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Questions.

WEDNESDAY, 17 NOVEMBER, 1926.

The Seeaxer (Hon. W. Bertram, Maree)

ook the chair at 10.30 a2.m.

QUESTIONS.

SUGGESTED APPOINTMENT OF BOARD TO INQUIRE

INTO SOLDIER SETTLEMENT AND LAND

SETTLEMENT GENERALLY.
Mr. W. A. RUSSELL (Dalby) asked the

Premier—

1. With reference to his promise
made ahout two years ago, will he
appoint a board, comprised of thoroughly
practical men (non-official and non-
partisan), to make investigations and
repotrg upon the problem of soldier settle-
ment ?

“2. Will he also appoint a similar
b(l)lar‘-)c}’to deal with land settlement gener-
ally?

The PREMIER (Hon. W. McCormack,

Cairns) replied—

‘1. My promise has already been given
effect to some time since when a Depart-
mental Board was appointed, consisting
of Messrs. Salisbury (of the Department
of Public Lands), Sydes (of the Depart-
ment of Public Works), and Byrne (of
the Agricultural Bank). A report based
upon their investigations was submitted
by the board, and the recommendations
made therein were, in the main, adopted
by the Government. Since that time
further reports have been received from
Mr. Salisbury, and a Bill is now being
introduced giving effect to the sugges-
tions made by that officer.

“2. This is a matter of Government
policy, and it is not the practice to make

policy  announcements through the
medium of answers to parliamentary
questions.”

Davace DoxE 1o Crops BY MARSUPIALS AND
STATE ASSISTANCE TO MARSUPIAL-PROOF FENCES.

Mr. CLAYTON (Wide Bay) asked the Sec-
retary for Public Lands—

“In view of the serious damage suf-
fered by settlers engaged in agriculture
and fruitgrowing on land adjoining State
forest reserves through the destruction
of their crops by marsupial pests, will he
assist such settlers in the erection of
marsupial-proof fences between their
holdings and such reserves, either by
the supply of wire-netting free of cost or
by payment of half of cost of such divid-
ing fences, as is provided by the Feacing
Acts with respect to adjoining selec-
tions 27’

The SECRETARY TOR PUBLIC LANDS
{Hon. T. Dunstan, Gympie) replied—

¢“No. The settlers referred to by the
hon. member are in the same position as
other settlers adjacent to vacant areas
of scrub land in the hands of the Crown.
Marsupial netting can be obtained by
spch settlers from the Crown on the same
liberal terms as are available for selectors
to enable them to protect themselves
from rabbits and other animal pests.”

[17 NOVEMBER.]

Questions. 1847

SupMENT OF COTTON SEED FROM ATFRICA.
Mr. CORSER (Burnett) asked the Secretary

for Agriculture—

« Relative to the shipment from Africa
to Brisbane of ahout 3,000 tons of cotton
seed by the ¢Clan Alpine’ now being
discharged at Pinkenba, in view of the
many legislative provisions considered
necessary for the prevention of diseases
of the cotton plant—

1, What precautions are being taken
with respect to the possible introduction
of insect pests from Africa through this
shipment?

2. Who are the importers of the seed,
and where was it grown? FHas the
seed been treated in accordance with
the State Diseases in Plants Acts? If
so, in what manner?

3. What precautionary measures are
being taken to prevent the removal
of any of this seed for sale for planting
purposes ?

4. In the interest of the industry,
will the railway wagons used for the
transport of the seed be properly dis-
infected prior to further use?”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE

(Hon. W. Forgan Smith, Mackay) replied—

«1, As is always the case, adequate
precautions.

¢« 9. British-Australian Cotton Associa-
tion Limited. The seed has been dealt
with in accordance with the requirements
of the Commonwealth Quarantine Act
(Plants).

3. Adequate precautions.

<« 4, Necessary action has been taken.
T also refer the hon. member to my
statement in the press which covers the
matter fully. I am pleased to note that
the hon. member is becoming fully seized
of the necessity for every effort being
made to preserve pure seed varieties,
and that adequate precautionary measures
be taken to prevent the dissemination of
diseases in cotton.”

Resgarrion of OLD TrADES HALL BY RAILWAY

DEPARTMENT.
Mr. CORSER (Burnett) asked the Secretary

for Public Works—

« With reference to the resumption in
1918 by the Railway Department of the
building now known as the old Trades
Tall on the grounds of the alleged unsafe
condition of the railway tunnel between
Roma Street and Central Stations owing
o the excessive weight of this building,
and the exchange therefor of the freehold
tenure of the present Trades Hall site
together with a sum of £16,140 as
compensation—

1. Has the weight of the old Trades
Hall building diminished to any
material extent since that year? If
so, to what extent?

9, Who are the present occupants
of that building, and what is the
amount of annual rent payable by
each occupant?”
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. M. J. Kirwan, Brisbane) replied—

“1. No.

¢2. The present occupants of the old
Trades Hall are—(a) Council of Agricul-
ture, annual rental £363; (b) Teachers’
Training College, annual rental nil; (¢)
Royal Geographical Society, annual
rental nil.”

T’rreuASE oF TRON IsLaAND, YaaMPI SOUND,
WESTERN AUSTRALIA.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxley): asked the
Secretary for Mines—

““In reference to the purchase of Iron
Island in Yaampi Sound, off the coast
of Western Australia, for the purposes
of the proposed iron and steel works at
Bowen—

1. Is this still the property of the
State?

2. Has the Government put the island
to any revenue-producing use; if so,
what ?

. 3. To what total amount is this island

indebted to the Treasury as at 30th

June, 19267 .

4. What are the Government’s inten-
tions in regard thereto?”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon.
A. J. Jones, Paddington) replied—

1. The Government hold three leases
on Cockatoo Island. Total area, 144

acres, Date of purchase, 21st October,
1920.
‘2. No.

¢ 3. Purchase price, £33,000 (£3,000
cash and £30,000 debentures carrying 6
per cent. interest), and, in addition, rents
and mining fees £360, and stamp duty
and legal expenses £368.

‘“4. The intention of the CGovernment
will be disclosed in due course.”

RrErysaL 70 PERMIT PUBLICATION OF SPEECH IN
Pavrurer FORM.

Mr. CORSER (Burnett), without notice,
asked the Secretary for Mines—

‘“ As it is the intention of the Opposi-
tion to have printed at the Government
Printing Office their Leader’s speech on
the charges recently made against the
administration of the Chillagoe State
smelters, what good reason can he give
for his refusal to allow his speech on
the same subject to be also printed there-
with, so as to permit of both stdes of the
case being made available to the judg-
ment of the public? ”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon.
A. J. Jones, Paddington) replied—

I control my own speech. I regard it
as a piece of impertinence—""
Mr. Corser: To let the public have the
opportunity of reading it.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES-—

“No. I regard it as a piece of imperti-
nence for the Leader of the Opposition to
desire to print and publish my speech in
pamphlet form. (Opposition laughter.)
He may circulate his own speech if he
so desires. I will do what I like with
my own speech.”

[ASSEMBLY.] Discharged Soldiers’, Hic., Bull.

DISCHARGED SOLDIERS SETTLE-
MENT ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.

INITIATION.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. T. Dunstan, Gympie): I beg to move—

“ That the House will, at this sitting,
resolve itself into a Committee of the
Whole to consider of the desirableness of
introducing a Bill to afford relief to dis-
charged soldiers who have obtained
advances under the Discharged Soldiers’
Settlement Acts, 1917 to 1920. and who
have been unable wholly to meet their
engagements, and also to amend the said
Acts in certain particulars.”

Question put and passed.

SUPREME COURT ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL.

INITIATION.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.
Mullan, Flinders): I beg to move—

“That the House will, at this sitting,
resolve itself into a Committee of the
Whole to consider of the desirableness of
introducing a Bill to amend the Supreme
Court Acts Amendment Act of 1903 in a
certain partieular.”

Question put and passed.

GIFT DUTY BILL.
TaiIRD READIXNG.

The TREASURER (Hon. W. MeCormack,
Cairns): 1 beg to move—
«hat the Bill be now read a third
time.”
Question put and passed.

DISCHARGED SOLDIERY SETTLE-
MENT ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.

InTTIATION IN COMMITIZE.
(Mr. Pollock, Gregory, in the chair.)

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. T. Dunstan, Gympie) : 1 beg to move—

«rhat it is desirable that a Bill be
intr:)rducod to afford relief to discharged
soldiers who have obtained 'fzdvances
under the Discharged Soldiers’ Settle-
ment Acts, 1917 to 19820, and who have
been unable wholly to meet their engage-
ments, and also to amend the said Acts
in certain particulars.”

The object of this Bill is to afford relief
in varying circumstances to spld{er settlers
throughout the State. The Bill is the out-
come of special investigations which have
been made by competent officers of the
department, and after conferences with the
officials of the Agricultural Bank and con-
sideration of representations that have been
made by various deputations representing
returned soldier sottlers. The relief will take
the form of the writing off of accrued
interest to certain dates, the adding of the
amounts of special advances and short term
loans to the loans for forty vears; the writ-
ing down of capital in certain cases where
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the circumstances are considered by the
Minister to justify it; and the ratification of
advances already made. In many cases the
benefits proposed to be given under this
Bill have been granted, and authority is
sought to ratify the action of the Minister
in writing off intcrest which has accrued to
a certain date according to the particulars
mentioned in the Bill. There is also a vary-
ing concession particularly applying to Stan-
thorpe soldier settlers.

Power is also given to the Minister to
accept payment of interest in instalments in
certain cases where the circumstances are
deemed by the Minister to justify such
action.  Separate provisions are inserted
with regard to the payment of short-term
loans; and a variation is also made in the
rental and the capital value of their lands.

The Bill also contains liberal provisions in
regard to transfers and to personal residence
conditions on what are termed surplus lands:
that is, lands which have been proclaimed as
surplus lands and which may be used as
additional arcas for soldier settlements.
These are the main provisions of the Bill,
and hon. members on both sides will agree
that it is desirable that such a measure
should be passed.

Mr. MOORE (Aubigny): The introduction
of this Bill seems to be a step along the
right road to assist soldier settlers; but I
am very doubtful whether it goes far enough.
I was rather disappointed to hear that there
is to be discrimination between different
classes of settlers. The discrimination I refer
to is 1n regard to those who have sacrificed
their health and comfort to meet the obliga-
tions they entered into, which they have
succeeded in doing, comsequently they will
get no_relief; but those who have taken
their obligations more lightly and allowed
interest to accumulate are being met by
having the interest written off. It does not
seem to be a fair deal. If there is going
to be_ a revaluation, or if some of the funds
provided by the Federal Government are
going to be used for the amelioration of
the conditions of returned soldiers, there
should not be a differentiation against the
man who has endeavoured to meet his obli-
gations. Some of them have not made any
attemapt to meet their obligations, yet they
are to be the ones to benefit.

The Secrerary ForR PusLic Lanps: It is
the first time I have heard that some of
them have made no attempt.

Mr. MOORE: Some of them have openly
stated that they did not intend to pay when
they went out—I have heard that said myself.
I have heard of several cases in which hard-
ship has been undergone by the settlers
in their endeavours to meet their obligations.
It seems a bit hard that those who have
done that should not receive the benefit of
a Bill like this, while others who did so
much less are going to receive the benefit.

The Secrerary ror PusLic Lanps: It will
be a relief to the soldier settlers,

Mr. MOORE: Of course it is a relief to
them; but there should not be any dis-
crimination. The only discrimination there
should be is that, if the (Government place
men on land which it is impossible to do
anything with and place other men on good
land, then those who are put on poor land
should get greater consideration than those

Acts Amendment Bill. 1849

on better land; but, so far as I can gather
from the Minister, the Bill is only going
to apply to Stanthorpe and to a certain
extent to Atherton.

The SecRETARY FOR PusLic Lanps: It will
apply generally for varying terms.

Mr. MOORE: I understood the Minister
to say that it was chiefly to apply to Stan-
thorpe.

The Secrerary For Pusnic Laxps: Oh, no,
I said there was a separate concession.

Mr. MOORE: I have not had the oppor-
tunity to read the Bill yet. As I said before,
some men treat their obligations much more
seriously than others do. Some are prepared
to accept everything that is given to them
and not bother about paying the Government,
as they know there will subsequently be an
agitation for a reduction of payments. Those
who do their level best to meet their obliga-
tions and have sacrificed a great deal are
to be given no assistance under this measure,
while those who neglect their obligations
are to get the benefit, I agree with any
assistance being given in this direction.

Mr. Ferricks: According to your argu-
ment, you would give the compensation paid
10 an injured worker to a man who was not
injured at all.

