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-3 THURSDAY, 31 JULY, 1924

The S8pEAkER (Hon. W. Bertram, Murce)
took the chair at 10 a.m.

RESIGNATION OF MLMBER.
Hon. J. HuxHAM.

The SPEAKER: I have to inform the
House that I have received the following
letter from the hon. member for Buranda:—

“ Qualtrough street,
‘ Brisbane, 31st July, 1924.
““ Dear Mr. Speaker,—
“I hereby tender my resignation as
member of Parliament for the electorate

of Buranda.
“Yours faithfully,

“J. HuxHam.
“ The Hon. the Speaker,
‘“ Parliament House, Brisbane.”

SEAT DECLARED VACANT.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eacham): I beg to
move—

“ That the seat of Hon. John Huxham
hath become and is now vacant by reason
of the resignation thereof since his elec-
tion and return to serve in this House as
member for the electoral district of
Buranda.”

Question put and passed.

QUESTIONS.

INTENTIONS OF GOVERNMENT IN RE LEGISLATION
TO DEAL WITH PILLAGING.

Mr. MAXWELL (Zoowong) asked the
Home Secretary—

“ 1., Has his attention been drawn to
the comments made by His Honour Mr.
Justice Lukin at the recent criminal
sittings of the Supreme Court that steps
should be taken to amend the Act to deal
with pillaging ? L

“2. In the face of His Honour’s state-
ment; also the recommendation made by
the Federal Commission as t0 the amemi
ment of the laws of Queensland dealing
with pillaging, is it the intention of the
Government to take the necessary steps
to introduce this amending legislation ?”

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J.
Stopford, Mount Morgan) replied—

“1. Yes.

_“2. The matter will receive considera-
tion.”

Recent Loan  CoNVERSION—LETTER — FROM
BRITISH-AUSTRALIAN COMPANIES AFFECTED
BY LAND AMENDMENT AcT OF 1920.

Mr. KERR (Fnoggera) asked the Pre-
mier-

“In regard to the conversion negotia-
tions in Liondon, will he lay on the table
of the House, or read out in answer to

- -this question, the full contents of the
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letter from the two British-Australian
societios chiefly affected by the disputed
Tand Act Amendment Act of 1820, in
which the following appears to be parf:—

“As a full and final settlement of
the controversy and a demonstration of
zoodwill that you (Mr. Theodore) make
this offer. having regard to the view
strongly held here (London) that the
Act did alter the existing contracts,
and you recognise that the Knglish
companies affected by the Act of 1920
are convinced that they have legitimate
grievances which you wish to remove
and desire to satisfy investors that
Queensland is as faithful to contractual
obligations as any other portion of the
Empire’ ?”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
{Hon, W. N. Gillies, Facham), in the
absence of Hon. E. G. Theodore, Chillagoe),
replied—

*Ves, I will lay the letter on the
table.”

Water SUPPLY FOR CALIORAN SOLDIER

SETTLEMENT.
Mr. COSTELLO (Carnarvon), in the
sbsence of Mr. PETERSON (Normanby),

asked the Secretary for Public Lands—

1. 'Will he place at the disposal of the
soldier settlers, Calioran Settlement, at
an early date, an irrigation officer in
order to discuss with him the feasibility
or otherwise of a water supply for their
district ?

“ 2, Would he extend the same assist-
ance for water facilities to the above
settlers as is provided to settlers on the
Burnett and Callide areas?

“ 3. 1f he is unable to agree to either
of the above requests, would he make
arrangements, on suitable terms, for the
transference of settlers concerned to such
areas that have facilities for a water
supply ?”’

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
§Hon. W. McCormack, Cairns) replied—

“1. The Commissioner for Irrigation
has submitted a proposal to the settlers
at Calioran for their consideration.

2. No.
3, See answer to No. 1.”

REQUEST 70 (GOVERNMENT FROM 1I1QUOR TRADE
FOR RECONSIDERATION OF FIOURS OF SALE.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla), in the absence of
Mr. VOWLES (Dalby), asked the Home Sec-
retary—

“1. Has the Government recently
received petitions from persons interested
in the liquor trade requesting the recon-
sideration of the hours during which
hotels may be kept open for the sale of
liquor?

“2. Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment during this session of Parliament to
comply with the requests (or any of them)
contained in such petition ?”

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J.
Stopford, Mount Morgan) replied—

“1. Yes.
“ 2, - The matter will be considered.”

[31 JuLvy.]
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SPECIAL ADJOURNMENT.

“That the House, at its rising this
day, do adjourn until Tuesday next.”

Question put and passed.

ADDRESS IN REPLY.
REsuMPTION OF DEBATE.

My, MOORE (dubigny), who was received
with Opposition cheers, said: I rather sym-
pathise with the mover and seconder of the
Address in Reply, owing to the difficulty they
had in working up sufficient enthusiasm over
the programme that has been put before us.

Mr. BEDFORD interjected.

Mr. MOORE: The mover of the motion,
the hon. member for Townsville, was not so
bombastic, and certainly has not been so
careless of the rules of the House, as to
interrupt me in my very first sentence as
has the seconder, the hon. member for
Warrego. Perhaps, when that hon. member
has been a little longer in the House and
gains a greater knowledge of its procedure,
he will extend similar courtesy. However,
the hon. member for Townsville, to overcome
the difficulty he had in showing enthusiasm
for the Speech, made a very excellent speech
about the development of the North and its
requirements.  HKverybody in this House
recognises what a rich heritage we have in the
North, and it is the desire of everybody in this
Chamber to see that the North is adequately
developed. The motion moved yesterday by
an _hon. member on this side of the House
had for its object the securing of the best
possible conditions in the North.

The hon. member for Warrego, after nine
years of Labour administration, made the
discovery that many more reforms are prac-
tically 1mpossible owing to the difficulties
that are facing the Government. His idea
for bringing about prosperity to Queensland
was for the Commonwealth Administration
to nationalise insurance and banking, so that
they would have control of all moneys.

I suppose the most important thing we
have to discuss is the success of the Premier
when he went to England for the purpose of
arranging for the conversion of maturing
loans. I want to congratulate him this time
on showing ordinary common sense. He
looked the facts in the face, and made an
agreement to rehabilitate Queensland. The
only pity is that he did not show ordinary
common sense previously. After his last trip
home he came back to Queensland petulant
and with his mouth full of boasting and
vituperation. Hvidently, the lesson has been
learned, and this time on his return we are
able to congratulate him on making an agree-
ment by which Queensland is placed in a
considerably better position. We are all
pleased that the prestige of Queensland has
been retricved. We are all pleased that
amicable relations have once more been
established between Fingland and Queensland,
because, as the Premier stated, it is going
to make a vast difference to this State. We
are not going to fall down and worship the
Premier as a superman. To my mind, he
only did the thing that should have been
done long before.

Mr. Harriey: He only undid the bad work
your party did in damaging Queensland.

Mr. Moore.]
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Mr. MOORE: He only did something to
retrieve the position brought about by the
stupidity of his own Government.

Mr., Hamrrey: Ie refuted the slanders of
your party.

Mr. MOORE: In England he was acclaimed
a marvellous statesman because he arranged
an agreement which was satisfactory to the
financiers. The roaring lion of Qucensland
became the cooing «dove when he got to
England.

Mr. Harriey: That must have been a
miracle. How could a roaring lion become
a cooing dove ?

Mr. MOORE: It 1s by no means an extra-
ordinary thing to compliment a man for
doing the right thing after he has done the
wrong one. 1if we go back to the Bible we
get the parable of the man who had 100
shee‘p—

+If @ man have an hundred sheep, and
one of them be gone astray, does he not
leave the ninety and nine in the wilder-
ness, and go after that which is lost until

he find it. And when he cometh home,
he calleth togethm his friends and
neighbours—saying, ‘Rejoice with me,

I have found my sheep which was lost !’

*“ There shall be more joy over one
sinner that repenteth than over ninety
and nine just persons which need no
repentance,”’

That, roughly, is the principle adopted by
the financial people over the repentance of
the Premier.

Mr. F. A. Coorer: The rejoicing is all the
more if the lost shcep has not been shorn.
(Laughter.)

Mr. MOORE : The remark of the Premier,
in order to secure sympathy when he started
out on that mission, that—

“ The task was a more difficult one than

any of my predecessors has had to
handle ”—
is, in my opinion, extremely naive, None of

his predecessors acted in the way that he and
his Government did, and there is no excuse
for the stupid act which was committed in
spite of the warnings on the other side of
the world and in spite of the warnings given
in this Chamber. T would like to refer to
an article in the London ‘ Times’ in 1918,
in which the position was exactly pointed
out—

“It is feared that the Government
may, by the appointment of its adherents
to the Upper House, obtain the latter’s
consent to the passage of a Bill remov-
ing the limitations referred to. It may
seem almost incredible that a State of
the British Empire should contemplate
any such suicidal proposal as that with
which it is credited. 'To alter adversely
the leaseholders’ contractual position
without their consent would be to adopt
a species of Bolshevism which could not
fail to destroy the confidence of British
investors in the good faith not only of
Queensland, but of Australia generally.

“If it is not repudiation for one
Government to induce lessees to come
undér an Act by promising to insert a
protective provision, which was inserted
and on the faith of which lessees did
come uynder the Aet, thereby acquiring

[Mr. Moore. ..
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contractual rights, and at a later stage
for the Theodore Government to take
away, without the lessces’ consent, the
provision which induced them to come
under the Act, then it would be interest-
ing to learn what Mr. Theodore’s defi-
nition of ¢ repudiation’ is.”’

When the Act was going through, Mr.
Gunn, the then hon. member for Carnarvon,
as reported on page 2623 of *‘ Hansard 7 for
1920, used these words—

“I want 4o have a few words on this
Bill, because I value the honour of my
counhy—I value the integrity of this
State. I think that when we have to
borrow money at the other end of the
world, if we pass this Bill, we shall find
we shall be penalised to a greater extent
than many of us expect. We shall no$
float loans on anything like as favour-
able terms if we pass this repudiation as

if we did not.”
That is exactly what happened, and, rather
than admit the mistake, Queensland’s credit

was sacrificed. The State has had to pay
through the nose for accommodation which
vas vitally necessary, and we have also been
humiliated by having the finger of scorn
pointed at Queensland throughout the Empire.
The last election was won by appealing to
the passions of the people and by frothy
vapourings about the ¢ money kings dic-
tating the internal policy of Queensland,”
and the necessity of securing loan money for
the State in Amcuca where we secured
money on the most stringent terms that any
State or any of the British Dominions has
ever had to accept. Then, like the fox which
lost his tail and endeavoured to persuade all
the others to cut theirs off, we find the
Premier talking in this st1a1n in his policy
speech in 1923—

“ At the last election the State was
faced with a critical position with regard
to loan funds owing to the operation
against us of a political boycott on the
London money market. The sinister
designs of our opponents were entirely
thwarted by the success of the Govern-
ment in gaining access to an unllmlted
market in New York. Our success in
establishing a connection with that
market has been of considerable benefit
to the whole of Australia. The London
money-lenders can no longer dictate the
domestic policy of Australian Govern-
ments. On the contrary, in fear of losing
more customers, they have shown the
greatest alacrity in agreeing to all reason-
able loan p1opomls put forward from
the various States.”

When he came back the last time he made
fhis statement—

“The suggestion is made that there is
a kind of climb-down, that the money
power of England now rules, and that
to that extent cur self-governing rights
are limited. Such an assertion is wholly
erroneous and ill-founded. The inde-
pendence of Queensland is more secure
to-day than it was six months ago when
I left Queensland. We could get money
in New York before, but the extent to
which we could borrow at any time was
limited because of what was happening
in London, and the terms we had to pay
were governed by the conditions ruling
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in London. A settlement has been
arrived at now. and we have access to
either London or New York on an abso-
lutely free market. Some critics have
said that rather than appear to concede
anything we should have gone to New
York.” :

Tt just shows the unreliability of his remarks.
During the clection campaign he stated that
there was an entirely unlimited market for
money, but now, when the dispute has been
settled, he points out that the market in
New York was limited by the conditions
which obtained in London. The loan obtained
in New York, at acost of £6 19s. 5d. per cent.
in interest last year, carries the most onerous
conditions for its full term. If it were states-
manlilke on this occasion to take a short-dated
loan for five vears because the money market
might fall, why was it not a statesmanlike
thing to get a short-dated loan also when we
went to America, instead of allowing it to con-
+tinue for the full term? The money market
was certainly considerably more likely to fall
then than now. Possibly there are other
reasons why the loan is short-dated on thix
occasion. It may be that the financiers in
London want to see that the Government are
going to carry out the agreement made by
the PPremier before they agree to a long-dated
loan. I submit that the only way in which
we can make sure that the agreement is
going to be adhered to is the one indicated
by the Secretary for Public Lands when he
first heard of the flotation of the loan, to the
effect that legislation would be necessary, but
I go further and say that the terms ought
to be endorsed on the leases so that we
cannot be placed again in the unfortunate
position in which Queensland has found her-
self during the last four wears. The late

. Agent-General emphatically stated that the

people of Queensland had been hoodwinked.
He wants to know the full terms and eon-
ditions of this concession, and I aiso foel
that the country ough: to know. When the

© Premier went 10 England he stated that the

first part of his stay there was emploved in
what he termed  creating an atmosphere.”
Since he returned to Queensland he has been
doing exactly the same thing. Hc has been
““ creating an atmosphere’ in Australia for a
different purpose—that of hoodwinking the
discontented in his own party and smosthing
away difficulties in the Herbert. And on
his return heo stated that the arrangement
was not a concession, that it was “ a mere
formula to cnable the pastoralists to assent

" to a seftlement of the dispute,” but that was

too much for his followers to swallow, so he
went off on a new tack to this effect—

“To aftempt to justify myself by
placing the whole of the cards upon the
table would imperil our good relations
with London. It would tend to reawaken
the animosity which existed, and which
reacted against Queensland. as well as
create cnormous difficulties of an Tmperial
nature in the heart of the Empire ifself.”

So that now. apparently, instead of saying
that it was “a mere formula.”” he wanis to

. .shelter behind the plea that any other course
- would have created difficulties in the direc-

tion of getting away from the Empire. The
statements are so contradictory, especially in
view of the election pledges given by the
Government, that it is almost imperative that
we should get a clear statement of the facts
and the actual position, so that we may know

31 Jury.]
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whore we are. The Premier’s statement is
first—

“ Ag a result of a great many coi-
ferences and consultations with bankers
underwriters, financiers, commercial meu,
and newspaper editors, I succeeded in
creating a new atmosphere, which
enabled the settlement to be arrived at.
The offer of the stabilisation of existing
rents during the remainder of the terms
for those holdings which have already
been reassessed under the Land Act of
1920 bas been described as a concession.
Tn fact, it was a mere formula to enable
the pastoralists to assent fo a settlement
of the dispute. In agrecing to this basis
the pastoralists yielded a great deal; the
Government viclded very little. No
settlement was involved, no sacrifice of
principle on the part of the Government,
and no recantation of policy. I notice
that the opinion is held in Queensland
that the settlement will involve legisla-
tion to amend the Land Act of 1920.
That is contrary to the legal opinion I
obtained in London during the negotia-
tions. Tndeed, legislation is not a con-
dition of the settlement. which expressly
states that FExccutive and administra-
tive effect shall be given to the sottle-
ment. However, if it is found that full
cffect cannot be given to the settlement
without legislation, a Bill will be intro-
duced, but such legislation will merely
stabilize the existing rents, and will not
affect  the principle of the 1920 Act. Nor
does the concession involve any great loss
of potential revenue, because it only
applies to those holdings the rents of
which have been determined recently by
the Land Court without limitation, and
as the leases of most of the large sheep
holdings expire during the next ten years.
it will be seen that the so-called con-
cession i of no monetary value to them.”

Then the new agreement we have heard about
is as follows:—

< Without prejudice to the right of
lessees to apply fo the Land Court for a
reduction of rent in any individual case.
the Queensland Government agrees to
take such Executive and administrative
action as is necessary to give effect to
the following arrangement :—That in the
case of all those pastoral leases where
rents have. on 30th May, 1924, been
reassessed under the Land Act of 1920
and which appear in the second schedule
of the Land Act of 1910 as being leases
entitled to limitation of increase of rent,
the maximum rents to be paid in respect
of the unexpired term of such leases shall
be the rents in force on 30th May, 1924.”

Speaking of that agreement at the Labour
Day function at the Trades Ilall. the Sec-
retary for Public Lands said—

“ Brieflv, the position is this: The
arrangement fthat has been made js a
compromise. T am not going to tell you
that there iz no compromise, There has
been a compromise. . The compro-
mise given to the pastoralists for the
stabilisation of rents fixed by the Land
Court since the passage of the alleged
repudiation Act provides that the exist-
ing rent shall be the maximum for the
remainder of the term of their leases.”

“ The amount of the conecession is not
known to anybody. because none know
what rent would have been fixed for

Mr. Moove.}
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the remainder of the term. It might be mark . Tirets i as
said that Srm. arket prices of products. So far as sheep
said that the Land Court would have ]and‘ is oconcerned, ihe undermentioned
increased the rents. If wool remains figures relating to wool prices show that a

at 4s. per lb., there certainly would
have been an increase. That was beyond
argument, but it was one of those ques-
tions which made it difficult for them
to assess the value of the concession. I
say nobody can tell what this concession
is, nor anything except that we do know
they were able to compromise. That is
the point I want particularly to mention.

While the Government thought it could -

stand on no compromise there were
factors swhich compelled that com-
promise.”’

The Srceerary ror DPueric Laxps: That

is a rather good speech.

Mr. MOORE: It is quite a good speech
and quite candid, and if the Premier had
been more candid, we probably would have
had more information. It is a candid state-
ment that we want, so that we shall know
exactly the position in which we stand,
It is impossible to make any definite estimate
of the value of the concession without know-
ing the present rental of each of the leases
concerned, the date of the last reappraise-
ment, ete. Without allowing for resumptions
since 1910, the following figures show the
number and area of the pastoral leases
covered by this agreement which expire in
1930 or later:——

Year of lixpiry of ! Number. Area.
Leases. | i
b _ —
. Sq. miles.
1930 ‘ 60 1 6,277
1931 | 10 | 1,460
1932 | 11 i 2,581
1933 : 14 11,152
1934 35 5,088
1935 35 5,046
1936 53 9,774
1937 31 i 16,864
1938 ! 58 14,278
1939 55 9,550
1940 53 10,042
1941 ; 26 4,945
1942 8 21460
1943 7 | 2,319
1944 19 20,791
1945 , 23 11,695
1946 80 34,755
1947 .. .. L 9 4,849
1948 .. e 45 16,272
1940 .. .. . (. 4,814
1950 5 2,853
1951 T 738
1952 5 1,874
U I A
Totals o 782 | 199,577

| i
‘ i

Allowing for resumption of one-fourth of
the above area since 1910—which is a liberal
allowance—it leaves the area of leases
covered by the agreement at 149,683 square
miles, cqual to 95,797,120 acres. The total
area of selections of all kinds standing good
on 3lst March, 1922, was 90,536,623 acres.
Practically all of the above leases are sub-
ject to omne reappraisement before expiry—
many of these reappraisements arc duc as
from Juue, 1924—and the majority of these
are subject to two or three reappraisements.
The Land Act Amendment Act of 1920 was
assented to on 9th March, 1920, and most
of the reappraisements of rental under that
Act took place in 1920, 1921, and 1922.
Rental values of land depend on many
factors, including closer settlement, a big
demand for a particular class of land, and

[Mr. Moore.

_ within the next twenty years.

sharp rise has occurred since the majority
of the leases were reappraised under the
1920 Act, and no one can say that the present
prices will not at any rate be maintained,
or. even if they slump, be again reached
Another war
may occur, and prices of both wool and
heef may reach a very high level, or other
factors may bring about this result. Again,
it is well known that owing to the demand
for sheep country, new selections suitable
for carrying sheep are continually being
opened at higher rentals than cxisting graz-
ing selections of the same quality and in
the same locality, and much higher rentals
than existing pastoral holdings of similar
quality. This must certainly tend to raise
the rental values of the existing selections
and holdings. The following table makes
a comparison of the wool prices:— .

Average Price Per Bale.

£ s d.
1913-14 15 2 0
191415 13 6 3
1915-16 77T 5
1916-17 22 16 11
1917-18 2413 6
1918-19 25 4 1
1919.20 2518 1
1920-21 17 711
1921-22 20 17 11
1922-23 28 7 5
1923-24 3% 0 5

The Premier, in his policy speech delivered
on the 10th September, 1920, stated—

“ Last year, the average rent paid by
the squatters and pastoralists in Queens-
land was 16s. per squarce mile, while the
average rent paid by the grazing farmers
and selectors was b9s. per square mile.

. Nobody but a onc-eyed partisan
of the rich squatters could sce any
equity or justice in the old statute. The
Labour party for many years advocated
the reform of the land laws to © equalise
the pastoralists and selectors rents.” ”

The Labour platform of 1923 states—
« Equalisation of rents payable by
pastoralists and grazing farmers. No
special concession to pastoral lessees.”

The present average rentals paid on pastoral
leases and grazing sclections, as disclosed by
the annual report for 1922, are—

. £ s d.
¢ Pastoral leases 16 9
Grazing selections 517107

If this agreement is ‘‘a mere formula,” are
the Government prepared to apply the same
formula in the case of grazing selections ?

“Will it pass legislation directing the Land

Court that in all reappraisements of grazing
selections. its principal consideration must
be the rental payable by pastoral lessees
holding land of similar quality in the same
neighbourhood? ~ Will the Secretary for
Public Lands direct that the rentals of all
new land opened to grazing selection musy
be governed by the same consideration ?
The statements that have been made are
so conflicting that it is absolutely essential
that a clear and definite understanding
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should be given to this House,.cven if that
statement 1s going to make for moro diffi-
culties on the | part of the Government. The

blundering that has occurred has
[10.30 a.mn.] meant a Lalge increase in the

interest bill and a very difficult
situation for the State. The restriction of
private enterprisc and the increase in the
activities of the State have mweant that such
a large army of workers are now employed
by the State that any increase in the
interest bill will impose a very huge burden,
If a fair return was secured on the money
invested, or, as the platform of the Labour
narty says, "the “ reproductive works” were
brought to that state the position would not
be so bad. The latest ficures I have been
able to obtain in regard to the returns from
public services and charges on revenue form
interesting reading—

!
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These figures show that the so-called rvepro-
ductive works in Queensland are not return-
ing to the State anything like the amount
they should, and the charge on revenue is
becoming such a heavy burden that it neces-
sitates the heaviest taxation in any State in
the Cornmonwealth. TIf private enterprise
was encouraged and factories developed at
the rate rhev should be, and if the carning
capacity of the pcople was such as it ought
to be 1 such a State as Quecnsland, the
burden would be considerably lighter. In a
statement prepared at the request of the Pre-
micr of Tasmania, the Hon. J. Lyons, Mr.
Giblin shows the tax-paying capacity of the
States and a comparison of its severity.
Queensland shows up in this return the worst
of any State. In Queensland the tax-paying

[31 Jurv.}
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capacity  decreased from 1915-1916, taking
1,000 as the index number, from 1,149 down to
to 789 in 1920-1921. The comparative severity
of taxation on these figures shows the crude»
rate to be 84s. in Tasmania and 106s. in
Queensland, the highest of any of the States
It surely must be apparent that some altera-
tion in the policy of the Government is
worthy of consideration when we come to
such a condition of affairs. The industrial
dmolopmont of Queensland should not be se
far behind the other Statss. The factories
statistics from 1913 to 1922, though, show-
that in the percentage of increase in the
number of factories, the number of factory
employees and the peweptawe of salaries and
wages to the value of the output, Queensland’
is by far the worst State in the Common-
wealth. To my mind that should not be. We
have the raw material available and the
oprortunitic: here, and it only requires the
encouragement of capital to ~adeguately
develop our secondary industries, In Queens‘
land from 1913 to 1922 the increase in the
number of factories has only been forty, the
increase in the factory employees 1,040, while-
from 1917 to 1922 the percentage increase in
factory employees has only been 4.25, and
the percentage of salaries and wages to the
value of the output was only 17.89. In com-
parison with every other State, Queensland’
is the lowest in the whole Commonwealth.
Te my mind, in a rich State like Queensland,
that should not be s0, and it is high time that
state of affairs %hould be altered. It only
wants & system to he adopted adequately to
eneourage private enterprise, which should be
given equdl opportunities to those enjoyed
in the other States.

The following statement given by the Pre-
mier when he came back from London
illustrates the position we have come to—

“ They had set themselves as an absolute:
minimum a £5,000,000 per year pro-
gramme from loan money. 1f oversea
markets were closed, could they raise that
£5,000,000 within Queensland or. Aus-
tralia’ No. The present Federal Trea-
surer had reported to the Australian Loan
Council some time ago that, after can-
vassing the ' situation thoroughly and
examining the individual programmes of
the various States of Australia, the
maximum amount that could be advanced
to Queensland under a scheme of generous
allotment was under £700,000 for the
vear's loan money. They could see from
this that if they did not have access to-
overssa loan money, the State would be
faced with disaster.”

ITe

went on to say—

© Queensland carried a cmmll popula-
tion, and inordinately heavy burdens,
and therefore it had to draw upon
capital, knowing it had the resources
which would be turned into real assets
later on, and that the new capital
induced and expended would be no great
hurden upon future generations.”

I suppose that no greater condemnation has
ever been offered bv anyone opposed to the
Government than was offered by the Premier
himself when he said that the Government
consider that £5,000,000 a vear was the mini-
mum amount of loan money required, other-
wise the State would be faced with disaster..
T cannot reconcile the statement the Premier
now makes with the following statement

Mr. Moore.]
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which he made
opposition—

““ There seems to be a great desire on
the part of the Premier and the Trea-
surer to blink our obligations in regard
to the matter of loan expenditure and
the matter of a sinking fund or some
other cffective means of paying off our
public debt in due course.  They seem
to be satisfied to go on and allow the
public debt to outlive entirely the public
works that have been established by
means of the loans which have been
floated. They seem to have no desire
to reduce the public indebtedness of
Quecensland. They are well enough satis-
fied to shuffic out of their responsibility,
and to allow future generations to take
up the burden—a most ungenerous and
uncharitable and, withal, unwise policy,
and quite unnecessary,”

“The Secrstary for Public Lands a short time
ago, when acting as Premier, pointed out
that the expenditure of loan money must be
curtailed. After the recent Treasurers’ Con-
ference, at which he was present, Sir Arthur
Cox, Treasurer of New South Wales, is
reported to have said—
. ““ There must be a curtailment of spend-
ing by the State Governments. Ile added
that 1t was recognised by every Treasurer
who attended the Loan Council that the
Cabinet must realise the necessity of a
diminution in the spending programme,
unless they were determined to act against
the advice of financial authorities in
regard to the trend of public borrowing.
It was impossible for the Government to
suddenly reduce their expenditure by 50
per cent., but. on the other hand, it was
equally impossible to go on spending in the
same way in the future as had been done
in the past. The money was not avail-
able, and a curtailment would have to be
effected voluntarily or clse outside forces
would compel a diminution in the expendi-
ture of borrowed money.”

After those statements made by the Acting
“Treasurer, and in the statements published
by the Loan Council, it surely stands to reason
that it is impossible for Queensland to spend
loan money, as the Premier stated, af the
rate of a minimum of £5,000,000 per year.
The State will not be able to stand the
strain of -the interest bill, and the whole
position must be reconsidered. The financial
position is becoming a most disastrous one,
and, although we have been successful in
-getting access to the English loan market,
we cannot afford to spend at the rate fore-
cast by the Treasurer.

I would like to say a word in regard to
the appointment of the Agent-General. In
the light of the statements that have been
made by the late occupant of that office, it
seems to me a most extraordinary thing that

-.another political appointment should be made
at an increased salary.

