree with the romarks of the
Mini«ter that grester skill was necessary in
certain calling, some years ago than is the

case to-day. At the ‘,)rf"»ont time it is
necegsary to have higher cofficiency so far
as skilled workers are concerned than was

the case in the past.

The SecrerirY ror PoBLi¢ WORKS:
nisunderstand my point.
convey was that

You
What I sought to
a large amount of work is

now done be machinery which forms crly way
done by hand. and. consequently. it m
not be neeossary to have so long a peried
of apprenticeship.

Mr. NOTT: I quite agree that a geod
deal of work that was plummlv done by
hand is now done by machinors, but the
men - controlling  that  machinery rhould
pessess greater skill than was ne
before. I have had <ome experience in con-
rection with the sugar mills. and I would

like to meniion cne little incident that came
vnder my netice. We had three shifts at the
sudar rmH and the engineer in charge of one
hlft, with the same machinery, “and the
same class of cane going fhrough the mill,
could pu* througsh during his ecight- hours
shift up to one and a-half tons more cane
than either of the other two engineers
during their shifts. The conditions were
the same i every waw, and it was because
of his superior skill and attention that
that man A sble to put more caue through
the rvoller«,  Anwone who has had charge of
men working machinery will have noticed
the same thlmr Even in driving a steam
pump  vou will  often find that one
tian can pump considerablv more water in
a given ti another man with the
sAIe  CO of fuel. Therefore, eoffi-
ciency i sary now, and skill
greater extent than ever

sumption
is even more nece
iz r(‘qmr“d to a
before in the hi-tory of the world.

I admit that the party in power have a

mandate to
and 1 would be surpr
ober thut mandate. When they went to
the country, the country knew positively
that, if they were roturned to power, this
class of legislation would be passed, and I
admil that I expected this class of legisla-
tion to be placed on the statute-book.

[Mr. Noti.

put  this legislation in foree,

od if they did not

[ASSEMBLY.]

Act Amendment Bill.

Me. HYNES (Townsville): 1 desire to
make a few observations in connection with
this most important amendment of this most
important Act. It is rather significant that
the leader of the OppOb]tl()Il should delegate
his pride of place to the deputy leader of
the Country party in_conncction with the
criticisms which have Leen launched av the
B]]l in this Chambev.

1r. BRAND :

Mr. HYNES: It is very significant. The
feader of the (hxposmon. as a matter of
practice, always replies to the Minister ingro-
ducing a Bill, and it is an indication that
hon. members opposite have not a sound
s when they put vp the deputy leader
of the Country partr to reply to the Minishar.
VOWLES :

Mr. IYNES:

“Why is it significant?

What nonsense !

In the whole of the argu-
ments wlich have heen adduced against the
Bill. we find the vei~e of the sweater appeal-
ing for the right to sweat the people who
are functioning in the rural industries of
this State. I am rather astounded in the
‘mmlhoth century, in the most democratic

tate in  the Commonwe a}th to find an
( Jpposition in Queensland who are prepared
to voice the opinion that the rural industries
should b left under sweated conditions. A
great deal has been said about the fact that
the rural industries up to the present have

rot heen covered by an award of the
Arbitration Court.
ThL Minister, when speaking last night,

de voference to the fact that Sir Samuel
Gn[hth as far back as 1890 attempted to
bring in an Arbitr (mon Bill for the purpose
of 10(4ulatm(* the hours and conditions of
indusrialists in this State. Going further
back, I find that Dioclctian, an Emperor of
Romie sixteen centurics ago. issued an edict
fixing the wages paid in rural industries in
the Roman Kmpire. T mar state. for the
edification of the hon moember for Logan
and the hon. member for Dalby. that he also
found 1t necessary to fix lawyvery feex
Laughter.) I have had consislerable experi-
enes of the operation of the Industrial Arbi-

tration Act since it was initiated in 1916,
through myv association with the Australian
Workers” Union as an advocate of the

workers in the Industrial

Arbitration Court.
The

speceches  of hon. members opposite
remind me of the arguments which have
always been adduced before the Court when

we have been endeavouring to sccure a fair
share of the wealth which the workers are
]))‘Cd.]"!l]f" in the industries of Gueensland.
I know from my own cxperience that the
conditicns of the workers have been consider-
ably improved through the operation of the
Avbitration Act, and this amendment of the
Act i3 verr necessary in order to bring in a
lat number of industrialists who are really
des 1z of the same conditicns and treat-
ment which are being meted cut to other
workoers in Quoens fand. Tlon. members oppo-
site think thar I knuw nothing about the
rural industrics in Scouth Queensland; but T
have worked In the dair :nd wheat indus

7

o
e

3 in the southern portions of the State.
I know that there is no reason why those
industring shou‘;d not be covered by an

Arbitration Court award.

My Zlomeax: That was in the dark ages.
Mr. HYNES: I do not look upon the
Avbitration Act, or ansthing likely to come
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be-all or end-sll
aspirations of the working classes. T realise
that we cannot expest an amendment of
the Industrial Arbitration Act or of any
Act in this Chassber to do anvthing in
conucction with abolishing the wage system;
but, for all that, I know that through
the instrumentalits c¢f the Arbitration Act
we have been alle to sccure ar amcliora-
tion of the conditions of the worke aind
to improve the conditions of the men and
vomen in Queensland who have to toil fer
thieir living., We have been able to prevent
sweating aud bring about a reduction of
hours, and we have been able to do this
without condemning our wives and depen-
dents to the strife and misery which a strike

from it, as the of the

or dircet action inveriably means.  There
are two alternatives to arbitration, There
i the round-tzble conference, which my

experience shows is worthless as a means of
obtaining redress for our industrial griev-
ances or improvement of our conditions,
The cther alternative is direet action, This
party stand for arbitration. We are oppored
to dirret action; but we krnow that hon.
wmemboers oprasiie favour dircet action, 1
have v my mind’s eve an incident which
oceurred when the Dickson award was made
law in the State. After a long ficht in the
Arbitration Court, when he Swhole of the
ovideness was placed befere the judge, he
made an award which gave certain hours and
conditions to the employeers engaged in that
particular industry. We found hon. mem-
b cpposite, particularly the hon. member
for Muani. going round euitating the minds
of the * cockies’ in the Mackay m'd Mirani
disiriets and getting them to strike against
the award of the Court; and sot ‘rhc* tall
us that the industrial organisers of the Siate
are ehwaes stivring up industrial stmfo. 1
say, without fear of contradiction, that the
hon. r:embor for Mirani delibe rately went
out ard agitated, and brought about a strike
in the Mackay district against the Dickson
award.
Me. SwayNe: I was not there.

Mr. HYNES: We are only asking for the
san:» provisiovs to be placed in the Querns-
land Act as are alrcady incorporated in the
Commonwealth  Arbitretion Act, 1904-1911.
The definition of ‘“industry” in that Act
makes 15 possible for the industrial unions
in tho Commonwealth to secure an award
gover: rural indusiries in this and any
other S'ate.  For the mfmm tien of hon.
membeors opposite, I will read that definition.
“Indurtry” includes—

&

“(a) Any business, trade, manufacture,
undertaking, or calling of cmplovers, on
land or water;

“A(h) Any exlling, service. emplovment,
handicraft, or indusirial occupati
avocation of employers on land or water;
ar )‘l

fey A branch
grcup of industries.

of an

531

industry or a

‘We are asking that the same provision be
placed in the Queensland Act. I have not
heard them squealing in the other parts of
the Commonyrealth about the provisions in the
Commonweaslth Arbitration Act, under which
the unions concerned can secure awards
covering the rural industries. We know that,
as far back as 1910, in the fruitgrowing
industry in South Australia and Vietoria, an
award was sccured frorm the Federal Arbitra-
¢ion Court. Under that award, notwithsisnd-
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inrg the dismal prognostications which were
indulged in at the time, ihe fruitgrowing
industry in those States has made pheno-
menal progress during the time the award has
operated.  We find that the same thing has
obrmntd in the sugar industryv., IHon. mem-
Lvs opposite are opposed to the principle of
arhitration.

OvrrositIoN MEMBERS :

Mr. HYNES: We find that the hon.
member for Oxley, the deputy leader of the
United party, is rcported in the Brisbano
“ Daily Mail” of 22nd August, 1921, as fol-
lows—

“ 1 contend that the Arbitration Court
has been one of the main causes of the
stagnation which exists here to-day. The
edifice of the Arbitration Court must be
pulled down.”

‘We are not.

During the time I was contesting the Federal
eleetion, I received an extraovdinary com-
mnmcatmn from the scerctary of the Single
Purpose League. This lcague is a kind of
emplo;ers Ku Klux Xlan which has been
formed for the purpose of abol ishing arbi-
tration. Fon. members opposite will prob-
ably dissociate themselves from it. T find in
that communication that practically the whols
of the political anti-Labour crganisatiotis of
the Commonwealth have pTum ‘d themselves
to support the objerts of thizs association.
This iz how the communication reads-—

¢ Welbourne, 22nd Nevember, 1622.
“ M. P. Hynes, Esq
Townsville, Quesnsland.

“ Dear Sir,—

T am instructed by my Executive
to aszcertsin your attitude in regard to
the abolition of compulsory d]blth\hon
and the substitution of voluuntary concilia-
(]On.

“ For vour information and guidance
desire to inform you that—

(1) The Federal Country p=2
ple to advocate the abol
compulsory arbitration.

2) The Liberal Union I‘]a’rfmm \)10-
vides for the aboll‘mon of compulsory
arbitration and the substituilon of
councils of concilistion and wages
boards.

(3) The Tasmanian National candi-
5 will be pledged to advocate the
of Commonwealth Arbitra-

[

da
abolition
tion Court.

(4) South Australian Liberal o =i
dates will be pledged to vote for the
abolition of compulsory arbitration.

5) The South Australian Irdustrial
Disputes Bill, which aims at the sboli-
tion of compulsory arbitration, has
passed the second reading.

6) The New South Wales Irdustrial
Arbitration (Amendment) Bill hes been
passed by Legislative Assembly of that
State.

(7 The Associated Chambers of
Manufacturers, who represent the
mluufa(‘fmmg intercsts of Awnstralia,
at their 15th Annusl Mesting held in
Sydney in October, 1922, c'u]lnd the
following resolution :—

That this mecting of Associated

Chambers of Manufacturers is of the

Mr. Hynes.]
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opinion that compuliory arbitration
and conciliation has failed to accom-
plish the purposes for which it was
instituted, and should therefore be
abolished.

That the conference favours volun-
tary conciliation and wages boards
in which the chairman has no casting
vote.

That Federal jurisdiction should be
confined to industries of only Federal
character-—such  as  shipping—and
legislation to effect this should defin-
itely define the ambit of such.

‘“ It must be quite clear from the fore-
going, that the movement for the aboli-
tion of compulsory arbitration is rapidly
developing throughout Australia, and T
would thercfore be pleased to receive
your answers to the following ques-
tions :—

(1) Are you in favour of the aboli-
tion of compulsors arbitration?

. (2) Ave you in favour of wages boards

in which tho chairman has no casting

vote 77’

I am prepared to say that, if this letter was
submitted to any hon. member on the other
side, his answer to both questions would be
“Yes.”

Mr. MAXWELL :
platform ? .

Mr. HYNES: T have not. Some reference
has been made to the apprenticeship prob-
lem which we know confronts legislators of
this State. The ex-deputy leader of the

United party, the late member

[4.30 p.m.] for  Townsville, Mr. Gureen,
although he says that he is

in favour of arbitration, took exception
in his own business to a ruling under an
Arbitration Court award, and adopted cer-
tain action which was instrumental in defeat-
ing it. I have a copy of his letter here, sent
to the managers of the shops of W. II.
Green, Limited, in which he asked them to
dismiss various junior employees because
they had qualified for the wage prescribed
by the award. The thing speaks for itsclf—
“ Townsville, 6th December, 1921.
“ Messrs. W. H. Green, Limited,

“ Chemists, Broadway.

“ Dear Sirs,—A ruling has been
obtained from the Shops and Factories
Inspector and from the Arbitraiion
Court which declares that all messengers
come under the provisions in the Shop
and TFactcries Act laid down for
assistants of the first, second, and third
years’ experience, and so on.

“This means that the salary which
they obtain will be greatly increased,
and in reality, as far as our businmess is
concerncd, is an absurdity.”’

There is always an absurdity in increasing
the salaries of the employees, in the eyes of
the employer—

“The first year’s experience in your
diztrict for males is 10s. 6d., fomales
16s.; second sear, males 23s., females 19s.
g;i‘; third year, males 30s. 6d., femalcs

s.

~ “You will realise that thiz will make
it Impossible for us to retain any messen-
gers beyond a period of two years, and

[Mr. Hynes.
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it will be necessary to dispense with the
services of anvy who exceed this period.
This is the practice that is being adopted
by the various storekeepers here owing
to this absurd ruling.

“We would therefore be wnleased if
you will give this matter your attention.

“ Kind regards,
“ Yours faithfuly,
“W. H. Grreex.”

And yet these people tell us that they are
sympathetic with the objects of the Arbitra-
tion Act!

Mr. Kirwin: They said during the elec-
tion that they wanted to extend the Act.

Mr. HYNES: Something has been said in
connection with the sugar industry. We find
that the sugar industry Is in a much more
prosperous condition to-day than it was in
1912, when it was first covered by an award
of the Arbitration Court, which haz pre-
scribed a pretty high rate of wages when

compared with the wages paid on the
Darling Downs, for instance. In 1912 the

number of growers of sugar-cane in Queens-
land was 4,238; the sugar produced was
130,060 tons; the average price of cane

5. per ton; and the value of
as £1,4583,764. In 1922, after an
award had been operating in the industry
fer ten years, the number of growers had
increased to 4.700: the sugur produced was
288,928 tons; the average price was £2 1ls,
4d. per ton of cane; and the value of the
crop £8.363,815. That wmeans that the
growers had become prosperous by reason
of the fact that they had been brought under
an Arbitration Court award, and that their
industry had been legislated for by the
Labour partv. I interjected last night, when
the deputy leader of the Country party was
speaking., and he replied that the sugar
industry enjoyed abnormal conditions, that it
had a protective tariff, and that it had been
specially legislated for, and therefors could
not be cited as an instance where the appli-
cation of awards to rural industries had been
a success. I wish, however. to point out
that since the sugar agreement came into
existence the world’s parity has always been
in excess of the amount paid for sugar in
Australia. 8o where does the protection
come in? We find that granulated sugar in
Queensland to-dav is costing the consumer
2kd, to Ed. per lb., and that the same sugar
in London is costing the consumer 8d. per
Ib. We find that the reverse obtains in the
butter industry. According to this morning’s
“Courier,” the world’s parity is 140s. per
cwt., which runs out at 1s. 3d. per lb.;
whereas locally butter is bringing 224s. or
2s. per lb. to the consumer. TIs not that
protection?  The butter producer has a
higher protection than the sugar-grower, and
he can well afford to be brought within the
scope of the Arbitration Act. 'The specches
of hon. members opposite are all balderdash.
designed to appeal to the vrejudices of con-
servative-minded clectors 11 their districts.

Hon. members opposite know that it is
high time all industrics were brought within
the scope of the Industrial Arvbitration Act
There 1s nothing to be said against it
have already said that the alternative is
direct action or a round-table conference. T
have had some cxperience of the latter, and
I know that the workers get no protection
from a round-table conference at all. The
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fon. member for Mirani knows something finding himself, to be allowed ration
about round-table conferences, and I am money. The rate of wages for herse-
woing to expose a little scheme which the drivers during the crushing season tc be
non. member had in hand back in 1906, 26s. per \\eeh up to three horses and
svhich was the first time we attempted to found; and over three horses the rate te

regulate conditions in the sugar industry.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaNDs: Do you
romomber the time he ‘‘ scabbed’?

.HYNES: Ves. Thisis an e\tla(t from
tho 1eport in the Mackay ¢ Pioneer” of 14th
April, 1906, of a conference held on the 9th
of that month between representatives of the
Pioneer River Farmers and  Graziers
Association and the Sugar Workers’ Union

“The Pioneer River Farmers and

Graziers’ Associztion were represented
by Messrs, Adams, Swayne, Beldin, and
Johnson, and the Sugar Workers” Union
by Messrs. Harrington, Duun, Madigan,
and Swan. The following maximum
rates were agreed upon:-—

(1) On flat serub or forest land whers
the crop exceeds 18 tons to the acre
the rate for cutting and loading into
drays or wagons shall be 3s. per ton.

(2) On the xame description of land
when poltablo tramline is used the
rates shall be 3s. 6d. per ton, to include
the laying and lifting of rails and
hauling of trucks., for which purpose
the growers shall provide horses.

(3) On similar land where the won-
nage is from 12 io 18 tons inciusive
the rate for drav or wagon to lf::
6d. and for trawmline 4s. per ion)

Mr. Swavxg: Tell us what the price of
cane was then.
Mr. HYNES:

f5) Inm ca5eB where the portable

tramline is  used the as:ocintion

requests the grower to asis in prepar-
ing the track to the field on which to
lay the rails-—with sespifier or other
hoise implements,

(5) Where the crop does not reach

12 tons per acre or is grown on hili

scrub the contract rate to be left to

the grower and contractor to mutuall
agree upon.

(6} That the association cauxe to hbe
drawn up by a member of the legal
profession a form of agrecment con-
taining amongst its conditions (¢) That
when the canc is burned a deduction of
1s. per ton be made in the contract
price.”’

That meant that the cutter would got 2s. a
ton for cuiting burnt cane under this
generous agreement—

“(by That 20 per cent. of the money due
be retained by the grower or hiz agent
until the completion of the contract to be
forfeited in case of its wnon-fulfilment.
(¢) Also a clause providing the penalty
for absence of cutters from work through
avoidable cause, such penalty to be cal-
eulated upon the length of absence from
work, by forfeiture of earnings according
to average for the crushing season. (d)
On the other hand, should the employer
wilfully hinder the canecutters in the
performance of their contract he shall find
them work at the same rate.”

This is the important part—
“In the case of wages men for cane-
cutting, the rates to be 5s. per day and
found; or, in the event of the worker

be 30s. per we nd found. For hoeing
and gcnelal worlk, durmg tho whole year

round a rate of 3s. dd. per day and
found.”
Mr. Swayne: The price for cane then was

only 103, per ton.

Mr. HYNES: I want to direct attention to
the despicable tactics that were adopted by
the hon. member for Mirani and his as.-*ociates
in connection with this confercnce. This go=
down as a classic 1n the industrial hm'ny ot
Queenstand. We find {hat at that particulir
conference the three mn who were taken
from the fields to represent the workers knew
nothing about the terms used in framing
industrial agreemoents. The hon. member for
rani and his associates had inserted in the
agreement the words, * The maximum rate
shall be.” They deliberately used the word
‘maximum ”’ in the place of ¢ minimum,”
and the legal position was that, if the
fermers pald in excess of 3« per ton for
cutting cane, or 3s. 4d. a day for wages, they
would be bhreaking the agreement; but
they had the liberty to pay as little as they
liked under the rates set out in that agrec-
ment. That was a round-table confercnce.
That is what thoy want tu go back to. They
always had the privilege of being able to swing
the big hammer on the “101]\015 who met them
in conference. That is why we want the pro-
tection of the court. We want the protection
of the court for all workers in Quecnsland.
I have proved thaf where the court has fixed
an award covering rural industrialists not
only the worker has bencfited, but the farmer
has benefited to a phenomenal extent. That
is the case in the sugar industry in Queens-
land, and in the fruit industry in South
Australia and Vietoria. We find that the
spplication of awards to manufacturing indus-
tries has had the same effect, and has led
to an increase in the owtput per head of the
operatives who are furctioning in the parti-
cular industries covered by those awards.

Mr. MorGax: That is because of the use
of up-to-date machinery.

Mr., HYNES: I find on looking at the
Commonwealth ¢ Year Book” for 1922 that
the value of the output from the Queensland
factories in 1916 was £25,541.024, and in 1921,
when practically the whole of those industries
had been covered by Arbitration Court
awards, the value was £39,783,678, or an
irerease during the operation of the Act of
£14,242,654. The outpul per employee for
1916 is valued at £631, and in 1921, after the
irdustries had been covered br awards, the
value had increased to £921, showing an
increase of £282.

Mr. Dmacon: Tell us something about the
cost of living.

Mr. HYNES: We have done something
with respect to the cost of living by intro-
ducing price-fixing legislation. We nave
incrensed the coffective wage of the workers,
and the farmers have also benefited as a
result of that.

Mr, Morcax: The hon. member is speaking
with a good deal of latitude. Ie is talking
all over the place.

Mr. Kirwan: If he gives vou enough rope,

you will hang yourself. )
Mr. Hynes.]
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Mr. HYNES: I desire to point out the
fallacy’ of the argument adduced by hon.
members opposite, who state that, if we
I\eep down the wages in the rural 1ndustrms
the consamer will benefit.  The reverse is the
position. The consumer will not benefit, and
the producers then will be at a distinct

advantage when compared with industrics
that are covered by awards. By bringing

them unde: the operation of the awards and
mereasing the wages, you arc increasing the
purchasing power of i1he major portion of
the consumers of the State. That is an
cconomic fact that we cannot get away from.
The woerkers form the major portion of the

censumers in the Stsate, and, if rou reduce
their wages, vou reduce tnen puuha,r ng
posrer, and consequonﬂy there is no demand

for the products produced within the State.
I maintamn that there is no reason why the
workers in the rural industries of (u,oons—
land -hould not be covered by an Arbitration
Court award.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): The hou. member
for Townsville commenced his remarks by
saying that the amendments to be plurmcd
by the Opposition disclosed the hand of the
sweater.  [ie went back into the durk

ages
that we heard something about a few days

ago in this Chamber. He referred to the
Empm’m Diceletian fizing the rate of wages
in rural indusiries and also fixing lawvem
fees. 1 would remind him also that it was
custcmary for the senators in those days to
wear the toga as the insiguia of office, like
the ‘\pvzu\m» gown., Ouly last mght the
Minister in charge of the Bill said that, if
we looked to the utterances of the late Sir
Samuel Griflith, we would find that in 1890
he advocated that a man should receive a
fair reward for his labour. which would be
sufficient to keep him and his dependents in
reasonable comfort,  If you look further
back. you will find that the first State in
Australian history 10 rccognise the principle
of a ba-lc wage was \’mtm]a when Sir
Alexandor Peacack, tho then 1’1(}“11(‘1. titro-
duced his Shops and Factorics Act, reguleting
the hours of work and the lowest vote of
wages to be paid. There is nothing new in
that principle. If vou even lock into the
history of previcus (Governments in (Queens-
land you will find that a good many of the
principles which are coutained in the prin-
cipal Act and in the humanitarian legislation
which we hear so much about to be found
on our staiute-book were placed there long
before the advent of this Labour Govern-
ment; yer they refuse to give credit to the
Goveraments which passed that legislation.
rernment are every dav amending in
ion that was suggested br members

sition during recent Parliaments.
Every principle that is brought forward now
to be placed on the statute-book was brought
forwurd by hon. members en this side during

the lest three or four years, and they were
wronglully refused by the Governmone «
they vere so brought forward. The hen.

member  for Townsville spoke about the
deputy leader of the Country partr heing
deputed to reply to a measure which s
almost essentially  a country one.  As the
ex-leader of the Country party, T appreciate

what the leader of the Oppesition has done
in deputing to the Country pa cpon-

ing of the discussion on a Bill that is essenti-
ally a country one. It is not a new practice
in “this Chamber, because the hon. member
has got to realise that we arce two distinct

partics—one to lcok after country interests

[Mr. Hiynres.
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after indusirial and
It is thevefore only
line of demavcation

and the other to look
metropolitan interests.
a fair thing that the
should be defined, and where it is cs-ential
in such matters as we arc interested in w2
should be given the opportunity of leading
on it and giving our views.