Mr. MOORE: This is not a case of one
soldier meeting with an accident and another
not doing so. I am talking of men of the
same class, with similar blocks of land, one
of whom makes an effort to meet his obliga-
tions and the other does not. Vet under
the system of the Government the man who
meets his obligation gets nothing. 1 cannot
agree with the logic of the hon. member
for South Brisbane at all. It does mnot
seem fair that those who have worked their
hardest to meet their obligations are to geb
no assistance, while those who have mnot
done so are to be assisted. It does not seem
quite fair.

Mr. HarrLey: According o you, all con-
cessions should be made the same.

Mr. MOORE : I do not say that at all, but
1 say that there should not be as greab
discrimination. If there is justification for
assisting soldier settlers, the work which &
man has done in meeting his obligations
chould be taken into consideration, just the
same as the case of the man who has not put
forward the same effort.

Mr. HarTrEY : Apply that to private enter-
prise.

Mr. MOORE: This is private enterprise.
The soldiers are put on to blocks of land
and they endeavour to make a living, and
there is discrimination going on. Apparent}y
there is going to be discrimination in certaln
areas, because the settlers in Atherton are
to have a reduction in valuation and rent
whilst the settlers on Cecil Plains are not
going to receive the same treatment.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Laxps: What do
you suggest?

Mr. MOORE: I suggest that we have a
thorough investigation of the whole position
made by a board, which will take into
consideration every factor in the case and
bring up a recommendation with a view to
clearing up this question once and for all
We all know that a big loss has to be
faced, and that the soldiers on some blocks

Mr. Moore.]
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are not going to be in a position to pay the
money they owe. Under those conditions
‘we must recognise that a lot of money has
to be written off, and I would rather write
it off now and be done with it and give the
soldiers a fair chance—make a clean sheet
rather than give more concessions here and
there.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
are quite large concessions.

Mr. MOORE: They may be large con-
cessions; but the concessions in the previous
Bill were not very large, and now we have
to deal with a Bill making further conces-
sions. I would like a board to go into the
whole thing and see what prospect the
soldiers have of making a success of their
holdings. If they find that it means writing
off a lot more, then let us write off rather
than keep the settlers struggling all the
time. It 1s far better to put them all on one
basis than to discriminate between certain
districts and certain men. When the Bill
comes before us we shall know more of the
proposal. Just now I look at the question
from the point of view of what has been told
us by the Minister, according to whose state-
ment the Bill does not seem to go as far as
it should to be satisfactory.

My, MORGAN (Murilla): The time has
come when, instead of tinkering with these
matters, we should have a comprehensive
Bill which will give once and for all the
whole of the concessions which the Govern-
ment intend to make to soldier settlers.
Hitherto there has been an agitation at this
place and that place, with the result that
the soldiers in each case get temporary
relicf, which only carries them over a period
of a few months. Then the same situation
arizes, and they come along again, and
again the Minister gives them temporary
relief. Why not clear the matter up and
be done with it?

The SecRETARY FOR PUBLic LANDS : Are you
against the advisableness of introducing this
Bill?

Mr. MORGAN: I am not against it at
all, but I want to know as much as
can so that I can judge whether it would be
worth while amending the motion by omitting
the words ‘“in certain particulars” so .that
we can amend the Bill in such a way as to
give permanent relief. If there has to be a
loss, let us cut that loss and be done with
it and not have these men holding confer-
ences year after year, and then coming
along with a view to squeezing a little bit
more from the Government. The Govern-
ment always endeavour to give them as little
as they possibly can to satisfy them for the
time being. That is not calculated to bring
about permanent settlement, and the time
has arrived when the Government should
say, “ We are prepared to go so far. This
is the most liberal concession we can grant
under the circumstances, and we are not
going any further.” The sooner the Govern-
ment recognise the necessity of doing that
the better.

There is no doubt that what the Leader of
the Opposition has said is correct in many
instances. Some of the soldier settlers have

denied themselves and their wives

[11 am.] and families in order that they

might meet their obligations to
the Government, whilst others have denied
themselves nothing. 'The return to the settler

[Mr. Moore.

They

Acts Amendment Bill,

who made no attempt to meet his obligations
might have been equal to that obtained by
the settler who wished to meet his obligation,
but the former did not care a rap, knowing
that, if the mnecessity arose, he could join
with others in an agitation for concessions.
According to the Minister, the Bill is to
extend consideration to the man who has
denied himself, his wife, aud his family
nothing, and will penalise the individual who
has done his utmost to meet his obligations.
That is not fair.

Mr. HARTLEY :
SUCCESS.

Mr. MORGAN : The Government desire to
subsidise failures. It will have the effect in
the future of encouraging the settlers not to
meet their obligations, but to fall into debt
with the view eventually of asking for
Government assistance. If we desire to
encourage the proper class of people to
remain on the land, then we should encourage
the man who meefs his obligations.

Mr. Harmey: What would you do with
the failures?

Mr. MORGAN: Should we encourage
settlers to become failures? If there were
two seftlers on the same class of country
with the same opportunities, and one did not
endeavour to meet his obligations and fell
into debt, afterwards securing Governmens
assistance, what would be the opinion of his
neighbouring settler? He would naturally
say that he should have done exactly the
same thing and not bothered about endea-
vouring to meet his obligations. He would
conclude that he should have allowed his
obligations to accumulate, as in that way
only would he be able to obtain some assist-
ance from the Government. Unfortunately,
that is what is happening, not only in con-
nection with soldier settlements, but in con-
nection with land settlement generally.
Recognising that soldier settlements have
been a failure in Queensland, we should
immediately introduce a Bill, cut the loss,
give the very best terms, and say to the
soldier settlers, *“ We have gone as far as
we can. We cannot go any further. You
must now either sink or swim. They arethe
best terms that the Goverriment can offer.”
The sooner that is done, the better it will be
for all concerned. That would be preferable
to having the soldier settlers asking for
relief year after year, and the Government
year after year granting as little as possible.
I hope the Bill will be so liberal that it will
assist soldier settlers to such an extent as to
render it unnecessary for them again to seek
relief from the Government.

Mr. HARTLEY (Fitzroy): I am very much
surprised at the attitude taken up by the
Leader of the Opposition and the hon. mem-
ber for Murilla.  Either the Leader of the
Opposition is thoroughly illogical or else he
is opposed to the Bill altogether. He com-
plains that the Bill is unfair because it will
help the man who has not been able to ““ make
a do ”’ of his soldier settlement, and by help-
ing him we shall be penalising the man who
has been successful. In other words, because
a number of soldiers have been successful
there is no need for this Bill. That is the
only interpretation of the hon. gentleman’s
grgument.

Mr. Wargen: He did not say that.

Mr. HARTLEY : He may not have said
those actual words, but that is the effect of

You wish to subsidise
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his argument. He complains that the Bill
js unfair because the man who has struggled
to make a success of his farm will obtain no
rolief in the way of writing off of interest,
etc. On the other hand, the man who has
not been able to meet his obligations will be
assisted, In stating that there is no need
for the Bill because a number of soldier
settlers have been successful, and therefore
those who are not should have been success-
ful, the hon. gentleman absolutely eliminates
the human factor. It has always been con-
tended by hon. members opposite that, if
two men are placed on the same job, one
will outstrip the other in a few months. The
Leader of the Opposition and the hon. mem-
ber for Murilla both ighore that fact now.
They ignore the different conditions under
which many of the soldier settlements were
taken up.

I am pleased that the Bill has been intro-
duced, because a lot of those men who have
not as yet made a success of their farms are
just as good as a number of men who have
done so. Their non-success is due to the fact
that different factors have been operating.
Some of the soldiers were fortunate in the
first instance in being able to get quickly on
to their farms and with the least administra-
tive expense. Some were settled on specially
favoured areas. Other men who have been
settled a couple of miles distant have found
it more difficult to ““make a do” of it.
They took up their selections under different
circumstances. They had to meet greater
expenses, and were delayed in getting a
start; and those differences meant everything
fo them in the matier of success or failure.
If they had been able to obtain a successful
start and overcome the pinch of the first
couple of years, they, too, would have becn
successful. These men are just as much
entitled to help as the men who have made
a success of their farms. The men who have
made a success of their undertaking will not
begrudge any assistance that may be given
to those who have not been able to do so up
to the present. It must be recognised, too,
that some soldiers were absolutely unsuitable
as settlers, and did not do anything to bring
about their success. They are not the men
who are working their farms unsuccessfully
to-day. They have passed out long ago.
They were too shrewd to remain on their
farms, and after they received all they could
they got out; but the man who was honest,
who was intent on success but has been a
failure up to the present, is still on the farm
attempting to struggle through. No one will
cavil at whatever assistance the Government
may give them. I hope that the assistance
the Government will give them will assist
them to struggle through and make a success
of it.

The fact cannot be ignored that a number
of the failures in the soldier settlements were
due to administrative ineptitude, It was
not altogether the fault of the Administra-
tion, for they had a big problem to handle.
They had to handle it quickly, and were
without any machinery or experience at the
time to assist them in doing so. In the
process a number of men were unfavourably
treated, but the additional assistance that
the CGovernment will give them now will
enable them to “ make a do ”’ of their farms.
Boiled down, the argument so far is that, if
a man once fails, then no power on earth can
make a success of him. That is not the
policy of this party.

Acts Amendment Bill. 1851

My, EpwarDs: That is not the argument
or policy of this party, either.

Mr. HARTLEY: That is the argument
so far as the discussion has gone. The coun-
try which says to its inefficients and failures
that they have no right to appeal to the
Govermnent for assistance to be helped will
not progress very far; but this Government
will build up from the bottom, and not from
the top.

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): The specious
argument which has been put forward—that
the Opposition are not in favour of assist-
ance being granted to soldier settlers who are
“up against it ”’—is not fair. The attitude
of the Opposition has always been that all
soldiers should be helped, and sooner or later
a measure giving effect to their arguments
will have to be introduced. If that.assistance
is not forthcoming in this Bill, then the
Government, sooner or later, will be com-
pelled to introduce the measure that the
Opposition desire. From the information the
Minister has supplied this Bill contains a
measure of the relief which has been claimed
by the Opposition to be inevitable ever since
ssol'dier settlements were established in this

tate.

At 11.10 a.m.,

Mr. F. A. Coorir (Bremer), one of the
panel of Temporary Chairmen, relieved the
Chairman in the chair.

My, CORSER: It is not only the man
who has failed. The conditions that were
offered him made it imperative to a great
degrce that he should fail. Moen of practical
experience and agriculturists of years’ stand-
ing would have failed. It is therefore not
strange to anybody familiar with the facts
that these returned soldiers have failed. In
1916 I predicted that this would be the
result of the efforts of the Government, and
I asked that greater leniency should be
manifested by the Government when dealing
with soldier settlement.

This amending Bill seeks to afford relief
to discharged soldiers who have obtained
advances under the Discharged Soldiers’
Settlement Acts, 1917 to 1920. We had the
initiatory measure in 1917, and ‘‘ Hansard ”
for that year, at page 126, will show that
on private members’ day I moved—

“That, in the opinion of this House,
the time is opportune to make easier
the conditions of soldier settlement, and
to provide that this State’s Government
financial assistance to returned soldier
settlers shouid no longer be less than
that available under ordinary settlement
conditions.”

That motion was opposed by the Government,
and the Opposition fought for weeks in
the endeavour to persuade the Government
to provide more liberal assistance to our
soldier settlers. We endeavoured to assist
the Government in their supposed desire_to
assist returned soldiers, and our one idea
was to prevent the bringing about of such
a state of affairs as exists to-day. We
predicted that, if the Government were not
more lenient in their treatment of returned
soldiers, the existing deplorable state of
affairs would come about. The Common-
wealth Government were liberal enough to
provide advances to the extent of £625 to
individual returned soldiers, but this Go-
vernment would grant no advance.

Mr. Corser.)
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Mr. HARTLEY : Do you say that the soldiers
are a failure as settlers?

Mr. CORSER: I do not, but I claim that
the conditions imposed by the Government
necessarily caused our soldier settlement
scheme to be a failure. The conditions are
not even as liberal as those applying to the
ordinary settler, and God knows the ordinary
settler has a bad enough time of it with the
various Acts of Parliament and restrictions
imposed by this Government.

From what the Minister has said, this
Bill does nothing but write off such thmgs
as the Government cannot secure, There is
no generosity at all in the mind of the
Government. They should put into the melt-
ing pot the whole of the conditions applying
to our soldier settlers and bring in one
comprehensive Bill to reconstruct those
conditions on a much more liberal scale.
We should have given our soldier settlers
freshold at the start, and land such as our
ordinary settlers would go on.

The PrEMIER: Are you willing to g1ve
them freehold at the price we paid for it?

Mr. CORSER:

burrum.
The PREMIER: You are hedging now.

Mr. CORSER: I am not. I say we should
give to the soldiers the freehold of the land.

The PREMIER: At the price we paid?