OpposrrioNn MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. MOORE: The late occupant of the
office says that the position is a farce. He
says that the office should be abolished; but,
in spite of his suggestions, and in spite of
his_experience, the Government still go on
making the same class of appointment. I
have received a letter from the hon. member
for Cooroora, who is at present in England,
-and his statement fo me confirms what he has

[Mr. Moore.
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cabled recommending the appointment to the
office of a man who thoroughly understands
the commercial requirements of Queensland,
and he says that such an appointment would
be of immense benefit to this State. Such
an appointment, he states, would be the means
of saving thousands of pounds in the market-
ing of our products, and also be of immense
value in instructing the Government in what
is best to be done. Instead of that, we find
the same principle being established, by
which' an appointment is made to find a
billet for a political colleague who has served
long in the Labour party. In my opinion
that is absolutely wrong. I sincerely believe
that a young and capable business man, if
sent to England as Agent-General, would be
invaluable to the State, but I do not believe
in the present idea of making it a political
appointment. If the increase in salary that
has been given is meant to help the Agent-
General to withstand the temptations that the
late occupant said are always before the
Agent-General in the shape of graft, it is

a thoughtful action; but if the value of
his services is so litile, as was stated by
the late occupant, then it is a wasted

expenditure and should not be passed by
this House.

I want to pass on to the question mentioned
by the Premier the other night and which
is evidenced in the Governor’s Speech—that
of the 44-hour week. Before the Premier
left for England he made a speech to the
Trades and ZLabour Council in which he
pointed out the absurdity of reducing the
industrial week to forty-four hours. He
pointed out that it was absolutely impossible

-for the industries of Queensland to compete

with Southern industries if this concession
were granted. He also pointed out that it
was the prerogative of the Arbitration Court
to grant such a concession if it were justified,
and if I had time I would like to quote
saveral of the remarks he made to the effect
that it would be out of the question to grant
that concession. Now the strong man of
Queensland has climbed down, because outsido
pressure was put on him and he has agreed
to grant a 44-hour week. What it will mean
to the producer and the agriculturist outside
it is not difficult to understand. The Premier
is going out of State politics, and he does
not mind what happens to Queensland. He
will feel safe enough in the Federal sphere.

When the railway employees applied to
the Arbitration Court for a 44-hour week, it
was pointed out by the presiding judge in his
judgment that such an innovation would
mean an estimated additional expenditure
of £120,000 per annum to the Railway
Department. This will have to be made up
out of fares and freights, and the burden to
a tremendous extent will fall on the producer.
It means that the people who to-day are
working fourteen and sixtecn hours a day
will, with their families, have Lo work still
harder and suffer greater hardships and have
their wages reduced, in order that a favoured
section of the community may work only
forty-four hours a week.

To my mind it is absolutely wrong, in view
of the present disastrous and disorganised
conditions which apply to the producers of
Queensland, to place this additional burden
on them. I vemember, when the Premier
brought in his Laidley programme for the
organisation of producers, that they were
practically living in a. state of slavery, yet he
proposes to place this additional burden on
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them in the shape of increased freights and
fares merely to enable a favoured section of
the community to have a 44-hour week. He
does this rather than leave the matter to
the Arbitration Court, which should deter-
mine whether the industry and the country
can stand it. This extra burden is going to
bring about greater congestion in the towns
and cities, and will mean a loss of produec-
tion in the country.

The way in which the Government have
handled the cotton question has been nothing
but a series of blunders from beginning to
end. The most extraordinary part of the
position is that the man who has obeyed the
Jaw is to be penalised, and the man who has
disregarded the law is going to be subsidised.

OrposiTioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. MOORE: I cannot understand the
position adopted by the Government. Volu-
minous and sound evidence was placed before
them, and they should have allowed the
matter of ratooning to stand over for twelve
months until further facts and evidence were

roduced. Instcad of that, they put into
orce a regulation which has done very much
harm to the country, and has resulted in
many prospective cotton farmers becoming
disgusted and going out of the business,
resulting in a loss, not only to them, but to
‘the State.

To my mind the hesitating and vacillating
‘policy of the Government of Queensland has
had disastrous consequences to the State.
‘They have hampered and restricted our pro-
duction. At Roma they have tied up large
areas of land, although many people are
ready to take up and test the oil possibilities
of that land. The present Government do
not do any work themselves on that land,
and refuse to allow others to work it.
Repeated applications have been made by
persons to allow them to develop sections of
the State, but the Government have refused
those applications, and are thereby retarding
the development of the State. They have
ample oil legislation to enable them to secure
-themselves and get a large revenue without
tying up the huge area of Queensland. I
think there is no just excuse for such ““.dog-
‘in-the-manger’” action.

The legislation of the present Government
has been shortsighted and has been stupid
in many cases, resulting in great loss to the
State. Their hesitating and vacillating
policy has retarded progress, while their
nationalising and sccialistic policy has suec-
«ceeded in driving industry and capital to
other places. Their policy of production for

. use and not for profit has induced people to
invest money in other States rather than in
Queensland.  Statistical tables show that
industrial development in Queensland is
‘behind - that of every other State in the
Commonwealth, and I therefore beg to move,
by way of amendment to the Address in
Reply, to add the following words:—

“But we desire to inform your Excel-
lency that the Government does not pos-
sess the confidence of this House.”

1 think everybody can see the unfortunate
‘position into which the State has got, and I
am perfectly justified In proposing such an
amendment. The statement from the Premier
4% to the concessions which have been made,
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so conflicting with his election pledges,
and the disastrous financial position into
which the Government have got, all point to
the absolute necessity for a restriction of
expenditure by the State. In addition, we
must consider the disastrous position of our
industries in Queensland and the stagnation
of development which we have had to put
up with during the regime of the Govern-
ment. There has also been a decrease in
land settlement of almost 50 per cent. 1n
seven years, and these facts all combined
tend to show that the administration -of the
present Government has been unsatisfactory,
and that development has been nothing like
what it should have been in a State with
the advantages and fertility of Queensland.
That being so, I now beg to move my amend-
ment.

Mr. KERR (Fnoggera): I desire to second
the amendment moved by the leader of the
Opposition. In doing so, I want to set out
as clearly and as concisely as possible seven
or eight points and reasons why a motion of
censure should be passed on the present
Government of the State.

A good deal of water has run under the
bridge since the last election, and the Govern-
ment, by their vavious actions during the
interim, caused many reasonable persons who
have given the subject consideration to desire
that the Government should be brought to
book for some of their recent actions.

I first want to deal with the Premier’s
negotiations in regard to the loan conversion
in London.

Before the Premier departed from Queens-
land for the purpose of propaganda, he
boasted that he was then negotiating for the
conversion of £25,000,000 of loan money. A
good deal of capital was made out of that
statement, and he tried. to raise sympathy
in Queensland prior to his departure by say-
ing that it was something never accom-
plished in Quecnsland hefore. We only have
to turn to the vear 1915 to find that the
then Administration renewed loans amount-
ing to £11,728,000. The DPremier on thix
occasion only had to renew loans amounting
to  £12.703.000—£1,000,000 more. Unfortu-
nately, by his own actions and by the actions
of his Government, it was much harder on
this occasion to get a satisfactory deal for
the State than it was on the previous occa-
sion. I want to refer also to the prospectus
that was issued by the Bank of England in
regard to this matter. The loan was shown,
to be at 5% per cent. issued at 994. Tt must
be remembered that of the £12,703,000 to be
converted a sum of £4,764,000 was paying 3%
per cent.. and £7,939,000 was paying 4 per
cont. That is the reason why the Govern-
ment should be censured. The call down of
the Premier at the Trades Hall is no con-
cern of mine. By reason of the exfra
interest payable for securing a conversion
of the Joan Qucensland has suffered tremen-
We find that the list closed in
London in April, 1924, and I want to quote
other issues about that date to show that,
while Queensland has had to pay 54 per cent.
for conversion money, no other State 1n
Australia, and no other country in the world.
paid such a high rate of Interest. The
Premier may have been guided by the Bank
of England, but who gunided the Bank of
England in this matter? The legislation
previously passed by the Government was

My Kerr.]
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the decisive factor so far as the Bank of
England was concerned. In April, 1924, we
issued our prospectus for the Queensland
conversion Joan. In the same vear loans
were floated by the following States on the
following terms:—
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Queensland, for the £12,703,000 conversion,
was the only country in the world at that
time, or within a few months before or after
that date, which had to pay as much as 54
per cent. for a discount loan of 994, A
great deal has been made of the fact that
the Quecnsland loan was oversubscribed. No
wonder it was oversubscribed when such a
high rate of interest was to be paid by the
Queensland Government. Tt is the best gilt-
cdged security that has been placed on the
market for some time, and the Premier
cannot take credit for it having been over-
subscribed. It was ~ only oversubseribed
because of the high rate of interest allowed.
T have a note here which gives the summing
up of the leading critics—

‘A careful perusal of the conditions
of the principal financial papers at the
time of issue of the Queensland loan dis-
closed very few critics who favoured the
short losn policy. The only one of any
mnportance was the ¢ Times.” ™

As against that, we have the outburst of
the Secretary for Public Works, that “ We
must have money.” The Government are
just in that position that they must have
money, and it is unfortunate that, in order
to get more meney, they have sacrificed the
interests of the taxpayer and the interests
of the whole of the community of Queens-
land. Someone has to pay for it, and it is
time Queensland sat up and took notice of
the financial conditions.

_ There is another point, too. The extra
interest charged means a further charge of
£208,000 a year. If vou look at the loans
floated by the various States, vou will find
that, owing to the high rate of interest paid
by Queensland as compared to that paid by

[Mr. Kerr,
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the other States, Queensland will have to-
meet an extra interest bill.

As compared with— Annum.
Western  Australia, Queensland £
pays an extra 49,008

South Africa, Queenl@l‘and i;‘emys an

extra ... 82,008
New South Wales, Queensland
pays an extra ... ... 32,000
South Australia, Queensland pays
an extra ... ... 35,000
Commonwealth, Queensland pays
an oxtra ... ... 77,000
New Zealand, Queensland pays
an extra ... ... 56,000
New South Wales, Quecnsland
pays an extra ... ... 63,000
That is what the conversion of £12703,000

nmeans to Queensland owing to the high rate
of intercst to be paid as compared to the
interest paid by the other States for their
loan money. There is no reason why we
should have paid that price for the renewal
of that loan other than the repudiation
legislation which has already been dealt
with, because at that time other Queensland
stock was on the same level in London as
the etock of the other States. Quecnsland
6 per cent, stock was quoted at £105 7s. 6d.;
Commonwealth 6 per cent, stock at £105 5s.
New South Wales 6 per cent. at £104: and
Victoria 55 per cent. at £103 2s. 6d. I say
distinetly. therefore, that the Premier has
heen guilty, and his Government have been
guilty, of making a distinct gift to the people
in the old country. There was no necessity to
go to the extent of crippling the industries of
Queensland to a large extent by making the
taxation much heavier than was necessary,
and T agaln say that a vote of censure is
VETy 1eCessary.

Mr. Forey: Do you suggest that he should
have gone to America for the money?

Mr. KERR: The position would have been
much worse if he had gone to America to
get this money. -

Mr. Forey: He only had onc alternative.

Mr. KERR: He had an alternative, and
he took the alternative. He was told what
sort of letter to write to get the money, and
he turned round and wrote the letter. The
letter has been placed on the table of the
House, and we were informed of the facts
this morning by the Acting Premier. There
is nothing certain in regard to the future
money situation. The Premier says he has
arranged for the renewal of further loans,
Fut ihere is nothing definite about that.
Ancther £11,000.000 or £12,000,000 will have
to be renewed at an carly date, and we have
no certainty that any action has been taken
in regard ro that matter whatscever.

T want to deal with one or two other matters,
especially with the police tangle. 1 want
to tackle this from the point of view that

the Government nearly brought

[11 a.m.] the State to a verge where there

might have been an exhibition of
disloyalty in certain sections of the public
service. I do mot desire to touch at this
stage upon the rights or wrongs of the police,
but T want to emphasise publicly that, in my
opinion, the Police Force conditions should be
at least equal to those in New South Wales,
and on other occasions in the House I will



Address in Reply.

take the opportunity of stating my views in
that regard.

Mr. Hyxes: Your predecessors refused to
give the police a vote.

Mr. KERR: We have had hon. members
opposite in power for eight or nine years,
and yet in the adjoining -State the police
conditions are better than they are here. They
have so administered affairs that the Police
Force has had to come with a pistol and place
it at their head, and the Government have
backed down. To avoid an explosion the
Government in their wisdom have climbed
down. It is devlorable that we have a Govern-
ment in pow:r who have not got the wisdom
or foresight to see the trouble that would
ensue if the police conditions here were not
made cqual to those in the other States. The
Government are equivocating still in regard
to the matter, but let us hope they will be
wise and do the right thing. When the
Government place themselves in a position like
this the people outside should take cognisance
of their actions.

Another reason why a vote of censure should
be carried against the Glovernment is because
of their disregard of the intercsts of the young
boys who are coming on in Queensland. I
venture to say that there are over 1,000 boys
who have not had an opportunity under the

" administration of this Government of learning
a trade. If that is not deserving of censure
I think nothing is. I could quote cases of
hundreds of men who are-at a dead-end to-day
because of the action of this Government, and
the dominance of unions and the Trades Hall
who will not allow men to take a job when
they can get it. A silly regulation has been
in existence for years requiring an arithmetic
sum to be worked by a boy who wants to be
an apprentice, and because he may not to able
to work a fifth class arithmetic sum correctly
that boy is deprived of his future living as a
skilled tradesman. It is only because of the
opposition on this side that we have been
enabled to remove those restrictions, and it is
through our efforts year after year that we
are now able to tell a boy that he can take a
job without having to work such a sum. .

I want to refer to another matter. A man
who to-day is out on the street unemployed
cannot take a job that is offered to him under
oxisting conditions. I am going to fight in
this House until such time as a man who
has a job offered to him can take it.

Mr. Hyses: Don Quixote used to do a lot
of fighting, too.
Mr. KERR: It is about time the hon.

member started fighting, too. I have had a
concrete instance of men to-day who have

heen offered jobs not being allowed to take
them. IFor instance, a man was offered a job
in connection with the spreading of hides at a
slaughter-yard. He went to the union, and
was told that the books were full and ho could
not take the job. What is happeningto-day as
a result of this kind of thing, is that men and

their wives and families are drawing State
aid. TIs it right to stop a man from getting
a job? It is against common law.

Mr. HyxNEs: Your predecessors made them
work for rations.

Mr. KERR: 'There are many men
walking about the town to-day who could
get a job, but they arc not permitted to get it
because of the legislation passed here. Some
men want to make a monopoly of jobs, and
they are working with the Government to get

{31 Jury.]
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that mounopoly. A man who can get a job
should be allowed to take it, and until that
time arrives the Government will be censured
by the Opposition year after year.

Another point I wish to make in regard
to the need for censuring the Government-is
this: Only the other night we had time and
again statements made that engineering and
other work was going to be done in this State.
That should be the policy of the Government,
bhut they have not carried it out. In 1920 we
bought £356.910 worth of material from Lon-
don. The railways alone indented £340,896.
In 1921 we indented £303,018 worth of material
from the old country, the railways purchasing
£253,715, and so on, year after year, we have
been indenting material from the old country
which should be made in this State. All the
talk of making 1olhn<r stock and other things
in this coum‘lv is all ““eyewash,” and the vote
of censure is being moved to-day to try and
make the Government do the right thing,
and] give employment to the men of Queens-
land.

I want now to deal with a financial matter
which I think will interest most of the rate-
payers in the area of Greater Brisbane, that
is in connection with the Brisbanc Tramwav
Trust. We can recall the negotiations in
regard to the purchase of the tramway system,
and they are closely connected with the
loan conversion in regard to which the Pre-
mier visited the old country. My own opinion
is that we have paid in a spirit of conciliation
many thousands of pounds too much for these
tramways.

Mr. Grepsox: That is the fault of your
own representatives on the Tramway Trust.
They agreed to that.

Mr. KERR: The hon. member practically
acknowledges that too much has been paid.
The London ¢ Times”’ had this to say with
regard to the Brisbane tramways—

¢ I‘ is another indication that Queens-
land is desirous of improving her status
on the British market bv getting rid of
all contentious matters.’

The time has passed when the Stat» can afford
to give away what we are giving away to-day.

I frankly admit that we might have to
give away a concession to repair an acknow-
ledged wrong, as the Premiecr did, but why
should we give away our money in other
cases as if we had many thousands of pounds
to spare? Our powers of rdxmtlon are
exhausted. The time has arrived when
people bhave to take stock carcfully of what
ihov have to payv out, and nothing should
be given away without complete ]uauﬁcanon

T admit that from an accountant’s point of
\mw the position of the tramway business is
undoubtedly somewhat obscure. It is very
difficult {o ‘get at it clearly. but I mopo;e
to show @s far as I possibly can what the
assets of {he Brisbane Tramways Company
were. according to the Company, when the
Trust took them over. The Brishane Tram-
ways Company tuok over the old horse tram
svstem. for which was allocated a sum of
£105.148. The actual cost of the work doune
by the Brisbane Tramway Construction Com-
pany was £229.812, and the work done by
the Brisbane Tramwavs Investment Company
to 1919 represented another £555.632, or a
total of £890,592. To these figures must_be
added the expenditure since 1919, mclumng
work done by the Investment Company, 1920-
22, of £14.711, and stores on band when the
undertaking was acquired by the Tramway

Mr. Kerr.]
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Trust of a value of, say. £120,000, making a
twtal of £1,025,302. Now we are to pay for
the undertaking £1,400,000. I want to know
how it is that we have to pay so much more
than the assets represent. The Government
did mot let the appeal go to the Privy
Council. Had they done so, it might have
cost us £10,000 or £20,000.

Hon. M. J. Krrwax: If we had gone there
vou would have said that we ought not to
have gone.

Mr. KERR: As a governing body the
Government have to carry out the law, and
they should have tested the position accord-
ing fo the laws of the land, and not given
away thousands of pounds for the purpose of
trying to get our conversion loan—which
when we did get it we only got at the
highest vate possible for a Stafe to pay.

Mr. GrepsoX: You ought to make that
speech to the Tramway Trust.

Mo, KERR: They can read my speech,
One of fh(:n' first actions has been to iry to
raise the fares. In my electorate a protest

meeting  has alveady been held which 1
attended. and at which T supported the

actions of the people. The profits are so
great at the present time that there is no
Justification whatever for an increase of fares,
and I am afraid that this attempt to increase
them is onlv a beginning. I protest as
-strongly as I can against it while profits are
being made.

My, Grepsox: Did vou not oppose taking
over the tramways, saving that there would
be no profits, but a loss?
~ Mr. KERR: Did I?
ber to produce his proof, and to show
me any speech I ever made in which I
made any such statement. It must not be
forgotten that this money which is to be
paid away has to be provided for, which. of
course, the community have to payv. The
first balance-sheet of the Brisbane Tramway
Investment Clompany, December, 1901, pufs
the value of the shares at £1.150,719, although
the tramway undertaking was shown as repre-

I ask the hon. mem-

senting only  £732,089—a  discrepancy of
£418.630.  In 1922 the assets siood at
£1.653,073, although in 1919, when the
accountanis made their report., the full

capital expenditure was given as £890,592.
The difference of £747,770 appears to repre-
sent shares and debentures for which no
tangible assets exist. Apparently the Govern-
went have sacrificed the interests of the
people by acquiring the tramways at a higher
price for the sake of getting themselves out
of the muddle they found themselves in as a
result of the vepudiation Act.

Mr. FARRELL: Do vou not kuow that Mr.
Macrossan advised it

Mr. KERR: I do not know. Mr. Mac-
rossan may be well versed in law, and an
eminent barrister, undoubtedly he is recog-
nised as such, but, when qualified accountants
take out figures such as those which have
been given to us and there is a discrepaney
of many thousands of pounds, it is verr hard
for a man of common sense o sce how we
are justified in_ giving away so much for
apparently nothinig. The question has been
raised that no valuation had been made of
the undertaking, and we find in the frst
report of the Trust some statements in rogard
to the condition of the assets— -

. “Much of the plant in the power-house
is obsolete and inefficient compared with
modern machinery.”

[Mr, Kerr.
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We bought “a pig in a poke,” and it is
going to react upon us vear after year, As
to the shortage of cars. the report says—

“ The Trust’s difficulties are accen-
tuated by the bad condition of many of
the cars, particularly as regavds obsolete
and inefficient motors. also by the bad
condition of the wheels, inefficient main-
tenance of the insulation of clectrie cables
underncath the cars, and leaky roofs.”

Then as to the maintenance of tracks. the
report says—

“ Before the Trust took charge the
tracks and road surfaces had been allowed
to fall into a serious stdte of disrepair.”’

TLverywhere you turn you find justification
for repeating the arguments we on this side
have used: and yet we have the Premier
going home and offering £1,400,000 for some-
thing which on the face of it is not worth
that figure. But the ¢ London Times”
explains that it is one more contentious
matter out of the way.

T want to follow the leader of the Opposi-
tion in regard to the stupendous blunder
which was made by the Government in
regard to the cotton industry. I admit that
it is not much good cryving over spilt milk,
and I am not going to take up that attitude
at all. This is not a motion of censure only
for what has been done, but also for what is
not being done. There is no cquity in the
proposed arrangement regarding the con-
ditions to rectify the Government’s own
bungling. We find ourselves in this position
—that ceriain legislation is on the statute-
book. Sonwe cotton-growers have carried out
the provisions of that law, and have
destroved their means of lvelihood and
credit.  Other men have defied the law. and
they are to be compensated for so doing.
by reason of the fact that they have a crop
and can sell it. Arc the men who destroyed
their ratoon cotton in accordance with the
Government's Act of Parliament going to be
compensated? 1 say that the Government
have to do the right thing. So far the Secre-
tary for Agriculture has indicated that no
action will be taken, but I venture to say
that the Minister will again have to crawl
and crayfish out of the position he has created
and agree to pay compensation.

The SPEAKER : Ovder! The hon. mem-
ber must withdraw the word * crawl’” as
applied to the Secretary for Agriculture.

Mr. KERR : I withdraw it and say, ** walk
backwards.” It is well that, when we cen-
sure, we should also point out the right
line of action to take. I am quite suve that,
if an open vote were taken in this House
after a consideration of the points which have
been brought forward this morning, the
Government would not last five minutes.

Just in conelusion, I want to say that the
most important subject with which we as an

Assembly can deal is the administration
which has to follow the passage of our

various Acts of Parliament.

We are reaching a stage to-day in the
administration of our finances when con-
sideration should be given to reduction in
taxation. The Commonwealth Government
have scen fit to reduce taxation, but. whilst
that Government are in a position to do so,
it will be found that such a reduction will
not benefit Queensland because it will be
all mopped up by the State Government.
I want to emphasise that this Government
should endeavour to make that reduction-a
benefit, and not mop up all the benefits that
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the Commonwealth Government ave extend-
ing to the people. That state of affairs
will bring about a great deal more unem-
plovment than exists to-day. To-day our
secondary industries are in a stagnant condi-
tion because money is so tight, and that posi-
tion has been brought about by this Govern-
ment taking away so much in taxation. A man
in business to-day does not deem it wise to
extend his business by the expenditure of
money because of the heavy taxation and
sometimes because he is unable to obtain
the money.

Hon. M. J. Kirwax: The hon. gentleman
must be blind. If he would go down the
street, he would see buildings extending in
every «lircction.

Mr. KERR: The hon. gonﬂcman may -

be quite right, but I would point out that,
although in walking down Queen street one
may see the T. and G. building and various
other buildings which certainly make this
city look prosperous, still those large and
magnificent buildings are no indication ab
all of the progress of the city or the State.
Mr. Giepsox: Then what is?

Mr. KERR: If, instcad of standing in
the strect and looking at the buildings, hon.
members ‘would enter those buildings, they
would find therein hundreds of indent
merchants in little offices, not more than
20 ft. by 20 ft. What are they doing?
They are sending out the various manu-
factures from the Southern States,

OprosITioN MEeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. KERR: 1 defy hon. members to
point to any industry that is springing up
mn the suburbs of Brisbane. The different
buildings and magnificent offices are only
tenanted by men who act as agents for firms
in the southern parts of Australia. We have
reached a stage to-day where the deposits
in the Queensland banks are not represented
by local assets, but thev are being sent down
to the southern parts of Australia, and being
invested in industries there. I do not know
whether this Government could prevent that
or not. In Queensland, the deposits placed
in our banks are in cxcess of the local assets,
whilst in the southern portions of Australia
the assets greatly exceed the amount of local
deposits. That can only mean one thing,
and that is that the capital of this State,
raised by means of the sale of wool, ete., is
going to the southern States and is being
invested there. The perusal of any statistics
relating to banking returns will bear out that
I am saying what is correct. We all con-
tend that Queensland is the most solid State
from the point of view of production from
soil and the finest State from a climatic
point of view, and, if the money that we
receive for our wool, sugar, and other
primary products immediately leaves this
State and goes to the southern States into
certain industries there, there must be some-
thing wrong. Would it be correct to say
that what 1s happening is the fault of this
Government? 1 venture to say that it is,
because of the excessive taxation, loss of
business confidence, and various other factors
operating against the interests of this
State. The finances of Queensland gene-
rally are in such a deplorable condition
that one cannot restrain himself from cen-
suring the Government for bringing about
such a bad state financially, and then reduc-
ing the public servants’ salaries by 5 per cent.
The Government are not in a position to pay
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any increases to the public servants, and,

in  fact, are unable to pay_ the existing
salaries’ because of their bad financial
administration, and bave called upon the

public servants to refund 5 per cent. of
their salaries.
Mr. Faprern: The hon. member is sore

because he lost a portion of his salary.

Mr. KERR: That does not hurt me &
bit. While the Government were retrenching

and reducing the salarics of their employeces,

other firms in Queensland were giving
increases to their employees. The Common-
wealth public servants have not only

received increases in salary, but they enjoy
the automatic increases as well. The public
servants in Queensland to-day are giving
of iheir very best in the interests of the
country, but because of the bad state of
the finances of the country they have been
called upon to forfeit a portion to the
Government in order to help the Government
out of their difficulty. Not only have the
employecs been compelled to give 5 per
cent. of their salaries, but some of them
have lost their positions altogether. The
penalty is very great. The Government
were also able to save hundreds -of thou-
sands of pounds by compelling hundreds of
employees to pool their work. I refer to
engine-drivers, guards, shunters, etc., who
for months and months pooled their ‘work.
As a result of the 5 per cent. reduction ‘and
the pooling of work hundreds of thousands
of pounds were returned to the Government
to assist in overcoming bad administration.

If the people would sum up the operations
of this Government during the last twelve
months, they would realise that it is time
that they rose and definitely demanded to
know the position to which the country is
drifting. The hon. member for Townsville,
in speaking on the Address in Reply, made
some remark hailing the advent of
socialism. Another sreered at the words “God
save the King!” ‘We should endeavour to
make Queensland a loyal country, and not be
swayed by any sordid personal or party
consideration. The time is opportune for
the people to return to Parliament men
with a certain amount of loyalty, if not to
themselves and the old country, then loyalty
to their own country. Perhaps what I have
just said will not have very much effect upon
hon. members opposite. There is an inner
feeling in regard to this question that hon.
members opposite cannot wipe out. ‘En-
deavours should be made to inculcate in the
minds of the younger generation in the
course of their school career a fine sense of
loyalty. I hope the time will never come
when the Government will inculcate in the
minds of the younger generation views con-
trary to those that have been held for many
centuries, and which have made the British
people the finest race in the world, - Those
sentiments are never held by hon. members
opposite, and the quicker the people realise
that the better it will be for themselves
and for this glorious State.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): In the course
of my speech I propose to furnish proof
that during the time that the present
Government have occupied the Treasury
benches, instead of making the progress
which should have been made in Queens-
land and the progress that has been made
in other parts of Australia, we have actually
gone back considerably. The Government
have well earned for themselves the title

Mr. Morgan.]
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of “The Blundering Government.” We
daily see Ministers being placed in humiliat-
ing positions when meeting deputations in
asking the deputations to forgive and forget
the Government’s past blunders.

It is only a litile while ago that the
Premier admitted that a blunder had been
made in regard to State stations. He stated
that the Government had made a mistake,
but that all Governments were liable to
make mistakes. That mistake has caused
the country an expenditure of some hundreds
of thousands of pounds. Recently the Secre-
tary for Agriculture admitted that a mistake
bhad been made with respect to the cotton

industry. He again asked those
[11.30 a.m.} engaged in that industry  to
forget and forgive. Men who

have been ruined financially owing to the
blunders made by the Government are now
agked to forget and forgive.