Mr. PEesse: That is
Morris Hughes said.

not what William

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. member for
rather incounsistent in

Tovwnsville, too, was

some of his remarks., Reference was madoe
bv him to a cireular letter which Jiv. Green,
the ex-member fol Townsville. evidently
seni round to some of his branch departments
cr in some  other dlr“ctlon nd it was
clsimed that, a= deputy leader oi the United

pa he was opposed to giving a fdll‘ wage.
Yot is it not on record that My, T Jones,
who was once a supborter of thi;t Govorn-
moent, and who contested a seat in the recent

rlection in the interests of 'this Government,
went into the Arbitration Court and fought
a claim for wages by his employecs?

OrpositioN Mexsers @ Hear, hear!

Mr. VOWLIES: Let us go a little bit
further in their inconsistencics, Were we not
told br no less an authority than the *“ Daily
Standard,” the official organ of the Labour
party, that oven during the last election
non-union men printed the placards “ Vote
for Labour” in RBrisbane? (Laughter.)

Mr. Xrewax: What is that you said?

Mr. VOWLES: The “Standard” is respon-
sible for this statement—that non-union men
wore responsible for printing the plac

“Vote for Tabour” at the recent election.
(Reaewed laughter.)
Mr. KrwiaN: You withdraw that so far

as I am concerned.

Mr. VOWLES: It is only natural thag
legislation, such as industrial legislation,
should e amended from time to time. We
have to keep abreast of the times, and we
have to keep abreast of the inaccuracies and
shortcomings of our legislation, which are
ouly obvious when they have been put into
operation. We were told by the Scerctary
for Public Works that, so far as the cuestion

of mtices was concerned, the position
had arisen that there was: a shortage of
skilled labour and a preponderance of
unskilled labour in many places. Such a

position is to be 1'e<r10ft0d, anfl the Secretary
for Public Wor tried to show that the
fault does not lic with his department and
the legislation. That statement is rather
remarkable to me. I certainly am not very
miuch in touch with the inside running of the
apprenticeship  question, but I have iead
the newszpapers from time to time, and I
have scon especially in the past year, com-
plaints of the injustice which is being done
to the south of the State by the fact that
they do not have the privilege of learning a

trade as they should have. T noticed at
the timn that there was a very marked
silenece on the part of the Mini-ter. and

th Minister who was in cha
department at that time

The SrcrETARY 7OR PUrEnic WORKS :
department do you wmean?

M, VOWLES
of the matter.

zqo of the

Which

The department in charee

The Secrersry ror Pupric Works: The
Department of Public Works has never had
cortrol of apprentires. and will not have

until afier the pawsage of thix Bill.
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Mr. VOWLES : Whoever it may have been
remained silent.  The Secretary for Public
Works in those days was a private member,
and I never heard h]m got up in his place in
this House aund poiut out the shortcomings
and ask that they be rectified.

The Secrerary vor Pusnic Works: I will
quote some of my own specches now if you
like. (Laughter.)

Mr. VOWLES : It has been my misfortune

en mLm) occasions to have sat in this

Chamber and listened io them, and I do

not wish to sit here now and have them
licted on me again.

It is goenerally recognised that the law
relating to_apprentices, “should he altered in
the direction of giving to the wouthful
memh( s of ﬂm community of this State the
advantages and privileges of learning trades.
We were told last night that an innovation
is to be introduced so that apprentices in
the future need not be apprenticed to one
particular individual. but may be passed
from job to job.

The SrCRETARY FCR PuBLIC WORKS:
was rendercd necessary by
existing in certain callings.

Mr. VOWLES: Oue of the largest
cmployers of labour is the Department of
Public Works, and I wish to know if the
vouths of the city are to have the privilege
of becoming appmntlcel to the department?

The SeCRETARY FOr PUBLIC WORKS: Yes.
As a maticr of fact, the depariment at the
present time has fifty apprentices.

Rir. VOWLIES: That provision is ali
right, provided the youths are to get the
wxvautagm, but, if those advantages are
o be extended in one direction, they should
be extended in other dircctions, more parti-
cularly iu C(‘I’!HO(TIUH with the nlo(‘trlcal trade
and similar callings, where therc is going to
be, 1n the future, a big demand for skilled
labour.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC VWORKS:
is the trouble now;

That

the conditions

That
40 per cent. of the boys

wish to be apprenticed to the electrical
rrade.

Mr. VOWLES: Exactly, because the_y sce
i the future great opportunities and big

wages. 1 say they shounld have 11]05(‘ oppot-

tunities. I notice, tco, that there is going
to be introduaced into this logls,»ation the
following paragraph :-—

“In evers case svhere five or more

persons, being or alleging themselves to
be pariners. are working in association
in any calling ov indust cach of such

persons shall be classed as and be deemed
to be an employee; and the partnership
firm constituied by them, cr alleged so
to he, shall be deemed to bu the

emplozxer of cach such perzon.’

I am just wondering whethor that 1x intended
fo affect that class of individual in whom
the hon. moember for Herbert said quite
recently he was so interested. That is the
Italians, who in Neorth Cuecnsland by their
co-operative methods have established farms
and worked them to thelr mutnal benefit and
profit.

Mr. Prawr: Yes, and thev
the Arbitration Churt awards,

Mr., VOWLES: My point is, that in
hitting at this individual wou are showing
your objection to employees banding them-

are all under

[25 JuLv.]
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selves together in a partnership for co-opera-
tive effors. and to their thrift and advantage.
That is miy interpretaticn of that provision,
and [ shall ask the Secretary  for Public
Works et ancther stage a question in order
that we may know c¢xactly whom this pro-
vision is being aimed at, and what will be
eilect.

To my mind, the most important altcration
o the existing law is this simple little pro-
sion on the face f it, which reads—
“1u proviso (i.}) of section 5 of the
principal Act, all words from and includ-
g *or to persons engaged’ to the end
of proviso (i.) are 1gp0110d.

The words do vot scem very much, but the
effect, in my opinion, is going to be very
drestic. It means that all classos of persons
—workers who hitherto have been excluded
from the opemt ons of the Industrial Arbi-
tration Act—are now to be included. It
ircludes tl ¢ farmer in every direction in
which the farmers work. As I said in the
early stage of this measure, until such time
as the Government are able to show that the
nan 1)1imm ily engaged in the agricultural
111(.u<1w~tzmt is, the bess or the employer—
i= able to get out of the industry sufficient
remunerstion for himselfl and members of
his family actively cugaged in the industry
to pax e a basic wage, it would be
eriminal to impose conditions on him so far
@ Iabour is concerned, as it wiil mean that
Liis cmployces will gei more out of the
industry than he will bimself. 1 lay it down
a general priveiple that artificial wages
ou'(l not be created in any industry unless

vou o create  artificial prices in order that
the cost shall be passed on to somebody clse,
thereby justifying the incrcass in wages

by the increased cost of the commodity.
This amending Bill shows the nccessity of

giving due consideration to the legislation
gotue through the House, It ﬂ‘(cmphﬁeb the
f

act that frequent amendments are nececisary
n e\xxtmg legislatior: and that, as a result
of the hurry-senrry that went on previcusly,
we nos have to deal with two
[5 pm.] Act:. Ihan would not have Leen
necessary had time been given
when the Supreme Court and the Magistrates
Ceurts Aets were under considerstion, because
those matiers would have been powto\} ont
atl the time, nother matter deals with sec-
tion 8 o[ the principal Act, which reads—
¢ Without limiting tho generality of
’cr powers of the court, the court may
vike an award with relerence to a rali-
Jng sr callings—
“ A7) The conrt shall he entitlad to con-
sider the prosperity of the calling.”
- when we got do\\n t
tion,

subsaction (viii.) of
vhich refers to

ng or nl* »ring  the carl -
closing ])mv sions of the Acts relating to
factories and shops to any extent decmedd
proper or convenient, and in particulay
so thst any shop, business, or prrson to
which or to whom such pmvwo AR
applicable may Dbe whelly or partls
velieved of the incidence of such pro-
vizigns—

it is propused to add this new subclause—
¢ Ordering that where an award has
fixed a starting lime and a ceasing time
for emplorees engaged in any calling it
shall not be lawful for any person to
rork at such calli ide of such fixed
work at such calling outside of such fixed

Mr. Vowles. ]
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@

hours, subject, however, to such exemp-
tion as the court in such award may
determine.”

1 do not know what the intent of that is,
but I would like the Minister at a later stage
io lot us know ecxactly the reason for that
alteration. 1t appears to me that a man
will not be entitled to go inside his own
premises after certain working hours even
to clean up, or to atteud to his books, or
do the hundred and one things that an
smployer should be entitled to do as o matter
of right in his own premises at whatever
time he likes. If such restrictions are to be
imposed, you are unnecsssarily interfering
with the likertics of the individual

I see provision is to be made concerning
domestic servanis«, I am not quite clear
whether it is the intention to regulate the
wages of domestic servants. The Bill simply
says that the court shall have power to deter-
mine the maximum number of working days
and hours in any week in which domestic
servants are to work. There is nothing wrong
with that, and in any decent household such
a practice has been 1n vogue for a consider-
able time. Domestics are not the slaves the
seople on public platforms would lead the
general public to believe they are. Their
honrs are regulated.

An Opposition MEeMBER: They regulate

them themselves as a rule.

Mr. VOWLES : They have plenty of spare
time. The only thing 1s that there is a limi-
tation so far as the week is concerned. I
you are going to create such a rate of wages
as will correspond with the basic wage or
anything in propartion to it, you are ygoing
to inflict an injustice on the employer and to
ircrease unemployment,

~ The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIc WORKS: What
is the female basic wage now? Take the
value of board from that basic wage

Mr. VOWLES: The point is that, where
people have not a superabundancy nf cash
it will mesn that any time when the
mother of such a family requires assistatce
it will be beyond her power to get it. and o
vou are going to do an injustice to her.

I have had experience in connection with
industrial troubles in the country in a small
way. I votice that now a person who per-
forms a certain cless of work, whether
requested to do so or not, and whether with
the knowledge of his cmployer or not, is
cuiitled as a matter of right to receive the
Lighest rate of wages under any award for
the class of work that he does. I have seen
many cases of imposition upon employers
Men who were employed as general labourers
have done something outside of that employ-
ment, and so made the employer respousible
for paying him at the rate fixed for that
outside work. Supposing a man on a farm,
doing ordinary farm work, is asked io start
an engine—it may take him only five minutes
—and he spends the remainder of the Aay
at his ordinary agricultural work, he would
be centitled to the highest rvate of wages
applicable to the work he had performed
during those five minutes. I say that is out
of all reason. Jf the principle is to apply,
14 should be in this form—that, unless the
employer can be shown to have acquiesced in
the employee doing that work, he should not
be held responsible.

Mr. WEIR: A good case in the court, but
not here.

[Mr. Vowles.
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Mr. VOWLES: The Bill will compel the
employer to pay the higher wages whether
he knows or not.

Mr. Weir: The court will decide it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORES: I will
explain all that later.

Mr. VOWLES : I want the hon. gentieman
t6 explain it clearly when we get into Com-
mittee. I notice that the Government have
introduced the principle of retrospectivity.
Whether a person has any knowledge or not
of certain awards, an order may be made
retrospective.

The Secrersry ror Pusuic Works: The
Court has always had power to make retro-
spective awards. It is often done now with
the consent of the two parties.

Mr. VOWLES: It is done when a person
has a knowledge of what is going on. Sub-
clause (3) of clause 10 reads—

¢ Failure to give notice to any person
of all or any of the proceedings leading
up to any award binding upon him shall
not invalidate or be deemed to have
invalidated any award, but such person,
if he considers himself prejudiced by
such award, may apply to the Court to
vary the same, and the Court may vary
the same accordingly in such manner and
to such extent as it thinks proper, and
may give retrospective operation fo any
such variance of such award.”

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
is wrong with that?

Mr. VOWLES: It is the principle of
retrospectivity that I object to. 1t is a wrong
principle, and people who enter into a busi-
ness contract are prejudiced to some extent.
VYou will find in big contracts let to-day that
there is a clause which makes provision for
an alteration of price if there is an altera-
tion of the award and an alteration in the
rates of pay.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
explain all that in Committee.

My, VOWLES: That is what T am asking
the hon. gentleman to do.

The SrEcrETARY FOR PusLic Worxs: What
about the employers’ organisations?

My. VOWLES: The Bill simply gives them
power 1o register themselves as industrial
organisations. 'The following provision is
added to the definition of * employer” :—

“ A person carrying on a calling ia
which employees are usually employed is
an cmployer, notwithstanding that for
the time being he does not employ any
employee therein.”

T would like to ask the Minister whether it
is ke intenton to give a person who under
crdinary circumstances would employ labour
hut at the time is not employing labour the
kenefit of this provision.

Tho SECRETARY FOR Pubnic Worxs: It gives
them the benefits of that clause. It also
applies in other directions.

Mr. VOWLES: I know it applies in other
directions. T would like to know if that is the
intention, because that may be a very laud-
able object, but it applies in another direction
which may be harmful. It is a machinery
Bill, and we shall be able to get more infor-
mation in Committee than on the second
reading. The principles are there: Certain
persons who previously were exempted as

What

I will
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the result of the action of the Legislative
Council are now to bo brought under the
Act. I remember when the Wheat Pool Bill
was going through reading the remarks of
4he Hon. Mr. Dunstan, who said he would
sever rest until all employees were brought
under the Arbitration Act.

Mr. DasE: You used it against him in the
Maranoa.

Mr. VOWLES: I used 1t against him in
the Maranoa, and used it very effectively,
with the result that he was defeated. I quite
agree with what was sald this afternoon—
that, when the Legislative Coucil on two or
three occasions resisted successfully  these
impositions so far as the rural workers were
concerned, the Government were in duty
bound, after submitting to the people the
suestion of the abolition of the Upper House
on account of the acts that they had done.
to respect the opinion of the majority of
the people. Thev should have recognised
that the people, more particularly the
country people, who voted in such large
numbers for the retention of the Upper
House, did so because the members of the
Council had been loyal to those people and
bhad resisted the imposition of the prin-
ciples of arbitration to their industries. If
you are going to regard the will of the
people and refer matters to the people at all,
then the Government should take notice even
at this stage of the opinions of the people
of Queensland, and not be influenced by a
compact made with the industrial organiuu-
tions who at the Emu Park Conference
recently traded away seme of their rights
and their principles, and the Government
did the same, for political support, and made
a compact with that orgamsation that one
of the first pieces of legislation to be put
on the statute-book would be an extension of
the Industrial Arbitration Act to all classes
of industries and to all persons engaged in
those industries. That is well known to be
so, and why should any Government, in
order to fulfil the desires of industrial
organisations, ignore the claims and rights
of the people who are primarily affected by
this legislation, and those are the people who
have their fortunes sunk in these particular
industries and are responsible for carrying
them on? It is all very well for hon.
members on the other side to say that the
worlers in country districts are entitled to
the same rates of pay or even higher rates
of pay than those who work in the cities
receive, That is perfectly rrue. A man who
lives in a remote part and who suffers dis-
abilities and has not the pleasures enjoyed bx
these living in cities should certainly receive
a higher rate of pay. With our public
servants we rccognise that principle, beeause
we give a higher rate of pay to the people
who live in places remote from civilisa-
tion. But why not get right back to the
beginning of things? If we are going to
try to keep these industries going and make
them possible; if we are going to try and
develop Queensland and bring people here

Mr. KIRWAN :
we want.

Mr. VOWLES: If we are going to bring
people here to help to develop Queensland;
if we are going to encourage immigrants to
come from the other side of the world,
surely we should not impose cornditions in
connection with their industries that we
know well those industries are unable to
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bear! One hon. member quoted the sugar-
workers and the sugar-growers.

Mr. Hynes: And the fruit industry in
Victoria and South Australia.

Mr. VOWLES: I am talking about Queens-
land to-day. The hon. member for Towns-
ville guoted the Dickson award, and he said
that we on that occasion howled out against
the -injustice that was being done. Mem-
bers on both sides of the House at the time
reglised how impossible it would be to carry
on the industry under those labour con-
ditions, What was the result? The Dickson
award remained in operation for about two
years, and there was a decreased acreage put
under cane as a result. I have heard one
hon. member quote figures to show that there
was an increased yield. There might have
been a more prolific year, but the fact
remains that there was a decrcased acreage
under cane, which means decreased wages
for the men engaged in that industry; and
it was owing to the Government of the day
having to make a new agreement which
increased the price of sugar that enabled the
worker to get the benefit of the award and
the grower to get a corresponding price which
would justify him paying the increased price
for wages,

Mr. Hynes: Do you think the price of
sugar is too high?

Mr., VOWLES: I am not talking about
the price of sugar. Sugar only comes in as
a side line. But sugar is an Australian
industry, and is protected by an artificial
orice; and, when you have that artificial
price, you can give evervone engaged in the
mdustry a square go. Dut until vou are
able to create an artificial price for our
ordivary farm produce—unless it can be
shown that the grower is first of ail getting
the bhasic wage out of it—it would be an
injustice to ask him to pay the worker a
higher price for his work than the man who
employs him iz getting.

OrrositroNy MeMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. XEER (Knoggera): 1 do not think
there is any olbjjection at all to the nrinciple
of arbitration so far as the Oppo-ition are
concerned. It is guite wrong of the Govern-
ment to infer that we object to the principle
of arbitration. We are quite decided in our
attitude on that question. There was no
word in the Premier’s policy speech in regard
to this particular legislation; but, as sgainst
that, we are quite aware that ot the Emu
Park Convention the delegates from the
different unions passed a resolution to bring
all persons, including rural workers, under
the Industrial Arbitration Act. I would like
to know whether the intention is to bring all
persons under the Act?

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Yes.

Mr. KERR: Hon. members sey “ Yes”
If that is so. under what conditions do they
cxclude public servants with over £300 a

year? It does not sult the Government to
bring that scction of workers under this
legislation.

Mr. Locan: Members of Parliament, too.

Mr. KERR: Yes. This side of the House
is out to give the farmer the full reward for
his work, and to give the man who is work-
ing on a farm a fair wage. But, if the
farmer is not getting a fair return for his
products, how can he pay award rates to
his employees? If we follow the matter out

Mr. Kerr.]
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to its logical conclusion, we find that the
favmer has only one alternative—that is, to
get rid of his employees, which will cause
more unemployment. That is not in the
interezts of the rural workers of Queensland,
If.we turn to the daily papers, we find
advertisements by people asking to be taken
on a farm to gain experience. That method
has been cffective in enabling people to learn
farming before going on to the land on their
own account, but it will be done away with
under this Bill. There i3 no provision in
the Bill to permit a man with capital first
going on the land to gain the neccessary
experience. He cannot gain that experience
in a technical college.

The SecreTaArRy ror PusLic WoORKs: It is
already possible to make arrangements for
agricultural apprentices.

Mr. KERR: We arc looking for some-
thing more than agricultural apprentices; we
are looking for full-grown people, over
twenty-one years of age, who want to make
a living on the land. There is nothing in
the Bill to provide for that, and I hope that
the Minister will consider amendments to
enable people to gain the necessary know-
ledge of the land before taking it up for
themselves.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoORKS: Have
you read the principal Act? If you had any
knowledge of the Act you would not be
making such statements.

Mr. XKERR: I have a knowledge of the
principal Act, and also of this amending
measure. There is no gainsaying what the
amendment in this Bill is. I am satisfied
that when the Minister brings in a measure
he means to abide by it. In August last
year there was a Trades and Labour Council
meeting in Brisbane, called for the purpose
of dealing with the immigration question,
whirh has a good deal to do with farm

A resolution was passed, reading—
“ That the council is opposed to any

Government policy of immigration and
marlkets, and is of opinion that the Aus-
tralian Workers’ Union should concen-
trate on the organisation of rural
workers in view of the incrcased immi-
gration.”

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is not in order in dealing with that
subject.

Mr. KERR: If we want an indication of
tha Government’s policy we shall find it in
that. Immigrants cannot come to this coun-
try and hope to gain experience on a farm,
because the farmer cannot pay the wages
laid down by the Arbitration Court, irve-
spective of the fact that a man may be pre-
pared o take a lower rate of pay in order
to gain the neccssary experience to cnable
him subsequentiy to start for himself. I am
net talking about men with nothing in the
world, but men who are willing to go on a
farm to learn the business, and subsequently
use their capital in primary production.
This is just @ turn of the wheel which is going
to solidify the immigration policy of the
Trades Hall. It is unnecessary for me to
gay very much about that.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. KERR: The Minister dealt with the
arbitration question. I do not think that
any sane person will to-day say that arbitra-
tion has not been detrimental to industrial
workers. If there is one way in which it

[Mr. Kerr.
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has been detrimental, it has been in reducing
the margin of skill between the skilled man
and the ordinary labourer. In this measure
there is no provision for the skilled man.
The question of the margin of skill has been
fought in the Aribiration Court week alter
week, and there is nothing dealing with thas
in the Bill.

There is also the apprenticeship question
to be dealt with. When the Bill was being
introduced I took up the attitude that it
would not meet the situation to deal with the
question of apprenticeship in the Industrial
Arbitration Act and make the Act an elastic
measure, as the Minister said. It is time that
we passed a comprehensive measure to deal
with apprenticeship. We could model it on
the Victorian statute passed in 1915.

The SEcrrTARY FOR PuBLic Womks: The
Victorian Act has been admitted by the Vie-
torian Government to be unsatisfactory.