Mr. CORSER: One cannot make a more
direct statement than that. The New South
Wales Government are prepared to advance
up to £3000 to every individual soldier
settler, the advance to extend over a period
of fDlty years on any farm that was a paying
propoesition. We insist on giving the soldier
settlers perpetual leasehold and charging
them $£100 for every 4 or 5 acres, without
giving the man a chance to see the block.

The PreEMiER: I do not know how the
soldiers stand you as a member of the
Country party.

Mr. CORSER: No, because it is beyond
the understanding of the hon. gentleman.
If the hon. gentleman knew the conditions
under which these unfortunate individuals
labour, he would understand my attitude.
We hope, as time goes on, to educate the
Premier in this regard as well. We live in
hope. If the Premier would agree to the
suggestions of the Opposition now—

The PreEMIER : I asked you a plain question.

Mr. CORSER : One could not give a more
direct reply than I gave—-that I' believe that
the soldiers should be given the freehold of
their farms.

The PREMIER: At what price?

Mr. CORSER: Give them the freehold of
their farms. Instcad of the Government
amending the errors of the past and bring-
ing in an amending Bill based on a generous
policy and recognising the losses made by
the soldier scttlers. they are simply going
to write off something that they cannot get.
The general puncmal of the debt remains
on the soldier’s head. and he has to carry
that burden right through.

The PreEvwR: It is on his head now. It
was on his farm before.

Mr. WARREN: It is on the settler.

[Mr. Corser.
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Mr. CORSER : It is on the settler, and,
if he transfers to another farm—some of
them have gone to other settlements—that
burden of debt follows. I sincerely hope
the Minister will extend a far greater
amount of generosity to our soldiers, and I
suggest that he withdraw the Bill and intro-
duce something that will be of value to the
soldiers and in the best interests of the
State—a Bill that every section of the
Committee can support—one that will be in
the interests of the soldier settlers to whom
we should give a generous deal, which this
Government have refused to give ever since
1917,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : We pro-
pose to give them relief,

At 11.16 a.m.,
The CHaRMAN resumed the chair.

Mr. WARREN (Murrumba): I would not
suggest that the Minister should withdraw
the Bill, but I would suggest that he
broaden it. Candidly I do mot think that
there is much being given away under this
Bill. I believe, with the Leader of the
Opposition, that there is a class of settler
who needs to be included in the Bill who
has not been included. At a conference held
the other day it was particularly stressed
that there were men who had actually been
left monev and had spent it. and who had

borrowed money to pay their debts, They
faithfully carried out their contracts, and
this Bill ,will not assist those people. The

Minister told a deputation the other .day
that some of the soldier settlers were makmg
£1,000, and I believe_there is some truth
in that, but the Leader of the Opposition
was not spedking for those people at all.

The PrEMIER: You know how difficult it
1s to do what you ask.

Mr. WARREN : I agree that this is a very
difficult proposition.

The Previgr: I went through i at one
time.

Mr. WARREN: I know the hon. gentle-
man went through it, but he did not carry
out his promises.

The PremiER : I did not make any promlaes

Mr. WARREN:

make promises.

The PreEmMiER: I would not allow your
Beerburrum crowd to come down and intimi-
date me, and I will not allow it mow.

My, WARREN :

The hon. gentleman d1d

Nobody stands for intimi-

dation.

The PrEMIER: You stood behind that chap
MecDermott.

Mr. WARREN: I do mnot think
MceDermott attempted to intimidate any-
body. I read through his statement, and,

allowing for a liftle bit of “lip” and thé
freedom of the English language. I do not
think he wrote anything revolutionarw,

The Preyier: The Federal Government
and ourselves have had a good deal of experi-
ence of MeDermott.

Mr, WARREN: I am not goin
~—I do not want to go into it. If the hon.
gentleman was wrong, I sympathise with
him, I do not think that the Premier of
the State or the Prime Minister of the
Commonwealth should have been put in a
false position. I am not going to justify

into that
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something that is wrong, but I want to try
%o get things made right. There is no
justification in trying to back up something
which is wrong, but there is justification in
trying to clear this matter up.

The Prewier: Do you think theve is any
justification in demonstrating to try to make
Puarliament do something that it does not
want to do?

Mr., WARREN: There was no demon-
stration to try to make Parliament do any-
thing at all.

Mr. WEIR: You fried to work up a demon-
stration the other day.

Mr. WARREN: That is a lie.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I must ask
the hon. member not to indulge in personali-
ties. I hope he will deal with the merits
of the question under consideration.

Mr. WARREN: The hon. member for
Maryborough made a gross misstatement of
fact.

The CHAIRBIAN: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must not engage in cross-firing with an
hon. member on the opposite side.

Mr. WARREN: I do not want to have
any cross-firing, but the hon. member for
liarybowuﬂh ninde a misstatement, and I
do not allow any man to come into this
LChamber and make false accusations against
me,

The CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem-
ber must deal with the question.

Mr. WARREN: I would like to see a
general resurvey of the soldier settlements.
No one knows better than the Premier thai
patchwork of this description is doing no
good, The soldier settlers are so important
and their value so great to the State that
we should do something to save their very
important encrgy to the State. These men
have given wot only their labour but have
put their wery life blood into the work of
trying to make a living.

I want again to impress upon the Secretary
for Public Lands that no good will be done
by any mere patchwork. Not only do we
want a resurvey of soldier settlements but
we require a resurvey of the whole of our
lands. It is no use wasting energy on land
that is no good. It is a great waste of
effort to have men on soldier settlements
delving »ear in and year out, when no one
can produce anything worth while from the
land there. 1 want the Minister to take
a broader view. It is all very well for hon.
members opposite to say that we want to
do somethiig for somebody who is well off
and prosperous. We do not care about those
who arc¢ prospering; we only care about
those who are living from hand to mouth.
We want to make these men useful to the
State.

My, HARTLEY:
Leader said.

Mr. WARREN: The hon. gentleman dis-
torted what the Leader of the Opposition
said, and wilfully attempted to mislead this
'Cha,mber in regard to that. There is no
such thing as going to the sugar settlements
where men are muking money—the Leader
of the Opposition spoke for men who are
cking out an existence, paying their interest
and livirg from hand to mouth.

That is not what your
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Mr. Harroey: He did not. He said we
were going to penalise the man who has paid
his interest.

Mr. WARREN: So you are. I can instance
cases werc men have borrowed money to
pay their interest. I want to deal with the
question of the man who has retired from
the settlement and who has been threatened
with the issue of a writ. Such men are
not to be dealt with under this Bill, and I
consider that matter should be dealt with in
the general reorganisation which I suggest.
We want to deal with it; but, if the Opposi-
tion in Committee should move amendments
in that direction, the Minister in charge of
the Bill would say that the Governor’s
message did not make provision for them.
Therefore, I beg to move the following
amendment :~—

¢ Omit the words—
‘in certain particulars.

That will give the Committee the right, when
the Bill is presented, to deal with the whole
of the Acts in question. I do not doubt that
the Alinister is sympathetic with these men,
nor do I doubt that it is to a certain extent
a matter of finance. I am not here to belittle
the hon. gentleman in any way. I admit
that a very stringent financial position has
caused part of the trouble; but it will never
be remedied until the Government go into
the question in a comprehensive way. Only
by dealing with the question in a general
manner can they conserve the energies of the
soldicr sottlers of Queensland.

The IFREMNIER (Hon. W. JMcCormack,
Cairns) : I suppose that in the Parliaments
of Australia there is more loose talk about
soldier settlement than about any other sub-
ject.  All the Governients of Australia, as
well as the Governments of other countries
whicli participated in the world war, found
themselves up against a set of extraordinary
conditions when the conflict ended; and the
countries concerned made efforts of varying
kinds to meet what was then a great need
and probably a grea: danger. We must
exanitne the whole question of soldier settle-
mant if we are to get any sort of a general
view of the difficulties which Governments
have found themselves in over this ques-
tion. They were faced with thousands of
men returning from the front, for whom
there was no employment, and they rushed
in to provide means of absorbing them. The
very nature of the conditions which existed
was not such as to lead to the best solution
of the problem. Australian Governments had
not only to find land for settlement, but they
also had to deal with the very menacing
problem presented by having tens of thou-
sands of soldiers unemployed in the capital
cities of the Commonwealth. Every country
in the world found itself in that very diffi-
cult position, because these men, having been
trained for four or five years or more and
having returned after having been promised
the whole universe if they won the war, were
not going to take the dilatoriness of the
Governments lying down. So an immense
problem faced these Governments, which, if
it had not been met, might have :reart an
internal revolution.

It is quite obvious to any thinking man
wheo follows the history of this problem since
the war why so many mistakes were made.
It is easy for us to criticise. When I went

Hon. W, McCormack.]
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to the Department of Public Lands, I was
astounded to think that the Land Settlement
Committee could do things which appeared
so foolish to me; but, so soon as I took a
comprehensive view of the situation and
studied the problems facing that committee
—a problem not only of land settlement but
of other things—I came to the conclusion
that probably I would have done the same
myself if I had been a member of the
committee.

The hon. member for Windsor knows well
from experience the difficulties and problems
with which we were faced. Arising out of
that position we have soldier settlers, some
good, some bad, and some indifferent. Mis-
takes were made, but they were certainly

not intentional mistakes. They
[11.20 a.m.] were mistakes made with the very

best of intentions; but the results
have beoen bad. The failure of soldier settle-
ments has not been due entirely to the
conditions outlined here to-day. The first
and obvious reason for failure—it should be
a lesson to Governments in the future—was
in attempting to place upon the land a great
mass of men who had no previous experience
on the land.

Mr. WALKER :
been in Canada.

The PREMIER: No matter how many
other factors are dragged into this question,
the basic cause of failure of soldier settle-
ments was in endeavouring to take thousands
of men with no previous experience and
force them to become cultivators of the
soil, when we know that it takes hundreds of
years to make o race of cultivators, and
that the art is not acquired by people over-

The biggest failures have

night simply because they are soldier
settlers.

Over-capitalisation was another cause of
failure. Everything rose in price. The

labour and the material that went to make
the soldier settlement were at top prices.
The very house that the settler lived in was
roofed with iron costing £80 per ton. Kvery-
thing was at top price following on the war.
With that capitalisation placed upon blocks
of land which under ordinary circumstances
in many cases would not have been prefitable,
hew much more diflicult must it have been to
attempt settlement under such conditions? We
found later on that the soldier settlers were
not succeeding, How could they succeed?
Many of them without any previous cxperi-
ence took on the job because nothing else was
offering, and, while the advance was avail-
able, they spent it and had a good time.
Many of them—good sincere chaps—spent
their gratuity money and money they had
saved on a block of land or in occupations in
connection with which they had no chance of
succecding because they had no previous
experience. They embarked in industries
in which other men had given a lifetime of
work and who are to-day having a job to
make a living. How could they, with the
material at their disposal, be expected to
be a success in an experiment like this?

The charge is made that the Government
should have done more than they have done.
One has only to view the financial position
to find that the men for whom the hon.
member for Burnett is shedding tears have
never met any of their obligations. The
land, the building, and the machinery have
in many cases been given to them, because

Hon, W. McCormack.
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they have not paid for anything. They
actually have the land, they have the
machinery, the plant, the fruit trees, and
everything else provided for them, and very
few of them have paid a shilling to anybody.
How can there be all this hardship because
of the action of the Government?

Mr. WALKER: At the same time you must
admit that some of the land was absolutely
rotten.

The PREMIER: I do not wish to be
drawn away from this material point—that
they had the land for nothing, and they have
had it cleared for nothing.

Mr. MaxweLL : The land was no good.

The PREMIER : They have had their fruit
trees and their houses for nothing; and they
have paid nothing for any of these items,
and, in spite of all, they have not becn able
to succeed. Is it not time that we gave a.
little thought to the position? It is futile
for the members of the Opposition to tell the
public that the Government are not granting
concessions. The soldier himself has taken
the whole of it as a concession. Xe has
paid nothing. How, then, can the argument
be sustained that if we were more liberal
they would succeed, when I show hon. mem-
bers conclusively that we have given them
everything they have got, and still they have
not been able to succeed?

Mr. O’KgErFE: A second Chillagoe.

The PREMIER: That is so; they have
received everything for nothing. I am not
complaining about these men not meeting
their obligations, because they have not been
able to do so.

Mr. MaxweLn: That is the point.

The PREMIER : That disposes very effec-
tively of the loose talk we hear every day,
both inside and outside this Chamber, that
soldier settlers have been badly treated.
They have not been badly treated. I will
admit that in cases where they were put on
bad land and had to leave that land they
were badly treated.

Mr. King: Like Mount Gravats.