Mr. FARReLL: To let bygones be bygones.

Mr. MORGAN: Yes—let
bygones.

Mr, WARREN: Are you not satisfied with
that?

Mr. MORGAN: We are all pleased o
know that the Premier was successful in
getting the loan money that was necessary.
Before leaving Queensland a suggestion was
made that he should in some way agree to
meet the financiers of Great Britain in a
spirit which would bring about reconciliation.

bygones be

He evidently took that advice, and decided"

to grant fo the pastoralists of this State
certain monetary concessions which had been
taken away from them by way of repudia-
tion. Had the Premier come back and told
the people of Queensland what he had actu-
ally done, and admitted that, in order to
obtain the renewal of the loans, it was neces-
sary to give certain concessions, it would
have been all right. Instead of that, the
moment he arrived in Western Australia he
delivered.a speech, stating that he had prac-
tically given away nothing. A few days
after that the Seccretary for Public Lands
made a statement, in which he said it would
be mnecessary to bring in an amendment of
the Land Act in order to ratify the conces-
sions made by the Premier to the financiers
of Great Britain. We now find that even
the Secretary for Public Lands has been
whipped into line by the Premier, because
the hon. gentleman now states that it is not
necessary to bring in an amendment of the
Land Act, but the Land Court will not be
asked by the Lands Department to deal with
any reappraisements of rents. That means
that the Lands Department is going to ignore
the Land Act for the time being. The Min-
ister now admits that he is going to ignore
legislation passed by this House and placed
on the statute-book of Queensland.” His
latest statement that he does not intend to
ask the Land Court to reappraise the rents
of- pastoral holdings when the time for reap-
praisement arrives amounts to that.

Mr. Harteey: The time is not due for
another ten years. Why worry about that
now ?

Mr. MORGAN: The Land Court will not
reappraise the rentals because no application
- will be made by the Lands Department for
it to do so. As the leader of the Opposition
has told us, there are any amount of pastoral
holdings falling due for reappraisement next
year. As a matter of fact, some are falling
due next year, yet the Government are not
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going to place the matter before the court.
I would like to know if that action is fair in
view of the agrcement entered into by the
Premier. The decision may bind the present
Secretary for Public Lands, who may hon-
estly desire to respect the wishes of the
Premier in that regard; but what will
happen within the next few years when,
perhaps, the present Minister is not in that
position? What will happen when the present
Premier goes out of office, as he is endea-
vouring to do, to become a Federal member?
Will his present decision bind the Minister,
whoever he may be, administering the Land
Act in the future? If he is a fair and just
man, he will say that the Act provides that
these holdings must be reappraised every ten
years. If he does his duty as Secretary for
Public Lands, the people of Great Britain
who lent the money to Queensland on certain
conditions will discover that the word
of the present Premier 1is not being
kept. They will have to depend entirely on
whoever may be the Government in power in
the next ten, fifteen, or twenty years. If
the Government are going to do justice to
the agreement entered into by the Premier
with the financiers overseas, they as honest
men should bring in an amendment of the
Land Act to provide exactly the terms of
the agreement entered into. Unless the Act
is amended, another Government can call
upon the graziers tc have their leaseholds
reappraised. An amendment of the Land
Act 1s the only fair thing to be done under
the circumstances. The moment that the
Premier goes out of the State Parliament, no
matter what position he may hold, there will
be nothing on the statute-book and no ratified
agreement to show that he made any com-
promise with the money-lenders of Great
Britain. Tt is no use the Government or the
Premier endeavouring to say that the loans
are only being renewed for a period of five
years because money is likely to be cheaper
then. We know that taxation is not likely
to be reduced. We also know that money
has reached a certain value, and that that
value is more likely to go up than down.
The true reason why the Premier could not
get a loan for a longer period was because
it was the only weapon the money-lenders of
Great Britain possessed in order to ensure
that the present Government recognised and
carried into effect the agreement entered into
by them with the Premier. If the Govern-
ment do not fulfil that agreement, in five
years they will be called on to repay the
£12.000.000.
Hon. M. J. Kxewan: Why all the tears?

Mr. MORGAN : They will not be able to
repay it. It is the sword of Damocles hang-
ing over the neck of the Premier of the day
waiting to chop off his political head if the
agreement is not fulfilled.

Mr. Hartiey: If that is so, they have got
it hung up by a chain which is not likely to
break.

Mr. MORGAN : We know that the Govern-
ment of the day, if Labour, will break the
agreement if it suits them. Unfortunately,
it has been a costlv lesson for Queensland.
The first loan with America was, in my
opinion, entered into from a disloyal point
of view.

Mr. Coruins: Cut that out.

Mr. MORGAN: That step was taken
because of the fact that the Government were
going to interfere with the moneyed interests
in the State. Great Britain at the time was
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up against it.

She was fighting certain
internal troubles,

and the Government of

-the day thought that they would do Great -

Britain a certain amount of injury if they
.could obtain loan money in America. They
went to America, but what was the result?
The amount of money that was received
from the graziers through increased rentals
has had to be sent across to America to pay
for that loan. The people of Queensland did
not gain by the increased amount of money
taken from the graziers of Quecnsland. The
people who have gained are the American
money-lenders. Queensland is no_better off,
as she had to send the extra £200,000 or
£300,000 obtained from the graziers in
higher rentals across the seas to America,
instead of the money being used to develop
the country portions of this State. Queens-
land is the poorer by that amount cach year.
That is what has happened through obtaining
s loan from America. That is what this
superman has done—the man who is credited
-throughout this State and throughout Aus-
tralia as being something special! When I
ask members on the Government side of the
House or the people of Queensland in this
particular to point out what the Premier has
done—why he has earned his title—can they
do it? I admit the Premier has been boosted
‘by the Press, but it has been proved by ques-
tions asked in this House that he has been
boosted by money taken from the Treasury.

Hon. M. J. Kirwan: You will say any-
-thing but your prayers.

Mr. MORGAN: We know that  Smith’s
Weekly ” was paild an enormous sum of
money—it appears in ‘‘ Hansard ”’—for the
purpose of writing up the Premier. We know
that the Press does not generally conduct
‘business on a philanthropic basis or from a
charitable point of view, and when any
favourable publicity is required by an indi-
vidual it is usually paid for. The Government
.of the day, though unfortunately they are not
prepared to run the business of the country
.on a businesslike basis, are sufficiently busi-
nesslike to subsidise articles boosting the
Premier and other Ministers.

Mr. HarTLEY : How much was paid?

Mr. MORGAN : With respect to an article
-that appeared in a Roma paper at a cost of
£50 we know that that was written about the
late Agent-General, Mr. Hunter, praising him
up to the skies and telling people what a
great man he was. We asked the question
and found that the article was paid for.

Mr. Hartiey : Then you have not got much
hope of getting over here, for nobody wants
to pay to boost you.

Mr. MORGAN: The Premier knows the
value of securing articles in the Press, par-
ticularly in the Press not politically in his
favour. He recognises that, if an article
appears in a publication that does not support
his party politically, it is of greater value
than if it appeared in the ¢ Standard” or
some other paper subsidised by his Govern-
ment, Such boosting has caused his reputation
to be built up. If we were to go into figures
and facts, we would find that Queensland has
not progressed under this wonderful Labour
‘Government and the superman, the Premier
of Queensland. Instead of that we are daily
going down, down, and down.

The Assistant Minister, the hon. member for
Brisbane, asked whether hon. members on
this side of the House ever walked down
‘Queen street.. I am sorry’to say that the
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prosperity of Brisbane is not reflected through-
out Queensland. If it were, we would have
nothing to complain about. I admit that
money can be borrowed to-day for the purpose
of crecting buildings in Queen street—for
bricks and mortar in the capital town of
Queensland—but  unfortunately the same
amount of money—or practically any money—
cannot be obtained for the purpose of develop-
ing the country portions of this State. It was
pointed out by the hon. member for Enoggera
that Brisbane is only developing by reason
of the fact that it is building offices for those
who sell articles that are manufactured in
Southern States. We have fewer factories
in Queensland to-day than we had ten years
ago. We are really a State upon which the
rest of Australia dumps manufactured articles,
and we sell them, use them, and consume
them.

Our workers are not getting the benefit of
our industries. Our cattle, for instance, have
been going to the Southern States to be
killed, while our workmen have had nothing
to do, and have had to apply to the Govern-
ment for subsidies. Instead of helping those
workmen by giving them work, we are allow-
ing our cattle to be sent away and killed,
and the Southern people to have the benefit
of that work of slaughtering and handling the
stock.

What is the Premier doing in respect to
the present agitation from the public service?
To-day there is agitation right throughout
Queensland. Every department of our State
service is a seething mass of discontent. The
police, the railway officials, and everybody
else 1s coming forward and asking the
Premier to do certain things. He has decided
upon certain conditions that a Bill be intro-
duced into this House that will not come into
operation until 1st July, 1925. By that delay
he will throw the burden of a 44-hour week
on those who follow him. He does not care
a rap what happens to the financial position
of Queensland once he gets away. He is just
the same as a previous ex-Premier when he
took from Queensland all his capital and
invested it in other States. The Premier does
not care what happens the moment after he
wins the plebescite for the Herbert. He
knows that the electorate for which he wishes
to stand is strong in the matter of public
servants, and he is therefore promising to
benefit them in the future and so endeavouring

to get one over the hon. member for South
Brisbane.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! The
hon. member is not in order in imputing
improper motives to the Premier.

Mr. MORGAN : There is no doubt that the
Premier is endeavouring to make his marble
good by saying that these things will. be
brought into effect in the future. It will be
noticed that he is not proposing to bring
them into operation during the time he will
be Premier of the State. He knows what
will be the consequences of such legislation,
and he is not prepared to take the risk and
carry the burden. He is allowing those who
will follow to shoulder the responsibility.
Perhaps they deserve all they will get, because -
they are forcing these things on the Premier
at the present time.

Regarding the cotton question, while we
admit that the Secretary for Agriculture may
be genuine in his endeavours, we know what
a fearful mess has been made of the cotton
industry - through ~Government interference.

M7 Morgan.]
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Had the industry been allowed to go on and
grow, like the wool industry for example, it
would have been a success. The Government
did not foster the wool industry. Its success
is due to the graziers and sheep owners, and
it 1s now proving the salvation of Australia.
It did not receive assistance from any Go-
vernment; rather, it was continually pestered
and burdened by Governments.

Mr. HARTLEY: What about Kidston estab-
lishing wool sales in Brisbane?

Mr. MORGAN : To-day it is the stand-by of
Australia. We find that the Government by
interfering with the cotton industry, which
was likely to achieve the same success as the
wool industry, have strangled that industry
through their blunders. Why did they not
allow the cotton induustry to sink or swim by
the endeavours of the growers? They did not
want Government interference.

Mr. HArTLEY : You had to get the Govern-
ment to buy your ginneries for you.

Mr. MORGAN : We want the industry to be
conducted and controlled by the growers,
and to sink or swim on its merits.

Mr. HarTiey: You are on a 6 per cent.
guarantee with your cotton.

Mr. MORGAN: Through the interference
of the Government insects that have never
been seen inland from the coast have pene-
trated to the West, although it was pointed
out that cotton seed was likely to carry such
insects. Those insects were taken io the
West in the seed that we buy from Brisbane
and the coast.

Mr. W. Cooper: How do you know that?

Mr. MORGAN : I know it is a fact, because
I have lived in Queensland for seventeen years
and have grown crops of all types. It is
only since cotton has been taken up—and this
is the experience of others—that we have seen
these insects. They were not there previously.
Tt was known that they were prevalent in the
coastal districts, and now we find them
ravaging the cotton in the western portions
of Queensland.

Then again, take the railway freights and
fares. We find there is going to be another
increase, and the people in the country have
to pay railway freights both ways. That is
to say, if I am a producer and have some-
thing to sell and send it to Brisbane to be
sold, T pay the freight from my town to
Brisbane. Then if I want foodstuffs or wear-
ing apparel or machinery manufactured in
Brisbane, I pay the freight from Brisbane
up to my country town. The city people do
not pay railway freights at all.  Now we
are told that an extra burden is going to
be placed on the country people of this
State.

Mr. Harrzy: The man who buys your
lucerne pays the freight.

Mr. MORGAN: The man. who buys our
lucerne does not pay the freight. Unfor-
tunately we sell our lucerne in the city, and
the freight is charged to us by the merchant
who sells the lucerns. We sell our stock in
the Enoggera yards, and we pay freight on
our stock down to Enoggera. Why is it
that the population of the cities is increasing
to such an extent over the population of
country districts, and why i§ the country
population drifting to the cities? Figures can-
not lie, more especially figures that are pre-
pared by the Government Statistician, and
: this is what has actually happened in Queens-
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land during the eight years of Labour-
Administration and during the ecight years
prior to the Labour Government taking
office in Qucensland :—

DRIFT OF POPULATIOXN.
DRIFT OF POPULATION TO CITIES.

——— Increase. Increase
i Per Cent.
| o
1 70
Light years to 1914— |
Cities and Towns .. 52,688 | 23-2
Shires . 104,881 342
Eight years to 1922— |
Citics and Towns 64,005 ¢ 22:9
Shires 16,648 i £

The cities have gone ahead by 22.9 per cent.
while the country districts have only increased
by 4.4 per cent. during those eight years.
That does not even represent the natural
increase by births in the country districts.
Those figures show that the people of the
country are drifting to the cities under a
Labour Government. Why?

Mr. Harrrgy: Showing that you are hunt-
ing them off the land because you won't pay
a decent wage.

Mr. MORGAN: No. It shows that the
productiveness of the country is not suffi-
cient to enable us to cmploy labour. It is-
not sufficient generally to cnable us to make
a decent living on the land ourselves. That
is the rcason for the drift to the cities, and
not because we do not pay decent wages.
The country is being denuded of its popula-
tion, and what have this Government done?
When members on the other side were on
the Opposition benches they were always-
crying out for the opening of land for closer
settlement. They have been in power now
for cight or nine years, and the following
table shows conclusively that there has been
less land opened for settlement during the
time they have been in power than was
opened during the eight years prior to the
Labour Government taking office : —

LAXD ACQUIRED FOR CLOSER SETTLEMENT ADJACENT'
T0 EXISTING RAILWAYS.

— Name. Acreage. I Cost.
' I

H ‘ £
1907 to 1914 Jimbour 121,061 | 423,713
Cooroy 5,507 ) 10,465
[ Maryvale 29,156 87,468
| Widgee 46,827 | 92,534
}Inkerman 80,088 | 130,143
Totals 282,639 { 744,323
1915 t01922 Cecil Plains .. 120,947 | 241,894

SETTLEMENT OF AGRICULTURAL CROWN LANDS.

—— ’ Selections. Area,

Acres.
1907 to 1914 .. 20,257 11,518,708
1915 to 1922 .. 10,542 5,221,924
Defleit .. 9,715 6,296,784

Not half the area of land has been opened
during the régime of this Government that
was opened prior. to their taking control of
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the Treasury benches. Previous to taking
office members of the Labour party were
continually abusing the Liberal Government
for allowing land to be held in large areas.
What have the present Government done in
respect of the land that was proposed to be
opened in the Roma and Goondiwindi dis-
tricts? During the last election they obtained
a number of votes under false pretences,
inasmuch as they told the people that they
were going to resume vast areas of land
and cut it up for closer settlement. Fave
they done it? Ask the hon. member for
Maranoa whether they have resumed the
land that it was proposed to resume. They
have not resumed land in the Goondiwindi
district that they said they would resume—
beautiful land for sheep which could be cut
into blocks of from 5,000 to 10,000 acres.
All they have done is to serve notices of
resumption on these people, and they have
gone no further. Just for a little political
kudos before an election they said they were
going to do this and do that, but they have
done nothing up to the present moment in
that regard.

Now I would like to draw attention to
what has happened in connection with rail-
way construction. - The Government are
always taking credit for building railways.
We are told that they have built railways
in the North. They may have built railways
in the North, but very few railways have
been built in the Southern portion of the
State.

Mr. Hartrey: All the “dud”
have been built in the South.

Mr. MORGAN: The following figures in

railways

regard to railway construction are very
illuminating : —
RAILWAYS,
— 1907-8 to 1915-16 to
1914-15. 1922-23.
Miles. Miles.
Mileage constructed and )
opened for traffic 1,701 1,067
Average mileage per
annum . .. 213 134

Nearly 700 miles more of railway were built
during the last eight years of the previous
Government than were constructed during
the eight years of Labour Administration.
Yet they pride themselves on their railway
construction policy.

Mr. HartiEY: Wrong.

Mr. MORGAN : My friend says, “Wrong.”
I knew the figures would surprise hon, mem-
bers. They go out into their electorates,
and say, ‘“ Look what we have done in rail-
way construction. Look at the millions of
acres of land that we have opened up to
settlement.” The figures show that they
have not opened for settlement anything
like the amount of land opened by the
previous Administration, and the figures
show that they have not constructed the
same mileage of railway during the last
eight vears that was constructed during the
last eight years of the previous administra-
tion. The Labour Government have only
constructed an average of 134 miles per
annum, whilst the Liberal Administration in
the same period constructed an average of
213 miles per annum. Are those figures
wrong? Unfortunately, those figures are
not known generally throughout Queensland,
and the people have a right to know them.

1924—rF
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There is a general idea on the part of the
people that the Government have made won-
derful progress in lund settlement and rail-
way construction, and that our
rural population is increasing,
but the figures show that that
opinion is erroneous. They show that the
Labour Government have not opened up
within 5,000,000 acres the area of land that
the Liberal (overnment opened up in the
previous corresponding period, and that
they have not constructed by 700 miles the
same mileage of railway that the Liberal
Government constructed during a similar
period. Statistics also show that our popu-
lation is leaving the rural areas in the States
and coming into the towns. 1 admit that
it is almost impossible to keep young men
and women in the country; but it is deplor-
able to think that our most valuable people
are coming iuto the cities and swelling the
population there while the areas in the
country are being denuded. Our country
towns to-day are not the same as they were
twenty sears ago. If we take any town west
of Toowoomba as far oul as Cunnamulla,
we shall find that there has been little pro-
gress made during the last seven or eight
years, and the péople there are worse off
to-day financially than they were then. I
will admit that Brisbane has gone ahead
wonderfully; but, unfortunately, Brisbane is
not Quecnsland. The prosperity of Qucens-
land generally is judged from the fact that
huge buildings have been erected on every
vacant allotment in the city. We arc told
then that Queensland is prosperous, but it
1s a false prosperity. I say that a big city
like Brisbane cannot be prosperous when
men of the city are forced to go into gamb-
ling games, and to break the law of the
State in order to raise money for the
centenary celebrations. I see posted up in
different places where I go the words—

“ Oxley founded the city. Your

fathers built it. Will you honour it?”

I am sorry the Attorney-General is not here.
I saw one poster which had that heading,
and underneath was written the words—

“¢Morry” Barry and ‘Johnny’

Mullan have disgraced it.”

[12 noon]

And so they did by allowing gambling te
be carried on in the Albert Square. Ordi-
nary persons who carried on the same
games as wers permitted in Albert Square
would be arrested, and those who permitted
thom were as liable as other citizens to six
months in gaol. - The Attorney-Gencral
allowed a game to be carried out, while
under the Act the man who plays it becomes
a criminal if he is convicted. Our friend,
Mr. Barry, may wish to have his portraig
placarded all over the place because he
happens to be mayvor of the city during the
centenary celebrations, but he cannot deny
the fact that, when they were asked to allow
these games to be played, they were being
asked to disgrace the fair name of Brisbane.

I want to refer to State trading concerns,
to show what a huge blunder the Govern-
ment have made iu that respect. Other
Governments, unfortunately—even Fedéral
Governments which were not Labour—went
into State trading concerns with disastrous
results.  The losses throughout Australia
to the taxpavers in respect of State trading
amount to £7.000,000, after allowing for the
profits made on some of them. The annual
interest bill on the £7,000,000 amounts to the
huge sum of £420.000. We are paying a lot

Mr. Morgan.}
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of interest annually on the money lost
through the different Governments of the
States and Commonwealth going into trad-
ing concerns. The Federal Government up
to 30th Juwne, 1923, made a loss of not less
than £4,274, 000—a huge loss, one must
admit.  The New South Wales Government
rmmade a loss of £772,711, after allowing for
profits from some of them. The Queensland
loss . amounied to £823,665 and that was
after the market values of the cattle on
the State stations had been increased con-
siderably over and above their true and
market value. In Western Australia the loss
was £467,000, and in little Tasmania they
lost £77,000. Yet we have (Governments
which are siill desirous of perpetuating
State enterprises. I do not care what Go-
vernment may be in power. Governments
cannot successfully run  these enterprises,
simnply Dbecause the man who makes a busi-
ness a suceess must be a trained man who
has been in the business from infancy, and
knows evervthing neccssary for its successful
conduct. Governments have put in charge of
State trading concerns managers who were
not able to make a success of thelr own
particular business. That applies to all Go-
vernments, No Government, whether
Liberal or Labour, can conduct State enter-
prises succossfully, and the consequence is
that the taxpayers have to bear the burden,

and huge sums are added to our interest
bill year after year.
I would like to refer to the speech

delivered by the scconder of the motion for
the adoption of the Address in Reply, the
hon. member for Warrego. I ouce heard
it said that England was ¢ the home of cant,
humbug, and hypocrisy.” That may be true,
I do not know whether the hon., member
for Warrego was born in England, but cone
would think he must have been, otherwise
he would not have made those disloyal
uiterances that he made during his \peo(h
and at the same time second the motion,
which I will read—

“We, His Majesty’s loyal and dutiful
subjects, the members ol the Legislative
Assembly of Queecnsland, in Parliament
assembled, desire to assure Your Hxcel-
lency of our continued logyalty and
affection towards the Throne and Person
of Qur Most (Gracious Sovereign, and to
tender our thanks 1o Your Rxcellency
for the Speech with which you have been
pleased to open the present Session.”

Mr. Porrock: What did he say that was
disloyal ?

Mr. MORGAN: One would naturally
think that a man with the sentiments which
the hon. member for Warrego expressed
would not have seconded that resolution.
One would have thought he would have

refused, and said, “No, I possess different
cpinions”; yet he scconded the resolution
of loyah‘v to the Throne. We kunow by the
sentiments he expressed that that is not his
opinion.

Mr. Poriock: What sentiments
express which were disloyal?

Mr. MORGAN : If the hon. member read
his speech he would sec them for himseif.

Mr. PorLock : I read his speech, and I did
not sce them.

The SPEAXKER: Order! I would point
out to the hon. member that it is not in
order to accuse any hon. member of dis-
loyalty.

[Mr. Morgan.,

did he
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Mr. MORGAN: I am not accusing the
hon. member of disloyalty; I do not wish to
accuse him of that. I say that those whe
read his speech and also read the resolution
which he seconded in connection with the
Address in Reply will form their own
conclusion about the matter. We know that
there is gencral discontent right through-
out the public service of this State, although
the public servants have got their po’c Lahour
Government in power. Why is there that
discontent? It is because the Government,
while they have benefited some, have caused
gicat hardships to others, and those who
have not got tha easy, cosy positions are
naturally discontented, while the few who
Liave benefited by the advent of the Labour

Government are contented and satisfied
with what is going on. We see by the
deputations which wait daily upon the

Premier or the Ministers of the various
departments: that the service is discontented.
We have only to look at the papers published
by the various branches of the pubhc service,
such as the Rznlxmv Advocate,” ¢ The
Palice Journal,” and the journal publishod
bv the school teachers of the State, or any
other organ issued on behalf of the various
sections, to find that the whole of the public
service is discontented.

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

Mr. KELSO (¥Nundch): I listened very
carefully to the speeches delivered by the
mover and seconder of the Address in Reply,
and it seemed to me that there was a very
strong endeavour on the part of each of
those hon. members to deal with His Excel-
lency’s Speech as little as possible. 'The hon.
member for Townsville dealt yory briefly
with it; the greater part of his time was
taken up in working the parish pump. He
told the House that he wanted certain things
done in Townsville, and by using a good
deal of his tume In airing the wants of
his consiituency I have no doubt that he
did good service to himself from the point
of view of a future election.

Notwithstanding the disclaimer which was
made a few minutes ago about the disloyal
statements of the hon. member for Warrego,
the impression was left on my mind that, if
the hon. member did not actually do as has
been suggested, he was, at any rate, sneering
at loyalty. I consider it is a dl%«rmce for any
man to stand up in this Chamber and take
up the attitude the hon. member adopted.
It is possible that he knew he was skating
on thin ice. but perhaps he was  cute’
cnough to do it so carefully that you, Mr.
Spclhm" could not pull him up. Certainly
the impression was left on this side of the
Iouse that he was sncering at loyalty,
although he was seconding a motion which
says distinctly—

“We assure your Excellency of our
continued loyalty and affection towards
the Throne and person of Our Most
Gracious Sovereign.”

When the Premier was about to leave for
London in order to take up this great task
of converting the loan, we met in another

part of this building to give him a friendly
send off. and the leader of the Opposition
and the leader of the Country party sent him
off, so far as they were concerned, with the
very best wishes. IIe had the very best
wishes of every member of this House, and
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I give him the credit of publicly acknow-
ledgxm7 that evening that nothing had been
done on this side ‘to injure the prospects of
floating that loan. But the Premier stated
without any reservation that he viewed with
grave concern the reception that he would ges
in London. If the hon. gentleman had had a
clear conscience, he would not have antici-
pated that there was going to be trouble
when he went home. If he had been a mem-
ber of our party, he would have gone home
with such a clear conscience that he would
have been confident that the financiers at
home would rush him with money because
they knew that the interests of the State
were safe in the hands of such a party as
ours, But he had a guilty conscience, and
he got what he was looking for. Immediately
he got home the discontent which had been
smouldering for the lasi four years mani-
fested itself in no uncertain form, and
he has admitted that he had a most difh-
cult task. Fe has said, in fact, that he
spent a considerable time in creating a
favourable atmosphere. e had conferences
with all the men interested in pastoral,
financial, and other important circles, and he
says he successfullv created an undelatandmg
that what the Government did in 1920 when
they introduced the amendment of the Land
Act was not repudiation but the very oppo-
site. When the hon. gentleman came back
to Australia—whether owing {o the fact that
he had had a good trip across and was feel-
ing in good fettle, or whether he had been
communing with people who had very
correct methods of deahng I do not know—
he was, at any rate, in very good talking
strain, 'md according to the Press, when he
landed in Fremantle he made cerfain state-
ments. I may say here that so far as I can
judge the hon. gentleman seems to have
become more reticent the ncarer he got to
Queensland,- and whatever he said at Fre-
mantle was watered down by the time he
got back here. e had one story out there
and another here. Perhaps when he neared
Queensland he began to fear what sort of a
reception he would get from his confreres
on the other side, so that, as a metropolitan
journal described him, he wmight well be
called, “ Mr. Theodors Facing-Two-Ways.”

The SeRETARY rFOR  AGRIcTLTURE: 'The
country is.not much concerned about your
description of the Premicr.

Mr. XELSO: The Acting Premicr has his
views and I have mine, and I represent a
constituency just as he does and the views
of my constituents are ]ust as lmpmtant as
those of the hon. member’s, In an interview
after the return of the Plemler the hon.
gentleman said—

““There has been some criticism of the
terms of the settlement of the Queensland
controversy in London. These attacks
can only arise from failure to realise the
conditions which prevailed in London
with respect to the dispute or misunder-
standing of the nature of the settlement.

“To answer the charges categorically,

there has been no climb down on my
part, mno recantation of Government
policy, no surrender of self- -governing

11°hts to overseas financiers, no imposi-
tion of the will of others upon the Go-
vernment of Queensland with regard to
the land policy of the State., On the
contrary, the Land Act of 1920 remains
on the statute-book, and will not be
repealed. The 50 per cent. limitation to
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rental increases, which was the privilege
enjoyed by squatters for many years, will
not be restored. No refund of extra
rents will be paid to squatters, no exten-
sion of leases will be granted to them,
yet these latter conditions were but part
of the terms demanded by the pastoral
companies as a condition precedent to
Queensland appearing on the London
money market.”