Mr. KERR: We have progressed during
the last seven or eight years, I hope, and
there are many things in the Victorian Act
which could be improved on lo-day; but I
defy the Minister to say that the small amend.-
ments proposed in this Bill are going to
meet the situation in regard to apprentices.
The Government have been in power for a
considerable time. The first Act passed in
rcgard to the apprenticeship question in
Australia was assented to in 1823; and in
1858, when Queensland  was separated from
New South Wales, we followed on that Act.
There was another Act passed in 1884, and
the Government have been satisfied to work
under that obsolete measure, When it is
niecessary, and the time is opportune, to bring
in a comprehensive measure to deal with
apprenticeship, they side-track the whole
question, and desire to make the present
Irdustrial Arbitration Act elastic so as to
deal with the matter. The apprenticoship
question has been handled in Queensland
under miscellaneous regulations and nctices
during the last cight years. For threec or
four years I have persistently pointed out
that the apprenticeship question 1s a difficult
cne.  The Government have acknowledged
that it is so, but the difficulty is not going to
be overcome by this measure. We had a
proclamation of ten clauses issued recently
with regard to apprenticeship, moro paiticu-
larly dealing with the appointment of an
Apprenticeship Committee and sub-comumit-
iecs.  That proclamation wag issued under
the Technical Instruction Act of 1908, which
deals solely with technical colleges, and has
nothing to do with apprenticeship.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBric Works: Have
vou read the regulations under the Industrial
Arbitration Act, and section 4 of the Act?

Mr. KERR: There is no reference in the
proclamation to the Industrial Arbitration
Act. The proclamation was issucd under an
Act which does not awuthorise it, but which
deals solely with technical colleges. I am
very sorry indeed that the Minister has not
scen fit to bring in a very comprehensive mea-
=ure dealing with apprenticeship at this stage.

In this Bill the Government are wiping out
the age limit for apprentices. I do not kuow
what the object is—I hope the Minister will

give an explanation in Committee

[6.30 p.m.] —but I trust that provision will

be made whereby a man over
twenty years of age may receive at his own
cxpense, if necessary, or in some other way
the necessary experience which will make
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him a skilled tradesman It is deplorable to
sce men drifting about from loan work to
loan work, ﬂopendl'lg on the Government
for employment, purely because they have
not had an opportunity of learning a trade.

Something should be done also to give @
lad uecdom in selecting a trade. \\e know
that lately they have been selecting appren-
tices for the clectrical trade, because elec-
trical work is going ahecad. We should also
give frecdom of action to an emplowm SO
that he would be able to say, *1 want to

engage  this particular boy.”  We want no
restriction on the emplover of the boy.

The SESRETARY FOR PUBLIC WeOERKS: Do you
not  think thqt any rostriction should’ be
placed on employers or boys in regard to
apprenticeship ?

Mr. KERR: Most decidely we should pro-
tect the boy and al-o the caployer. 'That
is one of the reasons why we should have
a (()mpl(hs\m ;e aneasure to lay down the
procedurc in case of disagreement, death,
or any other eventuality. Last scssion i
asked a question, and found that out of 500
or 600 bovs a ccusider able number faied
in a simple sum in arithmetic merely because
they had been away from school since they
were fourteen or sixteen years of age. Bome-
thing should be done in regald to this
education question. It is of outstanding
importance, and a boy should not be de-
barred for the remainder of his life from
entering a trade simply because he is unable
to do a simple sum in arithmetic because
he has been away from school for a couple
of years.

The SECRETARY TOR PUBLIC WORKS:
right.

Mr. KERR: Very often we should allow
a boy to join a firm on probation for three
raonths without any trouble at all; and at
the end of that time the employer could
say whether he wanted to retain him or not;
but, if he did not wish to keep him, he
should be bound to give sound recasons. I
agree with the Minister that there should
be some provision for & minimum number
of apprentices in view of the fact that sowme
employers are not doing their duty in the
training of lads. I want to stress the fact
that, through the bad administration of this
Governmnent, some 1.200 boys are looking
for avenues of employment which were open
to them in 1914.

The SECRETARY FOR I’UBLIC WORKS:
did vou get those figures?

Mr. KERR: I tock them out of certain
official papers. Duriug the last two years
the Railway Department has put on only
ﬁft;; appreutices, whercas in 1913 it put on
600 boys. This, no doubt, is due to the fact
that the department has been so overstaffed
that we now have porters doing the work
of lad porte»s apprentices doing the work
of clerks, and artisans doing the work of
apprentices.

Quite

Where

I think that the provisions in the Bill deal-
ing with partners take us further from the
eo-operative principle than ever. In future,
where there are two partners, one is to be
rog(uded as the employee of the other, and
it is provided that, if an award lays down
a certain number of hours {o be worked by
employees, only one member of the partner-
ship can go back and work at night. It is
casily conceivable that three or “four men

[25 Jury.]
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might get together to start a new industry,
but wader the Bill they are to be handi-
capped. I can see the object of the Govern-
mtent. They think that, if those men are
going to work sixteen houla a day, they are
going to do somebody out of a job.

My, Dasu: They are iujuring their health.

Mr. KERR: That is their ** pigeon,” not
the Government’s. W hy should ther be
dcbamcd from doing eutra work? I I

vanted to start an mdustly with just a little
caplml and wished to work up a big busi-
ness, any restriction upon me so that L could
worl only schedule hours under an award
would deprive me of my chance in life. 1
think that would be wroug.

The SECRETARY FoR PUBLIC WORKs: It
would take you fourtec: hours to do what
the other fellow would do in cight hours.

Mr. KERR: I work harder than the hon.
gentknmn and longer hours, too. What
applies to the factory and other industrial
concerns Is going to apply to the man on
the land, by \*irtuc of the award which will
be made by the court. The other day I
mentioned the case of a man in my electorate
who was werking on a farm with his two
sons, the three of whom have been getting
£6 a week between them for the last three
years. Is that man to send his sons, when
they are twenty-one years of age, out into-
the world to look for work or to becorze
unemployed? Xs he to run the farm himself
and reduce its production, or is it not better
for the boys to work with him in the hope
of increasing production and subsequently
becoming owners themsclves? I hope that
in Cominittee the Minister, who is noted for
his long speeches, will deal with the points.
raised by the Opposition, and not get on to.
the general aspect of the question.

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick): I think
thie Minister is to be complimented upon the
thoroughness of his speech when introducing
inis measure. Honour to whom honour is
due! On some occasions we have fouad that
measures have been practically tumbled down
hefore us, and we have had to strive pretty
hard to understand just what they meant.
Certainly the manner in Which the Minister
covered the big question at iwsue indicated
his sincerity and his desire to be thorough in
giving the House and the country to under-
stand  that no class of worker would be
excluded from the operations of the Tudus-

trial Arbiteation Act. That is all very well,
by, if 1 gauge the hon. gentleman’s utter-
ac aright, I claim that not only did they

dual with a question which was exceedingly
dehutable but ene whose purpose was of ex-
ceedingly doubtful wisdom, and it is to deal
raore Lb[)(‘ChLHV with that doubtful question
that I rise to my feet, The Minister displayed
a good deal of knowledge regarding the
application of Arbitration Court awards and
a keen desire that they might become general,
but I defy anyone in this Flouse to prove that
the Minister, or indeed anyone who has
<nf)lu,n on the question on the other side, has
shown any real expert knowledge of the con-
ditions which obtain amongst thos" persons
who carry on the rural work of cur land. If
rou, Sir, had made a speech on the same
lines as the Minister, I would have said that
you were msmcele You have exporienced
ccuntry life, you have lived amidst its sur-
roundings, you know its troubles, its per-
plexities, 1ts hazardous conditicns of life and
the difficuities genecrally that surround men

Mr. ¢. P. Barnes.]
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in connection with rural life. You have wit-
nessed it, you have felt it and sympathised
with it, but the Minister in charge of the
Rill and those who attempted to support him,
<learly indicated that they were altogether
al sea and in perfect ignorance of the con-
ditions that obtain in the dairying and agri-
cultural industries.

The SecreTARY ror PusLic WomKS: The
first worlke 1 ever did was on a dairy farm,
and I worked long hours and was underpaid.

Me. G. P. BARNES: I am not quite sure
whether that had to do with this country.
The conditions which exist here are very
different to conditions which exist in the land
of the Scots, where the seasons are regalar
and where you can be pretty sure that rain
will fall on certain days of the year, and that

wou will be able to carry on your work in a
regular and thorough ‘way without being
interfered with by climatic visitations. In a
fand like ours we have a time of plenty for
several months of the year, and almost
immedfatoly there follows a time of dearth
anc_drought. I have kumown of two sets of
conditions o obtain in one vear. I have
known foods to destroy crops during one
portion of the year, and then during the
cther portion of the year they have failed to
reach maturity for the want of rain. The
experience of the hon. gentleman of long ago
bears no analogy to the conditions which we
have here to-day. If tho Minister knew the
conditions prevailing in Qucensland or in
Australia in the dairying and agricenltaral
industries, he would hl,:.]t’lte before coming
down to the House with a Bill of this kind.
I will put myself right in this direscion.

My, Cornixs: It is about time that you

did.
Mr. G. P, BARNES: The hon. member
kuows as well as I do that ever since I

entered this House I have a.lways advocated
arbitraticn. There must be some court or
some one to whom industrial disputes can
be referred for settlement. There wust be
some court that =will decide the diffevences
between sen. I can see no other tribunal
for that purpose Lhan an Arbitration Clourt.
What T have urged again and again is that
the court should only “be a court of appeal.
What wa really want is a board of concilia-
tion. where the representatives of the
employers and the representatives of the
employees can meect, sar three from each
side, with a chairman nominated by the
Gaovernment of the day. They could meet
at a round table conference and cndeavour
to arrive at a settlement of their disputes.
I believe that in the great majority of cases
sanity would prevail, and there wounld be
no difficulties in connection with a final
appeal to the judge of the Arbitration Ceurt.
1t we could only get back to the good old
wages board system, with an appeal to the
Arbitration Court, we would have a system
that would be pretty well perfect.

The SecrETARY FOR PupLic Works: That
can be done under the principal, Act now.
There is provision for conciliation boards
to be appointed. One board was constituted,
and the employers appealed to the court.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: It is a great mis-
fortune that that privilege has not been
availed of more frequently in bringing about
an understanding between men, urging them
first and foremost to try the easier means
of the settlement of disputes; and that
would certainly have the support of every
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ardent lover of peace in the land. The
reason for opposing the application of arbi-
tration to the men on the land does not
arise through want of sympathy for those
wen, nor indeed because of any hesitancy to
give the men the full reward of their labour;
but, so far as my judgment goes, I have
never yet been able to discern any com-
petency in any judge who may have occupied
a position on the bench to deal with these
questions. The judge has no idea of the
general conditions of life in connection with
the agricultural industry. He does not
know the economical side of farm life. Let
me take rent. What rent will a farm
labourer have to pay? He is almost
relieved of that. Then he has other privi-

Ieges. The city worker has to pay for means
of transit, but the farm labourer knows
nothing about that. He will have the

privilege of runninz. his own horse, and
running it in the paddock of the employer.

He receives consideration in many other
respects.
The SECRETARY FOR Prsric Works: The

court will naturally take all those points
into consideration.

Mr. . P. BARNES: I hope it will.
There is also economy in_ connection with

dress and in connection with living, goener-
ally. 1If the basic wage is applied to those
in (JthllCa, it will be excessive and unfair
from a comparative point of view. The main
point is that the agricultural industries can-
not stand the wages if the basic wage is
gz‘oinfz; to prevail. I say Lh‘lt because 1 know
the indmtlv and I have lived amidst its
surroundings all my life. The industry will
be so burdened that, instcad of this Bill
being designed in a way to make it helpful—
as I 1magine the Government have attempted
to d@smn it—it is calculated to become
irksome. Instead of people going on to the
land, they will leave 1t as fasv as they
possibly can. There is evidence that that is
already being done, and the Bill is going
to Impose conditions which are going to be
irksome and will prevent production.

Mention was made of the sugar industry.
That is a protected industry; and, if you
are going to protect cvery other i1 dustly in
the same way as vou protect the sugar
industry, well and good. But, if you attempt
to do fhdt what will you find? In the old
days the pleat trials and troubles of the
worker resulted from combines of every con-
ceivable kind and description. They are
row going to combine all labour. That is
the first big combine. Now you have the
sugar combine, the meat combine—practi-
cally by the ‘Government themselves—and
yvou have a combine pretty well for every
ploduct that you can imagine. What is
going to happen by and What will
happen will cert'nnly require the services of
the Arbitration Court. You will find that
the big combine of labour will resent the
impesitions put upon them by some other
combine, and will say, “Your altlcle shall
sell at this price or that price,”  Then the
big fight will come. Then the revolution
will couwne,

Mr. Coruins: Did you say ¢ revolution’?

Mr. . P. BARNES: I say that kind of
thing will help to produce revolution.

Mr. Hynes: Keeping the employees from
the court will bring that about.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: You have the first
indicaticns in that direction in the House-
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wives’ Association in the South. Look at the
trouble our legislators have gone to in their
appeal to the pcople in the South to get a
fair thing for sugar, and yet you cannot get
the Housewives' Association to believe that
is the casc. They arc up against the present
price of sugar. As in connection with the
sugar industry, so it will be in connection
with every industry if you trr and regulate
industries as against the idea of the people
as to what thev should be. s

There is one aspect of the amending Bill
before the House that I am not surc has
received any attention at all at the hands of
the Secretary for Public Works. That is in
connection with the dcefinition of the word
“ employee.”” I think it requires explainivg.
The hon. member who has just sat down
made reference to the definition of ““em-
ployee.”” The MMinister certainly said nothing
at all. }

The SecRETARY FOR Pustic Works: I will
give you a full explanation of the meaning
1 Comm}'ttee. The Speaker would call me
to order if I attempted to give it now.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: T believe there is a
tremendous difficulty in connection with the
definition of ¢ employee.” It is going to
interfere in every case where five indivduals
are engaged on a farm. They may be work-
ing a farm on the share system, or & man
may worle the farm with the help of his
family. Immediately there is a family of
five working on the farm * being or alleging
themselves to be partners” they come under
the influence of this Act. Can you imagine
anything that is going to be more dercga-
tory to the wellbeing of the farming industrs
than to have a condition like that imposad
on our people? Our people throughout the
land want to wake up, and, where familics
are engaged in working the farm, there are
but few instances where there arc not at
least five of its members engaged. The wife
goes Into the dairy every morning, and every
child lends some assistince.

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER : That is a scandal.

Mr. HIyNEs : You do not want to perpetuate
that state of affairs?

Mr. G. P. BARNES: It is so. The hon.
member for Townsville would like to impose
on me the jdea that I refer to children under
ten years of age and of very minor agos.
I say that boys and girls until they lesve
their homes are children, and they are
regarded as such in farm life. According
to this Bill, they will come under the heading
of “employee.” That is going to strike a
serious blow, particularly at the dairving

industry. The work in dairying is not
arduous. Everyone must admil that some-

times children too voung are engaged in it,
but it is a case of children of fair ages who
may be still going to zchool, who, in many
instances, give a hand in connection with the
dairy farm. They do mno injury to them-
selves.  Why, the best men in cur tand, the
best people we know, have gone through that
gruelling and cnjoyed it, and, because a
number of men are out against labour and
quarrelling with service, ir does not follow
that every farmer in the land and his chil-
dren too quarrel with service. What I find
in my life is that these people love work,
and they are on the land simply because they
do love the work, and they ave carrying it
out with the fullest intention of getting the
greatest measure of joy out of it.
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Mr. Cornins: Do you want to convince us
that & man works simply because of his love
of work?

Mr. G. . BARNES: I believe that in the
olden days the hon. member for Bowen was
very much in sympathy with work.

In connection with the apprenticeship
question, it is high time the Government woke
up. They have wrapped a wet blanket about
the question of apprenticeship for many
years. Whilst their real hand may noi have
at all times been scen, I am sure that they
have insinuated into the organiszation with
which they have had to do directly ox
or indirectly their ideas, and those 1deas
are largely attributable to the fact that the
apprenticeship ssstem to-day has not worked
out as it should have done. Anyone can see
in a growing land like ours that it will not
overtake the calls that =vill be made in some
particular irade or ancther for skilled arti-
sans unless we train our young men for the
purpcs2. We bave not been doing that. In
every path of life you look upon apprentice-
ship has been a thing of the past. The
result is that to-day we have to amend our
legisiation in order to correct the mistakes
of the past, and the ouicome of those mis-
takes has been the vast number of our
fellows who are going about to-day as unem-
ployed and who can find no employment,
whilst on the other hand there is craft work
waiting for them. If they had only been
educated and trained to that particular work,
ther would not have been unemployed. It is
a downright crime and a scrious reflection
on the legislation of the past zeven or eight
wears to know that we have the unemployed
in our midst to the extent we have—men who
might have been suitable and been made
cuitable by having a trade at their hand,
snd who would to-day, instead of receiving
gcles frova the CGovernment, have found
employment as bricklayers, carpenters, stone-

masons, or in some other department of
labour.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirarit: 1 think this mea-
sure affords an interesting illustration as to
the oxtent to which the present Government
are dominated by outside sectional influ-
ences. In 1916 the Upper House amended

“the Bill then introduced by the

17 p.m.] Government by omitting the pro-
vision inecluding  agricultural

labourcrs; and I do not think anyone was
beticr pleased than the Government. Ag
any rate, it is most significant that. although
they have been quite free for some time to
bring in such a measure, they evidently
thought it undesirable to do so. I suppose
it was brought home to them that it would
not benefit thom to include the general farm
labourer within the ambit of such a measure.
However, we know that the command was
issucd only the other day at the Bmu Park
Consention, and it bears out the contention
that the Government arc not their own
niasters. They have to abids by the decisions
arrived «t by these conventions, As show-
ing that this is only the beginning of what
their masters propose in this connection, I
want to refer to to-day’s, ¢ Standard ”

Blr. HyNes: At whose dictation did you
advise the farmers to strike against the
Dickson awsrd?

Mr. SWAYNE: The “ Standard” says—

““At a general mceeting of Australian
Workers” Union members, held at the
Maryborough Trades Hall last Friday,
the following resolution was adopted—

Mr. Swayne.]
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“That this meeting of members of the
Australian Workers’ Union views with
regret  the absence of the proposed
enactment of the forty-four-hours Bill
as agreed to at Emu Park Conference;
and, further, that we bring this matter
immediately before the branch exccutive
for action to be taken through our repre-
sentation on Quecensland Central Exccu-
tive; further, that the resolution be pub-
lished in the Labour Press.’”

The farmers have to look forward not only
10 what is embodied in the present Bill, but
very shortly they will have added difficul-
iies to contend with. The expericnced man
in every branch of agriculture knows that
by shortening the working hours an addi-
tional burden is placed on the emplover.
When there are live stock to look after they
have to be looked after by the producer him-
self. However, it quite bears out what I
contended during my recent campaign. when
I pointed out that any concession that was
given to the farmers by the (Government
would have to be paid for twice over. I
told the farmers that the only party they
could look to for permanent fair dealing is
the Country party, as the members of that
party ave all engaged in farming.

I have stated on previous occasions that
the farmers would have to pay dearls for any
benefits they received from the present Go-
vernment.  What is now happening is a

ient indication that I was quite right.
It was urged at Emu Park that this was in
return for something that was given; and

i future anything that is given will, as [
huve already szid, be paid for twice ower.
I piay say that I believe in the princinle of
the emplovee and the employer coming
together. There should be some meihod—
arkitration or wages boards—by which the
two parties interested could come to a mutual
understanding as to what is a fair thing
between man and man. I do not consider
that the present Avbitration Court is the be:t
method of dealing with such matters, While
dealing with the court lei me suy that in the
person of the present president of the court
we have a man who is most conscientious,
most painstaking, and most courtgous to all
who come before him. I think it only right
that T should say that. Ho is a man who is
held in very high esteem, and, whatever
blame may be attached to the court, certainly
dces not rest with him. One feature in con-
nection with the court that strikes me is that
the employees, or the organisations repre-
senting the employees, are often represented
by extremists who do not wish for a peaceful
solution of the difficulty, and who have
declared that they believe in nothing short of
Sovietism. It was said at Emu Park that
nothing short of the entire abolition of the
present capitalistic system would meet the
cate. You have only to lock at the claims
that are put forward by the unions—I sup-
pose by the officials in good faith—to realise
that, if they got their way, the presest system
would be abolished. T suppose this is one of
the methods by which they propose to abolish
the present system. No doubt they think
they are right, but at the same time those
who do not believe in Sovietism must realise
that it is against their interests to support
bodies who usc every opportunity of bringing
us nearer to extreme communism, This Bill,
in common with many other measures that
we have had before us, is a step towards
Bovietism. The claims put before the court
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show that it is not a peaceful solution they
wish for, but that they desire the position
of the employer to be niade so difficult that
it will be impossible to cmploy labour. The
chief question that we have to bear in mind
now is whether this measure is going to be

cenducive to what, after all, is the ecniet
requirement of Queensland  to-day—land
sottlement and immigration—and also its

cffect upon the cost of food. It is generally
adigitted that one of the greatest needs of
Queensland to-day 1s more peonle for the
protection of the State. Only the other day
once of the most prominent men in the Labour
movement in England, Ben Tillet, pointed
out that the world was on the edge of a
great war, and, when we talk of war, we
must remember that what is called the
problem of the Pacific is being forced
on us. We know that within the last few
months statements have been made by
representatives of populeus countries border-
ing on the Pacific declaring their right
of entry into any country on the Pacific.
We must realise that our only chance of
maintaining our control of this country is bz
getting more help from the people of our
own race. It has been iremarked, and quite
rightly, that we do not want to add to unem-
ployment, The only way to bring pcople
here without adding to that troubl: iz to
bring those with money, who will go on tha
land and engage in primary production. I ask
if such a measure as this 1s likely ‘o bring
them here. Is it not likely to cause them to
go to other States? Again, is the agricul-
tural industry in Queensland in such a state
of prosperity at the present time that we can
afford to increase the load on those engaged
in it? Anyone who looks around must see
that it is not in such a position. Further-
t:ore, meany branches of agriculture, such as
the wheat and butter industrics, are dependent
on the world’s market for the sale of a con-
siderable amount of their production, and 1t
is recognised that it is onlr safe to extend
the Arbitration Court awards to industries
the priees for produets of which are ruled by
local conditions. If our primary industries
ere brought under this measure, the con-
ditions under which the farmer carries on
will be so stringent that he must have a
certain price for his butter. The buyer in
England wiil say, ¢ That has nothing to do
with me. I can get my butter from Den-
mark and other parts of Hurope. and I am
rot going to pay any more for it.”” The
same thing applies to the sale of wheat. This
iz not the proper time to add to the difficul-
ties of our agrienlturists by legislation of
this kind. I believe that the members of
the Government quite realise this; but, as I
liave pointed out, they arc heing driven and
cannot help themselves. The hon. member
for Townsville had something to savy shout
myself when he was speaking. It is not the
first time he has mentioned me; in fact. T do
not think he has made a specch in this House
without personal references to myselfl. I
can treat them as they deserve, seeing that
cn the two occasions »on which the hon.
member has opposed me T have beaten him.
(Opposition laughter.) The hon. member
largely conducted his campaign on the lines
¢f the speeches he makes in the House. I
was able to leave the matter to the electors
to decide, and the decision was not adverse
to me. 1 can leave the hon. member in the
hands of the House, just the same as I left
him in the hands of the electors of Mirani
on the two occasions I have referred to.
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Mr. HynNes: You are singing your
seng.  You will go next time.