The PREMIER: Like Mount Gravats,
Coominya, and Beerburrum. There is no
doubt about that. It is not a bit of good
attempting to continue these men on farms.
where they could never make a success of
the undertaking. It may have been hard
and cruel in cases to force them off such
land, but it was the only policy the Govern-
ment could pursue in their interests. It was
not a question of the Government at all.
The money advanced by the Government
was gone, It was a question that it was not
good policy to keep men on farms on which
they had no hope of making a success.

Mr. SizEr: It was not their fault that they
were placed on those lands,

The PREMIER: That is all right; but
what is the good of dealing with those
things? I can assure the hon. member that
problems cannot be solved by recriminations,
and by telling someone that mistakes were
made five years ago.

Mr.

S1zer: But that carries with it an.

" obligation to the individual on the part of

the Government.
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The PREMIER : In my opinion, one factor
which has weakened the very foundations of
soldier settlements has been the general
desire on the part of the public and the
Government to do more than a fair thing
for them. As a matter of fact, we under-
mine the very independence and spirit neces-
sary in the first instance to make them a
success.

Mr. RoeerTs: But we are justified in tell-
ing you that your Government was respon-
sible for the selection of those settlements.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Order!

The PREMIER: If Parliament is only
concerned with recriminations and telling us
what ought not to have been done, and, if
that will gratify the soldiers, that 1s a very
easy way out of the difficulty. But we are
not going to do that. We must face the
question, and devise methods of meeting the
difficulties. The hon. member for Burnett
said that he would give the soldiers the free-
hold of their land.

Mr, Corser: Hear, hear!

The PREMIER: Does the hon. member
believe that will solve the difficulty?

Mr. Comrsen: No; but that is the founda-
tion on which we should start.

The PREMIER: If the freehold were
given to them, the cost of the purchase of
the seitlements must be debited against the
settlers.

Mr., ComrsEr: We did not suggest that.

The PREMIER: The hon. member and
his party did not, but I am going to do so.
If we did that and transferred the business
to a private bank, and said,  You take the
freehold and the indebtedness,” the settle-
ments would not last six weeks. No bank
in Queensland would finance them. Conse-
quently, there is nothing in the argument
that the frecholding of the land will solve
the problem. In some instances they have as
good as freehold for nothing now, and we
paid £5, £6, or £9 an acre for the land.
Some of the settlers have paid no interest
or redemption. They have paid nothing on
the land, and still are unable to make a
living. 1 believe this is the situation to-day:
The men who could never succeed under
any circumstances have been practically
eliminated from the settlement. The men
who are left are good, honest, sincere men,
who have a desire to make a success of
their venture. It is now our duty to go on
and help those who are endeavouring to
“make a do’ of soldier settlement. The
problem, of course, is where we have pur-
chased land and had to wipe off land values.
The hon. member for Dalby has a soldier
settlement in his area. If the hon. member
were given that settlement, he would soon
show how to make it pay. Is there not
something in that? Vet hon. members oppo-
site shed crocodile tears because the soldiers
cannot make those settlements pay.

Mr, WirreN: He would not take it at
the price the Government paid.

The PREMIER: Don’t give him the
chance. I do not wish to drag in the hon.
member for Dalby, but one of the causes
of failure in these settlements is due to the
fact that we have not had the right type
of man on the blocks.
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Mr. Roserrs: He would not take it loaded
with the obligations taken over by the
soldiers,

The PREMIER: Don’t you give him the
chance. The hon, member has taken over
other land similarly situated and made a
success of it. He has the experience, and
I admit he has other advaniages not pos-
sessed by soldier settlers. Many other men
have taken up land and made a success
of 1t where returned soldiers have failed.
That again brings us to the fact that one
of the main causes of the failure of these
settlers, outside of Beerburrum and Coo-
minya, has been that we did not have the
right material at the outset to settle the
land. Take the Northern Burnett. There
are a number of settlers there who are
apparently doing well. The member for the
district says they are doing well, and I
am informed from other sources that they
are doing fairly well—that settlement 1s
taking place a little slowly, but successfully.
If we had put returned soldiers on that area
in thousands, does anyone believe that the
settlement would have been successful? I
contend it would have been a disaster for
the Upper Burnett. The men on that area
are men of experience—men who put up
with anything until they get on their feet.
They are men who, instead of wanting a
house costing £300 or £400, would put that
money into cows and other wealth-producing
assets.

Mr. ComsEr: Some of those men are
returned soldiers who failed at Beerburrum.

The PREMIER: No. We took men who
failed at Beerburrum and Coominya and
sent them up there, and they again failed.
I went out of my way to instruct officers to
look into the records of those seftlers and
find out all about them before transferring
them to the Burnett. In no time after the
transfer many of the farms were again on
our hands. That is the most difficult thing
to contend with in soldier settlement—the
material.

The hon. member for Murrumba mentioned
a matter that may appear to need attention,
that is, that there is an element of unfair-
ness in this matter of soldier settlement. It
is contended that the man who took up a
block of land on his own initiative, pur-
chased from someomne, and was financed on
that land altogether away from soldier settle-
ment, has invariably attempted to meet his
obligations, and in a lot of cases has met his
obligations. It does seem a little unfair
that the groups in settlements should receive
concessions that are not given to individuals;
but, as the Secretary for Public Lands inter-
jected, we can assume that the man who pays
his rent and interest is able to do so. Con-
scquently, because we give somebody who
cannot meet his interest a concession, it
would be almost foolish to give a similar
concession to the man who is able to pay
his rent and interest, merely from a desire
to be fair to him and put him on the same
footing as the other individual. It is like
giving drought relief to one man in a
drought area and, in order to be fair, giving
fodder to another man in a good area. It
points this moral—that the better method
wonld have been only to take men who
desired to go on the land and allow them
to select their location and finance them in
that location. It has been proved conclu-
sively that that would have been the better

Hon. W. McCormack.]
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method. I do not know of any way in
which we can pay back to men interest and
redemption that they honestly paid and
which they owed to the State simply because
we are compelled to give another man a
concession in regard to interest and redemp-
tion. There is no way of doing it. I have
investigated the case. I have met many of
these pecple, and their invariable query to
me was, not that they could not pay, but that
the loafer on the next farm, who mnever
intended to make a success of it, was given
a concession that the good man was not
getting. That is unfortunate, but I do not
know of ans way whereby we can remedy it.
I know there are men who are doing well
but will not pay their rightful dues. They
argue, of course, that somebody else is not
paying. Men in the Gympie district who
were put on the land there did well. They
wanted to get land reserved for settlement,
and I asked them, “Do you think the
soldiers will make a success of it?” Thev
promptly showed me what they were making
at banana-growing, and they were making a
great success of it. I promptly asked, *“ Have
you ever pald any interest and redemption?”
And they said, ¢ Not a ‘bob.” ” Vet some of
them were making from £700 to £1,000 a
year in those good years, and their argument
was that they would not pay unless we made
the men on the soldiers’ settlements pay.
They are a very difficult group of people
to deal with, and for that reason it is
difficult to solve the problem.

I want to say a word or two in regard to
the recent deputation, because I regard it as
a very serious thing for any group of men
to suggest that, if they cannot get what they
want, they will overawe Parliament, That
is not a very good idea to get abroad. I
took great exception to it because, as I
said, if that is going to be the method of
conducting business in Parliament, then we
shall have George street a seething mass of
people endeavouring to force us to do the
things we do not want to do. I will not
permit any group or any section of the
people to threaten that, unless the Govern-
ment or Parliament does a certain thing,
they will make a demonstration at Parlia-
ment House. If they had attempted that
demonstration, they would have found them-
selves in Boggo Road, and that is the place
for any section of people who believe in
parliamentary government if they attempt
§o overawe Parliament by any threat of
orce.

Kir. RoperTs: It is time for a change.

The PREMIER: I do not know.
tMr. Maxweln: His views are changing
00.

Mr. WaLkeR: Anyhow, you are absolutely
sound.

The PREMIER: People who believe in
parliamentary institutions should be most
carefil to keep them sacred, because if we
once allow that sort of thing to be done,
that is the end of parliamentary government
and parliamentary institutions. No doubt
Mr. MeDermott and the men who supported
him were blowing off hot air.

Mr. Warren: There was only one.
The PREMIER : The public do not know
that. The unfortunate part is that the news-

papers publish this kind of talk, and, on top
of the publication, we introduce a Bill giving
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certain concessions, and, if they associate the
two, other scctions of the community are
likely to say,  The soldiers can enforce their
demands; we will do likewise.”” I say again
that the question of soldier settlements is a
most difficuli one to deal with, and, if the
Opposition want to help the soldiers, let
them put forward constructive suggestions;
but merely to tell us in season and out of
season that the Government blundered five
or ‘six years ago in regard to Beerburrum
and in regard to Coominya—the thing is as
obvious as the sun—will not help us to solve
this problem. We are likely to have good
settlements now if we can give the soldier
help without in any way hampering him.
Self-help and sclf-reliance are splendid
things, and no one who has any knowledge
of the condition of these settlements and
therefore knows that the State Government
have not imposed any hardships on the
settlers can say that they have not been
given a fair opportunity in regard to the
payment of their obligations. They have not
paid. They have been given help in every

direction, and I believe that those who remain

there to-day will form the nucleus of a body
of men who will be able to make successful
homes upon the settlements.

Mr. SIZER (Sandgate): 1 listened to the
specch of the Premier with much interest.
There is no doubt that his conclusions must
be more or less agreed with by every hou.
member; but he cannot expect that members
on this side will allow him to say that we
are simply now going about the place and
saying that affairs at Beerburrum have been
muddled by the Govermment. We pointed
that out in 1917, when the position of affairs
was perfectly obvious.

The hon. gentleman, later on in his speech,
said thai we selected men to send them to a
hopeless proposition and further continued
the burdens upon them.

The PrEMiEr: Do you think I would do
any good by pointing out that members of
your party were on the Settlement Commit-
tee which selected Beerburrum?

Mr. SIZER: I do not intend to devote
much of my speech to Beerburrum, but one
would be failing in his duty if he did not
say that members on this side, in season and
out of season, pointed out these things, but
they were ridiculed by hon. members oppo-
site. It will be remembered that we were
called unpatriotic and were sald to be
exploiting thefsoldiers, when we pointed cut
the position. If the position had been
reversed and we had been sitting over there,
and hon, members opposite had been on this
side. would the Premier, if he had been
Loader of the Opposition, have sat still and
caid nothing? I think he would have
exploited the position very severely and have

made the position very difficuls for the
Government.

Mr. Ferricks: You admit that you are
exploiting the position.

Mr. SIZER: The Premier would have

worked the position for all he was worth,
and would not have spared the Government
in any degree. He would have taken as
much advantage of the position as Mr.
Fihelly did on one occasion with regard to
a bag of cement.

Mzx. RoBERTS interjected.
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The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. SIZER: I agree to a certain extent
with the fundamental analysis which the
Premier made.

Mr. ROBERTS again interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I would ask
the hon. member for Kast Toowoomba to
obey miy call to order. 1 have repeatedly
called on him to cease cross-firing; I ask
him to take some notice to my call for
order.

Mr. SIZER: The Premier took as the basic
principle the instability of the men. That
undoubtedly applied to a very great extent.
The other point was the unsuitability of the
land. I maintain that many of these men,
who -would have made first-class settlers,
followed the advice of the Government and
went on to poor land. If you spend £1,000,000
on a poor settlement it will not pay, because
the land will not be good enough to produce
payable crops. Where that was done, obvi-
ously a readjustment of affairs carries a
moral obligation on the part of the Govern-
ment to rectify the position. Those men
have spentv a considerable part of their lives
which cannot be compensated for, and they
should be considered in this proposal.

_ Another fact of which I am quite satisfied
is thap in_many cases there has been over-
capitalisation as a result of the purchase
of a lot of the land. Another established
fact 1Is its unsuitability in many cases.
Nobody will convince me that that respon-
sibility should be thrown on the settlers.
If the officers of the Government recommend
certain propositions which at a later date
are admitted by the heads of departments
to have been hopeless from the start, who
is to carry the responsibility? Surely not
the settlers? Surely the officers concerned
should take their share? If some of them
recommended the Coominya and Beerburrum
settlements, surely they and the Government
should take the responsibility? The officers,
who in the last analysis should be competent
to give sound advice, evidently did not
give sound advice, and the Government in
turn got wrong advice.

The PremiER: They were undertaken on
the recommendation of Mr., Rose.

Mr, SIZER: Then that means that the
Govermment and their officers are respon-
sible, and not the soldiers.

The PreMiEr: If I were to tell you the
?ystem that was adopted, you would have a
fit.

Mr. SIZER: Probably so. It is no use
indulging in recrimination; but in this chain
of circumstances it is unfair to put all the
blame on the soldiers. They took up the
land in all good faith, and those facts place
an obligation on the Government to deal
with them fairly in the Bill which it is
proposed fo introduce.

The Premier made a big point of the
fact that some men have not met their
redemption payments,

The PreviER: I made the point that there
was no argument that we were treating them
harshly.