Then he went on to say—

“To fully appreciate the
which existed in London,
remembered that the demands on the
Government were supported uot only
by Anglo-Australian pastoral companies,
but by the London Stock Exchange, the
Association of British Chambers of Com-
merce, and brokers, bankers, and the
financia) Press. It was my task to break
down the hostility of these powerful
intcrests, to have the impossible demands
withdrawn, to satisfy the large body of
British investors that the Queensland
Government was straight in its dealings,
and restore the credit of the State, which
for four years had been vindictively
assailed.”

position
it must be

The hon. gentleman admits that he met some
of the most intellectual men in Great Britain.
The long list that I have read shows that
there must have been some great discontent,
and shows that these men at home—men of
honour, men who are unbiased, such as the
Association of British Chambers of Com-
merce—where could you look for a more
unbiased set of men than they?—were so
incensed by the Government’s act of
repudiation in 1920 that the hon. gentleman
said—

“They had been saving ‘this up for

four years.”

We know perfectly well what happened
the last time the Premier went home and
when he went to the American money market.
On this occasion he came home a repentant
man, and tried to make us believe, after
going home and consulting the men repre-
senting the great Interests concerned, that
the large body of British investors were
prejudiced against him. Ilc cannot say that
all those British investors were absolutely
prejudiced. He stated on his return on the
last occasion that he had crecated an atmos-
phere that enabled him to restore the credit
of Queensland. If the Premier is correct in
saying that, then how does he square it with
his statement made here that he has bpot
given anything away at all? He stated—

“My offer of a stabilisation of the
existing rents during the remainder of
the terms for those holdings which have
already been reassessed under the Land
Act of 1920 has heen described as a con-
cession. In fact, it was a mere formula
to enable the pastoralists to assent to a
settlement of the dispute. In agreecing
to this basis the pastoralists yielded a
ereat deal, and the Government yielded
very little. 'The settlement invelved no
sacrifice of principle on the part of the
Government and no recantation of
policy.”

Do the public believe that the Premier is
telling the truth when he makex that state-
ment? The public know very well that the
Premier went heme and met shrewd business
men—men of intelligence—and made an
arrangement with them which involved the

Mr. Kelso.]
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retraction of what the Government had done
in 1920. The arrangement provides that
there shall be no further increase in rents
during the term of the present leases. If
that agreement is carried out, it certainly
means that the revenue which the Govern-
ment would have obtained under the 1920
Act is actually to be given back as a present
to the pastoralists. It is impossible to esti-
mate definitely the value of that concession;
but, if you take into consideration the
length of time that the leases have to run,
and ostimate the increase in the rents by
50 per cent., then how on carth can the
Premier hope to persuade us to believe that
he has not given anything away? I have no
doubt that the Premier tried to persuade his
rarty and suppcrters here that no concession
was given; but no fair minded man could
argue that such a state of affairs exists.
This morning the leader of the Opposition
stated that probably with the existing high
price of wool, had the present rents been
reassessed, not only would there have been a
50 per cent. increase, but there would have
been a much larger increase. It is impos-
sible to know the exact amount of the con-
cession, but it must be an enormous amount.
An ecnormous concession has been given to
the pastoralists, and is it reasonable to
believe that the Premier at home was able
to persuade those men that by doing what
he did he was not giving them a concession?
They knew perfectly well what sort of a con-
cession they were getting—a very handsome
coneession—but it was a concession which
was an act of justice. Before the Premier
left Queensland he stated that, although the
Act had been amended with regard to the 50
per cent. limitation, still the lessees had no
legal right in that respeet because the pro-
vision was not ircluded in the lease. That
is nothing more or less than a bit of special
pleading. No honest Government would
induce people to take up land on the
assumption that they were taking it up
under a certain Act of Parliament, which
would bind them down during the period of
that contract, and then purposely, appa-
rently, when the lease is drawn up lcave out
that very clause dealing with the 50 per cent.
limitation. If that were done purposely it
would be a disgraceful thing to do. Will
the Government be prepared in the future
to embody the full conditions in the lease?
Has a man when he gets a lease not the
right to know exactly what the conditions
will be during the term of that lease? All
those conditions ought to be embodied in
the lease, so that the lessec or anyone who
interprets the lease for him will be able to
know if the lease can be abrogated during
its terrn. If a man took up a lease on the
assumption that during the term of the
lease there was to be no alteration in the
conditions set out, and then further condi-
tions are imposed, that is repudiation of
the grossest type. That man would
have been induced to sign that lease
under false pretences, and nothing could be
more disgraceful than that. The lessces took
up their leases for a period set out in the
schedule of the Act. The Premier also
stated on his return that, although it might
appear that a concession had been granted,
still the greater number of the leases would
pxnire during the next ten-year period, and
there would be no reappraisements of rent. I
think the leader of the Opposition this morn-
ing gave very convincing proof—unfortu-
nately many hon. members were absent from

[Myr. Kelso.
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the Chamber—that a very large proportion
of these leases will fall due for reappraise-
ment—not only once, but two or three times.
Mr. WinsTaNLEY : Iow could they fall due
two or three times?
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Why did
the hon. gentleman not say five or six times?

Mr., KELSO: I am simply stating facts.

The SecrRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Can the
hon. gentleman tell me the length of the
leases?

Mr. Kixg: They are all set out in the
schedule to the Land Act.

Mr, KELSO: The leader of the Opposi-
tion pointed out this morning that the leases
falling due between 1930 and 1952 number
782, embracing an area of 199,577 square
miles, and, allowing for the resumption of
ona-fourth of that area since 1910, there is
left an area of 149,683 square miles, or
95,797,120 acres, covered by the agreement.
Fle also pointed out that the total area of
selections of all kinds standing good on 3lst
December, 1922, amounted to 90,056,623 acres.
Those lcases are liable to be appraised every
ten years, and probably some of them would
have been appraised two or three times—not
iix times as the Acting Premier suggested I
should say—before expiry. We do not know
what the price of wool will be during that
time, but we certainly believe that for many
years to come the price of wool will not go
down; and, if the rent is to be assessed on
the ecarning capacity of the land, it is
reasonable to assume that at the very least
the assessments would not be less than those
which obtain to-day, and which hon. mem-
bers opposite claim are very much in excess
of the assessments under the Act of 1910. I
claim that the Government have not only
given justice to the extent of the 50 per cent.
limitation, but that they have given the
lessces a greater concession than they would
have asked for if the 1920 Act had not been
brought into operation.

During the time that the Premier was at
home conducting these negotiations New Zea-

land and New South Wales floated loans.
New Zecaland floated a £5,000,000 45 per
cent. loan at 95 on 8th May, 1924. The

cost of redemption of that loan amounted to
£5 0s. 10d. per cent.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
were the terms of that loan?

Mr. KELSO: I do not know exactly, but
they were fair terms.

Hon. M. J. KirwaN: Quote the New South
Wales Government’s £5,000,000 loan when the
Premiecr got his offer of £60,000,000.

Mr. Kerr: The rate of interest in con-
nection with the Queensland loan materially
affected the New South Wales loan.

Mr. KELSO: I am not going to miss the
New South Wales loan. That Government
floated a £5,000,000 5 per cent. loan at par.
The hon. member for Warrego has informed
us that a great amount of that loan was left
on the underwriters’ hands. That may be
%0, but the underwriters were satisfied at
any rate that it was a good proposition, and
1 have no doubt that now the whole of that
amount has been absorbed in England. What
do we find as regards Queensland? We were
told in reply to a question that the Queens-
land 55 per cent. loan was floated for five
years at £99 10s., and that the costs amounted
approximately to £2 2s. per cent., and, if the

What
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loan is allowed to run for its full term, the
rate of intersst will be £6 2s. bd. per cent. at
£99 10s. We know perfectly well that, when
financial interests at home are concerned in
the flotation of loans, they will naturally try
to get the best rate they can. Queensland goes
bhome disgraced. The Premier goes in sack-
cloth and ashes and asks for forgiveness, and
the money interests say, *“ We will renew your
loan, but we will make you pay a little
stiffer rate of interest,” and they put on an
extra half per ¢ont. The cost to the taxpayer
for the sins of the Government in 1920 are
now coming home to roost, as it
[12.30 p.m.] will mean they will cost £65,000
in extra interest. That is the
penalty the State has got to pay for the Go-
vernment not running straight. Their
chickens arc coming home to roost. Who has
got to pay that sum? Not the members of
the Government, but the whole community.
Ths Premier admitted in a speech on one
occasion that all taxation has ultimately to
be borne by the whole of the people; and
the whole of the people represent a large
proportion of workers who are simply on
wages. That is the trouble that the present
Government have brought on Queensland.

Tast session during the discussion on the
Financial Statement the Premier threw out
a challenge. He was so delighted with the
wonderful sucerss of his New York loan that
he challenged any criticism of the figures,
and I took up the challenge. In ¢ Hansard”
appears a statement made by me which has
never been contradicted. If T had made any
mistake in my figures, it is certain that the
Treasurer would be the first person to have a
column in the newspapers the next day
pointing out what my mistake was.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
all. He would take no notice of it.

Mr. KELSO: The Acting Premier is very
pessimistic this morning,.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : The Under
Secretary to the Treasury does not read
‘“ Hansard.”

Mr. XELSO: I think the trouble of the
Acting Premier is due to the chilly feeling
through sitting in the morning, which he is
not used to. He is always best at night after
7 o’clock, and the hon. gentleman would
have been better had he agreed to evening
sittings so as to appear at his best. This
morning’s attendance bears out what we said
last night inferentially—that the sittings of
the House would not be well attended if day
sittings were adopted. That is borne out
to-day. Look at the attendance here this
morning. The Premier, amongst other things,
said in 1923 that the cost of the loan foated
in New York was £5 12s. 10d. per cent. In
the course of a speech I made. in this House
in 1923 and which is to be found in ‘“Han-
sard,” page 623, for that year, I quoted the
following statement from the speech of the
Premier—

“ The rate of intcrest on the net pro-
ceeds is £6 0s. Td. per cent., but, as the
realisation has been £116 1s. 8d. per cent.
the effective cost (including redemption)
works out at £5 12s. 10d. per cent.”

Those are the figures which the Premier
told us could not be controverted. I1f hon.
members want to go into the technical
details, they can look up that speech in
“Hansard.” T there proved. and it has not
been contradicted, that the effective interest
rate at that time was £6 11s. 10d. per cent.

Not at
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even on the figures then submitted. I also
showed that as time went on that rate would
be incressed. Fven at the present time the
pound sterling is at a discount in New
York, and every half-ycar we have to send
there a certain amount of interest and
redemption on the whole of the money we
borrowed. We lost on that money last year
about £25,000, and that will be continued
during the whole term of the loan, When
the loan is finally repaid the probability is
that we shall find it works out at consider-
ably more than 7 per cent. The Premier at
that particular time was very cocksurc about
the fact that he had dished the London
financiers, and thai he had made a splendid
arrangement with New York, and that the
rate of interest would be down to 5 per
cent, in the long run. When the hon. gentle-
man went heme this time he proceeded vid
New VYork. ¥e admitted in his interview
al Fremantle that certain offers wer: made
to him, and he had not taken them up. He
went over to London. If the negotiations
had been turned down in London, the Pre-
mier knew—he admitted it—the difficulty
would be that if he went over to New York
the New VYork financiers—the friends he
kung to when he was in trouble—would have
squeezed him for what rate of interest we
do not know—probably anything up to 10
per cent. We give the Premier every credit
for having done what he did under difficult
circumstances, but it is our duty at the same
time to point out that, if the Government
had run straight, he would have done far
better than he did, and saved % per cent.
interest on the loan that has been floated.
We do not know what rate of interest will
be put on next year for the wrong-doing
of the Governuent.

Last year the Acting Premier was the
strongest advocate for the encouragement of
the cotton industry. The Government, in
spite of the strongest protest of the OQpposi-
tion and the splendid fight put up by the
members of the Country party, who gave
chapter and verse for their conclusiors, for
some unknown reason persisted in banning
ratoon cotton. The Scecretary for Agricul-
ture told wus that ratoon cotton was not
legal tender. A suggestion was made to him
from this side of the House that ratoon
cotton should be allowed to be harvested for
one year, and if during that time it was
found that the pests which were supposed
to be floating about manifested themselves,
it would then be time to bring in legislation
to protect the State of Queensland from
them. What do we find? We find, just as
the hon. members of the Opposition fore-
told, that ratoon cotton is legal tender, and
that the farmer by growing ratoon cotton
can make more than he can with hi: plant
cotton, that the crop is more certain, that
there 1s more likelihood of having a success-
ful crop with ratoon cotton, and that the
difficulties of dry seasons to a certain extent
wilt be minimised, because if the plants
have been in for three years, he has had
two years’ ratoon. All these things that
were prophesied from this side of the House
have come to pass. We find now that law-
abiding citizens undoer the penalty of the law
passed last year, dug up their ratoon plants
in obedience to the law., We find that
another section who did not do so will now
harvest their cotton, and the men whose
ratoon cotton had to be dug up will have to
be compensated. What the cost will be to
those law-abiding citizens is not known yet,

My, Kelso.]
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but it is estimated at about £150,000. If th=
Government are going to allow ratooning
for one year, the question is—are they going
to compensate those most unfortunate
individuals?

We do not know. There is no Minister
with pluck enough to say whether these men
are to be compensated for obeying the law.
My friend, the hon. member for Mirani,
reminds me that the Minister stated that
no compensation would be given. If that is
so, it is disgraceful. Those men obeyed the
law and dug out their ratoon plants; they
are now under a heavy penalty for doing
so while those who failed to obey the law
are the gainers.

What is the effect of such action on the
cotton industry? We hear remarks all over
the place that men who conscientiously went
on to the land will not plant any more
cotton. They have no faith in the Govern-
ment in the face of their previous treat-
ment. That is only a sample of many other
actions on the part of this Government,
Reference has been made in past years, and
will be made again this year in detail, to
the calamitous underfakings known as State
enterprises. Up till last year the strong
point the Government had was the State
butcher shops, and I remember, when dis-
cussing the KEstimates last year, that the
Secrctary for Public Works tried his best
to keep back the report of the Commissioner
of State KEnterprises. At last, when it was
presented, we saw that the State butcher
shops, instead of being the prize profit-maker
af the Siate i had suffered a
tremendous loss. A most extraordinary
statement was made then that the reason
why they made a loss that vear was that the
private butchers had undersold them. I
dare say the Government would like to have
the opportunity of fixing the price and hav-
ing sole control, but cven a Government such
as the one we have must pause some time
when they see the colossal losses they have
made In their State enterprises.

antornriang
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Again, in the matter of our railways, last
year the Secretary for Railways told us in
effect that it was not really necessary for the
railways to pay. He said they were a great
national asset which developed the country,
and, if they did not pay, the advantage to
the country more than compensated for any
loss. Last year we find that the railways had
more than * gone a million ”—they lost
£1,300.000. Evidently the loss was so great
that tha Government put on their thinking
caps to see what could be done, and we now
find that they have increased freights and
fares by 74 per cent. One year the Govern.
ment, which has such business capacity, tell
us 1t is not necessary for the railways to pay;
next year they come along and tell us that
there must be an increase of 74 per cent. in
the freights and fares.

Pearhaps good will come out of evil, because
at last a certain section of the pcople Who
were always prepared to vote for the present
Government will find that the increase in
fares hits them in the pocket, and they will
begin to study these gods they have supported
for such a long time, and ask themselves
whether they are worthy of their support.

When the Premier started his election tour
he was quite prepared apparently to carry out
the Emu Park Convention policy. And that
policy was a pretty stiff one. We find now
that on the Government side of the House
there are two sections. One is what is
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called a ¢ Moderate” section, and the left
wing is one which may be variously termed
“Red ” or * Advanced,”’ or any other name
that will convey the idea that they are pre-
pared to go the whole hog. (Government
laughter.)

We saw last vear, and have noticed during
the last couple of months, that there is a
great difference of opinion betwecn these
two sections. I say that it is the duty of the
present Government to carry out the pro-
gramme on which they were elected. The
Premier and his party have been doing their
level best to water down the policy they said
they would carry out. I give the Premier
credit for watering down that policy, even
during his election campaign, and by so
deing he tried to persuade electors of the
metropolitan area that he was a good demo-
crat.

The Emu Park Convention carried certain
resolutions, and certain hon. members on the
other side of the House are pushing the
Government along, and saying that they
were elected on certain pledges, and that, if
they are honest, they should carry out those
pledges.  The Government at the present
time are between the devil and the deep
bhlue sca. and do not know what to do.
Whether they are going to carry out their
policy or not this session will show. At any
rate. this is the Government which claims
to have such ability to carry on the opera-
tions of the State.

Right through the last few years we have
feund that legisiation goes year alter year
in a certain direction. The Government
were warned that legislation in that diree-
tion would be inimical to the State. A year
or two afterwards we find a whole sheaf of
Bills coming up. showing that the Govern-
ment, either by hasty legislation or through
incompetence or something of the kind, have
found that ihe measures which they put
before the Flouse were incomplete and undi-
gested, and experience shows that they were
absolutely unworkable.

If the people of the State arc eatisfied
vith that sort of thing. they are casily satis-
fied. As a matter of fact—and various hon.
members touched uwpon this—we find that
throughout the countrv a mild revolt is
going on. We see eovidences of it in_the
papers every day. even in the Bible of hon.
members opposite, the “Daily Standard 7—
a hoiling over here and a boiling over there.
Demoeracy has been befogeed.  The people
hove heen told certain things, and those
thing= have not materialised. The whole
public scrvice is In a state of scething dis-
content, and we actunally find the police
taking things into their own hands and
asserting thelt rights. This session we are
to have an amendment of the Police Act.
Alinost at the point of the bayonet these
men are enforcing their rights, and the Go-
vornment are slowly giving way. Their
chickens are coming home to roost. and the
Ciahinet have to do these things whether they
like it or not. .

As a matter of fact, they brought all this
trouhle on their own heads because at a
cortain period they forced every man in the
public service to become a unionist. Now
these men are demanding their rights. The
members of the Clabinet are taking un the
attitude that the publie servants should not
press the Covernment too hard, but these
men are saying, “ We have been forced into
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unionism; we have our representation, and
our representatives are going to insist upon
our rights being observed.” That is quite
right. I think unionism is a good thing—not
’;he brand that hon. members opposite stand
or———-

Hon. M. J. KirwaN: We know the brand
sou stand for.

Mr. KELSO: Where a few leaders bull-
doze the rest—but I consider that a man is
entitled to express his views and do the best
he can for himself. The public are begin-
ning to realise that they have been led by
the nose for a number of years, and they are
now taking charge. Why, even in the caucus
the rank and file are taking charge. (Go-
vernment laughter.) 1 am sorry that the
hon. member for Bowen is not present, so
that I could congratulate him. For a few
hours he has been the leader of the Labour
party.

Mr. Grepson: They put that into you, too.

Mr. KELSO: However, caucus members
could not make up their minds; they had
another vote, and things turned back again
to the old order.

Mr. GreEpsox: By Jove, your leg is easily
pulled.

Hon. M. J. Kirwax: There was not much
unity on your side last night.

Me. KELSO: The hon. gentleman knows
perfectly well that we on this side of the
House werce frec to vote as we desired——

Hon. M. J. Kmewan: I am not talking
about that.

Mr. KELSO: And hon. members on the
other side of the House were tied up. In
spite of that to his credit be it said, one
Minister got up and expressed his own
views. Hec knows perfectly well what
happened.

Mr. Kerr: Jelly fish.

Mr. KELSO: They werc not jelly fish;
they were tied up so that they could not do
anything.

Hon. M. J. Kirwan: That is a new simile—
a tied up jelly fish. I would like to see one.

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

Mr. WARREN (Murrumba): Of all the
huge bungles that the Government have
been guilty of I suppose there is no greater
bungle than the Beerburrum Soldier Settle-
ment. It has bcen said that we as a party
are scared to touch this proposition, but such
is not the case. TUnfortunately, in the first
place the Government were misled. I quite
agree that the Government were misled as
much as they were misled in connection with
the cotton bungle; but at the present time
the mistake is so apparent and the loss is
so great that it is time the Government
granted a Royal Commission of inguiry finally
to settle the Beerburrum problem. Some
statements are in circulation at the present
time that are misleading. One statement that
is misleading is that what is known as Beer-
burrum Scttlement is a total failure. On
some portions of the Beerburrum land the
settlement has not been a failure, and it is
wrong and stupid of certain people to say
that Beerburrum Settlement is a complete
failure. What I wish the Government to do,
and what members on this side of the House,
and particularly soldiers’ associations have
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been trying to bring about is for the Go-
vernment to take stock—have a proper
inquiry, and have the land that is unfit for
use cut out completely and those settlers who
have made an honest attempt at farming
given the right to take up fresh land. There
is any amount of land held by the Crown at
the present time that is suitable for agricul-
ture, and on which it would be wise to put
these men. At the present time the men on
blocks that will not produce are having their
hearts broken, and they are becoming unfit
to be farmers. We must admit that at the start
many of these men were unfit to be farmers
because they were mechanics and had never
attempted to do anything of the sort, and had
had no initial training in the work, and they
were recognised to be failures from the start.
But many men who were farmers were put on
this poor soil. I say ‘ poor,” because an
analysis of the soil proved that 1t is the second
poorest soil in Queensland.

Mr. Moore: In the world.

Mr. WARREN: I will not say that, be-
causc I suppose some of the unoccupied
country along the coast is as poor as any
class of country anywhere. That country
cannot and wili not be used for farming or
for grazing purposes. 1 must say that in the
first place the Government acted in good
faith, but, although the Secretary for Publie
T.ands is a good business man, he has not
sufficient strength to go into this matter and
cut out the whole trouble. The loss has
been too great. If you read the papers you
will find every now and again that on Beer-
burrum there is a sale of the horses and
vehicles of departing soldicrs—of those men
who have been duped into taking up blocks
where the soil is of no value whatever. The
little Dbit of humus in it is not sufficient fo
produce a first crop. Never previously in
any part of the world has settlement taken
place on land of that description. We always
reckon that land must be capable of pro-
ducing the first few crops without fertilisa
tion before it can be classed as agricultural
land. But in this casc the settlers had to
fortilise to produce the first crop of pines.
That = absurd. It is an absolutely stupid
proposition, and the reason I am bringing
it up to-day is becausc the settlers are still
being kept there. Some of them are living
on and working their farms in the hope of
being grvanted an exchange; that is, that
the Government will see fit to act in a
kindly way towards thosc men who went on
this land blindfold. First of all T want to
contradict the statement that the Minister
has refused to receive a deputation. That is
not so. The Minister has merely put off the
date for receiving that deputation. In fact,
1 understand the hon, gentleman is trying
to work out a scheme to settle the Beer-
burrum question finally. I hope that is the
case. There arve many ways in which the
faijlure of this settlement is hurting the dis-
trict. Not only does it hurt the district
because the settlers are not making a profit,
but only 55 per cent. of these settlers are
paying their rates to the shire council, and
the Shire of Landsborough, in which Beer-
burrum is situated, has no money to make
roads. In fact, the subdivision that Beer-
burrum is in is indebted to the shire council
to the extent of about £200. That is to say
the ratepayers in other districts have had to
put that much capital into the Beerburrum
settlement. That is not fair neither to the
shire nor to the settlers who were settled in
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this foolish manner; and it is the duty of
the Government, when the thing is practi-
cally obvious, to meet the settlers and clear
up the wholc thing in a proper way. Several
deputations have asked the Minister to
receive them on this Beerburrum question so
that they can clear up the whole thing. I
do not condemn the Government for putting
the settiers there in the first place, but I do
condemn them for continuing the error that
was made in the first place. Not
oniy has this Beerburrum question
been raised in the House on
repeated occasions, and not from a political
point of view at all, but different bodies and
people in the country have taken it up, and,
gencrally speaking, have given a very fair
idea of the condition of the soldier settle-
ments. I have here a copy of a letter,
dated 14th July, 1924, which has been sent
to the Secrctary for Public Lands by the
Sailors and Soldiers Fathers’ Association of
Toowoomba, which I wish to place on
record-—

{2 pm.]

‘“ SAILORS AND SOLDIERS FATHERS ASSOCIA-

710N, ToOowoouMBA BRANCH,

“14th July, 1924,
“The Hon. the Minister for Lands, Brisbane.

“Dear S1R,—By invitation of the
digger settlers, we decided to pay a visit
to the Beerburrum Soldiers Settlement.
Previously we had visited Cecil Plains
and are pleased to know that on our
represcntation  your (Government was
pleased to rclieve the settlers there over
a critical period.

“We do so appreciate anything done
for ex-soldiers. In sending you a copy
of the report (read at our last meeting)
we urge that you will see the wisdom of
transferring those settlers who desire to
go to other centres. We believe you will
easily frame up recgulations consistent
with the Government’s soldier settlement
policy so that relief may be afforded
these good fellows towards whom you
have already shown goodwill. One need
not be an agriculturist to recognise
Beerburrum is not worth all that has
been sunk in it. The grass trees are an
index to the spewy nature of the soil—
everybody knows that it is no use culti-
vating where grass trecs grow. We would
suggest that you cxamine our report in
connection with official figures you may
have, and we believe, as we hope, that
you will find a way out so that those men
on Beerburrum who have put their hands
to the plough hoping to make good,
should now be transferred to some other
arca in the Southern division or to the
Tully River lands to be opened up on
24th July, to landless and approved
cx-service men, If you are satisfied, as
we believe you are, that these men have
given Beerburrum a good spin, we trust
you will agree they are doubly entitled
to your consideration, first, because of
their war service, sccond, because of their
dogged determination to profitably pro-
duce fruit on Beerburrum when the ele-
ments were s6 mixed as to doom them to
failurc.

“We are sure a personal visit by
yoursclf would lead to something being
done that would give these men a fair

chance and be a further indication of
your goodwill.
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“ Thanks in anticipation of what yow
will do for them,

“ Yours truly,

“ (Sgd.) Epwin Pricg,

‘ Hon. Secretary.”

I do not know whether Dr. Price and the
gentlemen who went to inspect Beerburrum
are experts, but I am game to say that even
the Secretary for DPublic Lands will not
deny anything that is contained in that
letter. T do not plead here for the soldiers
—because no soldier could stand up and
plead for another soldier; we do not come
begging as soldiers—we think that we can
come and demand fair treatment. We hear
a lot about loyalty, and all that sort of thing,
but I am convinced that no Government
in the world have ever given the ex-soldier
a fair ““spin.” I say that the Government
who place men on the poorest soil in Queens-
land, and ask them to scratch for a living——

Mr, HarrLey: You said it was fine soil
for citrus and pineapple growing.

Mr. WARREN: That is not true.

Mr., HarmiEy: 1 heard you say it, and
others heard you.

Mr. WARREN : The hon. member cannot
say that with any truth.

Mr. HARTLEY: I can show it in the Press

report of the opening of the Beerburrum
Settlement.

Mr. WARREN :

13

My statement was that
it was poor soil. My first statement was
made in a paper called “The Leader,”
published by the soldiers of Queensland.
Mr. HartLey: No. It was made at Beer-
burrum at the opening of the settlement.

Mr. WARREN: I wrote down the facts
for and against the settlement, and I pointed
out that the soil was easily worked. and if
the analyses had been satisfactory, it could
have been worked profitably., The hon.
member knows nothing abcut soils.

Mr. HARTIEY : “‘ Second to none in Quecns-
land for citrus and pincapple growing ”—
those were your words.

Mr. WARREN: Nobody in his senses
would describe that sotl or any soil of that
description as good soil. We know that
pineapples can be produced on what are
commonly called weak soils, and I am con-
vinced that at Beerburrum there is land
which can produce; but there is no com-
parison between Beerburrum and the hold-
ing of the Secretary for Agriculture, and if
vou take the farm of the hon. member who
has been interjecting, vou will wonder that
he ever went on to a farm, though you
would understand him making interjections.
It is absolutels inferior stuff that wallabies
would not go on to.

Mr. HartLEY : You cannot buy it, anyhow.

Mr. WARREN : I can understand an hon.
member who has taken up a block of that
description sefting up as an authority and
irterjecting to a farmer.

Mr. Harteey: A farmer who has sold all
his land.