Mr. SWAYNIE: The hon. member made a
mistake when he told us that the sugar
industry had been bencfited by the award of
the Arbitration Court—I think he even men-
tioned the Dickron award. He talked about
a strike. Fe mentioned me in that connec-
tion, but I was not in the district at the
time.  The Dickson award cost Avstralia
millions of pounds. We know that, when
sugar wes very dear outside, our production
in Australia fell off, and large quantities of
sugar had to be bl()h *ht into Australia at
alizost double the cost we should have hed
to pay if we had bcen able to produce the
whole of the sugar required here. The dif-
ference in price amounted to several million

swan

pounds.  Yiad it not been for the Dickson
award, a considerable quantity of that sugar
“o'uJ have been produced heve, instcad of
being breught in from outside.  As showing
the effert of that award, 1 would like to

guote from the “ Australian Sugar Journal”
a report of what a Queenslander iold the
Southcrn Press in an inferview regarding
the poszitien which arose—

“The Quesnsland Goversment is con-
vineed that unless something is done to
salve the pmbk\nc existing, fully half
the mills now In comm ’101 in Queens-
laral swill cease operations, and will not
azain open for business. This would
probably mean this scason a fatlurz to
veplise the ostimate production by at
Jeast 60.000 tons of which repre-
sonts half of what should be produced.
The cffect wounld be ruinous to the sugar
districts.  The closing of the milly would
ruin those who have invested in them,
aud ruination would {ollow to the
farmers who rely on these mills to crush
thelr cune. TIf the diffienlty is not solved
thore will be also next vear a further
lavze falling off in the production
Probably the crops will then b not more

than 100,000 tfons, instead of 200.630
tons,”
The S#CaETARY TFOR AGRICULTTRE: What

was his name?

Mr. SWAYNE: T will give it to you—Mr,
Theodore.  (Opposition laughter) I will
read ‘the heading—

Y Btate Treasurer’s view of the situa-
tion.”

The SECRET4RY FOR AGRICULTURE: When
was that?
Mr. SWAYNE: 10th October, 1916, just

after the award was made. I think it was

published in September, 1915,

The SECRETARY TOR AGRICTLTURE: Do you

tell this Chamber that Mr. Theodore suid
that?
Mr. SWAYNFE: Mr. Theodore said

exactly what I have rcad, and I will quote
the hon. gentleman in 0ha1ge of the Bill at
the samec time. On 2lst September, 1916,
Mr. Adameson, in the Tegislative Asae’mb]v,
informed the present SQClLtle for Public
Works that—

“In view of the large number of
unemployed in the :Maakzv district. he
would endeavour to ﬁnd work for them
on railway construction.’

That was in September, rlnht at the end of
the crushing season !
Mr. HynNes: That is when you got the
farmers to go on strike—locked them out !
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr. SWAYNE: We are discussing an
important principle of the Bill, and I think
that discussion should be frec and uninter-
rupted. I have given you what hon. members
cceupying responsible positions on the Govern-
ment side of the House said on that occasion.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE: The hon.
member should lay that paper on the table
of the House.

The SPEAKER: If the hon. member men-
tions the authorities he has quoted, it is quite
sufficient.

Mr. SWAYNE: I mentioned the name
and date of cach paper. What more do
hon, members want? I was reminded of
the Dickson award by the hon. member for
Townsville, otherwise I would mot have
mentioned it. I am illustrating what may
happen if these industries are placed at the
merey of one man—the judge. Af{el all,
judges are human, and mlstal*e: made by a

court may be VOLV costly indeed fo ‘the
Coxgnum’r I wish now to (luote from the
Auc‘nah(m Sugar dJournal”’ of 6th July,

1616, a report of the Arbitration Court pro-
ceedings dealing with the framing of new
awards for the sugar industry when Mr.
Kerr appeared on behal? of the corporation
of the Treasurer. Mr. Kerr was quoting
some figurss showing the great value of the

indastry to the State in order that His
Ilonour might take into consideration the
ability of the industrr to pay the wages

asked when the award was being framed,
and this was said—

“Hrs Honour
tion ?

“Mr. XKerr: We admit the claim to
the extent of a 5 per cent. increase.

“His Hoxour: Do you admit that
the industry cannot afford that amount?

“Mr. Kerr: On the returns from the
central mills, it cannot, but the corpora-
tion of the Treasurer has admitted the

claim to that extent.

“His Hoxour: If T pay any attention
to your argument, I must not award any
increase 77’

The judge looked upon the admission of a
5 per cent. increase as virtually meaning
nothing. It was nothing compared with the
increase that was made in the award. The
report continues—

“Mr. Kerr: If the incrcase is given,
the grower will have to make it up in
some way.

“Hrs Hoxour: There is the alterna-
tive that the price of sugar will have
to go up?

“Mr. Kerr: If the mills were to be
kept in their present condition withous
an advance in the rate of raw sugar, the
price of cane will have to be reduced.”

put up by the

What is vour conten-

That was the plea that was
Government representative,

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon. gentle-
man has, for the last ten or twelve minutes,
been dealmcr with the Dickson award. He
will be in 01d01 in making reference to that
award, but he is not in order in proceeding
on tho lines that he is now doing. When
the hon. member for Townsville was speak-
ing I allowed him :ome latitude, as 13
customary with new members, but I have
also allowed the hon. member for Mirani a
good deal of latitude to veply. I am quite
sure that he will see that he is not dealing

Swayne.]
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with the Bill before the House in proceed-
ing in the way in which he is now doing.

Mr. SWAYNE: I am sorry if I trans-
gressed. I was simply pointing out that
very great power of doing injury is to
be placed in the hands of those who pre-
side over the court. I think it is just
as well, when we embark on new legislation
on this subject, to realize the risks we are
running. Speaking with a knowledge of the
working of awards in regard to the sugar
industry, I think that, with one exception,

the wages that were granted were not
extortionate when the conditions in the
industry are taken into consideration. I am

not attacking the question of the wages so
much. I am more concorned about th> hours
and other conditions. When the first award
was made, 1t stipulated that the day’s work
should commence at 7 a.m. and should teimi-
nate at 5 p.m.

I have had somec experience of agriculture
all round. Long before over 1 saw sugar-
cane growing I engaged in wheat harvesting.
I also lived in a district which was con-
sidered to be one of the finest lucerne dis-
tricts in Australia, and I know somecthing
about the conditioiis in connection with the
harvesting of cereal and hay crops. Fancy a
farmer engaged in harvesting on a day with
every appearance of rain and anxious to
get as much under cover as he could, either
in the stacks or sheds. having to knock off
work at 5 o’clock with two or three hours
of daylight to go! It might be said that he
could overcome the difficulty by paying over-
time, but farmers are mnot always. in the
position to do that. It is hard enough for
the farmer to meet the ordinary wages biil
without paying overtime. I notice that
power is given the court under the Bill to
prohibit the employccs coming uuder an
award from working before or after the
times of starting or ceasing as laid down
in the award. In the sugar industrr I have
known of a contract canccutter who was
fined for working after or before hours. In
cur case it is not a case of working the eight
hours, but of the timss he may worl during
a heat wave. Sometines for three or four
weeks 1t is quite impossible to work in the
middle of the dar. I have been on the
implement at 4 o’clock in the morning,
knocked off work at 8 o'clock, and started
again at 3 o’clock in the afternoon. Thag
was during a heat wave. That is the only
way the horses can be got to stand up to
their work. Under this 8ill T question very
much whether even an cmployer can “ork
those hours under such circumstances, but it
is quite clear the employces can be forbidden.
Picceworkers sometimes transgress the pro-
visions of the award and are fined. It
scems rather hard that they cannot work
during the cool of the day when Nature is
more favourable. It is rather interesting
to study the findings of the court to sce how
they conflict with the opinions of experts.
In Townsville we had an expert in tropical
diseases, Dr DBreinl, who was in contro' of
the Institute of Tropical Medicine on behalf
of the Commonwealth. He was asked to
report as to the ability of our race to live
and work in the tropics. Fis opinion was
that there was nothing to prevent them
working, only he said they would have to
work in accordance with Nature at certain
times of the year, taking advaniuge of the
cool of the evening and morning. Yet the
judge comes along and says, ¢ You must
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not work before 6 o’clock in the morning.’”
For two or three weeks in the harvesting, if
you want to work with comfort and advan-
tage, you must work before or after those
hours.” Those are conditions that are fels
to be sometimes unduly stringent. Then,
again, a proviso is very often inserted by
the court in its awards designed to prolect
the employee from any hardship, and we
sometimes find that the intention of the
court is stretched and strained in such a way
that what was designed to save one section
from havdship has been the means of impos-
ing a distinet hardship on another. After
the 1918 cyclone the cane was in _a very bad
state and very difficult to handle. In the
next award a proviso was made to meet
the case of cyclone cane. On a farm in my
ncighbourhood, in a ycar when there was
no cyclone, one of the cutters raised the
question of the payment of the extra rate
for cyclone cane with respect to the cane
that he was engaged on, alleging it to have
been damaged by cyclone. The employer
refused to comply with the demand, and said
it was nothing of the kind and that it was
only in its ordinary condition. The award
said that, in the event of a dispute arising,
it was to be remitted to, and decided by, the
industrial magistrate, and that work in the
meantime was to proceed as usual. The

cutters said they would not work
[7.30 p.m.] as wusual, but would cut the

straight cane and leave the other
on the ground pending a decision. In the
meantime that cane would be spoiled, and,
if the decision went against them, they would
throw up the job, and it would be impossible
to obtain others to finish it. The farmer
said, “Unless you go on cutting in accord-
ance with the award, you can leave the cane.”

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER :
that?

Mr. SWAVYNE: I am not going to give
the name of the farmer. We kuow very well
what happens in those cases. It is all very
well for the hon. members opposite who do
not grow canc and who have prodaced
nothirg themselves to ask for the name.

Mr. Kirwan: If you were paid by what
you produce, you would not get award rates.

Mr. SWAYNE: I am giving instances of
how awards are sometimes abused. Peuding
the decision of the industrial magistrate,
those cutters refused to go on, and when the
devision was not given in their favour, and
the magistrate decided that 1t was not
cyelone cane, and that no extra rate should
be given, that farmer was called upon to
par £9 for losi time. Ile naturally
objected strongly, and on arguing the matter
was told by the court magistrate that peace
hxd to be kept, and, whether rightly or
wrongly, the employees had to get something.
It is stated that the Act has made for indus-
trial peace.

Mr, K1rwax: Hear, hear!

Mr SWAYNE: I will give official figures
to show to what extent 1t has worked in
the interests of peace. I am quoting now
from * Votes and Proceedings '—

“ Mr. Swayne asked the Scerctary for
Public Works—

How often =since the coming into
force of the Industrial Arbitration Act
of 1916 have the results of ballous, held
in conection with the strikes that have
since occurred, been communicated to

Whose farm was
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the registrar as required by section 65
of the Act?
“ Answer was—
Twenty-nine instances.”
There are twenty-nine instances officially
reported, and we know that for every one
reported half a dozen are never reported,
I think it would be found on investigation
that the claim that this leygislation has made
for peace is not founded on fact.
I find again that in September, 1919, the
“{Cairns Post” corrvespondent stated— "
“Owing to the strike. hundreds of
bales of sacks were held up at the
Scuthern ports, and theie could not be
delivered at the raw sugar-mill, with
the result that many of the mills were
delayed for some time {from starting
crushing operations, and many of them
had been esmpelled to erush their sugar
and pile it up in store in heaps, and it
will have to be bagged before it can be
shipped.”

Generally we find that. if anything, there
have boen move industrial strikes since the
passing of the Act than before. I will give
the Premier’s opinion regarding the matter.
I quote from the < Courier ” of 5th Decem-
ber, 1917—

“ Speaking at Babinda last night, the
Premier {(Mr. Theodore) said there
was a tendency among certain men to
make things 1mpossible for a Labour
Government to carryv on. There wa: a
danger that the Australian Workers’
Union and other unions, unless they
enforeed discipline, would do more harm
than good to the Labour movement. Tt
was easy to see that the Australian
Workers” Union had become disinteg-
rated. It wouald be a thousand pities if
this organisation, which had 30,000 mem-
bers in Quecnsland, allowed sabotage”—

and so on. We find that these bodics, which
so largely control the position, arc in turn
coming under the control of elements of that
kind. I am very much against increasing
the farmer’s difficulties at the present time,
more particalarly in view of the agricultural
position and the difficulties of those engaged
in mixed farming, and the impossibility of
those engaged in export branches being able
to pass 1t on to buyers. I do not think it
right to do anything to incrcase these diffi-
cultics, to increase the cost of living, or to
hamper production in any other way, more
particularly in  view of the desire to
encourage farmers to come to Queensland
from oversezs and o increase the population
and in turn give employvment to others.

So far as the npprenticeship provision
goes, I think there is a good deal to be said
in favour of it. I notice that the age limit
has been done away with. In the course of
a conversation with the president of the
Arbitration Ceurt some time ago on the
question of apprenticeship, he said that it
would be a very good thing if Parliament
dealt with it, and I think so, too. While
not voting against that part of the Bill, T
will do my very utmost to prevent the inclu-
sion of the reference to the agriculiural
industry. As my time i= now limited, I will
reserve my rcasons until the Bill reaches the
Committen stage.

Mr. BULCOCK. (Barcoo): There is an old

maxim that traditions and prejudices die
hard; and we see it exemplified in the
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attitude of the Opposition towards the
amendment of the Industrial Arbitration
Act  We know that in 1916 there were
gentlemen occupying the Opposition benches
who rejoiced in different names to thpse
they hold to-day so far as the designation
of ‘their political thoughts ave concerned.
To-day they come forward and say they are
a new party, with a new aim, and with new
political principles. The one particalar
principle that they enunciate to-night and
which they have been enunciating throughout
the whole of this debate, is precisely the
particular principle that the old Liberal and
National parties have enunciated ever since
there has been representation in Queensland.
1t s rogrettable that the hon. members
opposite who have risen to address them-
selves to this question in antagonism to the
attitude of the Governmeni and the desire
of the Government have not put forward
anvthing in the way of concrete arguments
and conecrote facts. 1f they convince hon.
members on this side of the House with
their arguments that a grievous injury would
he done the agricultural industries of the
State by the passage of this Bill, then hon.
members on this side of the Fouse would
not be prepared to inflict that injury on
those industries. But the arguments of hon.
members opposite have been genmeral. They
have been specious; they have not confined
themsclves to a discussion of the question;
but, like the hon. member who has just
resumed his seat, they discussed the attitude
of the workers to sugar and sugar to the
workers—a question that is not involved,
gencrally speaking, in the Bill that is before
uz. The time has come when you must
analyse the principles underlying the Bill,
and see just what the tendency is so far
s4 the application of this Bill to industry
is concerned. We have to consider the
ceconomic position of the farm worker, and
the cconomic position of the farmer, too.
Hon. members opposite who have spoken in
opposition to the principles of this Bill are,

in the 'wmain, exemplifying the Marxian
doctrine  thzt they are guarding their
economic interests. It may be interesting

to the people outside to know that, with the
exception probably of the hon. member for
Enoggera, Mr., Korr, bon. members who
have spoken in opposition to this Bill have
spoken as cmployers of agricultural labour.
The arguments they have been adducing are
arguments that might readily be used in
the Arbitration Court in response to an
application for an award, but they certainly
have not at any time discussed the principles
underlying the measure that we propose to
pass.

I realise that, when we come to tackle
this question of industrial organisation In
the field of primary production, we are
faced with one of the biggest questions of
our lives. I know that a healthy, virile
agricaltural population is the foundation of
the social fabric of our State, and, realising
that, I recalise that those people who are
laying the social foundation of our State
are vorthv of decent conditions and decent
wages. There has been some talk about
our attitude towards unionism. I think the
ex-leader of the Opposition had something to
say about this party having engaged non-
union labour to produce our election signs.
I can see no confirmation of that complaint,
but there is a saying which might be dis-
torted just a little and might be made to
read “ People who live in glass houses should

Mr. Buleock.)
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not cast reflections.”” 'The hon. gentleman
who made that charge probably was not
aware of this information which is in my
possession. It reads—

“The following is a little matter that
may be useful to you for propaganda
purposes, and incidentally you may be
able to remedy the injustice under which
one of our members is suffering. The
facts are, ‘G. Spence, a drayman,
owning his own turnout and in the
employ of the City Council, was given
orders by the General Storckeeper at
8 a.m. on the 11th May, 1923, to go to
Raymond and Hossack’s sawmill and
get a supply of timber which was to be
brought back tc the council yard. It
was there unloaded and cut into lengths
and placed back on his dray again,
together with two tables and a tarpaulin.
He was then iustructed to deliver the
goods to Brook street polling-booth for
Vowles’s committee of the Country
party. The whole of this job lasted two
hours, and he was rather surprised on
the next pay day when he was deducted
5. 6d. from his weeklr waze. He made
claim to the City Councii clerk, Mr.
Williams, for the amount short paid.
2Ir. Williams stated that he could not be
paid for that work as it was not allowed.
He then approached Mr. Vowles’s com-
mittes and asked for payment for the
two hours. His request was refused.”

I suppose that is the hon. gentleman’s con-
coption of political and commercial morality.

Having been drawn off the argument by
the attack made by the hon. member for
Dialby concerning our attitude towards the
unions generally, I want new to pursue the
legitimate trend of my argument. It is
clear that the economic position of the farm
worker is dependent upon the financial result
of the industry. An improvement in the
farmer’s position is not foillowed by an
improvement in the farm worker’s position
save and except in the quantity of work he
will be required to perform. That is to
«ay, that under our present system of regula-
tion or want of regulation of the wages that
shall be paid to the farm worker, it is abun-
dantly clear that the only way that the farm
worker is liable to share in any extra
prosperity in the farming industry is,
undoubtedly, by the fact that he will be
required to perform more work. Most of us
are of the opinion that all classes in the
community—I am speaking of members on
this side of the Housc—are desirous of
giving @ll classes in the community a fair
deal. It iz obvious that this question of
agricultural organisation has agitated the
minds of the people for a very considerable
period. In the early annals of our indus-
trial history—in the very dawn, if one
might term it such, of industrial organisa-
tion or of the union movement—we find this
question of the organisation of the agricul-
tural workers occupying a very prominent
place in the forefront of the politics of those
days. Going back nearly a century—to 1834
—we find an attempt was made in that year
to  organise the agricultural workers in
lingland under the auspices of the then
Federated liabour Council in England, and
the farmers ecmploying labour, becoming
alarmed at the growth of this organisation,
appealed to the magistrates to issue a warn-
ing to agricultural labourers that, if they
so much as dared to have aspirations to
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join the organisation, they would be
punished. and, if they actually did join this
organisation, which proposed to increase
wagoes from 63, to 7s. a week, they stood a
verr grave risk of being transported for a
period of seven years. Three days after
this, a warrant was issued for the arrest of
six labourers in the village of Tolpuddle, in
the South of England, who, when arrested,
were treated as if they had committed a
most grievous crime, and they were sentenced
to seven years’ transportation to Australia.
So we sce the dawn of the opposition of
hon. members opposite, and thev have not
evolved from the position that was taken up
by their predecessors in 1234 when they
arrested six  Tolpuddle labourers and
sentenced them to seven years’ transportation
and cventually sent them to Australia,

Mr. CosterLo: They became wealthy men.

Mr. BULCOCK: It ir obvious, if they
became wealthy men, that the hon. member
is not one of them. As a matter of fact, the
sentences were commuted and they returned
to England some little time after they were
transported. After those six labourers were
transperted for attempting to increase their
salaries by 1s. per week, petitions were senf
to Parliament practically from every cenrre
in England asking that Parliamcent should
regulate the wages of farm employees. Puor-
liament did not do so, and I supposs, if we
could take up the debates as reported in
“Hansard >’ for 1834 and 1835, we would
find that the minds and the opinions of
gentiemen in the Commons on that occasion
were absolutely synonymous with the minds
and opinions of gentlemen sitting on the
Opposition benches to-day. Hon. members
opposite are fond of telling us that they
helicve in evolution. They believe in evolu-
tion for the other people, but they believe in
liberty, as employers, to sweat the farm
labourer who has to accept employment from
them. The economic position of the farm
labourer has not been a very happy one.
Time and again I have risen in my place
here and defended the right of the farmer
to a fair, decent. and equitable system of
livelihood. If T do that for the farmer, I
have the right to claim that the same treat-
ment shall be extended to the farm labourer.
Ion. members opposite who cxpound the
platform of the Country party put in the
forefront of their platform ¢ Rquality to all.”

hev desire to exemplify that cquality by
giving the farmers the best organisation of
their industry which can be brought about,
without allowing the farm labourrr 1o enjoy
the benefits which accrue from the action of
the State in looking after the agriculturists
and takiog an intelligent interest in  the
welfare of the producers. Hon. members
opposite have pointed out during this debate
that we have to sell the majority of our pro-
duets in England and overseas, and have
consequently to compete with the overseas
parity. Thera is one point which is appar-
ently deliberatelr overlooked by hon. mem-
bers opposiie in that regard, and that is this—
that the capital value of land in the older
settled countries of the world is far greater
than the capital value of land in Queensland,
and the capital that is necossary for the
raising of a crop in England is far greater
than the capital necessary for the raising of
a crop in our own State. That has to be
taken into ccnsideration in computing the
actual out-of-pocket expenses incurred in the
production cf any given article. I believe
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there has bren concerted obstruction to the
rural workers gaining accesz to the, Arbi-
tration Court. Not only do we see it in the
proposed passage of this measure—and the
history of our desire to place this measure
on the statute-book dates back to 1916—but
we had a definite practical example of the
desivre of hen. members opposite to exelude
rural workers from the Arbitration Court
wien the £ ralian Workers’ Union desired
to cite a case with regard to station hands in
the Federal Arvbitration Court. I have had
some delinite experience along thoze lines,
and know that for yeers and years we were
delayed in regard to the presentation of cur
case to the Federal Arbitration Court. Wo
were told that the court had no jurisdiction.
Bur, when we used the entire weight of our
organisation in the Fedetal Couri—when we
said, in cffect, “ That, if we had no jurisdic-
tion over the station hands, we did not
desire an award for the shed, shearing, or
scouring hands,” then the Court said, © You
shall have jurisdiction over the station
hands.”  With that establithed, we got cur
caze through, and vwe went from £1 or £1 5s.
a week in our initial award to £2 8s a week,
and the “ Glugs of gloom” predicted that
the pasioral indestry would be ruined. DBut
the position to-day, so fur as the sheepmen
arve concerned, at least, is that thev are pass
ing through a period of unexampled pros-
perity ana are well able to par the wages,
ind even much higher wages than they are
required to pay at the present time.