Mr. 8IZER: I have not dealt with that
point vet. The hon. gentleman said that
they made no effort to meet the payments
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he spoke about. I think the reason tus
that is largely that the great majority o
them have not been in a position to do »o,
and, if we made a careful analysis of the
situation, we would find that it is only the
big majority of the men on bad land—

The Premirr: The Stanthorpe land is not
bad land.

Mr. SIZER: In most cases the cause of
failure has been either bad land or the small-
ness of the areas.

The PREMIER:
their produce,

Mr. SIZER: Does not that prove that
it was an unsound form of settlement to
go into, and that the financial relief which
they are getting is not going to meet the
position?

The Premizr: The trouble at Stanthorpe
was the fruit fly, and they are now combating
the fruit fly.

Mr. SIZER: Even if we write the settle-
ments down to the very lowest figure, I
am doubtful whether they can be made a
success. The officers of the department will
know better than I; but the weak point
is that the majority of the settlers could
not be successful because the land was poor.
Before the Government go on with this
Bill they should have a complete resurvey
of the whole position. They are going to
have a big loss.

The Premier: How are you going to have
a resurvey?

Mr., SIZER: In many cases the land is
unsuitable. Where it is unsuitable I would
not spend another penny. I would take the
settlers away and put them somewhere else,
and I would compensate them to the best
of my ability.,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaxDs: In other
words, you say that they are so little in
need of relief that they can wait for another
six months?

Mr. SIZER: No. If the Government are
going in for palliatives, I would give them
six months’ sustenance,

The Previzr: That is one of the things
which caused some of the failures.

Myr. SIZER: I wish the hon. gentleman
would preach that doctrine in every case,
because I think he would then be on sound
lines. It is obviously unsound to attempt
to continue in areas where the settlements
cannot be made a success, Giving the settlers
there financial relief is only postponing the
evil day. I would have a survey of the
whole of the settlements, and where it can
be shown that the proposition is hopeless I
would transfer them.

The PreMiER : Would you compensate those
men ?

Mr. SIZER : I would transfer them to good
land—and there is good land in Queensland—
and adjust things as fairly as possible, to
recompense them for the energy and the
yvears they have wasted.

{12 noon.]

The PrEMIER: Would you transfer a man
who had proved himself definitely unsuit-
able?

Mr. SIZER: No. The hon. gentleman
has admitted that they have weeded out the

Mr. Sizer.]

No; it is a market for
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majority of the unsuitable men and that
there now remain practically only the suit-
able men.

The PreMIER: At Beerburrum they remain
only 1o live rent free.

Mr. SIZER: Then why not give up the
settlement and allow the land to go back
to its native state? No good purpose will
be served by perpetuating the conditions
suggested by the hon. gentleman.

The PreMIER: Do you think they would
remain if we gave them the freehold?

Mr. SIZER: It would be just as absurd
as providing it for settlement. On the
Atherton settlement there are areas of suit-
able land, but in many cases they are too
small. The Government should take into
consideration the question of merging three
holdings into two, compensating the man
deprived of his holding by placing him on a
block elsewhere. It would be preferable to
have two successful settlers ratber than three
more or léss struggling and depending on
assistance from the Government.

The Provier: What would you do with
the man who allowed his stock to die—
really it was Government stock because it
had not been paid for—aud took stock in on
agistment ?

Mr. SIZER: The hon. gentleman can
easily quote extraordinary cases.

The PreMIER : They are not extraordinary
casos, About 20 per cent. of the settlers
do that.

Mr. SIZER: Then it is infinitely more
foolish on the part of the hon. gentleman
to tolerate such a position. If the hon.
gentleman has been aware of that for any
length of time, then this Bill is long
overdue.

The Bill is not going to solve the problem
cither. We should have a commission to
ascertain which settlements can be made a
success and at what valuation they can be
made a success. The commission should be
asked to ascertain from practical men in the
district at what valuation on similar blocks
they can farm and make a success of their
holdings, and the difference between that
valuation and the present valuation on the
soldier settlements should be written off.
Until that is done this mere tinkering with
the position will not solve the problem.

The PrEMIER: Do you know that in most
of the cases the valuation would be nil?

Mr. WARReN : Then make it nil.

Mpr., SIZER: The Government must face
the position.

The PremiER : You do not think the settler
would be taking you down then?

Mr. SIZER: The hon. gentleman is very
suspicious, but he does not always act on
suspicion. If the valuation of a given farm
were assessed at £100, and the Government
decided to write down the valuation +to
£80, and evidence was produced to the
entire satisfaction of the Government prov-
ing that it could be made productive at a
valuation of only £40, then what is the use
of continuing the valuation of £80? Why
not fix the valuation at £40 and give the
man a chanece?

The PreMIER: What would you do in the
case of ten men on a settlement, two making

[Mr. Sizer.
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a success and the other eight unable to
make a living?

Mr. SIZER: You would have to give
serious consideration to the personal qualities
of the individuals. I do not burke that
question, and the Government must face it.

The PreMIER: That is the position on Cecil
Plains.

Mr. SIZER: No onre could attempt to
bolster up such a system. We desire soldier
settlements to be placed on a proper basis
so that they may be first-class settlements
and not be over-capitalised, The Govern-
ment should cut the loss and allow the
settlers to become successful, satisfied, pros-
perous settlers. We do not wish to see themr
bolstered up with a high capitalisation, but
wo are afraid that this Bill will not go far
enough. We desire the omission of the
words mentioned in the amendment so that
we can go into the whole question of the
revaluation of soldier scttlements.

The SEcreTARY FOR PUsLIC LaNDs : In other
words, you do not wish to relieve them now.

Mr. SIZER: The interjection of-the hon.
gentleman is quite beside the question. The
fact is—and the Premier has admitted it—
that quite a number of soldier settlers are
unable to carry on. What is the use of
perpetuating a system if the men working
under it have mo prospect of carrying on?
Why not make a complete survey of the
whole situation and apply the solution, and,
if necessary, say that the first loss shall be
the last loss?

The Srcritary ror PusLic Lanps: This
Bill proposes to give relief that is asked for.

Mr. SIZER: That relief will not go very
far. It will not go all the way.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS:
be very welcome.

Mr. SIZER: Anything is welcome to the
man who is “ down and out”’; but my point
is that it will not solve the problem. Had
the matter been dealt with some time ago,
I know at least one settlement in the Nor-
manby electorate where the men, who have
now gone, would at least have been progres-
sive. This Bill to give relief has come along
very late in the day. The Government have
walted many years before taking this step,
and they could very well delay action for a
month or so and make a complete solution
of the difficulty. Let us do as we have done
with Chillagoe—face the loss and state what
it is.

The SecRETARY FOR PUBLic Laxps: You
would not get support for that from one
soldier settlement.

Mr. SIZER: We should be prepared to
face the situation in the blackest way pos-
sible, but in the most practical way, and
allow the men who are prepared to continue
and who have been successful to do so. 1
would prefer to do that rather than curvy a
little favour by giving a little modicum of
relief here and there. That policy is only
courting failure and leaving men on these
settlements instead of allowing them to
become useful citizens in other welks of life.

It will

Many of the men at Coominya and Beer-
burrum are not responsible for their failure,
for they were sent there. The Government
selected the land. The Government placed
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obligations on them. The settlers went there
to work a hopeless proposition. They mighs
as well have been placed in Queen street to
find coal, for no matter how they work they
could not make a success of that land. The
Government selected the land; yet they say
that the faylt is solely that of the soldier.
The Government cannot shirk their responsi-
bility. The responsibility is theirs. Let us
deal with the problem, and give the men
some prospect whereby they can secure some
return for their labour. 1 ask the Govern-
ment, if need be, to postpone this Bill, make
temporary arrangements for relief—if things
are so desperate—and have a complete sur-
vey, revaluation, and classification of all
soldier settlements. Then close down those
settlements where the men have no prospect,
and transfer the men who are good settlers
to good lands. Let the Government compen-
sate those men for their work, and the State
will have an assct; otherwise, if they allow
the settlements to continue as they are, they
will have no asset at all.

Mr. WEIR (Maryborough) : It is high time
that hon. members opposite faced the ques
tion of soldier settlements from a practical
point of view and ceased exploiting the
settlers thereon. I appreciate the stand
taken this morning by the hon. member for
Sandgate, and I trust that all members of
this Chamber, no matter what their views
were regarding the war, will appreciate his
stand also, and say, ‘ Here is a chance to
argue logically and evolve the best basis for
helping soldier- settlers.”” I desire to refer
to this unpleasant feature of exploiting the
soldier, and I hope that the instance we had
the other day will be the last of its kind.
I make mention of it in the hope that it
will be the last occasion, and in the hope
that the soldier himself will see how easy
it is to be drawn into & position from which
he cannot extract Kimself, and which may
act detrimentally to him. At the conference
of soldier settlers the other day, the matters
dealt with were practically on all-fours with
the matters proposed to be dealt with in this
Bill, and there was a definite attempt to
exploit the soldier.

Mr, Kerr: Nonsense.

Mr. WEIR: I am not giving my own
words, but will quote from the ¢ Daily
Mail ” so that the opinion may be an
impartial one. The extract deals with the
statement of a Mr, Marshall—

“ The Minister refused to see a depu-
tation from Enoggera, and we kicked
up a disturbance in the lobby.”

I am taking the ordinary common-sense
point of view that the lobby referred to must
be the lobby of this Parliament House. The
extract continues—

“ The matter was fixed up for us the
next day.

““Mr. Warren: I guarantee I will get
you into the House and you can demon-
strate there.”

What does that mean? If it means anything,
it means that a member of this Chamber
was prepared to assist those soldiers in
making a demonstration in the endeavour
to influence the Government. That is not
going to get soldier settlers anywhere. I
do not want to see any of my relatives going
down in the turmoil brought about with the
object of advertising certain individuals. I
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chject to it, and consider that, to put it in
the mildest terms it is not decent. As every
hon. member knows this Bill has been on
the stocks for some considerable time—long
before that conference took place. The word-
ing of the Bill has nothing to do with that
conference.

The SECRETARY For Pusric LANDS: It was
in print before the conference was held.

Mr. WEIR : That is so, and what happened
at that conference had no bearing on this
Bill, because the Government were deter-
mined to introduce the Bill before the con-
ference was held. I agree with the Premier
that it is a good Blll and I do not agree
with the hon. member for Burnett that it
shouid be withdrawn, It may be debatable
whether the Bill goes far enough, but because
it does not go far enough it would be most
unfair to withdraw a measure that will
be of considerable benefit to many soldier
settlers. To adopt such an attitude would
get the settlers nowhere, and would be most
unfair to many of them.

My remarks apply mostly to the Gordon
Brook scttlement, because I am most familiar
with that. It is in the Nanango district,
and from my association with the settlement
I am confident that there is no other settle-
ment where the settlers are making greater
endeavours to make the best of their job.
I am aware that there is a difference of
political opinion between myself and a
number of those settlers, but I know well
that they are endeavouring in every way to
make good. Everybody who knows the dis-
trict knows that for the eight years or so that
they have been there those settlers have had
only one good season, so that weather con-
ditions have been materially against them.

There are other phases of the soldier
settlement question that will also have to be
considered. There is one which in its
essence may appear to be small, but which
relatively is great as it detrimentally affects
the men concerned. I refer to the ever-
lasting habit of grass pirating. That
operates in the sheep areas, and it also
operates in connection with these settlements.
A man may forfeit his block because he is
unable to meet his obligations or for some
other reason. That man goes off the block,
and the men next to his block make appli-
cation for the vacated block. In the mean-
time shrewd individuals, who are often
wealthy men, also butt in and make applica-
tion for the block. In many cases those
individuals are not eligible and are aware
that they are not eligible; but they go
to the extent of cutting the wires and putting
their stock on the property. The stock
remain on the property until they prac-
tically eat the whole of the feed, while the
whole of the resources of the depa,rtmont
are considering the matter.