Mr. WARREN: Anybody who has an
interest 1in  Queensland and in settlers
generally—I am not going to say soldiers
only—desires to see them prosper, because,
after all, your business capacity will tell
you, Mr. Speaker, that their prosperity
means that Queensland is going to prosper.
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It is the greatest mistake for the Lands
Department to put men, whether soldiers or
anybody else, on land whern it is impossible
for them to make a living, When there
are thousands of acres of good land right
along this coast, to let men occupy inferior,
rotten stuff, is a waste of energy of the
very worst description, a disgrace to the
organisation of the Government, and calls
for the greatest censure. I do not say that
other places have not done the same thing,
but I say that we have got so much good
land that it is absolutely stupid and wrong
to put men on land such as they are being
placed upon at present, We have unoccu-
pied houses on this land which are going to
rack and ruin—I understand some of them
are being shifted-—and it is an eyesore for
them to be left there. Where the analysis
of the soil shows that the land is absolutely
inferior, it would be far better to cut the
loss and get rid of them.

Afrer all, it is not a matter of my opinion
or the opinion of hon. members opposite as
to W}“(\thcr land is good or not. We have
our Department of Agriculture and our
agricultural chemists. In connection with
the smaller soldier settlements the Govern-
ment heve cut the loss. Why, at Coominya,
the soil was so poor that a worm would not
crawl through it. The Government recognise
that a large portion of Beerburrum soil is of
no use, and it is a crying shame that thev
do not recognise that a proportion of these
settlers are merely plodding along and just
eking out an existence. The settlers have
invested the procecds of their war gratuity
bonds in the settlement, and have given a
good many years of hard work, together
with every mortal thing they own, towards
making it a succe«s, and some of them have
walked off the settlement without anything.
Just the other day horses which a short time
ago had been purchased for approximately
£18 per head were sold for from 16s. up-

wards, and one of the settlers =tated that
he doubted if they were worth 16s. I do not
want to do an injury to some of the settlers
there who ave able to carry on, but I want
to emphasise that the poor sections of the
arca are death to everything that touches
them. They are death to the Government,
and death to the Lands Department. Why
is it that the Sccretary for Public Lands
doss not desire to receive a deputation from
these men? It is not hecause he does not
know the facts, but he is like Micawber of
old—waiting for something to turn up.
consider that he wants to sce these ex-
soldier settlers starved off their holdings.
The soldicr wae all right when he went away
and risked his life; but when he came back
he is regarded as a confounded nuisance,
and the Government descrve censure for
their actions in connection with soldier
settlers, particularly during the past year.
Matters have been getfing worse and worse,
and if the Minister does not make a move
these men who are having their very life
blood sapped out of them will become worse
and worse citizens. Thev will probably have
to start afresh as orvdinary labourers, but
what energy will they have after having
been stzrved out of this miserable scheme?
Then what is the financial aspect going to
be? I recollect an ex-Labour Troasurer,
when opening the Beerburrum Hospital—one
hon. gentleman opposite can bear me out in
this—saying : ““ The Government lost
£500,000, but what is that?”” He said it in
just the same way as he would say ¢ Come
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and have a whisky.” What is £500,000 to a
Government that are ‘‘gone a million ”?
The Government consider that that is noth-
ing to them, as they are working on bor-
rowed money. That is the opinion of a
Government whose party policy used to be
not to borrow. They are going to lose not
only £500,000 but £1 ,000, 000 on Beerburrum
and the sooner they cut the loss the better.,
I would give the Government credit if they
would say: ¢ We have lost £1,000,000, but
we are going to make the very best of a
bad job.” The Government have deemed it
advisable to write down the cost of the
Inkerman irrigation works by thousands of
pounds, and I do not condemn them for
deing that.

The decision of the Government in that
matter was correct. But why treat the settlers
up there different to the settlers on Beer-
burrum ? We talk about the scheme of organ-
isation or classification of land that was
entered into at Beerburrum about a year ago,
but the whole thing is absurd. The land is
not worth anything. What business man
would buy any portion of Beerburrum? It
is a well-known fact that before this land
was reserved for a soldier settlement it had
been lying idle for years. Some of the for-
feited selections are now being let to outside
settlers, not for farming purposes, but for
residential purposes, and a few areas are
being taken up in that manner. The settlers
are being charged quarterly rents, and it
locks as if the Government are going to get
the full year’s rent out of them. Everything
that can be done is being done in order to
bleed the poor unfortunate men on Beer-
burrum. It seems to me it is death to attempt
to grow anything on that poor soil. Anyone
who has ever farmed land knows that a
living cannot be made out of inferior land.
I want to emphasise this point, that whatever
the Government intend to do, the need of
going into this question of Beerburrum is
obvious to anyone who knows anything about
the settlement. The very uncertainty of it is
wrong. I ask the Government to take immedi-
ate steps to rectify the whole scheme of
Beerburrum not only in connection with the
affairs of the shire council, but in connection
with the unfortunate men who were placed
on that miserable soil. So far as the various
failures of the Government are concerned,
the Government have practically admitted
that they made a failure in the case of cotton
—a question which I am not going to labour—
but the very first principle of decent and sane
government is to face failure and get over
the difficulty as quickly and easily as possible.

A lot has been said about the wonderful
structures that have been going up in the
various cities in Queensland. I am surpriged
absolutely at the Assistant Minister making
the statement he did. We are not a manu-
facturing people. The statement that the
]r)mldmvs in Brisbane indicate the wealth of
the State is very peculiar to me. It does
nothing of the kind. It only indicates how
much money the money lenders are prepared
to lend those who are willing to put up these
great business places. I came to the con-
clusion when I heard that the Federal
Treasuter, Dr. Earle Page, made the state-
ment that the great cities indicated the
wealth of the country—he used this argument
as a reason why we should have new States
and further great cities—that he was taking
up a wrong stand. I would rather see that
money being used for the development of the
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State and the establishment of secondary in-
dustries. That would show signs of solid
progress. Why are we making the country
so unattractive as we are doing? The country
is less attractive to-day than it has ever
been. There are a good many reasons contri-
buting to this end, but one of the greatest
reasons is the lack of interest the Govern-
ment take in the country. What is the recent
decision to increase fares and freights going
to do? Will it make life in the country
more attractive.

Mr. CostELLO: No.

Mr. WARREN: The fares and freights
already are altogether too high. I find that
men are considering whether they will pur-
chase motor vchicles in preference to using
the railways. At the present time motors
can compete from Redcliffe to Brisbane
against the railway to North Pine. If this
sort of thing is to go on, what is going to
happen to the enormous debt on our rail-
ways, which is pow in the vicinity of
£60,000,000?7 We must have railways and
trunk lines, but to a great extent we are
overdoing our railway construction policy
in so far as the development of the country
iz concerned. We should develop the land
that we are already occupying. I will give
an example. At Glass House Mountains
there-is an area of about 7,000 acres which
is termed a swamp. The water overflows
this area, and it is absolutely the richest
land in Quecensland. The land that was
recently reclaimed at Coolum, and which is
growing such beautiful cane, is not half so
good as this land. For the slight expendi-
ture of £600 the whole of this 7,000 acres
of land could be reclaimed, and we could
put into that little centre hundreds of people.
This would not entail one single sixpence of
expenditure so far as the railways are con-
cerned. T contend that it is a bad business
that the Government are not developing the
land along the railway lines.

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham): The pre-
sent Government do not show signs of
improvement. Throughout my experience
in Parliament I have endecavoured to keep
an open mind in regard to anything the
Government have attempted to do. I am
sorry that this scssion they appear to be
submitting a policy which endeavours only
slightly to amend old errors, snd which
proposes to commit many more fresh errors.
Their fresh errors outnumber proposals to
amend old errors.

As we have seen from the daily Press,
the Government of late—or the Ministers,
at any rate—have shown some evidence of a
desire for reform. We have also seen from
the same authorities that hon. members
supporting the Cabinet are still believers in
the old system. They think they can have
everything they want by simply grabbing it,
or by passing a Bill to carry out their
desire. Hon. members of the Cabinet have
shown that they appreciate the possibilities
of doing no geod and a great deal of harm
by their legislation, and it is a pity that
they are not more successful in their endea-
vours to take their followers along with
them. I wish them luck in their endeavours.
and I hope that as time goes on they will
be able to convince their followers that there
is a necessity for caution and a more uvseful
expenditure of money. It is not very likely
that will happen, as T am afraid hon. mem-
bers behind tho Government are determined
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to go the whole “ hog,” and do not care
what the consequences are.

I shall take the errors of the Government
in the past, and which they have shown
some slight desire to amend. They found
out that they made a tremendous error in
connection with ratoon cotton. They were
warned about this, and should have pre-
ceeded cautiously, but they were so
obstinate in their desire to commit an error
and so absolutely certain that they were in
the right, that they would not listen to
anybody, nor would they inquire. They
simply had their own way, and the resust
is they had to crawl down. It must have
been very humiliating to the Secretary for
Agriculture, One day he said he was going
to enforce the law, and the next day he said
he was going to alter it. Theh, later on,
he said it was fully considered, and the Go-
vernment were going to insist upon the law
being enforced, and then a few days after-
wards we learned that the law is not to be
enforced, and that the growers are to have
their own way. I hope the Government
will remember that they put some cotton-
growers to considerable loss, and that they
will pay full compensation to those people
who carried out the law, and thereby made
a loss.

I notice from the Governor’s Speech that
it is proposed to bring in a Bill to deal
with the apprenticeship question. I hope the
Government will not make a bigger bungle
of this matter than they did in the past,
when their action absolutely stopped any
apprentices being taken. on at all. The
trouble with all apprentices is that it does
not pay & man to train a lad. He does not
et anything out of it, and no man is going
to talkc the trouble and go to the expense of
training an apprentice unless he is likely
to receive some benefit. 1 hope that, when
we do come to deal with the Apprenticeship
Bill, the Government will show some evi-
dence that they do grasp the situation, and
that they do know what are the reasons why
lads are not being trained, and that they
will seriously endeavour to make it possible
for youths to be trained in the different
trades. We have a number of boys growing
up in the country who, under the present
conditions, have no possible hope of learning
a trade.

The SecreTarRy ror PusLic Works: Whom
are you talking to?

Mr. DEACON: I was talking to the
Minister who has only just wakened up.
realise the Minister is a very hard worked
man—one of the hardest worked in the
Ministry—and I zan quite understand his
relaxation for the moment.

We have not heard anything from the
Government in regard to an amendment of
the TLand Act Amendment Act or the
« Repudiation” Act, We know that the
Premier made certain promises to the finan-
ciers in Bngland, and we have been told
that it will not be necessary to make any
amendment in the Act in order to give effect
to the promise made. We do not know
exactly what promise he did make. Pro-
bably his followers know, and no doubt the
men with whom he made the bargain know.
T am quite certain that the British financiers
know exactly what they are to expect, but
it would have been better for the sake of
the country if that agreement were placed
before the House in a Bill. We ought to
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know just exactly what has been promised,
and what effect it will have on the future
revenue of the country. If the Premier has
made a promise, it is best to let the people
know what it is. It must be remembered
that the present Premier may not always be
there and the present Ministry may not
always be there, and, if that promise was
made with the imtention of its being kept,
then we ought to know what the promise
was, If only for the sake of the finances
from the revenue peint of view, any future
Treasurer should have it put beyond his
power to make any infringement of the
promise made by the present Treasurer,
which it is intended should have full effect
for a long term. The Premier says that the
promise can be given effect to by adminis-
trative act, but nobody knows what has
been promised, and it would be much better
if the terms were placed before the House
in a Bill.

I notice that His Excellency in his Speech
congratulates the Government on the success
of the main roads policy, but perhaps he
does not know-—perhaps Ministers do not
know—just how much of a success the main

roads policy has been. You can

[2.30 p.m.] see all over the country little bits

of good roads here and there.
There is a large sum collected by way of taxes
from motorists to keep up those little bits of
roads, but I do not know whether anybody is
getting any particular benefit from them.
If one, mile of really good road is made at a
high cost while another 39 miles are mnot
improved, and are not likely to be in the
present generation, it is not much benefit to
anybody. If a man cannot go in bad weather
over the 39 miles of road, what is the good of
having just one mile built well? I think the
Main Roads Board could do much better work
for the country if they would adopt a cheaper
style of road and build longer lengths. They
have cxcellent examples in the roads built
by the shire councils at a cheap rate over
long distances, which will carry all the
traffic which comes along without any restric-
tion. Those roads have stood the wear and
tear of twenty years’ hard work. Of course,
1 know that the Main Roads Board will show
us some photographs which they have had
taken of little picces of road here and there,
and say that these arc typical of the roads
built by the shire councils. They pick out a
bad part and put a photograph of it in their
report. Then they take a new road built
by the Board at a very high cost, and say,
“These are the roads that we are going to
build.” 1In the report last year I saw a great
deal of misrepresentation of the situation-—
I do not say it is deliberately done, as I am
quite sure that the members of the Board
think that the illustrations given in their
report are correct—but it so happens that
there is one illustration given in the last
report which is absolutely incorrect, and it
has been repeated in several other Govern-
ment publications, including the ¢ Queens-
land Agricultural Journal.” A little bit of
road which I know quite well is shown. It
is a very bad bit of road, and the Main Roads
Board say, “ This is an instance of a road
built by a shire council at £25 a mile after
wet weather.”” Then there is a photograph
showing what they say is the same bit of
road before wet weather ; but it happens that
they are not the same bit of road, but two
entirely different parts. The road shown as
a good piece of road is there yet, and has
never been in a bad state. The illustration
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which is given is very misleading. It would
be very much better not to construct our
main roads parallel with existing lines of
railway, and rather than build the roads we
are doing at such a high cost it would be
much cheaper and better for the district
to build a light line of railway. I am quite
sure that there is no comparison between the
cost of building a light line of railway and
building a road, and a light line of railway
would afford cheaper carriage and better con-
venience to the residents.

I notice that we are to have an amendment
of the Income Tax Act. I hope that considera-
tion will be given to equalising the taxation
between income tax payers in the city and
those in the country. The present system is
altogether unfair to those who malke their liv-
ing off the land. Tt i1s impossible for a farmer
to say exactly what his expenses have been
over a certain period, but it is very easy for a
man in a business to do so, as he has got his
actual expenses clearly shown every week and
knows where he is. 1t is altogether different
when you come to deal with a farm business.
A man may work the whole year on a farm,
and may incur all his expenses in that one
vear, while the receipts for that year may not
coms in $ill the next year, the receipts for the
two yvears all being received in the second
vear. I hope that an endeavour will be made
to equalisc matters in that direction.

I do not see any indication of an amend-
ment of the land tax, which is a measure
that ought to be brought in. No Govern-
ment can be said to be justly considering all
classes of the community when it imposes a
land tax.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic Womks: I
thought you approved of the land tax?

Afr. DEACON : I do not approve of the land
tax.

The SecreTARY rorR Pusric WORKS:
taxation do you approve of ?

Ar. DEACON : Income tax only.

The SecreTary FoR PusLic Works: Would
vou like that increased?

Mr. DEACON : Yes, and the land tax taken
off.

The StcreTaRY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
meraase ?

Mr. DEACON: I do not know-—whatever
is neeassary. If you take off the land tax and
put the amount received from it on to the
income tax, it would be a much fairer way of
raising revenue.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You must
pay a higher income tax than land tax.

My, DEACON : I do not pay any land tax,
Lut holding the position as I do of a member
of this Assembly I have not to pay much
income tax.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Don’t you
earn an income outside?

Mr. DEACON: The hon. gentleman knows
very well that no man can earn an outside
income and attend to his duties in the
Asgembly.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The busi-
n-ss members did not say that last night.

Mr. DEACON: Hon. members opposite
forget when they put a land tax on freehold
land that in the case of the producer 1t can-
not be passed on The land tax paid by any
business man in the city is added to the

Mr. Deacon.]
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expenses of his business, and the buyer of
the commodity he sells pays it. It is put on
to the rent if he is letting a house, or on to
the cost of the article he sclls. But when
you come to the land tax on the man who is
gotting his living out of the land, you find
that it is not passed on.

Mr. Corrixs: You admit that a land tax
cannot be passed on.

Mr. DEACON: Tt cannot be passed on by
the primary producer. It can be, and is,
passed on by the man in the city.

Mr. Hartevy: You are wrong.

Mr. DEACON: T am right: and. if the
hon. member had a house to let and he had
to pay Jand tax, the very first thing he
would do would be to add his land tax to
the rent.

Mr. WrnstaxLey: He cannot do that.

Mr. DEACON: He cannot do anything
else. How could he vay his land tax unless
he passed it on? For the sake of getting
at one or two speculators, why put a land
tax on to the man who is working the
land? I do not hope to get any reform in
this direction, because there is no hope of
getting any reform from hon. membcrs GpPpo-
site. Put them in the minority, and theu we
war get some reform,

The bigeest orror the Government nropose
to commit during this session is to try to bring
in a 44-hour week. T do not think that hon.
mcmbers who have forced this on the {abinot
realise the full oxtent of the injury they are
goirg to do to the country. We have oniy
to quote the Premier and the Secreiarv for
Public Works to show that it is xoing to
injure industry, and to prove that hon.
members sitting behind the Government do
not take any notice of what their leaders 88Y.
They have no responsibility. Thoey  are
determined to have a 44-hour weck whatever
the result. They tell us sometimes that tho
farmer will not be affected, but we know
very well that he is going to he affected and
Lrcught under the operations of the Indus-
trial  Arbitration Court. We know for a
certainty—so far as it is possible to say that
anything i< a certainty—that there will be
an award for the farming industrv. When
we consider that the board making the inves-
tigation consists of four members—two from
the Labour side and two from the farmers,
with a_chairman appointed by the Govern.
mant—ii 1s an absolute certaintv that their
recorrmendation will be in favour of making
an award.  And when it comes to a question
of a 44-hour week for the farmer, it will he
found that it will be impossible for him to
employ men on the farm. It will simply
mean that evervy man employed on a farm
will have to find work and a living some-
where else.  There has hbeen no gquarrel
boetween the farmer and the man working
“for him. Thev have always been able to
scttle their differences and agree on reason-
able wages and rcasonable working hours.
It will mean that the man on the land will
have to go ont of farming altogether unless
he has a sufficient family to enable him to
carry on without emploving labour. If not,
if he is a big man, he will have to go in for
sheep raising; if he is a smaller man. he will
go in fer one-man farming: and. althouch
one-man farming may be all right for the
farmer. it is no good for the countrv. And
after all, if we are going to be in a position
to pay interest on the loans and make up the

[Mr. Deacon.
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shortages of revenue in the near future, we
shall have to produce a great deal more and
send a great deal more overscas, and get a
great deal more money back than we have
been doing. Yt would have bLeen a great
deal better for the Government to leave the
situation in the farming industry as it is,
and for employer and employee to agree
upon their conditions rather than make them
subject to cenditions awarded by the Arbi-
tration Court. One hon. member opposite
raid that the farmers ought to pay the
employees higher wages. They do pay them
fair wages at present, and they pay also
their full share of the higher wages which
are paid in every other industry. The men
engaged in every trade—carpenters. brick-
layers, and others—all get fair wages. and
any man who is good enough to be valled a
farmer has to pay his share of those men’s
higher wages and shorter hours; and any-
thing that is eoing to mean higher taxation
of the man on the land and an increased
cost of the article produced in the country
must be borne by the farmer. The farmer
will always pay his full share of taxation
and of the higher expenditure which will be
involved by the institution of a 44-hour week.

Then T want to have something to say
about the Upper Burnett land settlement
scheme. 8o far as I can wnderstand, only
600 selections have been taken up, or only
itbout half of the total number thrown open.

The SecreTary ror Pusric Lanns: More
than that.

Mr. DEACON :
my figures.

The SecReTARY FOR PUsLIC Lanps: If the
hon. gentleman went to a bank manager
for an overdraft, and said that a qouple of
hundred pounds extra made no difference,
the manager would not agree with him.

Mr. DEACON: Perhaps it would be as
well then to give the exact figures. Fourteen
hundred blocks were thrown open in the
first section, and not more than half were
selected.

The SECRETARY FOR DPTBLIC LANDS:
than half were selected.

I am near cnough with

More

Mr. DEACON: Just a little more than
half. We should compare tho selection of

that land with applications for land in other
parts of the State. Sometimes there are a
thousand applications for one block:

The Secrerary ror PusLtc Lanpg: That
is not a comparison—that is a “ Golden
Casket.” )

Mr. DEACON: In the Burnctt district
there was not the full number of applicants
for the first section, and there are other
sections to follow, Again, look at the advan-
tages that are being offcred in the way of
the Government building railways and push-
ing them on with all possible speed. the
building of butter factories, the making of
roads, and the advancing of large sums of
moncy in connection with the Burnctt arca.

The SecreTaRY roR Pusric Laxps: Does
the hon. gentleman not think that 800 new
settlers in a new district in six months is
good going? )

Mr. DEACON: It is not good going; it
is poor going.

The SecreTary ¥or Prusric Laxps: There
is not that number of selectors in the hon.
gentleman’s district.

Mr. DEACON: Yes, there is.

The SecrETARY ¥OR Pusric Laxps: No.
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Mr. EpwarDs: If they are to be settled
in the way that they were settled on the
Coominya Soldier Settlement, it will not be
much good.

The SecreETARY FOR Pusric Lanps: They
were better scttlers than the hon. member
for Nanango.

Mr. EpwArDs : They * towelled 7’ you up.

Mr. DEACON: If the Government had
resumed land for settlement in other parts
of the State, they would have had more
than one applicant for each block, and the
land would not now be. lying idle. 1f they
had opened up land elsewhere. they could
have built hundreds of miles of good road.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: We are
transferring the roads now to other districts.
(Laughter.)

Mr. DEACON: The hon. gentleman
knows that things are not the same now as
they were before the last caucus meeting.
He cannot do as he likes now. At one time,
if he proposed to do a thing, he did it, and
his word was law; but it is not so now.

The SrecreTARY FOR PuBLICc LAnoS: Don’t
you give misleading facts on those grounds.

Mr. DEACON: I had hoped that the
Burnett scheme would have been a much
greater success. I do not know anything
about the land, but it must not be too good,
or it would have been a greater success.
Perhaps the Government are trying to block
settlers thai they do not approve of.

The SECRETARY FOR PeBLIC LaNDS: That is
true. There arc thousands of applicants.

Mr. DEACON : I cannot say whether it is
true or not.
The SecrerARY FOR PUBLIc Lanps: If the
hon. gentleman would go to the Inquiry
Branch of the Lands Department he would
get considerable information.

Mr. DEACON: I have been there, and
obtained full information on behalf of the
settlers who went there.

The SECRETARY FOor PusLic LANDS:
were oub in your first guess.

Mr. DEACON: I know from people who
have been on the area that many settlers
with very little money have been given blocks
of land.  The Minister has stated that there
are 800 setilers there—I take his word for
that—put I can safely say that when the
Agricultural Bank commences to handle
these men 400 of them will not be there.
Let the Minister do his best, let the officers
of the department to do their best, and choose
the settlers as they may, still they will not
all remain.

The SecreETARY FOR PuBnic Laxps: Does
the hon. gentleman say that the present
settlers there will not be there later on?

Mr. DEACON: The hon. gentleman gan
safely reckon on losing half of them.

The SccreraRY FOR PusLic LaNDs:
will I lose them?

Mr. DEACON: There are some secttlers
to whom you cannot lend money at all, and
the Agricultural Bank will find on investi-
gation that the settlers have not the assets
that they said they had.

The SrECRETARY rOR PUBLIC LaANDS:
are putting their own money in.

Mr. DEACON: T know that the Agricul-
tural Bank generally makes pretty carefui
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{nquiries concerning the men who go on the
and.

The SEcrRETARY ¥OoR PuBLIc LANDS: We are
doing that before they go on the land.

Mr. DEACON: It is impossible to say
whether a settler can use an axe until you
actually seec him using it, or whether he can
plough until you have seen him on his block.
All that has to be inquired into, and the
Minister will find that the Bank will turn
down a lot of those selectors, and they will
not remain,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
are you going to do about it?

Mr. DEACON: I am explaining the
sitnation to the Minister. When he likes to
get out I shall tell him what I would do.
He has got to deal with this scheme, and
I think 1t is only right that I should tell
him what I.think. Ile should have his eyes
opened, if they have not been opened already.

The SecreETArY FOR PusLic Lanps: You
have to have your eyes well skinned these
days.

Mr. King: If they are not shut for you.

Mr. DEACON : The Minister has probably
had his cycs opened already. 1 suppose
some settlers have come along to him and
asked to be allowed to be freed of their
responsibilities,

The SecreTaRY ¥OrR PuBrLic Laxps: Tell us
what vou would do—that is what I want
to know.

Mr. DEACON: It is a pity, for the sake
of the money invested, that there does not
seem to be any possibility of the scheme
being the huge success that everybody hoped
it would be.

The SkcrETARY FOR PusLic Lanps: The hon
gentleman has not told me what I should do.
I will undertake to do what he suggests.

Mr. DEACON: When the other blocks are
opened up the Minister should act on the
advice that is tendered to him. He should
read what was sald when the scheme was
first discussed in Parliament. Plenty of
advice was tendered to him from this side on
that occasion.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIc LanDs: Ask the
hon. member for Burnett how the settle-
ment is getting on.

Mr. DEACON: The hon. gentleman was
told when the scheme was introduced that
the areas were too small and that it was not
possible for men to make a living on such
areas. He did not listen to that advice,
and some fallures will be caused through the
small areas.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. gentle-
man has exhausted the time allowed him
under the Standing Orders.

Mr. LLOYD (Wclvin Grove): 1 rise to
oppose the amcndment. It is unnecessary,
futile, and most improper for the gentle-
men—with their profesiions of loyalty—
on the other side of the House to introduce
it at this stage. The original motion is an
assurance to His Excellency—

“of our continued loyalty and affection
towards the Throne and Person of Our
Most Gracious Sovereign.”’
Flere are these gentlemen, who are ready
to fight on the matter of loyalty, and usually
go loud in their professions of it, ignoring
the main issue altogether, and obtruding

Mr. Lloyd.]
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their own imaginary and concocted griev-
ances without giving a thought to_the main
issue before the House. It 1s hard to know
where this kind of thing is going to stop.
Will they want to amend the

[3 p.m.] singing of ¢ God Save the King,”
and introduce a verse invoking
Divine aid to scatter the officials of the
Taxation Department in such a way that
they will not be able to collect the land
tax? (Opposition dissent.) I do not know
whether 1 have in the few minutes I have
been speaking wasted the time of the
House, but I would point out to the hon.
members opposite that people who live so
obviously in glass houses cannot afford to
throw stone:. Having said what I have
about the loyalty of the members on the
opposite side of the House, I wish to refer
now to general topics, the discussion of

which is generally admitted at this stage.
I wish first to congratulate the hon. mem-
ber for North Brisbane on his admission to
the Cabinet. His presence there at this
particular time will be most valuable
bocause of his knowledge of the metropolis.
There was a time when the metropolis got
too much attention. When this Government
came into power they endeavoured to bal-
ance that state of affairs by giving more
attention to the outside districts, no matter
whether they gave us political support or

not. If we go much further in that diree-
tion, the balance will be in the opposite
direction. The advice of the hon. member

for North Brisbane will be most useful at
this stage, when a serious difficulty is likely
to arise through the action of the Brisbane
Tramway Trust. The Brisbane Tramway
Trust has introduced the thin edge of the
wedge in the matter of increcasing the fares.
We have for ycars insisted that the maxi-
mum tramway fare for carrying a person
from any part of the suburbs into and
through Queen street should be threepence.
That fact was clearly laid down by the
Government to the late company. The
Tramway Trust, after a few months of office,
have come before us and practically admltted
their inability to give the same service as
the old Brisbane Tramway Company at the
same rate.