What about the cattlemen?

My, BULCOCK : At the timo the award
for the cattlemoen went through, it was obvious
tnat the cattlemen could pay it; but I want
to draw the attention of the ex-leader of the
Country party to the fact that, so soon as
that industry became less prosperous and
appeared to have fallen oun cevil davs, the
Arbitration Court reduced the wages in
accordance with the decrecased prosperity of
the indurt So that the incidence of an
arbitration award for the cattlemen was a
variable quantity which could be extended
cr diminished, and was governed by the
prosperity of the industry; and the same
practice applies in the application of any
award made by the State Arbitration Court.
It is obvious that this system of farm regu-
lation is necessary if we are going to produce
a sturdy, virile country population. It doecs
not require very much political foresight to
s¢e that the main reason why we arc suffer-
ing from a dearth of skilled agriculiural
labourers is due to the fact that the wages
ana inducements which are being offered to
the agricultural labourer in the farming dis-
tricts to-day are absolutely inadequate, and
prevent him from ever becoming a farmer
himself or cxtending in any other given
dirvection. It is obvious that a man on £1 a
week is never going to establish an eronomnie
independence, nor is he going to be =able,
under our present conditions, to ostablish
himself on a farm of his own. I maintain
that the farm labourer of to-day is the poten-
tial farmer of to-morrow. We want the

M. Vowres:

young men of Queensland who are going to .

be trained in the principles and practice of
farming to be able to start for themselves.
It is quite apparent that the majority of the
old farm hands. who have been exploited for
the best pars of their lives, stand a very good
chance of spending their days in Dunwich,
unfortunately, under the present system,
shich hon. members opposite seek to perpetu-
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ate by refusing to allow this amendment to
o into the Industrial Arbitration Act. In
times of depression and grave national crisis
we find the farm labourers applauded to the
kies. We find men like Lloyd Gesorge say-
ing, ‘“ Never again shall the farm labourer
be allowed to subsist in the abject pov
to which he has been accustomed.

raise him up, and give him a proper place
in our community.” During the period of
the war in Ingland the farm labourer was

getting decent conditions—conditions which
he had never dreamed of before—and wgri-
culture boomed in Great Britain. Butl with

the passing of the war the promises made in
the heat and passion of battle were for-
gotten, until we find to-day that the
azricultural labourer is being thrown back on
to his cwn economic resources, which in
cffect means that he is subsisting partly on
the wages he is receiving from the emplorer,
and partly on the doles he is getting from
the various boards of guardians. This prin-
ciple of conciliation is no new principle. The
Coualition (Jovernment in Great Britain in
1921 repealed the Agricaltural Production
¢+ and broke the solemn promises they had
given to the farmers, repudiating every
promise they had made to the agricultural
producers of TWngland. They did these things,
and no protest was made and no voice raised
against repudiation in that respect; and yet
it was one of the greatest examples of
verudiation one esn  find.  When they
repealed that Act in 1821 the Conciliation
Commiltee was appointed by the House of
Commons to consider the regulation of the
worges and conditions of farm workers. Tt
is cbvious that the employer= have up to the
present taken advantage of the scattered
nature of the industry. The men engaged in
primiary production—the employres—cannot
get together to discuss their grievances and
formulate logs. That has always been taken
advantage of, and the workers most difficult
1ise are those who cannot get
and discuss their grievances.

Mr. Logan: The same thing applies to the

farmers,

Mr. BULCOCK : We gave the farmers a
system of organisation whereby they became
masters of the destiny of their own products.

An QprosirioNn MEMBER : Nonsense.

Mr. BULCOCK : 1 do not desire to enter
into the technical details of what we did last
wossion and in previous secssions in that direc-
tion. but the outcome of our whole system
of legislation was the creation of an organ-
isaticn whereby the farmers should be enabled
to control the destiny of what they werc pro-
ducing. And it is doing that to some con-

siderable extent at the prosent

[¢ p.m.] time; but the point is thas we

) gave them that organisation with
a Government bounty “or subsidy. We not
only created the machinery, but we also
financed the machinery to put them in a
hetter position than they had occupled in the
past, and in spite of what hon. members
may have to say to the contrary it is obvious
that the justification for the legislation
wwhich we placed on the statute-book to
benefit the farmer is the fact that it has met
with a very ready and a very hearty accept-
ance and response amongst the farming
communities of Queensland.

Mr. EDWARDS: What have you done in a
practical way?

Mr. Bulcock.]
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Mr. BULCOCK: I would not be inclined
to suggest that the hon., member for Nanango
was capable of evolving anything practical
for the wellbeing of the country which he is
supposed to  represent. I believe that
amongst other things the passage of this
Bill is going to bring about one thing which
15 ; necessary to the agricultural pros-
perity of our State. I refer, of course, to
the extenzion of the ﬂstem of individual
homes. There are auy number of men who
are sick and tired of working for wages.
Give the employees in agu(-u]tuml pur its
an opportunity to carn good wages, and it
will not be long before thav ave endeavour ring

to zelecs land of their own, and, with the
opportunities  which we arc oﬂfulng in
(ucehsl(md to-day, that aspiration will be
easy of realisation. Those individuals are
not likely to cuploy labour. When all 1s
said and domne, the ‘volume of employment

i the rural industries not already covered

by awards is relatively small, and, as a
matter of fact, the majceeity of ths labour
employed 18 of a casual nature. The

organisation which dominates these industrics
from an induscrial pomr of view—that iz,
the Australian Workers’ Cuiou—rightly and
legitimately claim the right to protect its
members during the whole period of their
cmployment, and not during broken periods.
That 1 to say, if « man takes a ticket in the
Australian  Workers’ Union for twelve
months and pursues rural work, the Aus-
tralian  Workers” Union believis that he
should be protected for the whole twelve
months and not for auny period of it, and
there is therefore very grave reason why the
worker should be bmuuht within the ambit
of the Arbitration Court in particular
direction. in France, there are no lewer
than 6,600,000 agric alrural producers engaged
in individual fa ng. The number ;s just
double in the United States of Arserica, and
the time will come when we in Queensland
will be able to count the number of persons
engaged in agricultural imdustries, first by
hundreds of thousands, and finally by the
million. That is the destiny of Queensland,
from whisch she cannot escape, and, that being
f0, we must eadeavour to¢ formulate a basis
ot which we can work. It is obvious that
alf the legislution we have been passing has
had the cffect of standardising agricuttural
pursuirs; ard would you standardise cheese
and butter snd create pools aund let the
biggest question of the whole lot—that ix
the stendardisation of wages—go unsslved
There nre mauny ways oi looking at this
question.  I3id you mnotice that one of Ll ©
morning papers reported the other day that
of unfonuuate Russian Jerelicts had
landed in Queensiand?  And dld you see two
or three dars later that tho=e uunfortuusace
individuals, who were supposed to have cotig
from w.g!uuhuml a  been
emploved at 13s. & Js that what
hon. members oppsusite desire to perpetuate?
Do they desire that able-bodied :iea should
be (\mlnowd for 153 a wecl :nd do they
expect that, having been engaged o that
figure, thev will be able to exhibit the degree

of citizenship that is desirable in a Stawe

with a chmovratic Constitution such as ours?
Mr. Corgzr: Fancy tﬂ/""ﬂ wanting to come
1

here for 155, a wook

must be like.

Mr. BULCOCK: It has been suggested
that the volume of wages in the Lmtcd
Kingdom in agricultural pursuits is such as

[Mr. Bulcock.
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to allow the producer to compete wuccess-
fully with us, or to put his producc on the
market at a lower rate. An analysis of the -
latest figures I have been able to get shows
that, relmvelv speaking and actually speak-
ing, workers in agricultural pursuits in Ing-
laxd are receiving more thai wotrkers
enguged in similar tasks in Queensland. To
be explicit, the actual wages that are being
paid 1mn b(othhd are from £1 14s. to £2 4s.

& week, and in England from £1 9s. to £1
19s. a week.

Mr. MooReE: And keep themselves.

Mr. BULCOCK : That is not so. Opposi-

tion members have repeatedly said that the
cost involved by an award is passed on. The
costs of awards are passed on sometimes,
unforturately, but at other times thoy ave
not. The woolgrowing industry was not an
industry which was able to pass 1t on, and
yei it provides an e\ampl(, of an award

which has met with conspicuous succ

Mr. MOORE
for wool.

3r. BULCOCK : And there will be a kecn
demand for other ploducta There 1s not
too much being produced in the world to-
day, but, owing to industrial depresio a,
many people who really requirs Ahat
being produced are unable to purchzse it
Whenever vou get industrial depression the
form labourcr, because he 1s uvorgwnlsed—
and the farmer is unorganised too in the
main—is the first to suffer, and, because we
dezire to do away with that suﬁermm we
are told that we are mnoducmﬂ red ruim,
wlien, as a matter of fact, the passage of
this Bill is going to be one of the Jandmarks
in the industrial progress of Quecnsland.

GoveERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. BULCOCK : Hon. members opposite.
such as the hon. member for Buraeis, L
think, said that they would raise no apposi-
tion to the Bill if we could show them the
way whereby the cost cculd be passed on.

Mr. Corstr: That is not what 1 said.

Mr. BULCOCK : If the hon. niember did
not say it, he mecant it. But I do not want
to be unfair to him, if he did not say it.
Certainly one member of tha Opposition did
say it. I hear it suggested that it was the
hon. member for Murilla.

Mr. Corser: He
him. (Laughter.)

Mr. BULCOCK : I shall be fair, and my",
therefore, that one member on the Oppost
tion benches said that, if we could show how
the extra cost could be passed on, they would
not object to the Bill

Hon. F. T. BRENNAN:
(Laughter.)

Mr. BULCOCK
reason why the countn is
and is divorcing those who are  ass ociated
with the cxplerters represented by hon.
mombers sitting Om)o&m\ In this month's
—] am afraid hon.
members of the Country party paxh(ulallv
do not read it, but if thev will condescond
t> do so they will get some very interesting
mformamonv-are to be found some very
striking figures showing the farmer’s pro-
portion of he total value of his product. It
works out like this: Of the price paid for
bread the farmer gets 35 per cent; of the

¥

There was a keen deman

is not here; put it on

They all thouzht it.

That is an additional
swinging to Labour




Industrial Arbitration

price of meat he gets 40 per cent.; of the
price of milk 47 pcr cent. There is a hig
margia there that the farmer has still to
ger  Let us see what the middieman gets.
Of the bread price the miller, baker, and
t1an~1)01t01 get 65 per cent. ‘of the meat
price the butcher and his allies get 60 per
cent.; of the milk price the nnll\ combine
and trans portee get 53 per cent.  Let the
farmers organise on a scientific basis, so that
they can cvercome this dl<01<>pau(\ and get
the 30 per cent., the 40 per cent., the 50 per
cent., and the 60 per cent., and em; ploy it
in the conduct of their own business Then
we shull hear no protest about decent wages
being paid, but rather we shall hear thc
farmer say that he likes to pay good wage

because it attracts a better class of mdl-
viduals to farming pursuits. One hon. gentle-

man, who has since left this Chamber under
oompul\lon, said in 1920, during the passage
of the Wheat Pool Bill, that it was almost
imposzible to get a stack builder on the
Downs.

Mr. WrepHINSTONE: 1le was compelled to
leave this Chamber because of the redistribu-

tion of seats.

Mr. BULCOCK: The late hon. member
for Drayton suggested that the farmers were
willing to pay £1 5s. a day for stack
builders. If that indicates anything, it indi-
cates that the farmers in the past have not
considered it worth their while to allow
voung fellows to lesrn to berome stack
utlders.  The same difficulty concerns us
to-day, and pm(‘tlcdl’\ owr' farmer has a
dlﬁioultv in gefting skilled labour to conduct
farming operations, in getting skilled Tahour
to taks off his crop, and in other directions.
By increaiing wages and attracting a virile,
steadfast, and good type of worker fo
farming pursuits, instead of atiracting the
casual worker, who will only remain in
farming pursuits so long as he requirex to
raise moncy to take him into some other
sphere where he can be cngaged in some
other industry at a decent and adequats
wage, the farmer will have a good. wcll-
trained body of men who will considerably
augment the income of the farmer by the
ap ph( ation of gkill during the farming work.

Mr. ErpuINsTONE: Has the payment of
high wages produced more skilled labour in
Queensland ?

Mr. BULCOCK: There is no dearth of
skilled labour in Queensland in certain dirce-
tions. If you look at to-night’s « Telegraph”
vou will sce that the Canadian Government
are going to pay £5 per week, and pay £12
for fares from England to Canada, and
guarantee three months’ employment to
English farm labourers to migrate to Canada
for three months to help take off their wheat
crop, because they have not trained the men
that they should have trained in the
Dominion of Canada. We cannot solve our
problem in that direction, because we are
10,000 miles away from that xource of labour.

Quite a lot has been said about the effect
the award is going to have on rural industries.
In the first place one effect it is going to
have is that 1t is going to stabilise the 1dus-
try by allowing the Tarmer and the farm
labourer to know precisely where they stand
without the possibility of any industrial dis-
putes. At the same time, it will create a
feeling of confidence. because cxploitation
will not then be possible. It will force the
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farmer into a proper system of organisation.
That is one of the best results that I know of.
The farmer only rises to an occasion when
he is forced to it. I believe that the native
genius of our Queensland farmer is equal to
the genius of the farming community in any
other part of the vald but the farming
community in Queensland, in common with
farming communities in other parts of the
world, are not capable of rising to an
occasion until an occasion rises up and bites
them, and they then find themselves in the
position that they are in to-day.

We are embarking on one of the biggest
industries that Queensland will know. I
refer to the cotton industry. Arec we not
justified at the outset in saying that decent
conditions shall prevail in that industry? I
want to remind hon. members that less than
100 years ago the cotton industry was a
slave industry, and a wvery bitter war was
fought to perpetuate the system of growing
cotton by slaves. We de not desive she
cotton mdu%tly to be a whiteslave indu:try
in that sense in Queensland. We desive the
application of the best industrial conditiins
to that industry, and we on this side .re
determined to see that those conditions are
applied. The cotton industry is going to
be an industry of unparalleled importance to
Queensland, It is going to provide wealth to
the farmer, and that 1s what hon. members
opposite want. We not only want to see it
provide wealth for the farmer, but a com-
petence to the men who will have to produce
that wealth—that is, the farm labourers
engaged in the opemnons I want to revert
to the debate that took place in this Chamber
in 1920 on the introduction of a Bill to bring
workers in the wheat industry under the
operation of the Arbitration Couri. We sub-
sequently discevered that we had power to
bring them under that court without intro-
ducing that Bill. Some very significant
things were =aid by hon. members opposite
during the progress of that debate, I think
it was the hon. member for Dalby, who was
then the leader of the Opposition, who cried
blue ruin. Ie said the industry would be

ruined, and that wheatgrowing would ceaze
to exist as a commercial enterprise in
Queensland.

Wir. Vowied: I never said that.

Mr. BULCOCK : If the hon. member looks
up ““ Hansard 7’ for 1920 he will see that that
is what he said in effect.

Mr. Vowres: No. Was the award put
into operation?
3r. BULCOCK: The hon. member for

Aubigny said that he believed in arbitration
for some industries, but he did not believe in
arbitration for the rural industries. The
hon. member for Cunningham said that it
would be a more manly thing to bring the
workers in the wheat industry under the
Arbitration Court by an amendment of the
Industrial Arbityation Act of 1916 by making
it applicable generally to the rural industries,
but he claimed that it was a wrong thing to
do that. ITon. members opposite contended
that the Bill at that time was going to ruin
the industry. The then leader of the Oppo-
sition waid, © You are trying to ruin this
industry and create trouble.”” In effect, hon.
members opposite said that, if the farmers
who asked for the Wheat Pool knew that the
Government were going to tack on an amend-
ment of the Industrial Arbitration Aect in
order to bring in the workers in the wheat

Mr. Bulcock.]
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industry under that Act, they would have
had nothing to do with the Bill. The hon.
member, who is now the leader of the
Country party, suggested that they did not
want the Bill if that amendment was going
to be tacked on to it. Yet we find that there
was no industrial trouble at that time, nor
has there been any industrial trouble since
in spite of what the Jeremiahs on the
Opposition side said. Furthermore, after the
principle had been law for twelve months,
in spite of what hon. members opposite said,
the farmers, by an overwhelming ballot,
decided in favour of the coutinuance of the
Wheat Pool.
The PrEvMiER: Hear, hear!

Mr. BULCOCK: That proves that the
arguments that were advanced in 1920, and
which are similar to the arguments that are
being a:dvanced to-day against the passage
of this measure, were without foundation.

Mr. VOwLES irterjccted.

Mr. BULCOCK: The hon. member for
Dalby said thst the industry would be ruined
if that wa: done. Since then the wheat
industry has been more prosperous. The
hon. member for Oxley time and again has
preached the gospel or doctrine or conviction
of payment by results.

Mr. ErruiNsTONE: Hear,

AIr. BULCOCK : There are four ways
whereby payment may be determined for the
agricultural worker. The first is the present
sy«tem that we seck to amend, that is the
unrestricted law of supply and demand—the
supplying of a man who will do the work at
the cheapest rvate. That is the privilege
hon. members opposite desire to retain.

OpposiTION MEMBERS : No.

Mr. BULCOCK : The sccond
regulation by direct action.
that. 'The third system is regulation by
conciliation and arbitration, which we do
desire; and the fourth qvatem is regulation
by payment by results. An analysis of these
four sy=tems must (hspt,ﬂe of three, and leave
only arbitration and conciliation as the pos-
sible solution of the question we are addres:
ing ourselves to to-night.

The SPEAKER: Order! The  hon.
member has exhausted the time allowed under
the Standing Orders.

ITox. J. G. APPEL
tary for Publiz Work-, who is in chargs of
1he ndwsgee now before the House, has given
us a st lueid explanstion demounstrating
the policy of the Gov rmment on the question
we are now discussing, I have listened with
great amount of interest to the
spee of hen. members on the Government
penches wnd hon, members on the Opposition
.. and. although there has boen a very
swount 10 be learned from st has
freen cither side, 1 think it is to he

: { that there has been too greay an
iz t‘l()(!l”t of the persenal element into the
(hbdhx hat the individual member does
or what he dc¢ o+ not do, what wages he pass,
or what wages Le doe nat par, to oy mind,
h'l\ nothing to do with the great policy which
affocts a 1410 scetion of the community.
(Hear, hear ;)

So far as the amending measure is con-
cerned liere are portions of it which natur-
ally must appeal to every section of the
vmrvmmty whatever their political apinions
may be. I had the honour to launch the
fivet wages board jnlo operation.

[Mr., Bulcock.

hear !

system  1Is
We do not desire

(Alhert): The Sccre-
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OrpposiTion MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Hon. J. G. APPEL: I have always becen
cue who believed, long before there was any
method by which the employee and employer
could come together and when no tribunal
existed which could fix the wages to be paid,
that it was absolutely necessary snd essential
that some such method should be providod
by the Legislature. In the Wages Boards
Act we have the first measure by which the
two parties met and a minimum wage could
be fixed and adopted to be paid to those
engaged in the different industries. The
Arbitration Acts which followed, and the
avards under them are considered an improve-
ment on the old wages board system. Thar
may or may not be. However, I mny say
that, so far as the old wages boards were con-
cerned, thew certainly were very effective at
the time of their establishment.

Mr. Harrrey: Why did you throw them
overboard ? .

Hon. J. G. APPEL: They enabled those
who controlled industries and those who were
engaged in them to come together at a round
able conference for a purpose of dhoucsmg
vhat adequate payment should be paid in
the particular industry.

Adverting to the measure which we arc
discussing, the provisions dealing with
apprenticeship are ones which the Minister
must be commended upon. At the sane lime
I am very glad that the party of which he
is a member has apparently repented of the
attitude it has held herctofore in connec-
tion with apprentices, because we must all
recognise that, if we are to have skilled
workers, 1t 1is necessary that apprentices
should be trained for that skilled work.
Any policy that insists that each youth
shall simply be an unskilled worker is
cne which is economically unsound, and one
which has an effect which is not beneficial
apen our youth. Surely we do not propose
that the whole of our youth shall either be
clerks or unskilled workers? In skilled work
we have something which appeals to the imagi-
nation of a large percentage of our youth,
who, hitherto, owing to the fact that there
was a restriction, have been unable to
become such workers and carry out that worlk
which requires the element of skill we unfor-
tunately iack to-day. I think, without saying
vers much further on this particular ques-
tion, that we realise to-day that, owing te
the fact that we have not trained our vouths
to these skilled trades, there are many men
who have to be employed. and who have
never had an apprenticeship but have simply
picked up the trade they are carrying out.
They do their best, but we must realise that
{heir best is not equnl to the efficiency they
would have possessed had they had the train-
ing which is absolutely necessary if thesy are
to become masters of their trade. So far as
that portion of the measure is coucerned
there should be absolute unanimity on the
part of overy member of this House.

The next question is the extension of the
operations of the Act to those engaged in
domestic service, To my mind this provision
is quite justifiable. If the empioyees of those
engaged in an industry, such as keeping
ledging-houses, are compelled to coma under
awards, why shculd not all thos e whe
are enguged similarly be brought under an
avward? It must be 1emembe1ed however,
that domestic service is not an mdu\,*w for
making a profit. However, why should not
theso whe are wealthy and able to employ
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domestic servants pay? I have no bricf, no
sympathy, for the wealthy. It is not the
function of any member of the Legislature to
endeavour to obtain conditions for them
which wi!l cnable them to pay a less amount
than has to be paid by others for similar
work.