In the first instance it is in the hands of
the Agricultural Bank. It takes some time
because there are certain forms that have
to be gone through. In turn, the Agricul-
tural B'Lnk hands 1t on to the Lands Depart-
ment, which takes its time to go through it.
I am not complaining about the time, be-
cause I do not know that it is unduly long
The point is that it has to go th1oug
certain definite stages, and, while going
through these definite stages, men who have
no right to the land at all are pirating the
grass. 1 know of individual cases—some

Mr. Wesr.]
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are happening at the present time—and
when a man lLas ultimately got the block of
land and gets on to it, it is no earthly use
for that season because it is as bare as the
floor. In many cases the new settler cannot
even induce the person who was not the
successful settler to withdraw his stock, and
they have to go the length of threatening
to get the stock impounded. That is the
sort of thing that annoys the settler. There
is one way round, and I believe it can be
done by the Lands Department if due regard
is paid to the rights of men who admittedly
have not sufficient land. These men should
have priority of claim. The men at Gordon
Breook have suffered from the start from
the fact that the blocks are not big enough.
However, that 1s not the purpose of Parlia-
ment now, It is no use pointing out what
happened in the past. The question is,
“(an we make it better in the future?” 1
believe we can, and I believe the department
is trying to make it better along the lines 1
have suggested, but it has not gone as far
as it might go. Every block surrendered
morally belongs to the soldier settlers who
remain, No one outside the settlement has
any claim whatever to a surrendered block
until every soldier has sufficient to enable
him to keep his family in comfort. In many
cascs the land surrendered has not been
allocated to the soldier settlers. There is a
belief in the district that the statements
made regarding the size of the blocks are not
correct. The department insists that 200
acres is quite sufficient., The hon. member
for Sandgate raised the same issue that I
am raising now. I believe a lot of good
work could ke dene by a local committee.
I can quite imagine that the land agent,
whoever he may be, with his knowledge
of the district, assisted by a soldiers’ repre-
sentative and probably a successful farmer,
would make a very good committee to advise
the Government as to the effect of local
conditions and the areas necessary. That
could be done with advantage, and, if it
were done, a lot of the hardships at present
siffored by the soldiers would be obviated.
The more you inquire into the conditions
surrounding these settlements the more you
think the settlers are worth fighting for. 1
know one man at Gordon Brook who is an
cxceptionally hardworking  chap, and he
has had a very hard battle up to date. I
do mnot think that man is ever in his bed
when he can be on his farm doing good
solid work, but, if relief is not given within
the next few weeks, he will have to go.
There ought to be some way round a posi-
tion like that. As the Premier said, there
is no casc—I have watched the settlement
very carefullv—where uny undue hardship
has been placed on these men in the way of
rack-renting. In every case when these
men come up with arrears of rent or interest
the Government have met them reasonably:
but there is still something we can do so
that, instead of driving this man off the
land, we will keep him on the land because
we want him on the land. He has learned
now how to work his land. Assuming now,
for the sake of argument, that he had not
that knowledge in the first instance, he
is an eight-vears’ better asset now than he
was then. This Is not a unique case.

Several hon. members have spoken on the
question of leasehold. I am one of those
who are very glad that the Government did
not give these men freehold, and I believe
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that the returned soldiers are glad of it
themselves—those who went on the land with
the object of making a living. I believe
they prefer leasehold to freehold. The hon.
member for Sandgate said that the land is
over-capitalised, and the hon. member for
Burnett suggested that we should give them
freehold. If the land is over-capitalised, and
these men’s backs are nearly breken in the
struggle on leaschold land which is over-
capitalised, what chance would they have of
making a living on freehold? They would
not thank you for freehold.

Mr. Norr: You could make
cheaper than the present leasehold.

Mr. WEIR: Nonsense. I believe that the
men who are on Becrburrum to-day would
not have gone on freehold land. We have
had instances showing that it is impossible
for men to go on frechold land and make a
Hving.

freehold

There are other phases of soldier settlement
which will come under consideration. I urge
hon, members, in whatever they have to say
about soldiers, to realise the fact that what-
ever may have happened in the past does
not matter. We are sympathetic to soldier
settlers. I am not alluding to these settlers
merely from the point of view that they are
returned soldiers—they have no more rights
or disabilities than any other hard-working
settler—the Australian who remained here
during the war has just as many rights as
the Australian who was on the other side—
T am not log-rglling in that sense. 1 urge
hon. members to  direct their energles
towards making the conditions better, and
not to do anything which would lead the
Minister to withdraw the Bill, which I think
would be a fragedy.

Mr: MAXWELL (ZToowong): The discus-
ston has done a great deal of good, and I
congratulate the hon. member for Murrumba
on moving the amendment. XEven the hon.
member who has just resumed his seat has
stated that the Government or the depart-
ment have not gone as far as they might
have done in connection with the returned
soldiers.

Mr. Wrir: I did not say that.

Mr. MAXWELL: The Premier said the
soldier settlers have not been badly treated.
In my opinion, the statement which the hon.
gentleman made shows most conclusively that
these men have been badly treated, and I
will prove it from the admission which the
hon. gentleman himself has made. He said
that mistakes have been made in connection
with these settlements, and under the con-
diticns, had he been a member of the commit-
tee, he might have done the same. The point
I want to stress i3 that another declaration of
error has bcen made by the Premier. The
hon. member for Murrumba, by moving the
amendment, has given an opportunity to the
Minister to open up the whele question. I
believe the Minister does not want to per-
potuate this mistake.

Attention has been drawn on numerous
occasions to the condition of a number of
the men on these settlements. These men

~did not live in poverty on the settlements

and work hard to keep their wives and
children because they thought they were in
the right place. They did it because a
mistake had been made by those who selected
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the land for them. It was impossible for
them to get a living on the land selected.

Statements have been made as to the in-
efficiency of some of the soldier settlers who
went on the land. We find that a number
of men left Beerburrum owing to the unsuit-
ability of the land and went to the Calico
Creek settlement, and practically every man
made a success of banana-growing there. The
land at Calico Creek was good, and that
afforded them an opportunity to make a
success of it; but the land at Beerburrum
was too poor. As hon. members know, 1t
had previously been set apart as an artillery
ground by the Federal authorities. It was
absotutely unsuitable for settlement, and I
hope that the Minister will take this oppor-
tunity and reopen the whole question.

The Premier has asked for some construe-
tive suggestion. I am glad that he has said
what he has on this question. He has been
quite open in his statements as to the cause
of a great deal of the trouble, and the hon.
member for Sandgate has made one of the
constructive suggestions the hon. gentleman
asked for. Do not tinker with it! Let a
Commission bec appointed to go into the
whole matter, and let us cut the loss straight
away, as the Premier has said the Govern-
ment are going to do with State enterprises.
We have the Premier’s admission that errors
have been made. Why perpetuate them?
To me it is absolute murder to keep these
men on settlements where they cannot make
a living. The hon. gentleman himself knows
that the Bill offers them only temporary
assistance. I appreciate the temporary assist-
ance which is being given, but in the mean-
time why mnot take them away to the
Dawson Valley or the Mary Valley? Are
they nct worthy of it? I remember a state-
ment made some time ago by the Premier
that the opportunity would be given to a
number of these returned men to settle in
the Dawson Valley. That has not been done,
to the best of my knowledge and belief, but
I have a certain amount of faith in the
%@inisﬁer. I believe he is anxious to * do his

it

Mr. WEIR interjected.

Mr, MAXWELL: I have no time for this
revolutionary stuff. It gets a man nowhere.
It is no good saying that, if we cannot get
what we want, we are going to pull down
the whole edifice. We have reached an
acute stage, and it is necessary that some-
thing should be done to relieve these men,
women, and children. In view of the infor-
mation which the Premier has conveyed to us
this morning, we should not keep these men
on RBReerburrum a day longer than we can
possibly help. In the meantime, as has been
suggested by other hon. members on this
side, give them temporary assistance.

1 hope the Minister will accept the amend-
ment, and let us open up the whole question,
instead of doing the thing piecemeal. We
shall then know where we stand. At the
present time the conditions spell ruination,
and unless something is done it will be worse.
Many men have lost their all. The Premier
himself pointed out that some of them had
such faith in the settlement that they put
their gratuities into it. All that has gone
with the work of years because of the
mistake of somebody who chose land which
was absolutely unsuitable for land settlement,
and put these men there to get a living for
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themselves and their wives and families. I
say that the “ diggers” have been badly
treated, and the time has arrived when some-
thing should be done to relieve the situation.

Mr. KERR (Enoggera): If this is a Bilk
merely to ratify something which has already
been done, it is not going to relieve the situa-
tion very much, and for that reason I sup-
port the amendment to enable further relief
to be given. I emphatically say that what
has been done already in regard to soldier
scttlement is by no mcans sufficient. Tt is
nowhere near what we expect from the Go-
vernment or what is needed.

[12.30 p.m.]

This is not a question of securing votes.
Reqently a number of soldier settlers at
their own expense attended a conference in
Brisbane and passed a number of resolutions
embodying very desirable and essential
requirements in soldier settlements in Queens-
land. This Bill now gives an opportunity
to the Minister to give effect to those resolu-

tions; but, if it 1s a Bill only to ratify
something already done, then the repre-
sentations of the soldier settlers by way

of a deputation are not receiving any con-
sideration from the Government.

Mr. Roserts: The Minister stated that
the Bill was framed before he reccived the
deputation. .

Mr. KERR: That should not prevent the
hon. gentleman from widening the scope of
the Bill and permitting us to make amend-
ments to meet the present situation.

Mr. CoLLINS:
suggestion !

Mr. KERR: I suggest to the Minister
that he should widen the scope of the Bill.
He will then obtain all the suggestions he
wants,

My, Corrins: Make some suggestions now.

Mr. KERR : If the Bill is to amend legis-
lation “in a certain particular ” only, what
opportunity have we of making suggestions?
The soldier settlers are asking for certain
rights—not concessions—and, if the views they
expressed at the recent conference are not
to receive consideration, then there is a bad
look-out. Now we have an opportunity of
doing something. We have moved the amend-
ment. with the object of dealing with the
policy of treating cases on their merits. So
long as the Government continue the policy
of dealing with cases on their individual
merits, so long will there be trouble cn the
sottlements. It is one of the worst policies
which could be adopted where there are
thousands of men concerned. If the Govern-
ment wish to give relief to the settlers. the
relief must be extended in a general way,
and more liberal treatment must be extended
by the State Advances Corporation.

For God’s sake make some

Mr. WEiR: Whether they need it or not?
Mr. C. J. Ryax: You do not believe in

the human touch in administration?

Mr. KERR: If the Government proceed
to deal with cases here and there, then they
are only looking for trouble. The best policy
in connection with group settlement,
especially where every settler launched out
on the same basis, is to give every man the
same concession. As a result of the policy
of dealing with cases on their merits, we
have in the majority of cases the *‘ wasters’”

My, Kerr.]
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bringing up their cases, having them dealt
with allegedly on their merits, and in nine
cases out of ten obtaining concessions,

Mr. Wer: HEvery man who obtains a
concession is a ‘‘waster”? That is a
miserable remark,

Mr. KERR: Let me prove my statement.
Many settlers have paid their interest, whilst
other settlers who could afford to pay it
did not do so. The result was that those
who would not pay have obtained a con-
cession.

Mr. WEmR: You said that
“wasters”’ received concessions.

My, KERR: I did not say anything of the
kind. The hon. gentleman cannot put words
into my mouth.

Mr, Weir: You wait until you see it in
¢ Hansard.”

Mr. KERR: The hon. gentleman knows
that I did not mean that at all. He ougnt
to know it. Because he has a brother on a
group settlement he thinks he knows all
about them.

Mr. Were: I am not going to permit the
hon. member to say what he likes about
soldier settlers.

Mr. KERR:

only the

I am not saying anything

about the hon. gentleman’s brother. I am
speaking to the hon. gentleman.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! This cross-

firing must cease.
address the Chair.

Mr. WEIR: A dirty insult on his part!

Mr., KERR: The hon. member for Mary-
borough referred in scathing terms to one
soldier settler, Mr. Marshall.

Mr. WARREN: A real good fellow.

Mr. KERR: I desire to take this oppor-
tunity of refuting the inference conveyed by
the hon. member. Mr. Marshall is one of
the very best settlers that Queensland has.
He is a splendid type of man, giving 100
per cent. of his time to a settlement in my
electorate, and making a success of it. He
has taken a very keen interest in matters
affecting the local local producers’ association,
He is one of the steadiest and straightest men

The hon. gentleman must

that has ever been placed on a group
settlement.
The hon. member for Maryborough

referred to the deputation waiting in the
lobby, but I desire to put him right on that
subject. For quite a long time an ex-Secre-
tary for Public Lands declined to meet this
deputation, and the returned men concerned
went up into the lobby of the office of the
Chief Secretary. They were told that the
Minister would not see them. When they
knew that their troubles were not receiving
and would not receive the attention due to
them they became rather fidgety. As mem-
ber for the district, I was responsible for
asking the Minister to see this deputation.
When T told them that the Minister was not
ready to see them they became fidgety, and,
as a result, the Minister consented to see one
of their number—a Mr. Adams. If the
whole concessions they asked for were not
granted, a good deal was done to meet their
requests.  That was the whole incident
referred to by Mr. Marshall. The lobby of
this Chamber was not referred to. The hon.
member for Marvborough was. therefore,
unfortunate in picking on Mr. Marshall.