Mr. COSTELLG :

Mr. LLOYD: Drastic action is necessary
on the part of the Government to deal with
that matter. The Government apparently
must have in some way given their general
sanction to an incrcase in fares; but that
sanction must have been obtained by mis-
representation on the part of those who got
it. It certainly has been abused, and I hope
that the Government will lose neither days
nor hours in withdrawing that sanction.
There is absolutely no ]ustlﬁcahon for that
increase. The Trust works under no dis-
advantages. In days gone by the control of
a public utility by the public was faced with
cortain disadvantages. The Government
paid better wages and granted better work-
ing conditions than the private company did,
but for the last eight years, through the
legislation of this Government, the company
has been forced by the Arbitration Court,
whether it liked it or not, to conform to
the same conditions as public departments.
The proposal of the Trust is unbusinesslike,
and will not secure more revenue. It will
lead to less revenue being received than if
the maximum fare of threepence was main-
tained, because the people will not settle in

{Mr. Lloyd.
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those outside places. The man on the basic
wage will be compelled to live in the cuter
suburbs and pay the fare demanded. The
increased fare has only recently been intro-
duced with respect to the Ashgrove exten-
sion, the greater part of which is in my
electorate. Tt is the thin edge of the wedge
for a general increase in fares, as there
is no reason whatever why Ashgrove should
be treated differently to any other suburb.
The proposal is unbusinesslike and opposed
to the best interests of the community, and
in particular to the class which this Govern-
ment have been most concerned about.
Last year we introduced legislation which
fixed the minimum size of an allotment
at 16 perches, and councils in their
zeal for better housing conditions have gone
further and, in some cases, made their mini-
mum 24 perches, That will make the cost
of land for building purposes dearer than it
otherwise would be. The man on the basic
wage who is looking for a piece of land on
which to put his house will be obliged to

buy. say, 24 perches if he wants to settle
within _a radius of 2 or 3 miles from the
city. If he goes ous further, then there 1s

the Tramway Trust waiting for him there
with the fourpenny fare. Between the two,
unless he is a very fortunate man and a
particularly thrifty man, he will have to do
without a house of his own at all. He will
have to revert to the ob]eotlonablo practice,
becoming all too common. in the ecity, of
{wo families living in the one house. 1t has
been the special concern of the party on this
side of the House and Government to pro-
vide better housing conditions for the worker
on the basic wage, and splendid work has
already been achieved in that direction. That
will be largely undone if we permit the
outer suburbs, which are attractive to the
working man, to suffer these impositions.
(Hear, hear!) The man on the basic wage
for a few more years will be able to get
a home within the inside radius of the city;
but in the course of time he will have to
fall back under these conditions to paying
vent all his life. I am quite certain that it
is only necessary to mention this matter here
for (LCthn to be taken., There need be no
misgivings as to the feelings of the public
on the matter. In the municipality of
Ithaca, part of which I represent, there is
practical unanimity on this matter. I know
that the whole of the members of the Ithaca
Council are unanimous in their opposition to
this measure, although only a small part of
the municipality is directly affected or likely
to be affected, because the greater part of
it is well within the two-mile radius. .

Passing from that matter on to one or two
other matters in the Speech, I notice that
mention is made of the Greater Brisbane
scheme, and we see this—

“ My advisers desired that the’ people
and authorities concerned should have
the fullest opportunity to become aware
of the great change which is to be
effected.””

It is satisfactory to know that the Govern-
ment recognise the need of the people being
fully aware of the great change that is being
effected. Last year, speaking on the Address
in Reply, I suggested that a Bill should be
introduced one session, should be left for
public discussion durmo the recess. and then
should e submitted to a referendum of the
people concerned, and I have in mno way
altered my opinion on that matter. In fact,
everything I have seen since has confirmed
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that the wisest thing for the
Government to do with the Greater Bris-
bane scheme is to submit it to a referendum
of the electors—not to a vote of the councils.

Mr. Cosrerrno: To the ratepayers?

Mr. LIOYD: Not to the ratepayers—to
the electors. We have had too much of the
ratepayers in the past. I would therefore
suggest that the Government consider the
advisability of taking a rcferendum on the
zone plan, If they take the inside part of
the city first. regarding which there seems
to be an almost unanimity of opinion that
consolidation is necessary—then take onc or
more zones outside, and then frame their
final measure on the evidence furnished by
this means.

Mr. S1zer: If you adopt any smaller zone,
what is going to happen to the piece you
chop off?

Mr. LLOYD: I notice that the great evil
of unemployment is referred to in the
Speech—

“The question of unemployment has
been onc of grave concern. Much of the
wealth of Queensland 1s derived from
industries which provide only seasonal
employment, but demand the services of
large numbers of men, and the
immediate result is that every year
many workers are thrown on the labour
market with mno opportunity to sell
their labour.”

It is very gratifying that ihis has been
the first Government that has done anything
practical in the way of relieving the neces-
sities of the unemployed. (Opposition
laughter.)

Mr. Sizer: It is the first Government that
has created unemployment.

Mr. LIOYD: We have to recognise this
most important poini that the Government
have taken responsibility for the welfare of
the individual, and if they cannot find that
individual any remunerative work, they
realise they must protect him from want in
a way that implies no stigma or humilia-
tion. A step has been taken in that direc-
tion. but it is a small step, and I hope that
more will be donc in the future. We are
humane enough not to allow the unemployed
man to starve, but he should not be sup-
ported through the humiliating step of
accepting charity from other pcople. We
went to wave him from that, and the wayv
out of the difficulty is to extend the provi-
sions of the Unemployment Insurance Act,
and not by running unremunerative relief
work., By the latter method the Government
spend and waste ten times, twenty times, or
perhaps one hundred times, as much as is
necessary Lo effect the objective which they
have in view.

At 3.15\p.m.,

The Cramrman or Commirrezs (Mre. G.
Pollock, Gregory) relieved the Speaker in
the chair.

Mr. LLOYD: In that respect T hope that
a little more liberal policy will be resorted
to in the relief afforded to single men. The
married man is given at least bare sustenance
for himself and his family, but the single
man is often reduced to that most objec-
tionable of all expedients—that of soliciting
alms from people whom he meets in the
street. That kind of thing should not go on.
We must at all cost find every citizen some
sort of sustenance. It is a practice to send
the indigent man from one centre to another

my opinion
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looking for work. That is no use; he cannot
make work. He goes along to a farmer and
asks for a job. There is no job, and the
farmer gives him a feed. That is only an
indirect form of begging. We shall have to
face that position. I recognise that this kind
of thing is very much abused, and it is
almost impossible to prevent it; but some
relaxation of the position in that direction
appears to me to be very necessary until
times improve a bit.

Touching upon matters of less pressing
importance, rveference is made in the Speech
to the University site—

“ My advisers fully recognise the need
for removal from the present cramped
building . . . . The erection of now
buildings at Victoria Park will be kept
steadily in mind until circumstances
admit of the project being put in hand
and rapidly carried through.”

T am afraid that that phrase “ will be kept
steadily in mind ”’ is painfully significant.
We reccognise that the need exists, but there
is no money to go on with the improve-
ments. What are we going to do in the
meantime? I have a practical suggestion
to put before the House. In Melbourne,
when the question of housing the Common-
wealth Parliament came up, the State Par-
liament moved out and gave their building
to the Commonwealth Parliament. Now we
are putting additions to the Treasury Build-
ing, and two floors on the State Insurance
Building would amply accommodate this
House. We have a great deal of space here
at the present time that we do not want,
and more still when we are not sitting. I do
not proposc this as a permanent change,
but as a means of getting over the difficulty
of the University Building. This building
could be handed over temporarily to the
University, and the need for another build-
ing for the University until we got back
here would then be *“ kept steadily in mind >’
until something eventuated.
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I wish to repeat what I said last year
with regard to the saving of time at the
opening of Pavliament. We waste nearly the
whole of one day over the Governor’s Speech.

Mr. Sizer: IHave vou become disloyal?

My, LLOYD : The ceremony is out of date.

Mr. Kgrso: What would you like—a
awdeville entertainment ?

Mr. LLOYD: The hon. member who inter-
jeets is far more ridiculous than a vaudeville
enteriainment cver claimed to be.  Being
ridieuJous 1s not being humorous,

el

The time occupied at the opening of Par-
liament in resding the Gevernor’s Speoch
could be saved by publishing the Speech i
the ** Gazeite.”” Then it could be read by
hen.  members, who could prepare their
speeches before we meet in the House, and
we could get a whole day’s work in on the
first day. Then this system of giving tickefs
as a privilege for persons to be present at
the opening ceremony is objectionable. At
any rate, it is objectionable to the principles
that this party stand for, and I. hope the
Government will seriously consider the neces-
sity of making some alteration in that con-
nection.

Mr. S8IZER (Sandgate): The hon. member
for Kelvin Grove said he was opposing the
amendment. It is just as well that he did
say that, otherwise we would have been

My, Sizer.]
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]usuhod in assuming that he was prepared to
join the ranks of the Opposition in con-
demning the Government for their acts of
maladministration. In fact, T do not think
he had cne bright thought for the Govern-
ment during the whole ‘of his speech. The
ton. membor quite unconsciously condemned
the Government for the attempt to increase
fares in Brisbane by the Brisbane Tramway
Trust, quite unconscious of the fact that pro-
vision to increase the fares was provided for
in an Order in Council which was approved
of by the Government of which he is a sup-
porter.
Mr. Lroyp: I said so.

Mr. SIZER: That is one matter in regard
to which he joined with us in condemning
the Government, and we certainly thank him
ior providing further ammunition for our
cuns if it were needed.

Mr. Lio¥yD: You need it.

Mr. SIZER: He provided further ammu-
nition to help us to foree through this
amendment.

A further question the hon. member dis-
cussed was the question of unemployment
1 was very sorry the hon. member did not
extend hiinself on that matter. He mush
have been unmindful of the fact that retrench-
ment is taking place at the present
moment. He must nave forgotten it. KEwvi-
dently he did not read in the Press the other
day that ihese retrenched workers up in the
Winton district had called upon the Govern-

* ment to resign—(Opposition Members: Hear,
hear i)—and that individual members sitting
behind the Cabinet should restore the Collins-
Payne Ministry. The fight which has been
going on in the caucus during the last few
days is only a replica of what is going on
outside, and the incevitable will happen. Hon.
membels opposite have gone so far as to
move the Premier out of the chair and fo
keep him out for twenty minutes. They have
gone that far, and the time is fast coming
when the pcople outside and the continual
resolutions that are being passed by the men
I have mentioned will bring about a drastic
change, and I would advise the hon. member
for Kelvin Grove to reconsider his position
before he opposes the amendment, and I
would suggest that he read up and get in
touch with the movement that we stand for.
I shall have much more to say on the gques-
tion of unemployment before I resume my
seat.

If ever an amendment was justified in this
House of Parliament, it is the amendment
which has been moved by the leader of the
Opposition to-day. From the time the Go-
vernment first took power up to the present
day they have made one colossal blunder
after another. A large majority of their
acts have been wrong, and their badness is
only a question of degree. This session pro-
bably will be the culminating point in their
mistakes. As I mentioned last night, from

the day Parliament opens till they go into

recess they will be on the penitent’s form
repenting of their sins in the amending
legislation which is to be put before us.
Practically speaking there is no new legisla-
tion promised or likely to come before us.
All we propose from beginning to end is
to amend, amend, and amend. If we have
in the Premier the wonderful administrative
and legislative genius which we are led to
believe—if he is the superman that some men
sometimes suppose—why is it that we always

{Mr. Sizer.
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have this amending legislation? Why is it
that there is such a diversity of opinion in
caucus? If he is the superman some men
believe him to be, then why to goodness do
not the party—which is supposed to be united
—why is it they cannot agree to support him
without carrying on these tremendous party
feuds till the *“ wee sma’ ’’ hours of the morn-
ing? It shows conclusively that the decisions
of the caucus are arrived at by a very
narrow majority, and that sometimes the
alleged superman has a majority and some-
times he has not. When he has a majority
he carries on, and when he has not he calmly
gives way and loses whatever power he is
alleged to have. The power of this superman
is an absolute myth, and the records of
Parliament and the records of the statutes
put into operation by this Government as
time goes on will show more and more that,
instead of the Government being a Govern.
ment of exceptional ability, or the Premier
being a man of exceptional ability, they
have been a Government without ability,
and that their acts will cause tremendous
disaster in channels which at the moment
we are unable to imagine.

I wish to review one aspect of this London
agreement, as that probably is one of the
main points that we must consider.
Although we must agree with the Premier
that he made a success of his mission, I say
there never should have been any need for a
London mission. I certainly do not consider
that it is an act of statesmanship to pursue
a course which you know leads to a dead
end and to the doors being closed against
you, and then, when the inevitable disaster
faces you, to repent and give way. That is
the position this supposed superman finds
himself in. It is a_position we_ have been
forced to realise, and in the interim we have
been subjected to unnecessary humiliation
which could have been avoided had it not
been for the obstinacy of hon. members
opposite. By the time the whole monetary
value of the concessions that have been
granted has accrued the State will be in a
worse position financially than if the Govern-
ment had never increased the rents which
caused all the trouble. The amendment of
the Land Act which caused the trouble gave
the Government for the time being a certain
amount of new revenue, but I maintain that,
owing to the harder conditions that have been
laid_down by the financiers and_ to the con-
cessions entered into in London by the
Premier, the whole thing will be a losing
proposition from the financial point of view.
I always understood that the party opposite
was a party that did not believe in secret
diplomacy. When we were discussing the
question of peace or war hon. members on
the opposite side of the House argued that
one of the prices of peace should be the
abolition of secret diplomacy. If ever in the
history of Queensland there has been secret
diplomacy, it is in connecction with this
London agreement, which the public should
know more of, but for some reason unknown
the Government seem to be afraid of giving
it publicity. There is no gainsaying the
fact, in the absence of all evidence, that
tremendous concessions have been given.

A GovERNMENT MEMBER: Tell us what they
are.

Mr. SIZER : That is the unfortunate part
of the business—we cannot tell. The Agent-
General wants to know more, and he was
in London some of the time. The fact that
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immense concessions were granted can be

arrived ai by the simple reason-
[3.30 p.m.] ing that the financiers ev idently

hold the key of the position.
That is self-evident. The mere fact that
they relaxed the position is reasonable evi-
dence that they were satisfied with the
concession that they got. If no conces-
sion has heen made, is it reasonable to think
that men who were fighting for a principle,
and who had the upper hand and the key
to the position, would be likely to relax
unless they were satisfied with the deal that
they made? We should for that reason
know more of those terms. If there was
anvthing in the avgument that the Premier
returned from England in 1920 boasting that
he had defied the capitalists and that his
action was endorsed by the public, then by
the same line of rcasoning when he returns
from London and admits that he has con-
ceded terms to the capitalists, he must reap
condemnation instead of the congratulations
which he received in 1920.

Mr. FarreuL: That is hypoerisy.

Mr. SIZER: Noj; it is pure logic. One of
the evidences is that a tacit understanding
was come to between the Government’s repre-
sentatives and the people who were conduct-
ing the affairs of the Brisbane Tramway
Trust, and that the tramway purchase price

plaved a very large part in the negotiations.

in London. The evidence which I hope to
place before the House will lead up to that
point, and I hope to be able to quote London
authorities to support me in this view. We
know that at the time the two sects of
negotiations were going on more or less
simultaneously, and in December, 1919, the
accountants who went fully into the assets
of the Brisbane Tramways Company showed
that the full amount expended by the com-
pany was £890,892. But at the same date
tho company’s books showed that there were
149,893 shareholders with a share capital of
£1.638.363. Thus there was a difference of
£747, 770 between the amount which the
accountants said had been expended and the
amount which the company showed. For
that £700,000 odd there were the usual shares
and debentures, but no tangible assets to
place alongside, which is a fair implication
that there had been a great deal of water-
ing of stock. There was a further £75,000
which was paid in bonus shares in 1912, The
point I am coming to is that on that date
the Tramways Company had spent £905,303
on the whole tramway system: of Brisbane,
and would have approximately £120,000
worth of stores, making the total assets of
the company at that time £1,025,303, or in
round figures, according to the accountants,

£1,000,000. Yet the Government, through
their representatives, have agreced to pay

£1,400,000, or £400,000 more than was sup-
posed to be the total amount expended by
the Tramways Company, and with no pro-
vision for depreciation. In round figures,
there was a depreciation of £250,000, so that
we probably gave £650,000 more for the
tramways than it appears from the figures
they were worth. Mgy argument is that that
was a portion of the concessions which have
been granted—a portion of the price which
has been paid—and that there was a tacit
understanding that litigation would be
dropped on account of that settlement, and
that it would be used as a part of the means
to re-establish Queensland's loans on the
money market and to rehabilitate our posi-

1924—a
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tion there. That is a rcasonable argument,
and I can substantiate that fact by some
cotements of the city editor of the London
“ Times ' who said, speaking of the tram-
way settlement—

* It is another indication that Queens-
land is at last improving her status on
the British market by getting rid of all
contentious matters.”

There was no contentious matter as regards.
the Tramways Company. That matter was
to come before a judicial tribunal which was
actually sitting when the authorities on each
side asked for an adjournment as negotia-
tions were going on.

Mr. FARRELL:
the week.

Mr. SIZER: It onls proves that our side
was willing to submit the matter to the
tribunal. There was no dispute as to the
basiz of settlement. TUndoubtedly arrange-
ments were made in Lombard street, where
financiers control the sityation, that the pas-
toral matter and the tramway purchase were
to be put side by side. and the Premier was
compelled to make concessions in two direc-
tions. The pastoralists having succeeded in
establishing the validity of their contracts,
knew full well that thex were going to reap:
homondoua benefits by the concession which.
hias been made, and at the same time they
were able to g91 an advantage of something
like £600,000 in the pulChdse of the Bris-
bane tramways, the price of which was
settled by compromise between the respective
parties.

That happens every day ir

The SecretarY ror Pusric Laxns: That is
untrae.
Mr. SIZER: I do not know that it is

untrue. I say that the evidence points to
it. The hon. gentleman says it is untrue.
Will he lay before the House the whole of
the negotiations in London?

Orpposirioxn MEMBERS: No.

The SecRETARY FOorR Pusric Laxps: The:
Tramways Company's negotiations? Why
not ?

_Mr. SIZER: The whole of the negotiar
tions 1in connection with the Premier’s

London financial mission.

¥or PusLic Laxps: Why
not? You are making a wild assertion.

Mr. SIZER: It is not a wild assertion.
If the hon. gentleman had been in the
House, he would have understood it.

The Secrerary ror PusLic LANDS:

Mr. SIZER: No,
Minister’s room, and did not hear my
figures. If the hon. member had heen
letemng ro my remarks, he would have
heard me say that the Government have
agreed to pay £1,400,000 for an asset that
is shown on the books of the company to be
worth only about £1.000.000, without allow-
ing for <epreciation. Assuming a deprecia-
tion of £200,000 o¢ £250.000, it appears that
the people of Brisbane have paid £600,000
more than the asset is worth. Furthermore,
I say that it was largely done at the instiga~-
tion of financiers in connection with the
scitlement which the Premier had to make
and the terms of which the Government wilk
not disclose.

The SECRETARY
no relation to it.

The SECRETARY

I was.

you were  in the

It had

Mr, Sizer.]

FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
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Mre. BIZER:

B0.

The hon. gentleman may say

The SECRETARY For PurpLic Laxns: T am
sure of 1i.
Mr. SIZER: The hon. member said. when

the Premier was in London. that we had to

‘have legislation to give effect to the arrange-
mwent.

Wil that be neet “ary?
 STCRFTARY FOR PUBLIC
CS (l\ lL \\Ill not,

Mr. STZER : Does

Laxops: The

the hon. gentleman say
307
The Secprrary ror Prsire Laxps: I was
wrong.

AMr. SIZER:

ha was wrong.

The hon. gentleman admits

The SEcrReTaRY ror PusLic Laxps: Of
course, the hon. gentleman does not admig
‘that he was wrong.

Mr. SIZER: TUnfortunately I have to

admit that I am very ofion wrong, but [
am not wrong on this’ point.

The Secrerary FoR Pustic Laxns: You are
wrong about the tramways. You make the
assertion outside this Chamber that the tram-
way arrangemient had anything at all to do
with the loan.

Mr, SIZER: I say that on the figures
which I hd\e put before the House :md the

comments of the city editor of the ** Times”
that they were interwoven.
The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Laxps: They

were not. The Premier was not there when
the arrangement was made. The Iremicr
did not conduct these negotiations.

Mr. SIZER: Until we get from the Go-
vernment the full facts of the London nego-
tiations we are entitled to put whatever
.construction on them we can.

The SEcrRETARY FOoR PusrLic Laxps: Before
a trial you are going to condemn the
prisoner.  You are going to defame every-
body without giving them a hearing.

Mr. SIZER: That is not so. But let me
say that the hon. gentleman was on irial in
caucus the other day, and he was found
guilty, but he menaged to get back again,
and he evidently has not taken much notice
of what happened.

The SecreTarY For Prsric Lanps: If vou
gét out of it as well as I have done, you have
nothing to fear.

Mr. SIZER: 1 quite admit that the
hon. gentlemian got out of it very well. It
is a reasonable ccmlu:lon in my opinion,
rotwithstanding what the hon. gontlemm
¢, that the two positions were connected.
The SkcrRETsRY FOR PUsLic Laxps: I chal-
lenge vou to make that statement outside,
without living in a coward’s castle. Mako
that statement outside, and vou will see
what will happen.

Mr, BIZER: I probably will make it out-
side. The value of the concession is a most
difficult thing to cstimate, but we can leave
that to the imagination of the t)eoplo who
know the tremendous wealth of the indus-
tries concerned, considering that some of the
leases extend to 1952, that forty-five leases
aggregating 16,272 square miles extend to
1948, and that eighty leases comprising
34,755 square miles “extend to 1946. If we
calculate on the basis of the values which the
grazing farmers pay for similar areas of
land, we shall get at a fair and reasonable

[Mr. Sizer.
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idea as ro the amount of the concession which
has been granted. At any rate, T am pleased
that the Government have rectified a wrong.
We should never have been in the humiliat-
ing condition in which we found ourselves.
All T hope ix that they will now do the right
thing. dﬂd follow on the suggestion of the
Sceretary  for Public Lands and introduce
legislation for the purpose of pufting into
offcet the compromise agreed upon in Lon-
don. I know that the 1)10*)0~dl is that it
cau be done by adwinistration.

The SeereTaRy Tor Prstic Lixns: Do wou

now that the arrangement definitely states
that 1t is to be done by administrative
action?

Mr. SIZIER: Legislative or administrative
action—whatever may he necess
The Srer:TARY FOR PUBLIC

Mr. SIZER: Whatever
Government have to do.

The SecrerarY For PusLic Laxps: No. It
can be done administratively.

Mr. SIZER: The position would be more
clearly doﬁn(\d if there was legislation setting
out the rental exactly in an Act of Parlia-
ment and in the leases.

No.

is necessary,

the

The SecrETary For PuBric Laxps: That is
not the agreement. -
Mr. SIZER: It is the spirit of it. The

attitude which the hon. member and his Go-
vernment arve going to take up is that, now
application has to be made to the Land
Court by the (rown for a reappraisement of
rent, they do not attend to appear in court
and ask for a reappraisement,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
well.

Mr. SIZER: They assume that the lessees
will not make any application either, and
that therefore it will be a case, practically
speaking, of *‘nolle prosequi,”” and the old
conditions therefore will prevail. But sup-
pose the lessee does appear and asks for a
reduction of rent? The Crown then will have
to come into the case and can argue for an
increase of rent, and there is nothing to
prevent the Land Court from giving that
increase of rent.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LiNDS:
pastoral people understand that.

Mr. SIZER : Nobody would ever have made
a settlement in London on such a flimsy, loose
arrangement. I can also see that the Govern-
ment’s attitude will be very much miscon-
strued in London.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaxDs: It is
thoroughly understood by those people what
the agreement is.

Mr. SIZER : Was it understood when they
were asked to agree to it that it was not to
be done by legislation?

The S©eCRETARY FOR DPuUBLic LiXDS:
pastoral companies fully understand
agreement made.

My. SIZER: The hon. gentleman is not
prepared to say that that was the under-
standing arrvived at.

Mr. WINSTANLEY :
his mouth.

Mr. SIZER : I do not want to do so.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I suggest to

the hon. member that he address the Chair,
and not invite interjections.

Very

~The

The
the

Do not put words into
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Mr. SIZER: T want an interjection from
ihe Seeretary for Public Lands which he will
rot give. but which, I think, weuld be worth
while. That is the method which the Go-
vernment propose to adopt to overcome the
difficulty to put into effect the arrangement
which was made,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
roted for your imagination.
KRIZER: I am mnot far

ht COllCluSlOH. Even my wildest imagina-
tion would never allow me to think that that
is the spirit of the contract to which these
neople overscas agreed. I am inclined to
think, imaginative or not, that the Govern-
went will plobdbl\‘ be accused of quibbling
and of another breach of the arrangement
made in London.

The SECRETARY FOR
may be sure we
ment,

Mr., SIZER:

You are

You
agrec-

Pusric
will carry

Taxps:
out the

I do not think that every-

body felt so sure, because the term of the
loan is fixed at five years.
The SkcRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaxDs: Is that

why nearly £70,000,000 was offered?

Mr. SIZER : I sincerely trust the Govern-
- ment will bring in a definite proposal to
clear the whole matter up. Although it may
be quite clear to the present Secretary for
Public Liands—he may be Premier in a “short
space of time, and may not be the Secre-
tary for Public Lands when this question
arises again—still somebody may put a
wrong mmpretatxon upon the best intentions
of the Minister to-dar. The whole affair
should be made clear by Act of Parliament,
and the intention of the agreement placed
in the leases in some way, so that those
concerned will know where they stand.

The SECRETARY FOR
quite obvious from the hon. gentleman’s
remarks that the Opposition would stir up
the trouble again if they could.

Mr. SIZER : No. I ask the hon. gentleman
whether the correspondence and cther docu-
ments relating to the negotiationa and to
the agreement drawn up in London will be
mwade avallable, or will be laid on the table
¢f the House.

The SecreTaRy FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
had better give due notice of that.

Me. SIZER: The hon. gentleman is
quibbling again. I could quite imagine
hat an obsireperous person the hon. gentle-
man would be if he were in Opposition
demanding information on a question like
this.

The SeCRETARY FOR I’UBLIC LixDs: After
the hon. gentleman’s rash staterment about
the tramways, I would want to write out
an answer to his question, because he would
mislead. ¥is imagination is running riotf.

AMr. SIZER: As we are discussing a
consure motion, another line of atfack 1s in
respect of the rateon cotton question. The
Secretary  for Agriculture will probably
think that he can escape criticism because
he is lntroducmg an amending Bill. He
told a deputation that he could not waste
twenty minutes of his valuable time in dis-
cussing this question, yet he has wasted days
and wecks in destroying an industry by
refusing to take notice of the evidence placed
before him. When the time arrives for the
men engaged in the industry to be com-

You
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pelled o plead with him to save the State
and save their own industry. he tells them
in a blunt sort of way that they were wast-
ing twenty minutes ‘of his Valu&blo time.
Judging frem the results that he has pro-
in connection with the cotton industry,
hi: time is vot very valuable. It would have
been much cheaper for the State to have
paid him a handsome sum of about £50,000
to have gone away. and never Introduced
nis legislation,

The SECRLTARY FOR ACRICULTURE :
not be too late yet. (Laughter.)

Mr. SIZER :

It may

The greatest loss that there

has been to the Sture has been through
the Government bungling on the ratoon
cotton  questton.  There 1s no more new
evidence  to-day  than  there was twelve

months ago when we debated this question.
The only bit of evidence that is new is the
price that Mr. anlol Jone: was able to get
for ratoon cotton in Liverpool. Hon. mem-
bers on this side assured hon. members
opposite last year that ratoon cotton was
legal tender and was a valuable product.
Sample bales have since been sold, and the
Government have been shown the price
realised, but when the matter was before
them twelve months ago, they refused to
listen to what was said on this side. The
loss that has accrued to the State is tremen-
dous, and the setback to the indusiry is
tremendous. If there is one question more
than another on which the Government
deserve to be defecated, it is the handling
of the ratoon cotton. Imagine for a moment
an ordinary chairman of directors so mis-
managing an ordinary small business and
presenting such a position as is presented by
the Government with regard to ratoon
cotton. He would be immediately passed
from the position that he occupied. Yet a
Minister of the State without any practical
kuowledge can sit down and dictate and
rule to the detriment of the whole of the
community, and bring hardship, penury,
and waut into the homes of thousands of
people who are irying to do the best for
themselves, and make them criminals for
defying the law, and still be able to carry
on smilingly, with no more comment than
just a mere snigger about wasting twenty
minutes of his time. If ever a Governmen
stood condemned, or if cver a Minister
stood condemned, the present Government
and the present Secretary for Agriculture
stand condemned for maladministration in
refusing to listen to the advice given, and
the Minister has proved himself entuelw
1mompetent to occupy his present position.

am going to ask the Government what
arc ther going to do with the experts, on
whom' thex relied so much.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Whose
advice do you think we should have taken?