The inclusion of the men engaged in our
coasting trade on boats is likewise a step
akout which there cannot be any dispute.
There are one or two matters that in Com-
mittee I shall probably ask the Minister to
amplify or explain.

To a great extent, and to my mind she only
debatable matter under the Bill, is tha one
v hich affects the rural worker. I am with
those members who practically ask whether
the Council of Agriculture has expressed any
cpinion upon this particular phase, or upon
this particular policy. To my mind it was
quite a justifiable query, because from the
explanation which was given to this Cham-
Ler, the Council was established to advise
the Administration on the best course fo
pursuc in connection with our primary
industries, and those engaged in them. The
Minister has indicated that, when this
measure becomes law, with the applica-
tion of the Arbitration Act to the rural
worker, it will mean prosperity to our pri-
mary producers. If that is so. and if it can
be demonstrated that is so, then there can
be no dispute upon the whole question, The
only matter, to my mind, is: Will it add
to their prosperity? In discussing the
matter wo have to realise that those who are
cngaged in our primary industries had full
and fair warning that, if the Tabour
Administration came into power and adrainis-
tered the affairs of State, these workers
would be brought under the Arbitration Act.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Hox. J. G. APPEL: There is no ques-
tion about that. As far back as the general
cI(ctvon of 1907, the late Hon. David Bowman,
of respected memory, speaking at Charle-
ville, stated distinctly that the Labour party,
if it had the opportunity, would insist on
bringing the farmers under the provisions
of fne Wages Poards Act. 'The primary
11(;da«(rs must have realised, or should have
vealised, the fact that they would be included
under the provisions of \he Arbitration Act
it the Labour party again obtained posses-
sion of the Treasury benches.
[8.30 p.m.] The onlr point is this: I followed
the course of the Premicr during
his recont election campaign throughout the
farming and dairying districts of the State,
and I know that he would not celinitely
siute that this action would be taken.

Mr. Fowarpa: He side-tracked.
The Premrer: The hon. member is wrong.
Hox. J. G. APPEL: Then the Premier

was either not reported or was incorrectly
reported.

The PreviEr: I was correctly reported
in the “ Daily Mail.”
Hox. J. G. APPEL: Tt did not appear in

any of the papers which T saw. I was going
to remark that the only thing that I am sorry
about is that the Premier was not more candid.

Mr. HartLEY: You ought to be more care-
ful what vou say.

Hon. J. G. APPEL: What nonsense!
(Laughter.) There is no doubt that he did
set out to weo the primary producers, and
he was very suceessful in many instances.
An old friend of mine came along to me and

¢
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said, *“ There is no doubt that tne Premicr
must be a man who has the keenest regard

for those who settled on the land. Do
vou know he has written me a letter him-
self 27

CoVERNMENT MEeEMBERS: Hear hear! and
laughter.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I will read that
letter—

“ Brisbane, 21st April, 1923.
“Dear Siv,—

“As it s 1mplobab]o that I shall have
an opportunity of addressing a meeting
in your centre, I hope you will not mind
mo writing to you personally.

“T ask you to veflect that despite the
cconomic depression which has affected
Queensland as  well as every other
country since the war, and, notwith-
standing the London money boycott
which was engineered against us for
political purposes, the Queensland Go-
veryment has succeeded in carrying out
a vigorous policy of development and
reform since the last elections.

* I want particularly to call your atten-
tion to the following undeniable facts.

‘“There is more activity in Queensland
than in any other State in developing

the resources of the country and in
opening land for settlement.
“There has been a more genuine

attempt to organise agriculture and save
the farmers from exploitations.

¢ Theve is a much more humanitarian
attitude in dealing with all social
problems.”

Hox. J. G. APPEL: My friend said, 1
wish they would consent to build our school.
We hz;x,ve been trying to get a school for two
vears

““ There is much greater confidence and
stability and industry. (Commercially,
Queensland was never more prosperous
than now.)

*“ Conditions of labour and standards
of life are more favourable to the
workers in this State than they are in
any other State, These advantages are
not the result of accident, but are the
logical outcome of Labour’s policy.
((Joxelnment Members: Hear, hear!)

“ Reactionaries who assert so fre-
quently that Queensland has suffered
under Labour rule know that the state-
ment is false.

I urge you to take mno notice of
calamity howlers, but assist the Govern-
ment to make Queensland the best and
niost prosperous State in the Common-
wealth.

“ you can do this by voting Labour.

‘I am, very sincerely yours,
“TipwaRD (. THEODORE,
“ Premier.””

The wife of my friend said—and she wa-
such a dear old lady, Mr. Speaker— Mr.
Appel, how can we vote for you when the
Premier has taken the trouble to sit dow::
and write such a beautiful letter specially to
my husband, and with his ¢wn hand, too?”’
(Laughter.)

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER :
say In reply to that?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I asked her, ¢ Do
you really mean to say that he pelsormllv
wrote that letter 1n manuscript to your
husband 7’ She said, *“ He must have written

Hon. J. G. Appel.}

What did vou
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it.” I said, “He sent thousands of them
out. They are stereotyped.” She asked me,

“ Do you mean to say that the Premier did
not write it himself—that he had that stereo-

typed?”” I said that he had written the
original, and then had it stereotyped in
thousands end sent all over the farming
districts. I will not repeat the remarks

which followed.

Where the Premier lacked candour was
that, while contemplating these fine things,
he did not say in that communication, “‘And
I propose to bring the rural workers under
the Arbitration Act. This more than any-
thing else will give you prosperity, good
rainfall, good seasons, and will keep up the
price of your produce I again say—and
I accept ‘the Premier’s assertion when ho
says that he indicated to the farmers in the
dlffelont districts that he visited that he
intended to take this action—that it is a
pity that he did not put the same thing in
this beautiful letter which my old lady
friend thought the Premier sat down and
wrote to her husband.

Mr. Pourock: How could the lady
she was not going to vote for you?
were not opposed. (Laughter.)

say
You

Hon. J. G. APPEL: T did not wait until
the election; neither did the Premier—he
wrote this letter before the election. I

admit that a lot of the Premier’s opponents
did not realise what an astute politician he
is.  In this very stereotyped letter, which
so many of the primary producers and
farmers ‘of Queensland thought he had actu-
ally written with his own hand—

The PREMIER: I assure the hon. member it
was not stereotyped.

An OprOSITION MEMBER :
hiy personal friends.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: It iz not a questfon
of whether vou pay big wages or not. That
does not affect the issue, but by means of
the Arbitration Court a standard is set, and
every man has to pay 1t, and, if he does not

He only wrote to

pax it, he ought to be fined for not obeying
the law.
Mr. HarmEy: No wonder you were

roturned unopposed.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: The point, to my
mind, is that it has been alleged by the
different speakers that the whole intention
is that the primary producers who have
settled upon our land are to be bencfited by
this inclusion. Now, what I want to know
is whether those who are employed by the
primary producers or the primary producers
themselves arc to  be benefited ? We
have got to recalise that. Take u district
like the South Coast district. We have been
suffering for the last two yoars from a
drought that is alinost unprecedented. Men
in some instances have lost 60 per cent. and
70 per cent. of their dairy cattle; they have
practically exhausted allg their savings in
buying food for the cattle, and when their
savings have become exhausted the cattle
have died. Their cream cheques in some
instances have reached the vanishing point,
and I want to know if these are the men
who are referred to and whom it is proposed
to make prosperous, or ix it those who recetve
‘a wage from these men whether there is a
dlouc{ht whether it is wet, or whether it is
fine 7 Pcuonally 1 want to sce both benefited,
and, if it can be shown that the primary
ploduoerw can be benefited to the extent that
both the farmers and the workers receive a

[Hon. d. G. Appel.
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decent living wage such as they should, when
one considers the disabilities they suffer and
the work that they perform, it it can be
shown by what means they can obtain that
living wage, then there is no question that
the p)lnc.ples of the Arbitration Court should
be extended to them likewise. That ix all T
wish to have demonstrated. We vealise that
it is necessary for the primary plodu' ar, 1f
he is to live comfortably, and if he is to pay
a living wage, to receive a ccrtain minimum
rate for the produce which he sells; and the
general community must pay for thut pro-
duce at that rate, so that those who are
settled upon the land and are enduring dis-
abilities and inconveniences which the
dwellers in the towns have not to face shall,
at least so far as remuneration is concerned,
receive a living wage which we are only too

glad to afford to those who are engaged in
our secondary industries in the centres of
population. That is all we ask. To say
that the majovity, or a large percentage of
the primary producers of the State of Queens-
land, are opposed to paying a decent wage
is @ libel or a slander upon them. These
men are only too willing to pay those who
are assisting them in their industry as decent
a wage as 1s paid by the employer of labour
in our city, and all we ask is that the
Administration shall assist us to obtain a
sufficient rate for the produce. Mind vyou,
the farmer who sows does not always reap.
Unfortunately during the last few years
farmners have sown and ther have not rea ped
They have had to go to the expense of
ploughing and of planting, and they have
had no return. They have had to go through
the same process again, and again have had
no return. All we ask is that, if we are
to be included under the Avbitration Act,
the Administration will go further and make
such provision that they may have the ncces-
sary wherewithal to pay thcowe wages, and
likowise that they will have, what they are
cntitled to, a decent wage for themselves to
enable them to bring up their families at
least decently. They are quite willing to
fmgo all the comforts of town life. All they
ask is for a decent return for the work which
thoy are carrying out, not alone for them-
selves, but for thc benefit of the, whole com-
munity and for the advancement of the
State. Again I say it is a libel and a
slander for any man—1I do not care what his
political creed or belicfs mav be—to say that
the primary producers of the State of
Queensuand are not prepared to pay a decent
swwage to the men who are engaged in that
industry.

Hon. F. T. BRENNAN: Who said that?

Hon. J. G. APPLL: To me it was a
matter of deep regret that members on the
Government benches should cast that reflec-
tion upon the primary producers of the
State. Give them the means to obtain a
fair price for their produce, and I say compel
them, if necessary--but they do not require
any compulsion—to pay a decent wage to
those who are employed in the industry.

Mr. Hynes: That is the stock argument
against arbitration being applied to any
industry.

Hown. J. G. APPEL: I am not arguing

against the application of arbitration to any
industry. The hon. member for Townsville
misunderstands the whole tenor and nature

of mv remarks. In the few words I have
had to say on this question I have

endeavoured to show that hon. members on
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this side support arbitration. I had the
honour to initiats the wages board system
when I was Secretary for Public Works, and
1 launched those boards most successfully.
They were a suceess, and I have continually
advocated the same principle, and I desire
to see an extension of the principle to every
phase of life.

Mr. Hamriey: Why did you
Industrial Peace Act?

Hoxn. J. G. APPEL: Let those hon. mem-
bers who are most loud-mouthed in their
interjections introduce a means whereby the
primary producers may receive a decent
price for their produce in place of the miser-
able pittance al present obtained, and we are
prepared to support themn. We know hon.
membeis opposite have been objecting to pay
a decent price for the produce which is sent
in by the farmers,

The SeCReETARY FOR PUbnic WoORkS: Who
objeets?

liox. J. G. APPEL: The consumers in
wany instances, Parx the producers a decont
price; and. again, I call upon hon. members
opposite to withdraw the libel and slander
against the primary producers in the State of
Queensland.

Jiv. MOORE (Aubigny): 1 would like to
sar a few words on this guestion, because
it is a matter of very vital importance to the
farming industry in Queensland. The hon.
member for Barcoo inferred by his remarks
that the employee on the farm should have
an opportunity of securing a farm for him-
self. I would like to point out to that hon.
member that practically 80 per cent. of the
farms on many parts of the Downs to-day arc
occupied by men who had worked on farms.
They  selected  land  because they had a
chaunees to socure farms under conditions
that gave them an opportunitr to make a
success of it.  They were allowed to take up
land at 2s. 6d. an acre, hold it for five years,
and then they obtained the frechold, when
they could borrow money and improve it.
If those conditions obtained to-day, the
farm workers weuld be in exactly the zame
position that those men were in. The most
successful farmers on the Darling Downs
to-day are the men who took up farms
under those conditions and who were
previously farm labourers,

Mr. Burcocx. It costs £1,000 to settle on
the land to-day. !

Mr. MOORE: It does not cost £1.000 to
settle at all. We want to cncourage men to
take up land. The whole of the legislation
that we are getting at the present time
tends towards kecping men down to the one
level, and as long as we do that we are not
going to have prosperity.

We all agree with the provisions of this
Bill in regard to apprenticcship. We all
recognise that the condition we are getting
into to-day is a bad one, and we all recog-
nise that it is absolutely essential that we
should have some looser conditions, especially
as we are bringing in a Bill to bring farmers
under the Arbitration Act, and a large
number of their sons will have to go to the
cities and be apprenticed to the various
trades. T would like hon. members to under-
stand that, though they talk about passing
on the cost in the various industries, it can-
not be passed on in the farming industry.
The Minister said that we have an award
in the butter and checse industry, and so we
have, and that award is passed on. It is
not passed on to the consumer, however, but

1923—=r
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is passed on to the farmer by taking it off
the price he reccives for his milk; but
awards in other callings are passed on to the
farmer by making him pay more for what
he buys. Take the case of the cheese
factories on the Downs, of which I have
some experience. The average rate of
income of the suppliers is often less than
that of the emplovees who are working under
awards in the factories. I can give an
instance of a factory with twenty-two sup-
pliers not far from Toowoomba.

Hon. F. T. Brexxan: There are too many
cheese foctories.

Mr. MOORE: The object of a checse fac-
tory is to enable a number of ppliers
within a recasonable distance of the factory
to supply the necessary quantity of milk
required. You cannot cart milk more than 2
or 3 miles away from the factories, and that
is the reason why they are small. Theaverago
incerae of the twenty-two suppliers in the
factory I refer to last year wasx £154 16s. 8d.,
and the average inconme the year before £186
17:. 9d. I am taking the sole income of a
lavge number of them.

The SecrRETARY FOR 1PUBLIC WORKS: Do you
say that they get their sole income from
mijk?

Hir. MOORE: Their sole income.
are dairy farmers, pure and simple,

The.

They

) SECRETARY TOR PunLic WoORKs: No
pigs or anything clse?
My. MOORIE: There are not many pigs

kept in connection with a cheese factory.
It 13 not like a butter factory, where there is
skimmed milk. I am taking this ivstance
to thow that the income is not there to
cnable those farmers to pay the wages which
will be fixed.

The SEeCRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoORKS: Were
they regularly employed for fifty-two wecks
in the year?

Mr. MOORE: Regularly employed for
fifty-two weeks in the year, and the average
amount which those suppliers received was
not equal to whiat the manager of the factory
gof.

Mr. Branp: Is that their gross income?

Mr. MOORE : Their gross income in many
cases, and they have to pay rates and taxes
out of it.

Hon. F. T. BrENxax:
them.

Mr. ZIOORE: I will take the hon. gentle-
man up there at the weck end and introduce
him to them, when he will see whether they
are in a condition fo bear the rate of wages
which will be imposed upon them by the
Arbitration Ceurt. He will, perhaps, not be
o anxious then to impose a burden on one
section of the community that they are not
able to bear.

The Secrerary Tor Pubric Works: They
do not employ any labour at all, do they?

Mr. MOORE: The Minister does not know
anything about the matter. He makes a
statement which is absolutely untrue.

The SecreETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS ; Tell us
how many they employ.

Mr. MOORE: Before the hon. gentleman
males such a statement es that, it is up to
him to find out whether it is true or not, and
not make a bald assertion. I know what I
am talking about. I know of three cases
where the farmers emploved their own men
all the year round, and last year they did not
make £200.

I would iike to meet

Mr. Moore.]
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The SECRETARY FOR PubLic Works: Why impessibility for the farmers to bear the
did you not tell us that when we asked you burdens which will be imposed. Only 1,164

first ?

Mr. MOORE: I have some figures here
showing the income tax percentage for ten
years of farmers and fruitgrowers, namely—

Number of Percentsye of
Year. taxpayers. total tax.
1813 ... .. 2050 .. .. 817
1914 3,377 ... ... 6.56
1915 4097 .. .. 5.8
1916 3167 .. .. 40
1917 385 .. .. 5.9
1918 7,058 .. ..o 1039
1919 4,315 ... Lo 499
1920 1,285 2.29
1921 1,975 2.82
1922 1 164 1.75

The last two years are the years in which
the Giovernment say we have had conditions
favourablo to our industry, and which enable
us to pay a high rate of wage. They say
that we have had pools, and that the Couneil
of Agriculture has been established—ihat we
have had legislation 1o enable the primary
produccr to get the full value for his pro-
ducts, and that he should therefore be able
to pay a wage commensurate with the dic-
tates of the Arbitration Court. In the last
two years quoted the smallest number of
farmers pmd income tax, and it was the
lowest percentages of tax. Does that look as
if this is an opportune time to bring in
such a measure as this?

The SkcrErary rorR Puslic Womxs: You
can usc all these arguments before the judge.

Mr. MOORE : This is the place to use the
arguments, so that we may have an oppor-
tunity to nmend the measure before it 1s too
late. It is better than waiting to go before
the judge, who is tied up completely.

The BECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIc WORKS:
use his own discretion.

Mr. MOORE: Tt is all very well for the
heon. gentleman to say that he can use his
own discreiion with regard to the matter. =

The SrcreTARY FOR Pusuic Wonrxs: That
is truc.

Mr. MOORE: TUpwards,
wards.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic WORKS:
about the station hands’ award?

Mr. MOORE : The judge i3 completely tied
ap by the Act. He has a definite principle to
work on. He can go up, according to the
prosperity of the industry, but he cannot go
down beyond a certain stage.

The SecreTarY rorR PusLic Womxs: What
did the court do in the case of the station
hands’ award?

My, MOORE: That was by consent.
A GovervaeNT MEMBER: You are throwing
dust in the eyes of the people.

Myr. MOORE : It is not a case of throwing
<ust in the eyes of the people. I am showing
the condition of the people who are engwfred
in farming, and that it will be a menzce to
the country if a rate of wages is imposed
which they are unable to pay. If the
Minister can show me that during the last
two vears the agriculiural industries have
enjoy=d such a state of prosperity as to be
able to pay the rate of wages which must be
prescribed by the court, I have nothing
further to sav; but I refer him to the income
tax returns to show that it is an absolute

[3y. Moore.

He can

but not down-

What

paid tax out of over 37,000 farmers. If the
hon. gentleman is p1epmad to wait and see
whother the legislation brought in during
the past two years is going to have the cffecs
the Premier said it would have, it is a
different thing; but to bring these con-
ditions in at a time when we have the least
production we have ever had, and expeet
the fariners to comply with them, is imprac-
ticable.

~ The Secrerary ror Prsnic WORKS
is the average wage paid now?

What

Mr. MOORE: The average wage in my
district for ploughing is about &bs., and
in other cases about 30s., and these men
are employed all the year round. The idea
is not to have too many men employed in
seasonal industries. My idea of the best
class of employment is for a man to be keps
in employment all the year round at a steady
job. It is better for him to get a little less
and to be kept on all the year, although the
work on the farm may not warrant it, rather
than to have scasonal work, as in the sugar
industry, for a few wecks onl . and then be
put off. That is what it is going to amount
to if we bring these industries under the
Arbitration Act.

T think that the hon. member must know
from experience in going round the country
1the conditions that obtain. It is all very
well to zay that it has been done in the sugar
industry, in which artificial con-
ditions e\lSL and that it can be
done in other industries. We
know that the sugar industry would have
bren prosperous  under the conditions

ittached to it by the agrcement even if
there had been no awsard; but in other
industries we have no agreement with
respect to the prices cf our commeditics.
we have a Commissioner of Prices who fixes
5 maximum. Two years ago the Bntter
(‘cmmission, in its annual report, pointed
cut that, owing to our not being allowerl
to  get “the prices which prevailed else-
where in Austvalia, Queensland farmers lost
£242,000. That wag signed by Mrv. Purcell,
one of the members of the Council of
Agriculture to-day. If you are going te
bLring about a condition of affairs in which
veu do not give people the opportunits to
sceure for their products the necessary money
to enable them 1{o pay good Wag@S—'md
everyborly wants to sce good wages paid if
it iy possible to do so, but no Government
has ever yet been able to compel a man to
pay out more than ho gets in—Queensland
will go back into the aggregation of large
L(ndm’gs The small one-man farmer will
merely  struggle—because it will be a
struggle.  The only really effective way of
farming, except on small serub areas, is to
farm large areas with efficient macamery
Tarming on small areas is not a success in
nine cases out of ten, except perhaps in
maizegrowing and on rick scrub land, where
not much machinery is required. In wheat-
growing and other branches of farming on
the Downs you must have machinery, and
veu must employ men to keep that machinery
fully engaged; and to do that the rate for
vour produce must be such as to enable you
to pay those men their wages. A Commis-
sion in New South Wales, “which went into
the cost of growing an acre of wheat, pointed
cut that the industry is unable tc bear a
greater burden than it iz carrying atb present;

S p.m.]
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and New Scuth Wales is a great deal more
favourably situated than Quecnsland, wnou
the climatic conditions arc very variable and
it is almost imposs sible to know when you are
puttiz our crop what you are going to
rake off. Tt is not a business in many cascs
iz is a speculation—and, when you are car
ing on a business in which you have one sot
oi people fixing the prices of the things you
buy and another sct of people ‘1\1V1g ‘the
prices of your labour, and, when the only
rian who has not a voice in ﬁ‘cmg the price of
either is the man who hkas to buy onc ana
puy the cother, T do not ste how it is possible
to Carry on suv-cs;fu]ly.

1 do not wish to take up the time of the
House any longer. I just wish to point out
that, in my opinion, this is a retrograde
step. I want to see full consideration given
by the \Iinistﬂr to amendments which will
be proposed from this side of the House. I
do not supposc that it is the ambition of
hon. members opposite to see the agricul-
tural and dairying and fruit-growing indus-
iries go back. I believe that their idea is to
encourage them, and see that the prices for
their produets are improved, and that indi-

viduals who go on the land have a better
opportunity of making a living than they
have now. 'The Govornment have a huge
lund sectlement scheme, and I suppose their
idea is to have successful settlement on =
stmall scale. It can only be made possible. as
cne member on this side said, if the land
to which they are going is gcod land
and the conditions are made attractive.
If on top of the present market conditions
we are going to have an Arbitration Court
award, 1t is impossible to have land settle-
ment on a small scale successfully. It can-
not be done. 1 am not speaking at random,
Lecause I have had a lifetime of experience
on the lzmd. and T know the difficulties wi
which we have to contend. I know that
fourteen years ago I grew the best crops 1
Lkave ever had on 400 acres of land. They
averaged 16 bags of oats to the acre,, 9 bags
of wheat, and 12 bags of barley. Tt was all
cut with a binder, stacked, and threshed,
and by the time I had sold it I had 3s. 6d.
over the havvesting expenses, without allow-
ing for the seed and putting it in. And the
conditions are not very much better to-day.
e cost of labour, the time occupied, and
the market condltlons, make it almost impos-
sible to carry on that sort of wheat harvest-
ing by stacking and threshing; so much =0
that practically every farmoer has gone out
of it. The cost is too great, and a large
winount is lost because we cannot afford to
ave the straw. The Minister might rake
a week or two and go into the agricultural
districts, merely {o see the returns of the
farmers for himself. Nobody will want to
hide anything. I myself will take him to
places where he will have the cpportunity of
seeing whether the people of whom I speak
are able to bear the burden.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
take a trip during the recess.