[Mr. Kerr.
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I do not want to enter upon a second read-
ing speech, but the time has arrived when
the soldier settlers should receive greater
consideration and be placed on a business
basis. Reviewing cases here and there will
not rectify the present position. The relief
that is necessary is far greater than is
intended under this Bill. We shall have to
value each block on what it will return the
selector. It is only camouflaging the position
to appoint a board of officers to visit each
scttlement at a cost of thousands of pounds
to go into the cost of the improvements in
1920, compare them with the cost to-day, and
wipe off the balance. The Government have
caused a lot of trouble in this manner. A
new settler—not a returned man—has been
placed on an abandoned block at half the
price at which the farms of the men who
have stuck it out are capitalised to-day. That
is something quite wrong.

Mr. HartLey: We do not do that.

Mr. XKERR: The Government are doing
that.

Mr. Harmiry: If returned men apply for
abandoned blocks, they get preference.-

Mr. XGERR: I know of a case where a
block in a soldier settlement was abandoned
by a soldier and the liability was taken over
by some other person. A little while after
this man also left the block, and the original
selector returned to the settlement and took
up his old block at half the capital price it
was valued at when he left it. Had he
remained there, the capitalised price would
have been double what it is to-day. The
administration in regard to these matters
has been shocking. The settler who gives
trouble is the person to whom concessions
are made, but, if I were asked for advice,
I would tell the settlers to-day, ‘° Don’t pay
your interest until you are all treated alike.”

Nr. Harroey: You think, then, that we
ought to withdraw the Bill?

Mr. KERR : The object of the Bill is only
to ratify something which has been done.

The SecreraRY roR Pusric Lanns: You do
not know anything about the Bill.

Mr. KERR : The Minister said the Bill was
preparcd before the soldiers’ conference
eventuated. The men were so disgusted
with the existing state of affairs that they
called a conference consisting of representa-
tives from all over Queensland, in the en-
deavour to secure better conditions from the
Government. Strangely enough, we now
have this Bill before us. Now is the time,
before we go into our six months’ recess,
to give these men what they are entitled to.
Even the Commonwealth Concessions Bill
was not handled as it should have been
handled, and at a later occasion I shall speak
on that point. The Government should place
the interest and capitalisation of these hold-
ings on a decent basis for every individual
soldier settler. In the cases where men
have met their interest, that interest should
be deducted from the capital. The Govern-
ment should not make fish of one and fowl
of another., We want a Bill that will
definitely set out a completely new proce-
dure, not merely ratify mistakes of the past.
Something more than temporarv relief is
needed. As the hon. member for Nundah
said, the first loss is the greatest loss, and it
is time the Gtovernment woke up, considered
the claims that have been put forward by
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our returned soldier settlers,
matters on a decent footing.

Mr KBLSO (Nundah): I approach this
question in the light of the experience I have
had in connection with the soldier settle-
ment at Highlands in my electorate. I recog-
nise that during the last three years the Go-
vernment have been merely tinkering with
the question.

and placed

A half-hearted attempt has been made
by the Government to deal with this
matter. When the matter was under the
jurisdiction of the Department of Public
Lands they endeavoured to make some sort
of a revaluation. The thing was so out-
rageous so far as the debit against each
block was concerned that the Government
did make some slight concession. They wrote
off some slight amount of interest and
reduced the capital in many cases by such
a small amount as to make the thing farcical.
It was an insult to the soldier settlers, and
certainly it was no revaluation, Tt was left to
one gentleman to go out and revalue. Settlers
in the Highlands soldier settlement will tell
you that that gentleman did not go out and
examine the conditions of each farm, and
that he did not look at each house. He had
certain information, assumed that there was
a certain amount of depreciation, and from
one or two spots he made his valuation,
instead of going round the whole district.

Mr. Prsse:
valuations?

Mr. KELSO: I do not care how they make
their valuations. When I make a valuation
I go personally to inspect each place so that
I can verify everything that I place in my
report. The settlers in the Highlands soldier
settlement have been very dissatisfied, In
the first place they did not receive the
proper type of land, consequently the whole
thing was a tragedy. I do not blame hon.
members opposite only, as both sides of the
House were represented on the committee.

How do councils make their

The SECRETARY FOR PUsLIC LaNDS: Did not
some civilians offer to take over blocks on
the Highlands soldier settlement?

Mr. KELSO: I will deal with that matter
directly. Anybody who went out to the
Highlands soldier settlement and saw the
land could not understand how any man in
his right senses could recommend the High-
lands lands as a place on which to put
soldiers. The land is absolutely * rotten,”
so to speak. It will hardly feed a bandicoot.
At any rate, these men have put up a good
fight, and, as the Premier said, the men
who are there now are men who are likely
to stick. What we want at the present time
is not to go into ancient history, but to see
what we can do to rectify the mistakes of
the past. These men made repeated applica-
tions to the department when the Premier
was Secretary for Public Lands, and that
hon. gentleman has a complete grasp of the
situation. I introduced a deputation from
the Highlands soldier settlement to the hon.
member when he was Secretary for Public
Lands and the whole question was put before
him. He was told that there were certain
men in the settlement who, for reasons of
their own, were prepared to hang on., They
had got used to the settlement, their families
were growing up, and they did not want to
change. There were others who wanted to
get out, but the department had no legisla-
tive power at that time to allow a man to
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leave a settlement and put him on another
block of land and divide that land amongst
the settlers who were left. Many of them
wanted to go to the Mary Valley, where
their mates had made a success of it. To ask
a man to be a dairy farmer on land at the
Highlands and give him 40 acres was an
absolutely silly thing. One man has Mount
Nebo at his back, and included in his 40
acres is a precipice which a goat could not
climb up. He was expected to use that as
a dairy farm. Some of these men said,
“Tf you give us 60 or 70 or 80 acres, we will
try and ‘make a do’ of it’’; but they are
not prepared to continue with the heavy
capital debt that is on the land. They
cannot possibly do it. What the Premier
has said is quite right—a large number of
them absolutely refuse to pay anything. As
a matter of fact, a great proportion of them
have no money to pay anything. How are
we going to remedy this situation, which has
been hanging fire for the last three years?
If the department is going to do it in a
businesslike way and wants recommendations
from the Opposition, from what I know of
the soldier settlements, I should say that
each individual case should be taken on its
merits. The great mistake in connection
with soldier settlement was the idea that to
make the settlers contented and prosperous
was to herd them in a settlement. That is
a socialistic idea which must always break
down. If you had taken these men, who
knew nothing at all about agriculture, and
allowed them to pick the locality in which
they wanted to settle and had given them
decent land at the start, they would have
had a better chance. Where the mistake
was made wag in selecting the Highlands,
Beerburrum, Coominya, and other settle-
ments where the land was not first-class.
When you placéd a number of men on land
that was unsuitable, the thing was fore-
doomed to failure at the start, whereas, if
these soldiers had been spread over Queens-
land, while there might have been some
failures, it would not have been such a great
failure as that with which we are faced at
the present time.

The Federal Government have an interest
in this matter, having contributed a very
large amount of money. They have certain
responsibilities to the soldiers. They asked
the soldiers to go awax to fight for Australia,
and they said, ‘“ When you come back we
will see that you are properly attended to and
sre given a chance to make good after-
wards.”

I ontirvely disagree with the statement of
the hon. member for Maryborough, who said
that no soldier in Australia had any greater
claim on the community than a civilian had.
When these men went away they were told
that, if they came back, ‘ nothing would be
too good for them.” Mr. Fisher, in trying to
get them to go, said that Australia would
stand bv them ‘“to the last man and to the
last shilling.”” They were promised that
everything possible would be done for them.
Has that promise been carried out? No
matter what it costs the Commonwealth or
the State, we must redeem the promises made
to the soldiers. We have to see that they are
properly settled on the land. The soldier
settlements have been in a state of flux for
the last few years. The soldiers have not
been able to meet their interest payments.
Some of them may be able to do it; but they
say they are not going to pay if others do

Mr, Kelso.]
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not pay. I do not think it was a good policy
to transfer the control of the indebtcdness
from the Secretary for Public Lands to the
Agricultural Bank. The soldier settlements
should be under the direct control of the
Minister, who will then be in a position to
deal with each individual case. What ought
to be done is to make a fresh valnation of
each individual property—not a valuation in
globo—to find out the position each settler
1s in, and, if possible, meet his wishes. The
Minister would find that there are men on
the Highlands settlement who would be glad
to get away, and this would enable those
who want to stay there to get larger areas
of land. We have had enough experience in
these matters not to make the same mistake
a second time. The men would go to other
places feceling that with the experience they
had gained they would be able to make a
success of the venture. We want the whole
question of soldier settlement dealt with, We
want the soldier settlers to be satisfied ;
and the only way to achieve that desire is
to deal with each individual case on its
merits. One of the things which the Govern-
ment ought to do is to revalue every settle-
ment and write down the values to the
market price. Unless that is done, we shall
not get the men to work with any heart.
They feel at present that they arc being
asked to work off a “dead horse.” If a
man cannot “ make & go,”” what will happen?
I know of one case on the Highlands soldier
settlement where a man got disgusted and
left the settlement. IIo went away and took
up _something outside as a civilian. If he
had been successful, the Government would
have come down on him for the amount due
by him in connection with the settlement he
had abandoned.

er. Moreaxn: That is the unfortunate part
of 1t.

Mr. KEL3O: The liability which arises
under the contract he has entered into
attaches to & man for twenty years. If a
returned soldier decides for good reasons of
his own to leave a settlement and take his
chance outside, instead of asking the Govern-
ment to assist him any further, the liabilities
which he entered into at first should be
cancelled. T hope the Government will take
up my suggestion that there should be a
revaluation of the soldier settlements. Let
me point out what the department has to
face at the present time. If a man abandons
a selection with a house upon it, the depari-
ment has to sell that house off the land, with
the result that in some cases a house which
cost £350 only brings the department about
£75. Rather than have the selector take the
extreme step of leaving his sclection, would
it not be far better for the department to
take a broad view of the whole situation
and write the valuation down generously to
induce him to stay upon it?

Mr. C. J. Rvax: Why not apply that to
every business?

Mr. KELSO: We are dealing with a
special set of people in a special set of
circumstances, If the hon. member is like
the hon. member for Maryborough and thinks
the soldiers should not get any better treat-
ment than civilians, I can understand the
interjection; but I am not built that way,
and I do not think any other hon. member
of the Opposition is. "I have already said
that a great duty devolves on the people
of Australia, and that is recognised by the
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Federal Government. It should be recognised
also by this Government. If they wish to
recognise it, they should treat the soldiers in
an extremely generous way. They are not
treating them in that way now.

Mr. Hartiey: They are.

Mr. KELSO: If the hon. member says
that they are, he does not understand the
subject.

Mr. HarTLEY : You do not understand the
subject.

Mr. KELSO: I understand the subject,
at_any rate, as well as the hon. member.
1 have already said that I have a soldier
scttlement in my electorate, and I know the
troubles of the selectors there, and I say
it would be far better for the Government
to write down the values of the assets rather
than allow the men there to forfeit their
selections, with the result that the department
has to sell the houses off the land. Any
financial institution would take the view that
it is better to nurse these men, to encourage
them to hang on to the settlement and
“make a do” of it rather than let them
leave the settlement and sell the houses at
a fraction of their cost.

The whole subject is a big one, and I hope
the Government will tackle it in a big way.
These men have genuine grievances. I do
not for one moment agree with men coming
here and making threats; but they have
genuine grievances, and they have held them-
selves in check for some time because they
believed the Government were sympathetic.
Let the Government rise to the occasion,
go over the whole ground, and see that each
individual case is attended to, and, if pos-
sible. make each selector so satisfied that
the question will not have to be revived
again. I feel perfectly satisfied that, if the
Government tackle it from the individual
noint of view, they will have a far better
chance of solving this great problem and
remedying the injustices which exist. I am
not saying that they are altogether to blame.
The injustices arose to a great degree because
the whole thing was wrong at the start—I
refer to the idea of turning them into one
community in distriets where many of them
could not possibly be successful. Now we
have got down to common ground and know
exactly the position, and, if the Government
rise to the occasion, they can meet the
legitimate wishes of the settlers and make
them contented.

r. COLLINS (Bowen): I desive to have
so?nlething to say on this debate, which has
occupied about three hours, taken up princi-
pally by members of the Opposition trying
o some extent to prevent the Minister from

doing something for the returned
2 p.m.] soldier settlers. I have no soldier
- settlements in my electorate, and
T am very pleascd that 1 have not, because
I was never an advocate of soldier settle-
ment. What I have in my electorate is settle-
ment of soldiers, and I am very pleased to
be able to rise in my place in this Chamber
and state that I have not had a single com-
plaint from any of them. Why? I take it
that these men who went to the war and
practically faced the cannon’s mouth, who
were considered heroes and so forth, are not
degenerates. They are men of the world,
and they are fighting the battle of life the
same &8 they fought the battle on the war
front.
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Judging from some of the remarks of hon.
members opposite this morning, I am inclined
to think they are overdoing this word
“ soldier.” Perzonally, I think the time has
arrived when we should amend all this legis-
lation by dropping the word ‘ soldier.”” The
war ceased in 1918, and why should we con-
tinue talking of men as soldiers when they
are no longer soldiers, but are really citizens
of the State of Quecensland or the Common-
wealth, and we should recognise them as
such? I am surprised at the remarks of some
members of the Opposition in practically
saying that we should wipe out the charge in
connection with interest and write down the
valuations of soldier settlements—in fact,
practically trying to teach the settlers already
on the settlements what we have been
accused of from time to time-—repudiation.
These men do not or should not wish to
repudiate their just liabilities. There is not
a settler in my clectorate, so far as I know,
who desires to repudiate his liability, and
why should these men be taught this doctrine
of repudiation? I would like to know why
we have this discussion about the land at
Beerburrum being poor. ‘When these soldiers
were fighting the battles of the Empire they
were all considered to be heroes. What has
become of the people who used to tell us that
“ nothing was too good for the returned
soldier 7 ?