Mr. SIZER: Whose advice are the Go-
vernment going to take now?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Are we
to take the advice of ¢ pommies ”” like you?

Mr. SIZER: Whose advice is the hon.
gentleman going to take now? He talks

about ‘ pommies.
My. Crompton Wood. What is he?
OrrosiTion MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
Mr. SIZER: He came along and threw
dust in the hon. gentleman’s eyes.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
should we take advice from?

Mr. Sizer.]

He took the advice of

Whom
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Mr. SIZER: Whom is the hon. gentleman
going to take advice from? He has taken
the advice from one source, and it has taken
him so far. Whom is he going to take it
from now that he has lifted the ban?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What
are hon. members opposite going to do with
Mr. Elphinstone?

Mr. SIZER: He wiil speak for himself.
Here is the rtriviality of a man who aspires
to be Premicr! He endeavours to pass tho
responsibility of the colossal blunder which
he has made in this huge industry on to
private members on this side of the House,
and at the same time refuses to accept any
advice from us.

The SecrET'RY ror AGRICULTURE: There
was no cotton grown in Queensland until I,
as Scerctary for Agriculture, took up the
matter.

Mr. SIZIER: It would have been a good
sound policy if the Minister had left the
responsibility of developing that industry to
men who understood ir, as we then would
have made greater progress with the indus-
try than we have done. Instead of the
hon. gentleman making progress. he has
retarded the industry. He has ignored facts.
I want to ask him now what has become
of his experts.

Mr. IFarrrerL: Sack them and get vou.
Mr. SIZER: I am not a cotton expert,

but I can use common sense when it is
shown to me, and it was shown to the hon.
gentleman and he could not use it. What
greater charge of incompetency can there be
than that? I repeat again that, if ever a
Government stood condemned. if ever a
Minister stood condemned, this Government
stand condemned in the eves of all the
people on the question of their cotton policy.

Orpositiox MEmpeRrs : Hear, hear!

At 4 pm..

The SpeskEr resumcd the chair.

Mr. SIZER: The Government also stand
condemned in so far as its administration
of the public scervants is concerned. They
have reduced their salaries and wages 5 per
cent., and they have increased their hours
10 per cent., so that the public servants are
15 per cent. worse off under the present
tégime than they were wuder any other
régime.

Mr. Farretr: Which other régime—surely
not yours?

Mr. 81Z¥R: I have never been behind a
Government.

Mr. Fargrenn: I worked under your Go-
vernment for £2 a week,

Mr. SIZER: Probably you were paid all
you were worth. (Laughter.)
Mr. Farmern: In the same degree you

would be worth about a dollar a week.

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

Mr. EDWARDS (Vanrango): I rise to sup-
port the amendment moved by the leader of
the Opposition. Never before in the history
of Queensland have a Government deserved
a resoluticn such as this amendment more
than this Governme:tt, In reflecting on the
destructive policy pursued by the Govern-
ment for a number of years in this State
one cannot wonder at the Opposition, in the
interests of the people of Queensland, mov-
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ing to bring about some alteration., evem
though the Government may continue to
hold the Treasurs benches. When this Go-
vernment came into office in 1915 there was.
a revenue surplus over a period of eleven
vears of approximately £200,000. The pub-
le debt totalled £56,000,000, equal approxi-
mately to an average of £1,000,000 per
annum. The present Government have
brought about during their nine ycars’ reign
in Quecusland a net deficit of approximately
£980,000, and had increased our public debt
at the end of the financial year, 1922-23. to-
£88,000,000. The increase in public debt
sinee  they took office has approximately
been at the rate of £4,000,000 per annum.
Those points in themselves, taking into con-
sideration the vast possibilities of Queens-
land, prove beyond all doubt that
Government have failed financially. If we
have to take any notice of the statements of
the Premier. and the ex-Treasurer, Mr.
Iihelly, in davs gone hvy—that ‘ finance is a
test of all Governments’—then the preseng
Government have absolutely failed. If the
statements which have been put forward by
the hon. members of the Opposition from
time %o time had been taken any notice of
by the present Government, we would have
been in a very different condition in Queens-
land to-day. The Secretary for Agriculture,
during the speech of the last speaker, asked,
in connection with the cotton industry. whom
the Government were to take any mnotice of,
or whom they were to be guided by. If
the Secretary for Agriculture refers to the
debates in “ Hansard ” when the Cotton
Industry Bill was going through the House,
he will see over and over again the argu-
ments put up by practical men on this side
of the House.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE: You were
only showing yvour opposition to the Bill in
the same manner as you have opposed every
other reform.

Mr, EDWARDS : It was not opposition to
the Bill. The Minister was asked over and
over again not to impose the ban on ratoon
cotton. If he had been advised, as he should
have been, by men who know something
about agricultural pursuits in Quecnsland-—
men of knowledge such as Mr. Daniel Jones
—the present position in regard to the cotton
industry would not have arjsen. I remem-
ber the Secretary for Agriculture getting up
in his place in the House during the progress
of that Bill and stating that he himself knew
as much about cotton as did Mr. Daniel
Jones. Now, after twelve months of difficulty
and trouble with the cotton growers of
Qucensland, he has had to come to the con-
clusion that, after all, the knowledge and
experience of such men as Mr. Danie] Jones
were well worth listening to. He has now
come to the conclusion that it is necessary
in the interests of that all-important indus-
try to lift the ban off ratoon cotton. I hope
the hon. gentleman will not only do that,
but that he will entirely lift the restrictions
from the people who are attempting to deve-
lop cur primary industry, and leave them
alone.

I am one who believes that no agricultural
pursuit can possibly be carried out under
the direction of departmental inspectors, and
1 think the Secretary for Agriculture would
be well advised to lift all restrictions from
the cotton-growers as I have suggested. T
am satisfied they can be trusted as growers
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and agriculturists. and that they are not
going to dp anything to injure the industry
or the State.

My argument is that it is the function of
a Govermment ta assist In every possible
shape and form in furthering agricultural
pursuits and industries with “Anance: that
they should assist them. and not put restric-
tions on them which are going to be detri-
mental.

I will go a little further and deal with
the manner in which the Government have
conducted the affairs of our State. In 1914-
18 our railways showed a clear profit of
£4.000.  Since then freights have been
increased on an average of 55 peor cent., and
now further incresses are to be made. The
total losses over a period of eight vears
amonunt to £10.000.000. That in itseif proves
that the Governument have failed so far as
the ranning of the railways of the State is
concerncd.  Not one man on the opposite
side of ihe House can stand up to-day and
say thur the Government have made a suc-
<ess of our raiiways. They have made a
rolal faiiure of them.

My, FARRELL: Don’t be silly

Mr. EDWARDS: Then we mav look into
the question of the development of  the
secordary industries in this State. In the
Governor's Speech we find this statemeni—

“ 3y advisers have endeavoured to
keep as much work within the State as
possible.’

To illustrate how they have suceeeded in
keeping as much work as possible within this
State in connection with secondary indus-
tries. T will quote a few figures in connection
with the increases in factories in Queensland
as compare:d with other States—
“In Queensland., in 1923, there were
1,478 factories, employing 43,463 hands.
“In New South Wales, in 1923, there
woere 6,608 factories, employving 152,205
hands.
“TIn Victoria, in 1923, there were 6.753
factories, emploving 144,870 hands.”

That proves beyond cuestion or doubt that
the Government have not been sincere in
their poliey  of developing the seceondary
industries within our State. At the present
time we are placed in the unfortunate nosi-
tion of sending our raw material from
Queensland to New South Wales and Vic-
toria, having it manufactured there, and
hrought back at a big expense to the people
in our own State.

Mr. BenrorD: What does that matter? It

is in Australia. If our superior industrial
conditions do that, good luck to them.

Mr. EDWARDS : If that is the hon. gentle-
man’s idea of the way to develop this great
State of Queensland, then it is to be hoped
that he never gets on to the Treasury benches.

Mr. BEprorD: It is your little mind I am

exposing.

Mr. EDWARDS: I quite understand the
hon. member has a very big mind, and,
he is not careful, the top will fall off

{I.aughter.) I am advocating the develop-
ment of the secondary industries of this State
in order that our primary products may be
manufactured within the State. I quoted
figures to show the number of factories and
the number of employees in the different
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States. Now I desire to give the figures as
to the different factories—

¢ Hide and skin factories—

Victoria .. 48
New South Wales ... 18
Queensland 17
“ Boot and shoe factories—
Victoria ... 334
New South Wales .. 302
Queensland 36"

We must take into con:idelation too. the
fact that Queensland is the largest producer
of hides and skins in the (ommonwealth.
The raw material required for the manu-
facture of boots and shoes is produced to a
greater extent in Queensland than in any
other State in the Commonwealth. Therefore,
if the Government have any interest in the
welfarc of the business of this State, every
consideration and assistance should be given
to the development of the secondary industries
within our own State. While I agrec to some
extent with the hon. member who interjected
that it is better to have these goods manu-
factured in the Commonwealth than in
foreign countries overseas, still it is far
better, when we produce the raw material, to
have the goods manufactured in our own
State.

Mr. BEDFORD interjected.

Mr. EDWARDS: Tf the hon. member is
not too careful when opening that trap-door,
the whole top will fall off.

The SPEAKER : Order!
Mr. BeEDFORD:

Order !

You are as rough as sand-

paper.

Mr. EDWARDS : There is no occasion for
any sandpaper with the hon. member.
(Laughter.)

The SPEAKER : Order! Order! The hon.

member for Warrego must cease interjecting.

Mr. EDWARDS: Now take woollen and
cotton factories—

Vietoria has established . 19
New South Wales has established . 9
Queensland has established .. 2

There has been no interest taken in the de-
velopment of these industries to cnable the raw
material to be manufactured in our own
State, and the time has come when the
workers of this State should wake up and
realise that they are not getting the con-
sideration, so far as work is concerned, that
they should get. Industries have been forced
to the Southern States, and men who have
ability have had to follow them down there
if they require work. That is not a position
that should be taken up in this State., If
the business of the State counts at all in the
development of the State, then the Govern-
ment should use every means in their power
to develop the industries of the State.

One could go on quoting figures in connec-
tion with land scttlement zuld in connection
with many other industries within the State
to prove beyond doubt that the Government
have not given the facitities for development
that ehouhl have been given.

If one thing stands out more than any-
thing else in the State to-day, it is the abso-
lute TFailure of the Government in connection
with soldier scttlement. At Coominya there
were thousands and tens of thousands of
pounds spent. and until the hon. member for
Stanley and myself went on to the estate

Mr. Edwards.]
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and kicked up a row in the Houge there was
no consideration given to those settlers at
all.  The Government only then wolke up
to the fact that it would be & good plan to
get some of the soils at Coominya analysed.
The analyses proved that the soils were of
no commercial value whatever., That was
after tens of thousands of pounds had been
spent and_ vyears of hard labour wasted in
teving to develop tha® estate. At the present
time, T understand, there are only two settlers
left at Coominya. Beerburrum is another
instance of failure. 1 say that these failures
show that the Government should not only
have a vote of censurc passed upon them,
but that the pcople of Queensland should
wake up to the attitude of the Government
m connection with land settlement and put
them out of office.

OppositroN MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. EDWARDS: I think it would have
been in the s of Queensland if the
Collins Government had taken charge, be-
cause the present Ministers are only throw-
ing dust in the eves of the people.  They
are being forced step by step into line
with those people in this Sfate who stand
for extreme socialisti. The Ministers know
that they cannot stop the trend of that move-
ment; but, rather than give up office and
lose their cmolwments, they still go on
tryving to throw dust in the eves of the
people. I hope the time will come when the
Government will reulise that this disastrous
policy will have to be stopped sooner or
laicr. and that it is time to cut it out and
put the Statc on a business footing. When
they  consider the increase which it is
announced is fo take place in freights and
fares throughout the State. thev must
realise ihat their present policy is disas-
trous.  The primary producers in niany parts
of Queensland can scarcely get a crust to
eat. It is no use talking of prosperity,
because it doecs not exist in manv places in
Queensland.  When “the Government. after
the trouble these people have been through,
glohboratol_\‘ impose more taxation upon thzm
in the way of increased freights and fares
it 1s cvident that they are not going to con-
sider the interests of the producer from any

point of view. If the Government think
that this is going 1o hit the large centres,
they are making a great mistake. The

people who will have to carry the ecxira
burden of freights end fares are those who
live in the country districts. The further
they live from large centres the greater will
be the burden they will have to carrv in
that connection. Anvone who travels on the
railways must realise that the people are
not travelling as they used to do. and the
reason is that they have no moneyv to do
it. - Travelling is very oxpensive. and some-
thing will have to be done before we can
aet the people to use the railwavs and malke
them pay as in days gone by.

There is another thing which should con-
demn the Government—that is the position
with vegard to closer settlement along the
railways. TLast session statements were made
on the front Government beneli that the
Government were going to resume Jarge
estatex in country disiricts for the purpose
of scttling people along existing railway
lines. A year has elapsed since then, but
there does not scem to be any more possi-
bility of getting these estates cut up for
closer settlement purposes than there was
twelve mouths ago.

[Mr, Edwards.
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There is another matter which, in my
epinion, is going a long way towards con-
demning the Government.  Soldicr settle-
ments and orher settlements are taking place
30 {o 40 miles away from a railway. Will
the Secretary for Public Lands say that is
is possible for a small farmer to grow pro-
duce under such conditions, cart it over bad

roads, and then pay increased fares and
freights? 1f these large ostates which I
have mentioned were cut up. and such

farmers were settled on them alongside oxist-
ing ratlways, it would be te the advantage
cf the people of Queensland in every way. It
15 pitiful to sce men tryving to grow maize
and cotton and other products long distances
from railwavs., It is quite impossible for
them to make good nnder those conditions.
This is @ matter which should receive the
bhest  consideration of any Government as
quickly as possible.

I repeat that before we can get a market
for our primary products the Government
will have to come to the assistance of the
people who wish to build up the secondary
indusiries of the State. The figures io
which T have rveferred disclose a condition
whick has largely been brought about by the
interference of the Government with private
capital by taxation and in many other ways,
with the result that expenditure has been
curtailed by men who were prepaved to
build up secondary industries and employ
our own men and find markets. but who
have been driven away to New South Wales
and Victoria. and even to other pavts of the
world. T hope that the Government will
take all these watters iuto serious conzidera-
tion, that they will drop their srupid poliey
of socialisation, and attempt at least to put
this State on a business footing and run it as
a State should be run.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
{(ITon. W. N. Gillies. Eurclumy: 1 =uppese
that parliamentary courtesy demands that,
as leader of the House at the present time.
I should sav a fow words in reply. Common
courtesy in parliamentary procedure
demands, too. that the leader of the Opposi-
tion should have at least given me some
notice of his intention to move his amend-
ment.

I want to say right here, however,
that I am mnot in any way poerturbed
at the amendment to the Address in Reply,
nor o I or the Government take the matter

seriously.  If any proof were needed of
the want of sincerity behind the motion
for want of confidence proposed to be

sent to Flis Excellency, it is to be found in
the faet that during the afterncon—and
have listened to most of the speeches—very
lirtle interest has been taken in the debate.
TIiven when the leader of the Opposition was
moving the motion only three or four of his
supportors were present. and the Governinent
party certainly did not take the maiter very
seriously.

Mr. Moreax : Thers are only four Govern-
ment supporters there now.

Mr. KErr: We had at least fourteen here
when the leader of the Opposition was
speaking,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Tt is a welllknown fact—and I think it is
well known to Parliamentarians like those
who interjected just now—that when a vote
of censure is before the House, all bhusiness
stands still. On a previous occasion when
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consure was moved in this House,
my late esteemed leader, the Hon., T. J.
Ryan, called atrention to the inconsistency
and tho want of sincerity in those who moved
it by relating the fact that during the
currency of the debate he and other Minis-
ters had been approached by country mem-
bers and asked to go and open shows in their
district a fortnight and three weeks ahead.
If those hon. members had been sincere
and believed that the vote of censure would
e earried, they would not have made such
arrangements.  This afternoon, while I was
sitting on this bench, some hon. members
from the same party approached me on
Government and departmental business.

Mr. Moreax: Is not that playing rather
low down?

The SEORETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
In listening to the futile criticism and the
Tory platitudes of hon. members opposite,
and in noticing that they have to go back
ten or fifteen years into ancient history in
order to produce some evidence to support
the want of confidence motion, and the con-
tradictory nature of their complaints, it
struck me that the Opposition resembled very
closely a certain dog that the late Rev. Dr.
Spurgeon wrote about. A farmer had a dog
which howled all the time it svas on the

a vote of

chain, and was perfectly miserable when it
was let loose. Previously, hon. members
opposite  who have been criticising  the

Government this afternoon were perfectly
miserable because they said the cvedit of the
country had been ruined; now they are per-
fectly unhappy and are hov\hnfr because the
Premier has accomplished the almost super-

human task of undoing the work of their
delegation. Not only was that delegation

responsible for the trouble, but the delega-
tion and their friends who sent them there
continue to foul their own nest. They were
unable to stop the bush fire that started before
it reached the proportions it did reach on the
other side of the world. XNot only did the
Premier of Queensiand have a most difficult
task on that account, but it was made more
difficult for him by Toxv Goveruments thirty
or forty vears ago in borrowing large sums of
loan money without making provision for
sinking funds or the maturing of those loans
at an opportune time. Not only was the task
a difficult one, but it was one that no other
Premicr has had to face, and he succeeded
in a Indlk(}li degree.  and  because  he
succeeded hon. members opposite, like Dr.
Spurgeon’s dog, are howling now beeause
ot his success. Those who have criticised the
undertaking were very loud in their condem-
nation of the Government going to America
for money. They talked abour severing the
silken cord, disloyalty, and the influence
that America would have over this country
if we opened up financial negotiations with
that country. Now they have the gross
check and brazen effrontery to suggest that
the Premier should not have gone to London
to securc the money there on favourable
terms for the people of this State, but should
have gone to New York. Hon. members
cpposite should take up one attitude or the
other, and say that the Premier did right in
securing the rencwal of ithose loans 1w Great
Britain, or that they were wrong when they
condemned  the Government in 1920 for
going to New York to secure money there.

I am not concerued about the othics or
ideas of good government as laid down by
my opponents. The real question is: Given
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a country and a pcople, the test of good

government is how can those people so govern.
themselves as to give the greatest amount of
happiness to the ‘}lcat(‘st number of men,
women, and children within their borde
On that test, and that test alone, the Govern-
ment were judged at the last elections, when
they were returned with a very large
majority. The Government have done noth-
ing since the last elections to forfeit the con-
hdenco of the people of the State; in fact, we
have evidence everywhere of increasing sup-
port, particularly from the rural community,
because of our policy of agricultural

development.  The so-called Clountry parry.
when_they composed their differences with
the National party, surrendered all their

Country party planks—I have seen evidence
of that this afternoon—and gave over the
whole control to the 1111(1(Lenlen cxploiters,
and profiteers. If they had rot done that, but
had had sufficient courage and
[4.30 p.m.] manliness  they would support
the Government, who have done

so much for the rural community. 1 submit
that the recal test of government is: Are
the people better fed, arve the people better
housed. are the people better clad, and,
generally. arve the people more comfortably
situated now than they were ten years ago:
when the so-called National party was in
power?

Mr. KERR: \'o, they arn not.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
There can be no doubr in the minds of anyv

irminded, intelligent man or woman in
thﬁ State that the common people, geuerally
speaking, are better off. I do not for a
moment claim that the Labour Government
have accomplished the impossible.  We have
not brought about the millennium, nor a
heaven on ecarth, but within the points of
limitation of the system under which we live,
I say again we have accomplished very much
more than our precedessors did during the-
whole of their history.

Mr. Kenso: You have spent far more loan

meney than vonr predecessors.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I am not going to reply to the numerous:

budding Tre: 2 on 1}14\ other side of the
House who have criticised the {inancial posi-
tion of the State, and the negotiations made
by the Premier in regard to sceuring a
renewal of the loans falling due. bus I
repeat again that few men, inside or outsice
the ITouse, irrespective of their polities,
could have done as well as the Promier, and
1o man could have done better. I say azain
that ihe position in regard to those loans.
was bronght wbout by Tory Governments
thirty and forty wears ago. Much of that
money was spent in a way in which it should
not have been spent, and no provision was
made for the lrmn~ falling due at a con-
venient time.  The herenlean task of sceur-
ing a renewal of such a huge amount of loan
money was left to the present Premier. and
he aequitted  himszelf in the {ask in an
honourable and businesslike manner.

Mr. (‘orsir: What provision have 1the
present Government made for the redemp-
ton of the lans?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
T am not going to reply. as I =aid. to the
criticism of budding Treasurers. Thex had
their opportunity in <avs gone by to do-
better, but thev neglected it They practi-
cally did nothing for the wage-carners, the

Hon. N. Gillies.]
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farmers, the miners. or the people of this
ccountry—the men who are carrving on the
work of the country—Dbut left them to their
fate. It was lefr to the Labour Government
to place the workers, the farmers, and ail
who are doing useful work on a better fcor-
ing than ever before.

Mr. Morcax: You do
yourself,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURI :
Judging by their attitude and speeches, tie
Opposition still deserve the titde of being
the low wage, dear land, and profitecring
pariy.

Mr. Kvrr: You are the wage reducers.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
There is ample evidence in support for wv
statement.  The Country party had some
semblance of a policy before they amalga-
mated with the National party and sank
thelr differences and beeawe a United party.
While thoy preserved their sepavate entity
they did have some ideas about the farming
comuraunity,

OprosttioN MunBer: You don’t like it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTIURE:
The Country party has now been absorbed
by the middiemen. Tn this city of Brisbane
there are more middlemen and profitecrs
than in the eities of Svdnev and Adelaide
together. ) ’

Mz, CorseR: Theyv were created by venr
Goveramment. C

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yer hon. members opposite bitterly fought
the legislation I endeavoured to put on the
statufe-book in the last two wears to remove
the farmer from the influence of the pro-
fitcer.  The Counfry party has now been
absorbed and swallowed up by the middle-
man party. and we have the spectacle of
those men trying to get up and convince this
House that the Government does not possess
the confidence of the poople. In spite of the
difficulties under which we have had to
contend—first of all the war, then the
aftermiath of war. drought. and the heri-
tage of job railwav lines constructed
by previous Tory Governments. the finan-
ctal  boyeott, and the system of usury

not believe that

obtaining to-day—we have done more for .

‘Queensland during the period we have been
in office than was done during the previous
fifty vears of Tory administration. After all,
the prosperity of Queensland depends on her
primary industries. Our secondary indus-
tries arve really only in their infancy. The
success of this State depends mainly on her
primary industrics, T want to give a few
figures, first of all, to show how the Tory
Government spent the loan money that the
present Premier was able so successfully to
renew. The Joan was for £12,973,824.

Opros1TI0N interjections.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Mr. Speaker. when this babble of voices dis-
eontinues I shall be able to get on with my
speech.

The SPEAKER: Order! I must ask hon.
members to desist from undue interjections,
For some time there has been a continual
stream of interjections.

Mr. Corser: And abuse from that man.

The SPEAKER: Order! If my call to
order 1s not obeyed, I intend to have the
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hon. member responsible removed. I hope
that hon. members will allow the Secretary
for Agriculture to proceed. The hon. gentle-
man is entitled to speak without interrup-
tion.

Mr. Corstr: We do not want soap-box
oratory; we want politics.

The SPEAKER: Order! .

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
I thank you, Mr. Speaker, for calling hon.
members opposite to order. Their behaviour
is certainly not very ecreditable. The only
conclusion I can come to is that my remarks
are mnot acceptable. They are certainly
damaging to the so-called United party in
this House.

The figures I am quoting have been sup-
plied by the Treasury. The Jloan of
£12.973,834 which was converted in London
by the Premier was spent in Queensland in
the following way. I might mention that
these loans were vaised under three different
Acts—1894 Act No. 1. 1884 Act No. 2, and
the Loan Act of 1889. The total expendi-
tures were:—

£
On Railway construction 8.695,834
On Defence 100,000
On l.oan deficits 155,000
On Flectrie telegraphs 335,000
On Ilarbours and rivers ... 666,000
On Immigration 1,400,000
On Loans to local bodies ... 515,000
On Public buildings ... 522,000
On Roads and bridges 285,000
On Water supply 300,000

Mr. Kern: Did not our Government pay
their full interest before your Government
came into power?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Contain vourself. It is quite safe to say that
of the £8.695,834 spent on railwavs, much
was spent on job railways—for there was
no ‘ betterment system’’ in those days, and
there was no Public Works Commission to
inquire into railway construetion. Many of
those railways were built for friends of the
predecessors of hon. members opposite, and
these arc the railways which our Tory friends
are pleased to call the “ Gone a million
railways.” They talk about the railways not
payving, and say that an effort should be
made to place them on a sound footing; vet
they dissent when it is proposed to increase
freights and fares to bring about this objec-
tive.

Generally speaking, our railways are the
cheapest railways 1n the whole world.
Further than that, the late leader of the
QOpposition, the hon. member for Windsor,
in his policx speech last year forecast an
increase in railway fares and freights. It is
very difficult to say how hon. gentlemen
opposite acted when they came together and
arranged the differences between the two
parties, but I have evidence that, so far as
the Country party policy is concerned, it has
practically gone out of existence; the mid-
dlemen now dominate it.

With regard to the loan conversion. not
only did the bankers and the gentlemen
representing the commercial interests of this
city give the Premier a very fitting farewell
and exptess the wish that he would accomplish
the work that he sct out to do, but they
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have also since expressed their satisfaction
and pleasure at the consummation of his
mission on the other side of the world.
Practically every paper opposing the present
Government has been fair enough to recog-
nise that the Premier did splendid service
for the country, and splendid service for tho
people of this great State in bringing about

a satisfactory conversion of these loans. Not
only was he complimented by financial

authorities in this State, but he was com-
plimented by the governor of the Bank of
England and the London Press itself on the
very satisfactory way in which he managed
the most difficult and delicate negotiations
-on behalf of the people of this State.

I want to give a_few figures with regard
to the progress of agriculture since this
party has been in power. They show that
the members of the ¢ Jeremiah” and
““stinking fish >’ party are prepared to foul
their own nest in order to secure somo
political kudos and some credit in the eyes
of the electors, and that they are prepared
to damage this fair State. It mabters not
to them how much the reputation of this
fair State is damaged. Like the delegation
they sent to England in 1920, they are pre-
pared at all times to damage the fair
reputation of this State, as has been shown
by their speeches this afterncon. I want to
quote some official figures to show the pro-
gress agriculture, despite a series of drought
vears, has made during the time the
bresent Government has been in power,
and also to show that the value of agricul-
tural products in this State has gone up
by leaps and bounds, and to show further
that because of the policy of organisation
and stabilisation of prices brought in by
this party in the teeth of Opposition and
‘Country party members, we have been able
to place agriculture in a better position and
on a better footing in this State than it is
in any State in the Commonwealth to-day.

Mr. Swmer: What about the pink boll
worm ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
‘The hon. gentleman has probably got a
touch of the pink boll worm on the brain.
I will deal with the pink boll worm. and
T will deal with the hon. member too.
There are one or two members on that side
of the House who, I take it. are fair-minded
enough to want to know the exact progress
that has been made with regard to agricul-
ture while the Labour party has been on
the Treasury benches. First of all. the
policy of the Labour party is a decent wage
to the worker, which enables the worker to
pay a decent price to the farmer for his
product, and secondly decent prices to the
farmer for his product and good conditions
for the whole of the members of the com-
munity, thereby making for the prosperity
of the State. In 1914 the dairy pro-
<ucts produced in Queensland were worth
£2,390,000. But despite the wvarious difi-
culties under which the dairv farmers have
been working during the last twenty or
thirty years, according to the latest figures
the industry to-day iz worth over £7,000,000.
That shows very substantial progress, and T
want to remind hon. members that the arca
under artificial grasses since this party came
into power has increased by over 130 per cent.,
showing conclusively that the dairying indus-
try is making rapid progress, and that this
party has been responsible for the progress
of this industry. The following table also
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indicates that great progress has taken place
in our primary industries:—

“ Agricultural Crop.