Mr. MOORE: It is no good taking it
when 1t is too late, Take it before the Bill
is through. If the hon. gentleman finds th«t

T will

they are able to carry on, I will withdraw

my opposition; but until that is done 1 will
oppOab the measure in every way, that is.
after the second reading, which I do not
in(end to opposc.
The Secrerary rOR PuBLic Womks: Can
you give me any adequate reason why a
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large number of employees should be
deprived of the right to the protection of
cur industrial laws?

Mr. MOORE: I do rot know why they
skould, but T do not want to se2  them
leprlved of employment, and that is what

1t means. I would rather see them employed
at less than the wages given by the court or

cuiployed for three-quarters of the rear than
not employed at all.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxley): Most hon.
members on the other side who have spoken
on this Bill have been at some paing to show
that members on this side are opposed to the
sunciple of arbitration. They should know
by vow that that is not a fact. A study
ot the policy of either party clearly shows
that we stand absolutely by that principle.
Where we differ I shall proceed to show.
We contend that the principle of arbitration
is distinctly preferable.to the principle of
direct action—every sane man must admif
that that is sound policy. But the point on
which we differ is the present application of
the prineiple; and it is its application that
many of wus eriticise. On more than one
nccasian in this House I have taken advan-
tage of the opportunities which have pre-
sented themselves of giving reasons why the
Yrbitration Court, as at present co: atrolled,
fails. I do mnot propose ‘o go into those
details fo-night, because it would only mean
reiteration, but, briefly. myv opinion is that
it divides employers and employecs into two

camps and ecreates an element of pointing,
and, Dbecause they do rot understand omne

annther’s pomta of view, interferes with that
Letter feeling which is necessary to assist the
cause of ploductmn in the wav we would
like. Tt fixes an avbitrary wage quite regard-
lessn of the results which “the man pro-
which in ray opinion is cconomically
unsound ; and. so lopg as we adhere to that
practice and deprive the empm“cx' of labour
of the right and prl«llene of paying his
employee in accordance with the amount of
hi: production, based on a minimum wage

0 as to prevent his exploitation, we shall
not be able to progress
The SecrRETARY FOR PUpnic Womks: How

can that be done?

Mr, ELPHINSTONE :
boards quite castly. TUntil that principle is
adopted we shall not procced on the eve:
tenor of production in the way that many of
us weould like to sce.

It can be done by

The SecreTARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
going to be the judge of the value?

Who is

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: It is arrived at in
many industries in Australia to-day. With

piecework rates vou can pay 2 man a mini-
mum rete of wages for a minimum task.
Tho=e who are prepared and willing to apply
themselves more diligently to that “undertak-
ing should enjoy the award that their dili-
genee entitles them to, This is an argument
that wo have frequently had here, but
I never expect hon. gentlemen opposite to
agree with me, because, as I have frequently
pointed out, their very solidarity is based on
the determination to keep all employces
down to the common level, so that they can-
not think for themselves, and so that they
will allow hon. members opposite to do all
their thinking for them,

Hon. F. T. BRENNAN :
the workers.

That is an insult to

Mr. Elphinstone.]
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Mr. ELPHINSTONE: The hon. gentle-
man may take it as an insult, because he
has not got the apprehension to discern the
difference. Most hon. members opposite have
been agitators or - organisers during their
lives, and they lock to the keeping of the
workers down to the one level for their soli-
darity. They live upon that very solidarity.

Mr. WEIR: So do you.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I am not saying
this in an offensive sense about the
workers. I am only saying what is obvious,
and what hon. gentlemen opposite do not
like. Look at the position we find the
party opposite in. We know that it con-
sists of two clements. They look solid, and
they look to be gentlemen who think, yet
we know Derfectly well, Sir, and probably
you know better than I do, that they are
dividsd into two distinet scctions—extremists
and moderates.  They are divided against
onc another, but when they come before the
public they are one united force.

Mr. Prase: Like your party?

My, ELPIIINSTONE: These two elements
g3 into their couces room and discuss matters
to which both seem to attach some import-
ance, and they arrive at some common
ground for the welfare of the party and of
the movement with which they are con-
nected.  That is what I suggest should be
the case in regard to the two elements of
production.

Mr. RIORDAN: We make a better success
than the hon. member will ever make.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: The Bill is really
divided into three scctions. The main fea-
tures are: Bringing rural workers under the
operation of the Arbitration Court; bringing
domestic servants under the operations oi
the Arbitration Court; and removing many
restrictions so far as apprentices are con-
cerned.  The hon. member for Burnett, in
his gncech last night, made several very
excellent pomts. One of the most outstand-
ing ones was: Why is it, in a movement of
this deseription, which is of so great import-
ance to the welfare of the primary pro-
ducers, that the Council of Agriculture,
behind which the Secerctary for Agriculture
and the Government generally shelter them-
selves in all matters appertaining to agricul-
ture, has not been consulted in relation to
this particular measurc?

The Secrersry ror Prsuic Works: I have
given the reason to the House several times.
It is highly improper for anybody outside
Parliament to see a Bill before it is pre-
sented to Parliament.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I agree with the
hon. gentleman. but we have seen innumer-
able instances of where that policy has not
been carried out.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PuBLIC WORKS: Give a
case in point.

Mr., ELPHINSTONE: I make that asser-
tion definitely. Why is this Council not
consulted on a matter of such vital import-
ance to an industry which it is established to
protect? The answer is, as the Premier told
us the other night, that Labour speaks with
one voice. So 1t does. What is that voice?

Hon. F. T. BrexnaN: Democracy.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: The voice of the
Tmu Park Convention. That is the one
voice of I.abour. It does not matter a rap
what the Council of Agriculture thinks. It

[Mr. Elphinstone.
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is a matter which affects the occupation of
hon. gentlemen opposite. The Convention at
Emu Park was the onc voice, and it says
what has to be done. The Government did
not consult the Council of Agriculture
because they thought that the opinion of the
Emn Park Convention might be thwarted,
and, so as not to risk that, they speak with
onc voice, as the Premier pointed out, and
that is the voice of Emu Park.

To be quite frank, I can quite understand
the present attitude with regard to rural
workers, because it must be difficult for the
Government to reccncile their rank and file
in the country as to why it is the indus-
{rialists in the town can be protected by ~
awards while workers on the farms should
not be protected. I am not taking any excep-
von to the Covernment’s action in that
regard, but why has it taken them six years
to find it out and put it into operation?
They cannot say that the Legislative Council
has been a stumbling block all through,
because it has been out of the way for some
vime.  Still, we have never heard anything
about this matter for six years. It 1s the
onc voice of Labour at the Emu Park Con-
vention that determines this question is to
b> finally settled.

Hon. F. T. BreENNan: No.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: It was really
because of the bargain that was entered
into at that Convention that many hon.

menthers opposite are here. We, from our
cxperiense 1 the House for some years,
krow that the decisions which are arrived at
by a Labour Convention are brought forward
in Parliament a few months later. The
question of the inclusion of rural workers
under the Arbitration Court was in the fore-
front at the Emu Park Convention. I can-
not understand—I want hon. members of the
Country party to listen carefully to this—
how farmers were gulled by the personal
letters of the DPremier and all such rubbish
at election timie into supporting hon, mem-
bers opposite when they should have known
that this menace would be threatening the
rural industries.  The lesson that the
primary producers have to learn is the lesson
which the introduction of this Biil is going
to teach them. I hope they will take 1t to
heart and appreciate that the action of the
Premier in trotting from one end of Queens-
land to the other and sending out personal
letters by hundreds and thousands, trying to
gull them at the eleventh hour, and succeed-
ing in gulling them, was a matter of election
tactics. The stage management was excel-
lent. I would impress upon the represen-
tatives of the country electorates to let the
farmers understand the significance of this
move, and that the Government are no
sooner enthroned for a further three years
than they introduce the most unpleasant
dose of medicine that could be given to
the farmers; and they do it now because
they hope that at the end of the three years
ths farmer will have forgotten all about it.

Mr. Riorpax: The farmer took your medi-
cine for fifty years, and he was dying on it.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I was amused to
hear the hon. member for Albert reading that
love letter of the Premier to his new-found
friends, and I was very pleased to hear his
remarks to the old lady in the Albert
electorate. I would suggest that the Premier
accompany the hon. member for Albert to
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the electorate and come in contact with this
dear old lady who was so grossly deceived
by the Premier in that regard. Whether
that is the first time the Premier has been
guilty of that I do not know,

The PrEviER: T did not send any letters
to anybody in the Albert electorate.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Several of them
found their way into the Albert electorate.
The whole point in regard to this question is
the unsound principle that is being applied to
the primery producers. How hon. members
opposite could listen to the leader of the
Country party in his earnest. appeal to
them as to the effect this measure is going
to have on the primary producers—giving
his life-long experience and giving the actual
facts as to the income which the primary
producers have been enjoving—if you can use
ths word in that way—without being
impressed, I do not know. He has given
illustrations which should rake hon. mem-
bers think deeply. 1 can quite understand
that the gentlemen opposite think that by
the creation of the Council of Agriculture
they have given the producer the oppor-
tunity to make good. We all sincerely hope
that will be so. The Council of Agriculture,
though, has a very long way to go before
1t 1s going to improve the lot of the primary
producer.

An OppositTioN MEMBER : Thev have not got
to the bottom of it vet. )

Mr. ELPITINSTONE: No: the: primary
producer has not come to the time when ho
will have to pay his proportion of the
expenses of that council.  That time will
come on st July next, when the first contri-
butions become due. I can quite appreciate
the point made by the hon. member for
Albert—that. until such time as you can
guarantce in some form or other to the
primary producer some fixed return for his
produce, you cannot impose on him a
puarantes or a fixed rate of payment, which
he has to accord to those who work for him.
I kave argued, and I intend to argue. that
the man who works on a farm is entitled to
the full reward of his labour. T do not want
fo see any single farm emplovee work for
low wages. I have six farm employees, and I
do not think that the charge can be put at our
door that we pay them low wages. The
more contented and the more happy we make
the condition of those men the better it is
for all concerned.

Mr. DasE: Do you pay by results?

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Ves: we do pay
by results. We give our employees a share
in the profits that the farm makes every
vear. I believe in practising what T advo-
cate.

Oprosrrion MeMBErs : Hear, hear !

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: T am talking about
a fruit farm on a pretty extensive scale, and
it bears out the argument of the hon. mem-
ber for Aubigny when he says that the only
chance one has to-day is by adopting scien-
tific methods of farming on a big scale, in
which you can use all kinds of big machinery
for the purpose of saving labour. That is
only possible, though, in the case of the man
who 1s fortunately placed.

Another point touched on in this Bill is
the bringing of domestic scrvants within the
operation of the Arbitration Act. In this
regard I have to differ from my colleague,
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the hon. member fer Albert, when he saxs
that it is only rich people who indulge 1
the luxury of employing domestic servants.
That is not so. I know numbers of cases,
and I am sure hon. members opposite know
likewise, where womenfolk, who are doing
their duty to the nation by bringing up
children and families which we are so anxious
to encourage for the welfare of this State,
in order to make their lot even worth living
have to engage some kind of domestic help
to get them through their everydar duties.
It seems to me that this provision is going
to impose a hardship on these people. In
the first place, I do not know that there is
any great demand from domestic servants to
be brought under an award. I can quite
understand that there is a demand from
some gentleman who would like to act as
organiser to the domestic servants in order
to collect £1 5s. a year from them and find
that particular gentleman a job. 1 have no
doubt, if that position was advertised, there
would be a rush from those gentlemen to
look after the welfare of tho:e domestic ser-
vants. The point T want to stress is this:
You see a desire on every hand—a most com-
mendable desire—to alleviate the lot of the
mother in the bringing up of her family.
There are people not in very affluent circum-
stznces who have to get some amount of assist-
ance to carry out their domestic duties who are
now to be brought under the Arbitration Court
and compelled to pay these assistants fixed
rates of wages and conform to uniform hours.
In the average family where there is a number
of childven 1t is nearly Impossible properly
to conduct the houschold on fixed hours. It
also follows that those mothers who have to
cngages domestic servants will have to form
themselves into a unicn, and they will have
to be represented in the Arbitration Clourt.
They will also have to contribute 3d. per
vwoelk towards the Unemployment Insurance
Tuvd. That naturally follows as soon as
tliey are brought under the operations of the
Arbitration Act.

Hon. I'. T. Brexxan: That woun’t break
them.
Mr. BELPHINSTONE: No: but it is

imposing regulations upon their already fully
burdened life.
Hon. . T. Brenxax: Ah!

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: It is all very well
for the Assistant IJome Secretary to laugh;
e does nct know anything about it yet: he
has just started. I am talking about those
men and women who undertock their respon-
sibilitics before they got bald-headed.
(Laughter.) If the Assistant Home Secrctary
will think for a minute, he must recognise
that what I say is correct. You have only
to read the letters in the newspapers to see
hew these women are beginning to find out
that they must get some relief 1f they are to
lead the life which is expected of them. I
am geing to ask the Minister in charge of
this Bill: Why not make provision for a
mothers’ union? The mothers of Queensland
are a class of women in the community who
deserve all the protection this House can
give. (Hear, hear!) The hon. members
opposite—I appland them for it—have done
what they could to uplift the position of the
women of Queensland, and they have made
very great use of it. Here is a method by
which they can show their sincere sympathy
for the mothers of Queensland, by making
such a provision as I suggest.

Mr. Elphinstone.]
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Hon. F. T. Brexvax: You can move an ondorsed the objection of the Austraitan
ginendment. Meat Industry Employees” Union against
Mr., ELPHINSTONE: I will move an the candidature of T. L. Jones of Oxley.
amendment, and, as the father of quite a The council requests the Queenstand
*substantial family, T shall be quite equal to Central Exceutive to withdraw T. -
doing it, too. Jones as candidate for Oxley beecause

In regard to the apprenticeship question, T
am_ delighted to see this matter taken up
seriouslv. It is a plessure to sce both sides
of the Iouse thinking alike in this tegapd.
I do not intend to amplify my remarks, at
this stage, as I hop> at a later date to d{eal
with this matter fully. The position that
has arisen is a menace in Queensland to-day.
That menace is that our young men have not
been given the opvortunity, which we think
thes are entitled to, to learn a trade or a
profession. T weiceme that phase of the
measure which secms to show that the Min-
ister is fully alive to the importance of that
position.  There is one admission of the
Minister which is ean endorsement of what
we have been ¢rguing, and that is where he
states that indusiry has been passing through
a dull time. That is what we have been con-
tending—that industry in Quecensland has
heen stagnant. and therefore an alteration in
regard to apprentices should help in regard
to that matter in no =mall meaeure,

The hon. member for Townsville thought
he was called upon to make some disparag-
ing comments upon his predecessor. All T
hope is that {hat hon. member will be as
useful a member in this House. and contri-
bute as much wisdom to its deliberations, as
the lute member for Townsville did.

Orprosrrion Meyerrs : Hear, hear !

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: If the hon. mem-
ber for Townsville is going to maintain the
reputation of the late member for Towns-
ville. he »ill not engage in the practice he
indulged in this afternoon.

OprosiTion MemBeRrs: Hear, hear!

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: He went to con-
siderable pains to call our attention to some
«o-called delinguencies of the late member
for Townsville in writine to his manazers in
regard to some of his employvees. 1 want to
tell that hon. member what he should know
new. if he has not learnt it. The late mem-
ber for Townsville was simply calling atien-
tion to the fact that, so long as you are
eoing to control wages on the basis of
nersons’ ages. that kind of thing must follow,
If the employer only had to pay wages
according to qualification and production
that would never heppen; but, so long as
wiages are not based according to qualifica-
tion and ability, there are times when
emplovers have to discharge emplovees who
hy age qualifv for wages that their ability
does not justify. If the hon. gentleman had

inquired into some of the actions
[8.30 p.m.] of his own friends, he would have

known that the gentleman who
was standing as an opponent to the hon.
member for Iiogan was taken great exception
to by union leaders because he was brought
forward as a spokesman for the great Labour
pelicv, and at the same time his works were
emploring non-union men.

Mr. PEasE: That is not true.
Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I do not like read-

ing from the “ Daily Standard” to the
Hou:f\: but I will do so to-night. This 1s
what 1t said on 16th March last—

“The Trades and Labour Councii

[Mr. Elphinstone.

he will make a united front
canitalism impossible.”

And this is what Mr. Miles said.

Mr. Pease: That is not the
Standard.” It is only a report.

Mr. FLPHINSTONE : The effect of it was,
anywav, that Mr. Jones was not returned.

Mr. Prase: Say it to his face outside.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I am never afraid
to eay anywhere what I say in this Chamber.
(Uproar.)

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. ELPITINSTONIE : I am sorry to have
to be the means of conveying these home
truths to the hon. members opposite. Mr.
Miles said—

“ The delegates of the union on the
council had been instructed to voice the
union’s protest on this matter at the
council. The Southern district members
and council had opposed the endorzement
of XMr. T. L. Jonss. The issue involved
was one of unionism. A strike had
occurre:l, and was endorsed by the union,
but  the uuien’s protest had proved
ineffective.  The Kmu Park Convention
had endorsed the action of the Queeus-
land Central Executive on this matter
by fifty-four vctes to eightesn. Since the
strike the Oxley works had been thrown
open to non-unionists, and non-unionists
were still employed there. They all
carnestly desived to see a united front
of the workers, and were vrged to show
a united front, and vet werc cxpected
to support an cmployer of non-union
labour.”

against

“ Iraily

Mr. PeASE: Are you awarc that Jones was
exonerated by the tribunal?

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: The point I want
to make iz this: Hon. members opposite
tried to show where we had been delinquents
in respeet of their conception of the spirit
of arbitration, yet here is a case where a
man who was actually a Labour candidate
was also an cmployer of non-union labour.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You are not fit to
clean his boots.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE : I wish now to make
one or two corrections in regard to remarks
made by the hon. member for Barcoo. He
said, concerning the Wheat Pool Bill, that

w2 protested on this side of the House
becanse it was provided in  the Bill
that workers in wheatfields should be

breught under the Arbitration Court. He
did not point out that those workers had
never yet been brought under the Arbitration
Court. Why did he not make that state-
ment? We would then have shown that his
argument had no foundation whatever. He
also tried to make this point—that, if we
would only introduce skilled labour into
farming, it would make for the prosperity of
the industry. I would point out that, if wo
only introduced skilled labour into the indus-
tries of Quecensland generally, they would all
go ahead. The opecrations of the hon. mem-
bers opposite have prevented that skilled
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labour being introduced. When we discuss
later the means of overcoming this, I hope
that the hon. member for Barcoo will be in
its favour.

3r. COLLINS (Bowen): I welcome the
introduction of this amending measure. I
want to point out to the hon. member for
Oxley that. when he set out to criticise a
gentleman by the name of T. L. Jones, who
ran in the Labour interests for Logan, and
who has always been an advorate of arbitra-
tion, he did so by quoting the * Standard.”’
The hon. member for Oxler, perhaps, has
forgotten the timc when the < Courier” set
out to criticise him, and I am going to quote
what it said of him on one or two occasions.
{Government laughter.)

“A gentieman who indulges in the habit
of flirting with different political affec-
tions.”

“ Playing the political weathercock.”

‘A political showman with an appetite
for political casuistry.”

“ Who atiempted to throw dust in the
eyes of thinking men and women.”

Throughout the whole of the twenty-five
minutes he was speaking he attempted to
throw dust in the cyes of hon. members
present. There is no man perfect, but if
I had as much training as the hon. member
and was as full of imperfeciions I would be
ashamed of myself.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. COLLINS: At any rate, the point I
want to make is that he was trying to throw
dust in the eyes of the people of Queensland.
I look upon the hon. member for Oxley as
cne of the most dangerous men in this House.
(Opposition laughter). In Grote's * History
of Grecce™ 1 found that it was men of his
stamp who brought about the downfall of the
ancient Greek civilisation. (Laughter.)

Mr. Erpuixstoxt: Surely you arc
calling me a Dago! (Renewed laughter.)

Mr. COLLINS: We have heard this after-
roon, aid ever since the debate commenced,
that we are doing the wrong thing by bring-
ing these rural industries under the Arbitra-
tion Act. What do we mean by the ruval
parts of Quecnsland? Does it not mean the
eountry parts of Queensland? And who
represent those parts? Do hon. members on
the other side of the Ilouse represent the
country parts of Queensland?

OprPosITION MEMBERS: Yes.

Mr. COLLINS: Well, T am going to give
them a few figures. Queensland has an area
of about 666,000 squave miles, and of that
area it may be news to hon. members oppo-
site to learn that this party represents
550,000 square miles. How can hon. members
opposite claim that ther represent the rural
industry?  Why. the hon. member for
Gregory represents a larger area than tho
whole lot of them put together! Are we
going to bring about the ruination of the
people we represent? Nothing of the kind!
Yet the hon. member for Cunningham gets
up from time to time and says that ho is
speaking on behalf of the rural industries and
the farming industry, although he represents
only 119 squarc miles altogether. He puts
me in mind of the lamentations of Jeremiah.
Considering that we are supposed to be
living in the most enlightened age the world

not
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has ever seen, iy is strange to find hon.
members on the other side trying to prevent
a portion of the men and women of this great
community taking advantage of one of the
Jaws that was placed upon our statute-book
in 1916; and, if we had had our way as a
Labour party, these proposals would have been
embodied in the Act of 1916. It passed
threugh this Chamber, and was rejectrd by
the Legislative Council which represented
vested interests.

An Opposimion Meuser: And sustained
afterwards by a majority of 63,000 of the
clectors of Gueensland.