£
1914 5,670,000
1921 . . 10,500,000
“ Primary Industries, £
1914 59,000,000
1921 . 68,000,000
“ Number of Owners Cultivating.
1914 22,000
1921 . 24,500
“ Number of Cattlie-owners.
1914 39,700
1921 . 48,700’
An Operostriox MeMeER: Do you take

credit for that?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURT :
The hon. member wants to know if I take
credit for the progress shown by these
figures. I leave that to the common sense
of the people.

An Orposiriox Meueer : What about wool ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The figures in regard to wool are still more
convincing, and they show that the wool
and sheep industry never was more pros-
perous. I sav that the test of good govern-
ment is whether the people are better fed.
better housed. and better clothed. The very
fact that this Government, notwithstanding
the financial difficulties, built over 1,00¢
homes for the workers last year under the
new policy brought in by my colleague the
Secretary for Public Works—which is the
most liberal of its kind in the Commonwealth
—shows that we aro endeavouring to hous#
the workers of this State.

The figures I have disclosed with regard ta
agriculture show that the agricultural com-
munity have a great deal to be thankful for
so far as the present Government are con-
rerned. I am not going to say that there are
not some country members opposite who, if
they were free to do so and could get a
numerical backing up in Parliament, would
not have done something for the farmer, but
they are associated with traditional enemies
of the farmer—the middlemen—and are tied
hand and foot, so that they will never be
able to do anything for the farmers of this
State. Thev know, of course, that' there is
no chance of carrying the country with them,
but what theyv are alarmed about——aqd the
same kind of alarm is to be found in the
ranks of all anti-Labour politicians and anti-
Labour newspapers to-day—is the rapid pro-
gress that is being made by democracy.
What alarms these people is the fact that the
principles of the true democracy are sound
and invincible because they are right and
just. They know that democracy is gradu-
ally but surely going ahead. We may expect
set-backs—all progressive movements get set-
backs—but slowly and surely democracy is
marching forward because the princivles of
democracy are right. In Tory Great Britain
Ramsay MacDonald 1is able to carry on
because the people there realise that the only
hope of peace In Europe is to have Labour
Governments in power. Ramsay McDonald
has carried on in Great Britain without a
majority in the House of Commons, and he has
been able during the few months he has been
there to do more to promote peace throughout
the world than all the other Governments
which have met at Westminster. In South

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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Africa. in France; in fact, all over the fronted than all the other purties _whgch ever
civilised world, there is evidence to-day came into this House, and the indications are
of the gradual coming forward of the that the people are realising that as time goes
people’s  Governments. Under one name on we shall be able to glo more ‘auo} more
or another the workers ave gradually real- for those who toil. As Becretary for Algul;
ising that it is their right to rule in  culture, 1t 13 my particular job to 100
the intorests of the workers and toilers. after the worker on the land, and 1 believe

In the various States of the Commonwealth
there is only one State—New South Wales—
that is not ruled at the present time by a
Labour Government. That is why those
people who are represented on the other side
arc alarmed and concerned. Hon. members
of the Opposition make a noise and go back
into ancient history, and utter a lot of
platitudes and shibboleths which they think
will confuse the clectors outside. The
electors submit Governments to a different
test to-day than they did when the party
opposite was in power. They want the goods.
The T.abour party in Qucensland have
delivered the goods. The place of hon. mem-
bers opposite is in opposition, and there they
will remain for many a long day, unless they
are able to put forward a policy which 1s
democratic and whici thev have some chance
of carrying into effect. They cannot agree
upon a common policy or on anything for
the benefit of the people of Queensland. The
workers, farmers, miners, small business men,
and the public service have had some reason
to be thankful to the Labour Government of
this State, though none of them max have

sccured  all they would like or all they
deserve,

With regard to education, we recogiize that
a highly educated people makes for better
rondlitions.  For that reason we have been
able to find money for education, and to-day
we spend considerably more than twice as
much on the education of the children of this
State as was spent by the anti-Labour Admin-
jstration. Their concern for the children of
this State is shown by the fact that they
starved education. They were not prepared
te look after the children in the way that we
are looking after them at the present time.

I want to say one or two words about the
sugar industry. If there is any party in this
House which should keep quiet about the
sugar industry, it is the anti-Labour party,
which advocated black labour and said that
the industry could not be carried on without
it; 1 faet, their ancestors manured the fields
of Queensland with the blood and bones of
the kanakas, until public opinion ruled against
them and required that black labour should
be sent out of the country. Then they
declared that £1 2s. 6d. a week was too
much for a white worker. Members now
sitting in Parliament declared that £1 bs. a
weck was too much for a man to be paid for
working in the canefields. What did they do
about the sugar industry? They left it to
the tender mercies of the Colonial Sugar
Refining Company, and it remained for this
Government not only to protect the worker
by allowing him to go to the Arbitration
Court and providing for his adequate accom-
moderation. but also to protect the farmer by
extending the principles of arbitration to the
price of cane and giving him the Regulation
of Sugar Cane Prices Act. Why did hon.
members not attempt to do something for the
sugar-growsr when they had the opportunity?
T say that we have donc thesc things. We
have not talked about them—we have done
them. We have accomplished more In a
short space of nine years, in spite of all the
difficuliies with which we have been con-

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.

that there is evidence that the farmers
are waking up to the fact, and that the organ-
isation of the farmers brought about by this.
party is going to be the first step 1n the
direction of getting rid of the middleman
¢nd bringing the producer and the consumer
together for the benefit of both. What about
the attitude of hon. members opposite to the
fruit marketing scheme? They opposed that
because their middlemen were concerned.
Mr. CrayTon: No.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Thev said that it should not have been brought
in. Now we have an organisation under that
Act whereby the growers themselves are
mark-ting their own fruit, and because it
has been a success, they say—as they say about
all our reforms after they have succeeded—
that thev believed in it all the time.

Vir. CosterLo: It was supported by the
Country party.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Now I wani to say one or two words about
what hon. members opposite are pleased to
Jescribe as the ™ cotton bungle’” I supposa
that ihey ave not pleased at the action which
the Government have decided to  take,
beeause they would otherwise have been able
to get up in this House and occupy four or
five or ten or twelve days 111 urgimg the
Covernment to relax the embarge on ratoon
cotton. and would have said, = We made you
do it.” I say that this is another evidence
of the porverseuess of hon. members opposite.
1f we had not removed the embargo, they
would have criticised us: and now, hecause
we have removed it or propose to remove it,
ther arve howling the \\‘I_mlevrlmo. 1 malke
no apology for the legislation Lrought in

last session. because I said then tb‘at ftl;ct
polics  of the Governmernt was safety
first.”  Tha cmbargo on ratoon cotton was

brought in on the advice of the cxperts,
who were brought here to advise us.
An  Oppositiox  MrpuBer:  Very
coxperts. . S
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
I presume that hon. members opposite are
pleased thai they advocated ratoon cotton,.
because the market for it to-day happens
to be at such a high figure owing to the
fact that the cotton crop in America has
failed to a large extent. If these wiseacres,
who urged the Government to relax the
embargo because the farmers sav they wans
it and it will have it, find in four or five
vears time that the price of ratoon cotton
will drop to a price which does not pay for
cultivation with white labour, they—as
think it may—will not have such a lot to
boast about. It is only reasonable to expect
that the Arbitration Court in its wisdom will.
soomer or later. provide an award for the
cotton industry which will enable the workers
in it to get a reasonable living wage—
(Opposition interruption)—because no industry
in this country is any good unless 1t can
pay a reasonable wage. That is why we
are endeavouring to place agriculturc on
a sound footing. guarantecing prices, etc. We
recognise that that time must come, and I
hope that when an award Is made in the
cotton industry, and if in time to come the

poor’
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price of ratoon cotton lanquishes and falls,
these people, who this afrernoon are making
such aun outery over such a great vietory,
will be men enough to say that probably the
Government were right after all in advocat-
ing the growing of the best. The farmers
say to-day through the ne\\'“papels and their
101)lc>onta‘r1\(~a in the country, “ We want
the embargo removed.”” The Government are
going to remove that embargo, but they will
Lave to protect those who want to grow
annual cotton and who produce the very best
article, because I Dbelieve that only by pro-
ducing the very best article can Australian
condilions Dbe carried out in this industry.
The Government arc relaxing the embargo
because the farmers have asked for it, but
if in the course of three, four, or five years
it is proved that ratoon cotton is a failure
—we know thar it is generally inferior to
annual cotton—then hon. members opposite
who have said so much this afternoon about
relaxing the embargo will have to take the
responsibility of saying that after all they
were wrong. and the Government were right
in their attitude.

Mr. SizEr: Ave the Government going to
compensuate those who obeved the law?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

Give notice of that question.  (Opposition
laughter.) I mxgh\f mention that, when the
Cotton Indusiry Bill was before the House

last year it was supported by the leader
of the Opposition and by the hon. member
for Oxley. The latter gentleman went to
the old countrs with the one intention of
finding out all about ratoon cotton, and has
cabled out to say that the ratoon cotton
embargo should be maintained, and he has
not changed his view with regard to that.
Having pointed out the inconsistencies and
the hypocrisy of hon. members opposite who
have spoken this afternocon on the vote of
censure, ald having dealt with all the other
matters rajsed, I desire to sax to the countrs
that the policy of the Govermment is sound
and just, and that we continue to stand for
a fair deal for the people who are doing
useful work in this country.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : IHear,

Mr. CLAYTON (Wide Bay): 1 have much
pleasure in supporting the vote of censure
moved by the leader of the Opposition.  The
Acting Premier. in speaking, said that we
were not taking his remarks in an acceptable
way. Naturally we were not, because he was
failing to deal with the criticism advanced
from this side of the House. He evaded all
the criticism, and at the conclusion of his
speech apologised for himself and his Go-
vernment for their action in connection with
ratoon cotion. I do not think the Acting
Premier i= in favour of ratoon cotton. and it
was onlv ihrough the fight that the Central
Queensland cotren-growers put up. and the
fight put up by hon. members on this side.
that he was conmpelled to Jift the ban.

Lach speaker opposite has congratulated
the T’xo'mu on his achievement in renewing
the loan wheu he was in London ]nconﬂv
but they forget that the trouble was brought
on by the Premier and his party.

hear!

Hon., M. J. Kmrwiax: You cannot wash
vour hands like that.
Mr. CLAYTCXN: There were oiher Pre-

micrs going home for loan money about the
same time as owr Premier, but the Queens-
land Premier is heing made a hero of
because he got the money, but it is forgotten
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rate bezause of

that he had to pay a higher >
introduced inte

certain legislation that he

this House. and which we on this side
warned him would react on him in the
future. We  have the mover and the

seconder of the Address in Re ply saving that
prosperity exists in Queensland. and  that
the position of affairs Is infinitely betrer
now than in vears gone Dby,

{5 pm.] There may be an artificial wave

oif prosperity, but why should
there not be. when the Government are
spending  about  £3,000,000 of loan money

cach vear without making any provision for
the day of reckoning?
OproxTTION MEMBERS : IHear, hear !

CLAYTON: The people are not satis-
ﬁod Wnl the conditions that exist. There
are evident signs of discontent right through-
out the length and breadth of Quecnsl‘md
Much has been said about the primary pro-
ducer, but in certain industries there is no
more discontented man to-day than the
primary producer. There is discontent in
the Police Force. the railway employces are
at the throat of the Government making
cortain demands. the wages of the railway
cruplovees having been reduced as well as
the wages of the Government cmployees
generally.  The matter of wage reduction
came up at the Emu Park Labour Conven-
tion last year. Although it was adopted
there., I wonld like to quote from the
“ Advocain.” the organ of the railway em-
plovees, a vesolution that was brought for-
ward dﬂd debated there on this subject—

“That the Government restore the basic
wage of £4 5s. per week until such time
as tho Avbitration Act iz amended 1o
include a provision that the basic wage
he fixed on the standard arrived at by

the Piddington Commission,”
The ¢ Advocate” prints the division list
at the request of a number of members of

the Queonsland Railway Union for the infor-
mation of members generally; and for the
benefit of hon. members, and so that we can
have it recorded in * Ilansard,” I would
like to read out how the members of the
(GGovernment party who were there as dele-
gates voted on that all-important question.
We have in the list of wage veducers the
names of Messrs. 1. Wilson. D. A. Gledson,
J. Dash. E. G. Theodore, J. Larcombe, T.
A. Foley, J. Aullan. A. J. Jones, T. Dun-
stan, G. Bavber, V. J. Winstanley, W.
MeCormack, G. Carter, T. Farrvell, J. Stop-
ford, and G. Pollocl:, MM.L.A.; also R. J.
Webster, the Labour candidate for Nanange,
and others!

My, Fry: What
for—lower wages?

Mr. CLAYTON: Yos,
bers  of the Government
members who voted for the
wages.  There wore only two members
of the Government party who voted for
it. and they were Messre, M. A, Ferricks
and H. L. Hartleyv. I admire those two hon.
members for ihe stand they took, because
every onc of the hon. members on that side
of the Ilouse promised the electors when
secking their suffrages that he would do
ovolsthmg lie p0\~1blv could in the interests
of the workers, When they had an oppor-
tunity of <oing something. this is what they
Aid ! That division list shows exactly who
are the friends of the workers. I have done
service to a great many workers in having

Mr. Clayton.]

do you say they voted

those are the mom-
and  would-he
reduction im



D2 Address in Reply.

those names inserted in ¢ Hansard,” so that
they can see who are their friends in this
House.

Mr. Hyxes: The only thing vou people
won't do for the workers is get off their
backs.

Mr., PrreErRsox: You have been on them

for a long while.

M, CLAYTON: The Acting Premier
dealt with the question of the cotton indus-
try. It is pleasing to learn that the Govern-
ment are going to lift the ban on ratoon
cotton. because it is essential in the interests
of the cotton industry that we should be
allowed to harvest and market ratoon. The
Acting I'remier at a conference the other
day thought he eould round off the whole
matter by simply saying to the delegates
present, “ Let bygones be bygones, and let
us work together in the best interests of the
State.”” I would just like to read one
instance of thousands of isolated cases show-
ing how the grower suffered through the
action of the Labour Government in placing
the ban on ratoon cotton. The instance I
am quoting is of a grower in the Wondal
district. A settler who is a large cotton-
grower made this statement to the Wondal
correspondent of the * Daily Mail” :—

“¢In 1922 1 planted 1.000 acres on
newly felled serub.” he ¢aid. ¢ Ir nearly
all died and had to be replanted, and
even a third time up till Christmas of
that vear. There was some rain and a few
plants lived, which, when picked, showed

a very small profit. In 1923 I made
arrangements  with  shave farmers to

eradicate the ratoon cotion and plant
seed cotton. They hoed out the ratoon,
sometimes  as deep as 3 inches, and
planted seed cotton between the rows.
Eventually they gave it up, for two
reasons: One was that the ratoon cotton
beat them, they could not keep it down;
the other reason was that the sced cotton
died. Then, in order to comply with
regulations, T let the cattle in and sowed
Rhodes grass to get a burn.”

That was on account of the law that came
into force at that time. This grower obeyed
the law, and vou wiil see how he suffered—
‘¢ The ratoon crop would ecasily have
netted £2,000 after picking. 1 walked
with onc of the inspectors a mile to the
end of the cotton field and back again,
and we only discovered one grub. Then
in 1923 I felled 1,100 acres of forfeited
prickly-pear selections, thus eradicating
the pear, turning a national pest into a
national asset, and planted the area
with cotton. Dry weather killed a lot.
It was rveplanted and a lot more died,
and all misses were replanted again.
Then rain fell in. February and Maxrch,
and the plantings promised to be a
splendid  crop. experts estimating it
would yield 750 1b. to 1,000 lb. to the
acre.
frosts towards the end of Mav, and I
doubt now if it will go 300 1b. to the
acre. Hvery sort of pest scems to be on
it slightly, while the previous year’s
crop as ratoon of 1,000 acres, as stated
previously. is quite clean. 1 consider
next vear this 1,100 acres of newly-
planted cotton, if allowed to be ratooned
and picked will easily yield 600 tons.
“When asked if he would try cotton
again, Mr. MecConnel said: ¢ Certainly

M r. C layton.
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not. unless one could ratoon the previous
.vear’s sced cotton. Considering growers
cannot be supplied with uniform pure
sced, I think it hard lines that first
ratoon should mnot be allowed to be
picked.

< Prruissioy CaME 100 LATE.

“ When permission was granted to pick
und forward ratoon, most of the lint on
Wr. McConnel’s area had fallen to the
uround, and pickers were unable to make
wages. This meant a serious loss to the
worker, and unless the Government
recompenses Mr. McConnel he will suffer
a great loss. The same applies to other
growers in newly felled scrub land.
Therefore. the State has lost thousands
of pounds sterling from this districk
alone., and the pickers have lost an
opportunity of a wider scope of employ-
ment. On the occasion of Colonel Evans’
visit, some months ago, the Boondooma
1.100 acre block was inspected. 1t showed
a fine healthy growth, was remarkably
well bolled, and a striking feature was
the absence of grubs and other pests
which plaved such havoe with the first
vear's planting, which was also inspected
on the same occasion. This absence of
pests has put all the experts’ opinions
in the shade, when it is remembered on
their advice the Government made the
question of pests onc of their excuses
why they would not encourage the grow-
ing of ratoon.

The Government put a
ban on ratoon cotton and made that ban
‘he law of the land. This cotton had to
be eradicated. Many growers did not obey
the law. and the Government allowed them
to harvest and sell their cotton: but those
men who obeyed the law, as this man did
when he let his cattle on to his cotton,  lost
21l the money that they expected from their

The point is this:

crop. Are those men going to get any
compensation? I want to know how the
Government are going to treat the men

who obeyed the regulations and suffered a
considerable monetary loss. I think we
should bring that matter strongly before the
Government, and see that these men get
justice.

There is another matter in the Governor’s
Speech in which I am particalarly interested
on account of the needs of my eclectorate,
and that is afforestation. In the Gympie
district we have a very large avea of land
reserved for State forestry purposes. Some
time ago that district was simply a gold-
producing district, but owing to the fatlure
of the minera!l wealth we hed to engage
in egricultural pursuits, and we have done
exceedingly well. When I state that the
value of the primary products at the pre-
sent time is greater than the annual valuo
of the gold yield was in the past, hon. mem-
bers will agree that we have cxpanded very
largely there, especially in the outside dis-
tricts.. What we complain about is that
the Government have shut up too much of
the rich agricultural land which is adjacent
to existing railways. Instead of spending
huge sums of money in constructing raihways
into areas where the rainfall is very limited
and confined to about two months of the
vear, the Government would be wise if they
sent an officer through these State forestry
reserves to ascertain whether they could not
release some of the land for agricultural
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purposes.  The following figures will show
the arca that is locked up as State reserves:—
Acres.

Fourteen forests with a total
arsa of ... 87,075

Thirty-six timber forests with an
_area of ... 216,386
National parks with an arca of 106
Total reserves ... 303,567

That is the arca reserved for reafforostation
purposes. Although I believe in reafforesta-
tion to a certain extent, I think the
Government would be wise if they were to
release «ome of this land so that we could
settle people on it. The land is oxceptionally
good.  Only recently a private cstate up
there was cut up, and it brought a higher
price than £I6 an acre. That shows the
value of the land the Government are tying
up, and I trust the Secrctary for Public
Lands will listen to the representations that
are made from time to time by the hon.
member for Gympie and the people in the
Gympie district, and do something to allow
some of this land to be cut up for closer
settlement. T am continually receiving
lc;'fters_from individuals and from associa.
tions in regard to this matter, but the
Eorostw Department cannot see their way
to assist us in any direction at all.

While T am on the question of afforesta-
tion, T would like to bring a matter hefore
thYe House that I brought forward last vear.
We are threatened with g shortage of timmber
in Queensland, especially of pine logs, vet
n’]embm's of the Government know flﬁl’\VtOll
that at a place called Manumbar, 36 miles
from Goomeri. we have a very large avea
he}d by the Farestry Department. which con-
tains 120,000,000 feet of matured timber,
That is in addition to the timber held on
private estates adjacent to that area, and it
would be a very wise thing if the Govern-
ment were to connect with that area by a
h_g_rht ml]wz_w so that we could get to that
timber. 1 have been informed, through the
Forestry Depariment. that when one matured
tree 1s removed Nature provides that threo
younger trees will come up in its place,
Therefore, Nature is doing the work that the
rovernment are spending manr thousands
of pounds on in and around Gympie. That
serub will return an income right from the
date that it is cornected with a railway, and
if that matured timber is ocut out we shall
have another scrub coming on. Furthermore,
it will be the ncans of allowineg us to get
timber into the sawmills in Maryborough
and Bundaberg, and thus provide work for
the workers there. We have three of the
most up-to-date sawmills in Quecnsland in
Maryborough, and they cannot get sufficient
timber to supply their orders. One miller
there told me the other nicht that he was
forced to go down South and import
2.000,000 super feet of timber to sunpply an
order in the North., It looks rather stranec
when we have all this timber standing theve
that we cannot get the Government to make
that land dccessible =0 as to allow us to
remove an assot which is every day dwind-
ling in valuc owxing to the timber being in a
matured state. T trust that matter will be
dealt with, and that the Government will do
something not onlv to relieve the sawmillers
in Maryborough, but something also which
will be beneficial to the State.

Another matter mentioned in the Gover-
nor’s Speech is the dairying industry, which
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is not at present in the prosperous condition
in which we would like it to be. We have
heen through very adverse seasons, but the
main trouble is that the oversea markets
have been bad, and we have not had the
stabilisation of prices throughout Australia
that we should have had. We know that the
Council of Agriculture is meving in that
direction, and I feecl confident that, if it
can put a scheme hefore Mr. Bruce which
the law will aliow him to assist in. some-
thing will be done by the Federal Govern-
ment. When the Primary PProducers’ Orga-
nisation Bill was going through the House
I, with other hon. members on this side, said
that we would not be able to bring about the
stabilisation of the price of butter until it
was made an Australian concern. and I went
further and #aid that we zhould combine
New Zealand in our movement. Under the
Federal Constitution we have free trade
between the States, and each State is allowed
to come into competition with the others. I
fevour ecach State having a board of control
over its own affairs, and that we should all
cembine and have representatives overseas
to sec that our butter is pui into cold storage
and sold through co-operative agencics. The
disivict T represent is to a great extent a
dairying distriet. In the Gympie district
we are puttiag up- one of the most up-to-date
factories in Australin at a cost of something
like £64.000. We have provided that the
cost of that factory will have to be taken
from the cream cans. The Seeretary for
Agriculture vefused the hon. member for
(lcoroora an advance for the renovation of
the  Gympie {factory. The hon. member
refused to approach the Minister again for
assiviance. and ithe farmers who will have to
foot the hill. assisted by the influential citi-
zens who stand for the progress of the dis-
trict, arc putting the factory up.

The cost of the Council of Agriculture to
date  amounts to between £50,000 and
£60.000. I stand for the success of that
Couneil. but it should be run on different
lires. I am a member of a Local Producers”
Assoclation, and attend its meetings, but I
do not think that sufficient business is done
at those meetings to justify many people
coming the long distance to the meetings
that they have to come.

I contend that we should make our Local
Producers’ Associations more sectional, so
that each association would deal with the
industry in which its members are specially-
interested. The organisation of the United
Canc Growers’ Asseciation is successful owing:
to this fact. The members of the local asso-
ciations are all cane growers and the sugar
question is discussed at their meetings, and
their vesolutions are taken to the District
Councils and from there to the executive
head. I think that, instead of combining
industries. we should move in a sectional
way. For instance, a majority of represen-
tatives on the Biggenden District Council
are interested in the dairying industry, and
the one sugar representative upon it has told
me that it would be infinitely better if he
could meet other delegates from a larger
arca ai a meeting where sugar solely was
discussed and allow the dairying section to
discuss matters in connection with their own
industry. 1 think a move in that direction
would be beneficial to the producer and make
for the better working of the organisations
generally.

Although we have the Governrﬁent telling
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us that ther are going to do so much for
the agricultural 111(1u>t1' generally, we have
the same Government coming along with an
award for the employces engaged in “it. Before
they have achieved much that is beneficial
the farmers are faced with the position of
having to meet a claim brought forward
in the —\1bluanon Court bv the Australian
Workers’” Union. T lknow that the Council
of Agriculture is going to f{inance the
farmers in fighiing the claim. and that excep-
tion is being tmmn to that course by a
certain section of the Labour party. Mr.
Dunstan—who is representing the Australian
Workers” TUnion and does mnot Lknow the
conditions under which the farmer has to
live or the limited income which the dairy
farmer and others are able to make—states
that farming employees should receive the
same wage: as workers in any other industry.
T do not think any reasonable-minded farmer
is opposed to paying fair wages, but until
you can stablise the price he receives for his
commodity how on earth is he going to be
ahble to meet the demands which are being
made upon him by the Australian Workers’
Tnion? TUntil something of a beneficial
nature is done, you will find that farmers
will not be able to employ labour, and that
the demands that are made will be the
means of putting more unemployed on the
labour market and thus be a detriment to
Queensland When we are placed in the
position of having a certain income, as in
the sugar industry, we shall not object to
going to the Arbitration Court, but until
that is done we shall strongly opposc any
claim which is brought forward.

Now I should like to deal with the fruit
industry. The Committee of Direction are
worklnv to a certain extent in a very satis-
iactmv way. and I am inclined to think
that they may go further than is in their
interests. They have provided, so far as may
be, for the marketing of fruit 11¢rht through-
out the length and breadth of Australia.
Just now I want to confine my remarks to
the banana-growing industry. That industry
is one which at the present time employs
a great number, including returned soldiers.
The Committee of Direction have moved in
the matter of the limitation of arrents in the

eolely of the banana industry—that, if they
do mnot exercise the greatest care in such
limitation, there will be a clamour by those
agents and consumers for the introduction
of the TFijian banana, We trust that such
will not be the case. I have a newspaper
report which reads—

¢ Sydney, 29th July.

“ A deputation from the fruit mer-
chants’ scction of the Sydney Chamber
of Commerce waited upon the Minister
for Trade and Customs (Mr. Pratten)
this morning. and asked for the free
importation of Ifiji bananas.

¢ The Minister, in reply, said that he
was in qvmpafhy with any object to
supply bananas to the public at a reason-
able price. and suggested that the Cus-
toms Department might meet the
impor‘cel‘Q in the matter of a rebate on
“stalks” So far as he was personally
concerned, added the Minister, as long as
there was a reasonable mdu=t1y in Aus-
tralia to support against an industry that
depended on black labour, the plesent
duty would remain on the statute-book.”

It is very pleasing to know that we have a

[Mr. Clayton.
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Minister for Trade and Customs who is going
to give us personal consideration in that
regard, and who emphatically states that he
is going to support white-grown fruit in
preference to black-grown fruit if he possibly
can. I think the Aecting Premier will see
thaL all the rcpresentatl\m from this side
are anxious to protect tno~e nnqued in this
industry. The position in the Gympic dis-
trict with regard to bananas is not as good
as we would \\15]1 because recently we were
troubled by a pest not very well known to
the people of Queensland, and not very well
known by the experts in the Department of
Agriculture. In that district we are doing
ovuut}wmrr we possibly can to cope with this
disease, which is known as banana rust.
The hon. member for Gympie and myself
approached the Minister recently with u\gaul
to tuking certain action, and i must thani
the hon. gcntlomdn for the way in which he
met our requests. He knows the seriousness
of the position from what we told him, and
we want to impress upon him and the depalt—
ment the necessity for pursuing thosc investi-
cations, because I am inclined to think that,
# we do mnot cope ecffectively  with this
disease, the existence of the banana industry
will be at stake. The Gympic district has a
lot of fine banana land and depends a great
dcal on the production of bananas, and if
the pest is allowed to get a hold, then I
can hardly imagine what will be the position
of affairs in the future.

The SPEAKER said: Under the provi-
sions of the Sessional Order agreed to by
the House on the 30th instant and of the
motion agreed to at an early stage of this
sitting, the House now stands ad]omned
until 9.30 a.m. on Tuesdas next.

The House adjourned at 5.30 p.m.