At 9.40 p.m.,
The Cumamrvax or Comyrrrees (Mr. Kirwan,

Brishanc) relieved the Speaker in the chair.
Mr. COLLINS: Oh, where, oh, where, aro
the members of the Legislative Council now?
Disappeared! (Uproar.) Why did they dis-
appcar? Because they were a block on the
wheels of human progress. Everyone knows,
as time rolls on, with the growing intelligence
amongst the masses of the people, especially
amongst the people who do farming in
Quecnsland, that they will wako up, and, as
the ¢ Courier ”” said in reference to the hon.
member for Oxley, who throws dust in the
cves of thinking men and women, hon. gentle-
men opposite will not be able much longer to
throw dust in the eyes of the men and women
who go to make up the constituencies that
they represent. In years gone by, when I
was younger, I uwed to read the history of
Great Britain and the history of other coun-
tries, and the same old arguments that were
used thiz afternoon were used in the British
Housc of Commons against the passing of the
Ten Hours Act. They are the very same
arguments. There would be no progress at
all if it was left to hon. members opposite.
They arc the linecal descendants of the same
old Tory party that cpposed every reform
that was ever introduced in any country in
the world. They do not believe in reform.
They said it was going to bring about ruina-
tion bkecause we passed this measurc and
because we passed that measure; but that
ruination has not been brought about. Just
the same as parsons used to get up in the
pulpit and try to prove from the Scriptures
that slavery was justified, so hon. gentlemen
sitting on the other side of the House, if
they had been living at that time and living
in the United States of America, would have
supported slavery, We were told when the
first  Arbitration Act was passed by the
Commonwealth Parliament that it meant the
ruination of the pastoral and other industries.
Has that ruination been brought about?

Mr. Epwarns: Yes.

Mr. COLLINS: We ought to give the hon.
member for Nanango a subsidy and send him
back to the State from which he came—that
is, the State of Viectoria. I spent some
twelve months of my life in that State, and
it is the most miserable, downtrodden State
in the whole of the Commonwealth. (Uproar.)
What I want to make clear is that no matter
what reform we introduced in this Chamber
we were told that ruination was going to
follow that reform. Well, ruination has not
followsd those reforms, because Queensland
to-day is the most progressive State in the
Commonwealth, I remember being on the
Burdekin in 1908 when Mr. Chapman, who
was then Minister for Trade and Customs,
issued his famous proclamation that the wages

Mr. Collins.]
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of the workers in the sugar-fields were to
be 8s. a day of eight hours, or 28s. a week
and their food, and it was supposed at that
time that that would bring about the ruina-
tion of the sugar industry. As a matter of
fact, it was from that time on that progress
was really made, as the hon. member for
Townsville told us this afternoon, and told
us truly. What will really happen in con-
nection with these rural industries will be
this: When they have to pay men a decent
wage we shall then see the application of
machinery to production; and. if we only
had the same amount of machinery applied
to production that was applied to destruction
during the past ten yvears, no one can tell
what progress this world would have made.
Hon. members opposite are always in favour
of the use of machinery for destruction. They
cry “War!” on every possible occasion.
What we stand for as a Labour party is to
apply machinery and the inventive faculty
of man to production, and that will be the
remedy for what they are crying out about
now. We see that in the canefields now.
Already, owing to the fact that good wages
are now paid to the workers empleyved
in the cancficlds, the canegrower is using
intelligence, and using the most up-to-date
machinery known to man in connection
with the cultivation of the canefields. Even
on the Inkerman Estate to-day—which is a
new place so far as sugar-growing is con-
corned-—you will see forty tractors in opera-
tion, and what is being done there will be
done elsewhere by the forcing up of wages
and the bringing about of better conditions,
not only for the wage-earner, but also for the
man who is cultivating the soil. I am not
alarmed about this ruination cry. One hon.
member said that, if we applied this measure
to the rural industries, certain people who

eesod capital would get rid of their

; but that hon. member must realise
, if you are going to sell a farm, there
must always be some other person who is
willing to bur the farm and take the risk
attaching to the farm. That kind of parrot-
cry is not going to frighten a man like
myself, or to frighten men sitting on this
side of the House. We know that the irdus-
tries will still go on; that men will still
cultivate the soil; and we arc here as a
Labour party to assist in making their
conditions better.

The hon, member for Murilla said that the
man who cultivates the soil should be paid
for his labour. That is what we have been
saying all our lives. We say he should be
paid for his labour; but, considering hon.
members opposite were in possession of the
Government benches for a period of over
fifty years, will they argue that the cultivator
of the soil was in a better position when
they occupied the Treasury benches than he
has been in since we have occupied them ?
le was not in nearly as good a position in
those days, because we on this side of the
House represent the principal agricultural
industry In Queensland—that is, the sugar
industry, which employs more workers than
any other agricultural industry in this State.
Has arbitration brought about ruination in
that industry? We all remember what was
said when the Dickson award was given. If
I had my way, I would contribute mv mite
many times over towards erecting a monu-
ment for that gentleman, because he was
the first man who lifted up, not only
the sugar-workers of Queensland, but the
whole of the workers of Queensland, to a

[Mr. Collins.
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higher plane by giving the award that was
known. as the Dickson award. One hon. mem-
ber said during the course of his remarks
that arbitration would be all right if both
sides were compelled to obey the award.
When the Dickson award was made a strike
took place amongst the farmers at Proser-
pine, in ms electorate, which was inspired
to a large extent by the hon. member for
Mirani.
Mr., Swayxe: You are wrong.

Mr. COLLINS : I say it was inspired 1o a
lirge extent by the hon. member for Mirani,
The farmers on the Proserpine never tharked
the hon. member for Mirani for the advice
he sent along to them to hold out against the
Dickson award. He is like the hon. member
for Cunningham, who said it would throw
man out of work. I would like to know how
many men these Darling Downs farmers
really employ altogether. T take it that they
employ very few indeed, except in harvest
tirne, to take off their wheat crops. What
=re they cerying out about? What we argue
is, that the men who work for them should
be paid a decent wage, have decent con-
ditions, and work decent hours, If, when
working for themselves on their own farms,
they like to work sixteen hours a day, I am
not going to stop them, because I take it
they have sufficient intelligence to know when
tn start and sufficient intelligence to know
hen to knock off when they are wirking
for themselves. If they have noi got the
intelligence, there i= something wrong., Then
again, following the line of argument used
by the hon. member for Murilla that they
stould be pald for their labour, I take i%
that the Government, if the farmers ave not
in a position to buy the modern machinery
mentioned by me, will introduce legizlation
to enable them to get that machinery. If
they have been so kept down by past Govern-
rients—of which the hon. member for Burnett
was a prominent supporter—that they are
not in a position to avail themselves of
modern machinery and have to work with
chuolete machinery, it is up to the Govern-
ment to introduce legislation to enable them
to get hold of the most modern machinery
known to man, and so do away with the
:arrot ¢ry that we are going to bring ruina-
lior upon the State.

Mr. CORSER !

At 9.51 pom.,

The SpEakerR resumed the chair.

Mr. COLLINS: The hon. member for
Durnett is dark and gloomy all the time. He
sces nothing but darkness; he sces nothing
bright in connection with the developreent
of this State. I believe there are immerse
possibilities in this State. We know fnll
well what the progress of the union movement
has been. Since we have had arbitration we
bave had wonderful progress. 1 believe in
the principle of arbitration. If we cannot
«ct the mass of the prople to believe in indus-

Hear. hear!

trial arbitration, what hope have we of
abolishing war? We look forward to the
time-—representing the intelligent workers

of the community as a Labour party, and in
cenjunction with other Labour parties in the
Commonwealth and in the different countries
of the world—when we shall so decply influ-
cnce public opinion as not only to scttle
industrial disputes by Courts of Arbitration,
but also to settle international disputes by
the same Courts of Arbitration.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !
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Mr. COLLINS : But no one can expect hon.
members opposite, who, as 1 said on one
occasion, are right away back in the dark
ages, to grasp the ideas of industrial arbi-
tration.

The SPEAKER : Order !

Mr. COLLINS : If we do not have arbitra-
tion, there is .only onc coursec left for us,
and that is direct action to secttle industrinl
disputes. If you want real direct action, then
you want to realise that war is the most
complete system of direct action known on
this earth. You may ask what this has to
do with industrial arbitration.

The SPEAKER: Order! The  hon.
mecmber must confine his remarks to the Bill.
(Opposition laughter.)

Mr. COLLINS: I thought I had confined
my remarks to the Bill, because the lust
words I said were ‘“ industrial arbitration.”
(Opposition laughter.) This is “a Bill to
further amend the Industrial Arbitration Act
of 1916 in certain particulars.”’

The SPEAKIR: Order!

Mr., COLLINS: I am arguing that this
Bill is not going to bring about ruinuation
because rural wworkers are being included in
it, nor vet bring about ruination. s pre-
dicted by the hon. member for Oxley, by
the inclw:ion of domestic servants. The hon.
member for Oxley was very much concerned
about the mothers. Does he not realise that
tivae domestic servants may later on also
bhecome mothers? They are going to be the
future mothers of the race, and we are con-
cerned that they should not work excessive
hours, nor receive the low wages they used
to receive in Brisbane in years gone by, when
many of them had to resort to the strent: to
cnable them to live. '

OprosiTioN MEMBERS : Shame !

Mr. COLLINS: We want to improve the
conditions of the workers, and under this
legislation we shall improve the conditions
more and more for the future mothers of
Queensiand.

Mr. EDWARDS (¥Vanango): 1 wish to
endorse the remarks which have fallen from
hon. members on this side of the House. I
think that we should discuss this question
from a common-sense point of view, and not
rave over the question, as the hon. member
who has just resumed his seat has done. If
the speech he has made were made in the
country districts he would frighten the
farmers off the land. The Government have
been in office for seven wears, and they have
at last got strict orders {o bring in this
rocasure at once.  Although the Premier
to-night denied it, when the hon. member
for Albert charged him with not saying a
word about this question when in the rural
districts, 1 cay that he was asked the ques-
tion on several occasions and absolutels
refused to answer it. In my own electorate
ke simply sidestepped the question, and
abused the man who asked it. He told the
House the other night that Labour does not
speak with two voices. IHe went out during
the election to get the primary producers’
votes. In my district they took a tumble to
what hé would be likely to do with the
extreme section of the Labour party behind
him, and therefore turned him down with a
thud. I only wish that, in the intercsts of
Queensland, I had had to contest my seat
against him instead of my late oppovent.
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In the rural districts of Queensland, apart
from the sugar industry, things are in a
most deplorable condition. The men who
are struggling on the land went through a
drought in 1918 and 1919. In 1920 and 1921
they had fairly decent seasons. and the Go-
vernment stepped in then and took their
butter. 'The rural industries are at present
going through one of the worst and most
seneral droughts which they have ever faced.

If the wages are going to be increased—
and I am satisfied that every man who 1s
able to pay it will be only too pleased to
do so—and if primary producers are going
to be forced out of production
and production therefore is going
to be reduced, it is not going to
be good for the employees or for the State
it-elf.  The Government have not shown
discretion in bringing forward this legisla-
tion at such a time.

Mr, CarteR: You are a Jercmiah.

\r. EDWARDS : The hon. member is the
sveatest Jeremiah who has ever been in the
Heuse, bar the hon. member for Bowen.
(Laughter.) In my district—and I know 1%
applies on the Downs and through the
W, estern  districts of Qucensland—the pro-
ducors have made practically nothing during
the whole of this year. We have had
instances where they have put in 50 or 100
scres of maize and taken no crop off. If
men are to be employed at a very high wage
and under the condilions that are hikely to
be imposed by the Arbitration Court, "how
much worse off will they be?

A CovervMENT MnuvsEr: What do vou
consider a fair wage?

Mr. EDWARDS: What is being paid now
—-£2 to £3 a week and found.

The StCcrRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaNDS:
is a wide margin

Ar. EDWARDS: For the different work
and the different men on a farm, you have
to have a wide margin. 1f the Secrcbary
{or Public Lands had worked on the land
of which I am speaking as an employee, as
T have done, he would know something of

the conditions.

Mr., W. CoopEr: Were you satisfied with
the wages you got?

My, BDWARDS: Whether I was or not,
I was able to save sufficient money to make
a start on my own, and I have struggled
through and reared a big family.

Mr. W. Cooper: You were not satisfied
with the wage you were getting or you would
not have left it.

M. EDWARDS: T am very pleased with
that interjection. because it just shows the
capahilities of the man it came from. I
pelieve in grit, and the man who is not
anxious to own a home of his own is not
the best class of citizen.

Mr. Hynes: You believe in perpetuating
the sweating evil.

Mr. EDWARDS: I am satisfied that, if
that hon. member had some cxperiencz in
veal work, he would know something about
it. I am sure he has done none for a long
time.

The SPCRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAXDS:
farm is.the worst in the district.

Mr. EDWARDS: The hon. member for
Townsville this afternoon said that the
increased output per head of population in

Mr. Edwards.]
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Queensland has been enormous. If he
followed up the question, he would discover
that the primary producers are practically
paying that increase. A binder which could
be bought for £43 in 1914 costs about £100
to-day. Kxactly the same increase applies
to farming machinery all round and in
respect of ceverrything a man needs on his
farm. I am more concerned about the
increase In primary production than about
the output of factories or anything clse,
beeause, if we can Inerease our primary pro-
duction and that of our secondary indus-
tries, we are going to make conditions better,
not only for the cmployees, but also for
everyone living within the State. The hon.
member for AMirani asked a question. in
reply to which he was told that during the
last few yecars no fewer shan 800 or 900
blocks of land—over 1,000 blocks in one
cass—had been forfeited each year. It shows
that the primary producing industries are
not i any way as prosperous as the Minister
would lead us to believe. The Government
initiated a scheme for the constitution of
the Council of Agriculture for one purpose,
and that was to let ihemselves down lightly
in bringing about the very legislation that
they are proposing to bring about to-night.
Hon. members opposite have time and again
said that that Council has done something
in the interests of the primary producers.
T will admit that it has done 1ts best, but
the difficulties are tremcndous, and no one
knows it better than the Sccretary for
Agriculture. T am satisfied that, if he was
making & living off the land instead of
being a Minister, he would be fighting this
measure tooth and nail, because he knows
that it is a measure not in the best interests
of the people in the country districts.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: There is
one thing that they can say, and that is that,
while T was farming, [ always paid good
wages.

Mr. EDWARDS: 1If the hon. geuntleman
was farming under conditions that farmers
labour ander to-day, he could not pay a
decent wage however much he wished to do
s0. The primary producers will be placed
in an unfortunate position if an award is
granted fixing the hours of labour. There
are many days ob a farm when men have
got practically nothing to do. There are so
many jobs to be done, particularly in drought
time, that it would be impossible to fix the
number of working hours. There are many
fermers at the present time driving their
cattle 3 and 4 miles to water, or carting water
that distance to the cattle.” There are some
carting dry corn stalks to feed their cattle.
Those who have reared valuable herds of
cows for many years arc now losing every
one of them. I am speuking now as a
practical farmer.

Mr. WeiR: You have been a failure on
practically every farm you have been on.

Mr. EDWARDS: If I was as great a
failure as a farmer as the hon. gentlemman
has been in his line of business, I would e
ashatned of myself.

Mr. PrasE: You do not know his record.
He never failed in his life yet.

Mr. EDWARDS : If high wages and better
conditions can be applied to the primary
produeing industries, then by all means apply
them; but 1 consider that this Bill is going
to be injurious to the producing population

[Mr. Edwards.
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of this State. If the Government, through
the Council of Agriculture, first stabilised
these industries, then they could apply the
conditions that ther are suggesting should
be applied through this legizlation. “Lhe
Secrctary for Agriculture knows full well
that at the present time the dairy farmers in
this State have to accent pre-war prices for
their butter. They arc getting a lower rate
now than they have becn obtaining for years,
even in the face of droughts and in the face
of increased cost of production.

Mr. PEASE: Butter 1s 2s. 3d. a lb. to-day.

Mr. EDWARDS: The dairymen of this
State are getting 1s. and 1s. 3d. per lb. for
butter-fat. I think, if the hon. members
opposite first considered the advisability of
passing this mcasure on to the Council of
Agriculture, and allowed them to discuss it
and to bring out all the points, we weculd
have a different measure to that now befors
us

The SECRETARY For PUBLIC WORKS: What
about sending it to the Trades Hall as well?

Mr. BraxD: You got it from there.

Mr. EDWARDS: The hon. gentleman
knows it came from the Trades Hall. The
Council of Agriculture, if allowed to discuss
it in the interests of the primary preducers,
would prove to the Government that it was
impossible to apply 1t to the agricultural
and dairying industries at the present time
in Queensland.

The SecreTary ¥OR PuBLIC WoOrKS: Is that
how purliamentary business should bhe con-
ducted ?

Mr. EDWARDS: The effect of this mea-
sure upon the unfortunate farmer will be
that he will have to take greater responsi-
bility than he has at the present time. Even
in times of difficulty and trouble he will not
he able to employ labour, and consequently
he, together with his wife and family, will
have to carry greater burdens than he has
done in the past. I heard an hon. member
opposite say that if a farm =was for sale
someone would take on the obligation. T
know of thousands of farms that are for
sale, and no one will take on the obligation.

That is nonsense.
Mr. EDWARDS: It is true.
Mr. Kizwax: It is not true.

Mr. EDWARDS : If the hon. member for
Brisbane has any money to spare, and cares
to come up into my district, or many other
districts in Quecensland, he will get suited.

Mr. KinwaX:

Mr. CartER: Look at the company he will
be in.

Mr. EDWARDS : Yes: he is with the right
company when he is with you. The children
and the women on the farms, no doubt, will
suffer through this legislation.

Mr. DasH: Rot!

Mr. EDWARDS: If the hon. member for
Mundingburra knew anything about it, he
certainly would not say that. I notice that
the hon. member for Rosewood has got very
quiet. He knows something about the diffi-
culties and the struggles of the farmer and
his wife and family. TLet the Government
stabilise prices, and they will get all the
assistance possible from the Country party in
doing so. Then they can bring along this
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legislation when they have proved to the
producer that they will give him a fair deal
and fair marketable conditions for what he
produces.

Ap Orrostrion Mewser: The Government
want to sweat the man who produces the
produce.

Mr. EDWARDS: There is no such thing
as sweating a man in Queensland at the
prescnt txme (Government dissent.) If you
tie up-a primary producer with the responsi-
bilities, then, if there is a man who, with his
wite and chlldlen will be sweated, it will
be the primary producer. If hon. mem-
bers opposite will take a trip out into the
country——

Mr. Hyxes: We have been there, and have
worked there.
Mr. EDWARDS: And see the rcal diffi-

culties that beset the primary producer at
the present time, they will come back very
much more enlightened than they are, and
will be able to give more serious attention
to this meazure than they appear to be doing
at the present time.

Mr. Bruck: What about the wife and
<hildren of the employee?

Mr. EDWARDS: If they saw the difficul-
ties which the man on the land had to con-
tend with, they would not treat this measure
in the jocular manner they are treating it
to-night.

Mr. Hynes: You are putting up a plea for
sweated conditions,

Mr. EDWARDS: T am convinced that, if
the hon member was sweated, it would do
him good. (Laughter.) There is another
question which, no doubt, will have a bad
effect. 1t is that the country children are
not getting the educational facilities that
they should get.

Mr. HynNes: How can they, if you are only
paying the workers £1 10s. a week?
Mr. EDWARDS: I think it is deplorable

to think that these conditions are going to
be applied—conditions which will make it
harder for those boys end girls.

In conclusion, I want to say that everything
proves that the conditions are such on the
land at the present time, in comparison with
other industries——

Mr. HarTLEY : Crying again.

Mr. EDWARDS: That the people are
gradually going from the land into the large
centres of population. That has been proved
by statistics, and it has been proved that it
is impossible to impose any harder conditions
on thosc people at the present time.

Mr. Prase: Fifteen shillings a week will
not induce them to remain on the land.

Mr. EDWARDS: There is no such wage
as 15s. a week paid to-day. I am paying a
man 12s 6d. a day to plough——

Mr. HARTLEY: One day a week.

Mr. EDWARDS: And then he asks my
boys to attend to the horses. I am not saying
for one moment that that applies to all the
men. here are good men in the country
as well as anywhere else. The hon. members
opposite would do well to leave the country
districts alone until the Council of Agricul-
ture, w ith their assistance and the assistance
oi the Country Party. stabilise the differcnt
industries in which the primary producer is
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at present struggling. When the Primary
Producers’ Organisation Bill was before the
House last session ninetcen amendments were
put into it by the Country Party, and the
Secretary for Agriculture knows that two
were rojected which he has scen fit since to
try and get in, one of them by regulation.

My, Prase: The hon. member for Cunning-
ham was the only man who knew anything
about the Bill.

Mr. EDWARDS: How the hon. members
on the other side can force this class of
legislation, from a business point of view,
when they know that many hundreds of the
farmers are applying to the Government, not
only for fodder, but actually for relief to
feed their families, I do not know. Kveryone
must rcalise that this is deplorable in a State

ike Oucensland If the advice of practical
men hnd been taken veavs ago, these con-
ditions would not apply to-day. We offered

suggestions regarding the conservation of
water and fodder years ago.

Mr. Harrtrey : Why did you not give effect
to your suggestions?

My, EDWARDS: We could not get the
cpportunity. I hope that hon. members
opposite will see fit to withdraw this Bill—

The Secrersry vor Pusnic Works: There

is no chance of that.

Mr. EDWARDS: In the interests of the
agricultural industries of this State and glve
the Council of Agriculture an opportunity
to discuss it. The Secretary for Agriculture
sits in the chair of that Council of Agricul-
ture, and they could discuss this measure, and
if they decided that it is advisable to bring

the rural workers under the Arbitration
Court
Mr. Hynes: By the same rule, why not

approach the unions concerned?

Mr. EDWARDS: The hon. member knows
that the orders came from the unions to
bring in the Bill.

The SEcrETARY FOR PuUBLIC WORKS: You
have a poor idea of the principles of govern-
ment.

Mr. EDWARDS: The hon. gentleman
lnows full well who gave the orders to

introduce this measure.

The SPEAKER : Order!
ber must address the Chair.

Mr. EDWARDS: The hon. gentleman
knows full well, according to a question
which he answered himself only yesterday,
that the State Produce Agency has handled
no less than 100 tons of African maize.
Surely that is evidence enough of the state
Queensland is in owing to drought!

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Works: How
much was handled by private merchants?

My, EDWARDS: That is sufficient to
prove beyond question of doubt that greater
burdens should not be placed on the primary
producers of this State at the present time.

Mr. CLAYTON (Wide Bay):
the adjournment of the debate.

Question put and passed.

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

The House adjourned at 10.21 p.m.

Mr. Edwards.]

The hon. mem-

I beg to move