Mr., MaxwELL: You are not one of them.

Mr. COLLINS: I have dond more for the
Empire than the hon. member for Toowong.
I lost my only boy at the war—if he wants
to know. I have done more than he has;
but that is by the way. What has become
of these people who told us that the soldiers
were all heroes, that they were fighting for
the defence of the Fmpire, and that they
should want for nothing ? What has become
of all the large landholders for whom they
fought? Why did we have to place these
settlers on the poor land which members
of the Opposition say exists at Beerburrum?

Mr. MaxwELL: You were not compelled
to put them there,

Mr. COLLINS: Where in the Common-
wealth are the 12,187 owners of wnimproved
land of a valuc exceeding £5,000 and an
aggregate value of £179,668,830? Why could
they not give some of their land for the
settlement of returned soldiers? VYet we
hear the cry to-day that we, as a State Labour
Government. are not doing sufficient for the
returned soldiers! What is the Common-
wealth Government doing ?

My, MAXWELL: Everything.

Mr. COLLINS: The Commonwealth Go-
vernment has been remitting taxation
amounting to millions of pounds to the
wealthy classes of the Commonwealth. These
millions of pounds could have been utilised
for the settlement of the soldiers upon the
land. Hon. members opposite are barking
up the wrong tree. They should bark at
the greater Parliament—the Commonwealth
Parltlament—not at the lesser State Parlia-
ment.

The problem of returned soldiers is a
Commonwealth responsibility. The State
Government made the mistake of taking
upon themselves a responsibility which was
really a function of the Commonwealth Go-
vernment.  We have already lost hundreds
of thousands of pounds on these soldier
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seem to

settlements, yet we do mnot
the problem.

be able to find a solution to
It is a difficult problem indeed. The
people who called the soldiers heroes
have neglected their duty to these heroes,
just as they have neglected their duty* in
Britain to the heroes there. I have seen
where $£400,000,000 have been lost in Great
Britain in fighting the heroes who work in
the coal mines, and who practically saved the
Empire in the great war.

GoverNMENT MEemBERS : Iear, hear!

Mr. COLLINS: And just as the capitalist
clasz have lost £400,000,000 in fighting those
heroes in Britain, so would they fight the
heroes to-morrow in Australia if the occa-
sion arose.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Order!

Mr. COLLINS: I admit I may have been
wandering a little. When the war finished,
Australia lacked statesmen. She had no
statesmen, There were a lot of people in
the Commonwealth Parliament who were
willing to drift with the times. If the Com-
monwealth Government had then realised
their responsibility, they would have launched
out on three big schemes—mnamely, roads,
railways, and irrigation—and not worried
so much about putting the soldiers who were
returning on the land. If these three
schemes had been proceeded with, in the
course of time those men who were suited
for the land would have settled on the land.
We shall have to make the best of the
position in Queensland, and the position will
have to be faced. 'The Minister is attempt-
ing to face that position, but hon. members
opposite have moved an amendment on the
motion for the introduction of this Bill for
the purpose of omitting certain words in
order that they can have a full discussion -
upon it and endeavour to amend it in any
direction they may think fit. I want to tell
them that they are not the Government of
Queensland, nor are they likely to be for the
next generation.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Hear,
hear !

Mr. COLLINS: We are the Government,
and we are endeavouring to do something to
alleviate the position as we find it.

Mr. MaxwerL: You don’t govern.

Mr. COLLINS: We do. Let our friends on
the benches opposite concentrate their efforts
upon the greater Parliament, and compel
them to play their part in connection with
those people who have defended the Empire,
and at the same time let the landowners of
Australia assume their responsibility towards
returned soldiers. Once more 1 want to
emphasise the point that the Minister at
some future date should take into considera-
tion the question of amending certain Acts
of Parliament with a view to omitting the
word ¢ soldier ”” and substituting the word
“ citizen.”” They are mo longer soldiers, but
citizens of the Commonwealth and Queens-
land,

GovERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr, EDWARDS (Vanango): I quite agree
with hon. members on this side of the House
that at least the party question should be
dropped while we are dealing with this
measure. In my opinion there was no occa-
sion for such a speech as was just delivered
by the hon. member for Bowen.

Myr. Edwards.]
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EM}*. CoLLins: There was every occasion
or it,

Mr. EDWARDS: Such people as the hon.
tnember for Bowen work themselves into a
fury on a question like this, which needs
calm consideration and the deepest thought
by every hon. member in this Chamber, in
addition to procuring the best information
available on the subject.

Mr. FERRICKS: What about those people
who talked themselves into a frenzy during
the war in the endeavour to encourage others
to go?

Mr. EDWARDS: That very bitterness has
caused the conditions that exist on our soldier
settlements to-day. Had there not been that
bitterness, things would have been very much
better than they are. At present I cannot
say just what the Bill intends to do, but,
if it is going to relieve the difficult position
of our returned soldier settlers, I am satis-
fled that it will be welcomed by, and will
receive the support of, every hon. member
on this side of the Chamber, and of every
hon, member representing soldier settlements,

The Secrerary ror PupLic Lanps: The
welcome to-day seems rather long delayed.

Mr. EDWARDS: That is the very inter-
jection I wanted the Minister to make.
The Bill itself is long delayed. For years
past I and many other hon. members on
this side have been telling the Minister
and his predecessor, the present Premier,
of the difficulties and trials to which these
soldier settlers are subjected, and the way
to overcome those difficulties. The very
suggestion that was made years ago by
this party was made by hon. members
opposite this morning—that a board should be

. appointed to go into this matter, consisting
of one practical farmer, one soldier settler,
and one officer of the Department of Public
Lands. Had the Government adopted that
policy previously, they would not now be
suffering the very considerable losses which
have been sustained through mismanagement
of the soldier settlements. Scores of times
T and other hon. members on this side have
advanced the argument that the areas of
many of our soldier settlement blocks are
too small. Many of those settlements were
not suitable for close settlement. In the
circumstances it did not matter whether
those who went on the land were returned
soldiers or sound practical farmers; they
could not have made what might be termed
a decent living on those blocks, and could
not have developed them as they should be
developed.

Mr. Cornins: There are no complaints
from soldiers in my electorate.

Mr. EDWARDS: No? T know that the
hon. member was not allowed %o speak at
some centres in his electorate during the
recent general election.

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): I rise to a point
of order. The hon. member for Nanango
stated that during the last general election
I was not allowed to speak at some of the
centres in my electorate. I wish to give
that an emphatic denial, and I ask the hon.
member to produce his proof.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. EDWARDS: The question is, as I
have said, a big one. We should endeavour
to view as it broadly as we can. The people

[Mr. Edwards.
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who have suffered are undoubtedly the men
who are trying to make a success in the
position in which they find themselves.
I am quite satisfied that even without an
alteration of the Act some of the difficulties
could have been eliminated if the Adminis-
tration had a better knowledge of the condi-
tions. In the first place, I realise that the
Minister will never gain the confidence ot
these people, nor will he help them to make
@ success unless he lays down a definite
policy of what he is prepared to do and
says how far he is prepared to go. It is all
very fine for the men to be working in the
dark and knowing, when they want to do
something—such as to transfer their land or
get certaln concessions in regard to their
rents—that each case will be dealt with on
its merits. That is where a great many of
the difficulties have arisen in connection
with soldier settlements. A board was
appointed some time ago to inquire into
soldier settlements in Queensland, and that
board was asked to take into consideration
the question of what amount should be
written off in the valuation of improvements,
and in some cases the valuations were cut
down so that the settlers saved £2 or £3 a
year. Anyone who knows anything of the
circumstances will appreciate that a saving
of £2 or £3 a week would be all right; but,
when it comes to saving £2 or £3 a year, it
is useless. That is the position in which
the soldier has found himself right through
the picce. In the first place, the land on
which they were settled admittedly was
unsuitable for closer settlement purposes.
Now the Premier gets up and tells us that
it is no information to the Government to
be told that these scttlements have been a
failure . The hon. member for Stanley and
myseli went over the Coominya settlement
from home to home in the early stages of
the settlement, and we came back into this
House and put the case exactly as it
appeared to us as men with practical experi-
ence. We also told the Secrctary for Public
Lands that the whole settlement must be 2
failure. What was done? The whole posi-
tion was allowed to drift until the whole of
that money was lost. These men put in years
of work, and then they gradually drifted
away from the settlement. The same thing
has happened at other settlements that I
could mention. Time after time we have
shown the necessity for making the areas
in many of the districts greater than they
are. The hon. member for Maryborough
instanced a settlement where his brother, who
is a returned soldier, has taken up land. It
has been stated scores of times that the areas
possessed by these sottlers are too small. If
practical knowledge had been obtained from
men in the district and that knowledge
followed out, the soldiers would never have
been placed on those areas under such condi-
tions. Bome of them require from 5,000 to
10.000 acres in order to make a living; yet
they are asked to make a living on 600 or
700 acres. The great danger, even to the
men who are left on the different settle-
ments at the present time, is in not doing
things at once.

If the areas are too small, we should not
let conditions drift on year after year until
the bone, as it were, is picked so clean that
the settler does not care whether he is given
a larger area or not, because the difficulties
have become so great that it is impossible
for him to overcome them. It must be clear
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40 everyone that the first kick-off, whether
in the West or anywhere else, means either
asuccess or failure for many years to come.
‘That is what the soldier settlers have been
ap against right through the piece. I hope
the Minister will lay down conditions in
this 1neasure exactly setting out how far
he is prepared to go. After the bad seasons
which the soldier settlers have gone through
with others and the poor class of land they
irave been put on, the conditions should be
made very lenient. It would be a thousand
times better to give the settler, whether
he be a soldier or a civilian, the land for
nothing, than to extract the last penny from
him in taxation and make him poor for years
to come. If we give him good conditions
from the beginning, he will immediately
become a taxpayer of the State. It is very
important that we make the conditions such
that settlers can get on a good footing right
from the start.

I might say a few words in regard to the
unfair manncr in which the returned soldiers
have been dealt with in regard to the remis-
sion of rates and other concessions. The
Premier used the argument this morning that
it would not be just if we did not enforce
the rental conditions on the people who could
pay. Other hon. members opposite also used
the argument that members on this side were
suggesting that those who could not pay
should be forced to do so. The method of
revaluation which has been adopted in regard
to enforcing rental conditions has been
entirely wrong. We know that these men
with their families have been working night
and day to meet their obligations, and
soldiers, just the same as civilians, would not
suggost that their rents should be remitted if
they could possibly avoid doing so, as they
make every effort to pay the rent. Cases
have come to my knowledge of soldier settlers
who have allowed their land to get into such
a state that the improvements were not
worth much, and it usually followed that the
board allowed such men to get out of paving
their rent and other dues, while men just
over the fence,. who had worked hard and
made good and had valuable improvements
to show, had to pay their rent. These are the
very men who have been doing something in
the interests of the State, because no man
can improve his land unless he buys through
many channels, using the railways, for
instance, and becoming a taxpayer in many
indirect ways: yet the man who has worked
solidly with his family to make good and
meet the whole of his obligations finds in the
end that the strict letter of the law is
enforced upon him and he has to pay up to
the last penny. There again is proof of the
necessity that men of practical experience
with knrowledge of the districts in which
these settlements are should be consulted.

The State Government have received an
enormous amount of monev from the Com-
monwealth Government, but, with all due
respect Lo what has been said on the other
side, they have not carried out their obliga-
tions, first to the settlers, secondly to the
Btate of Queensland, and thirdly to the
Commonwealth of Australia, because there
is no doubt that when this money was
allotted to Queensland the big responsibility
was cast upon them of seeing that it was
spent with benefit to the settler and to the
Btate as well as to the Commonwealth, The
Commonwealth Government have agreed to
write off no less than £475,000 of the Queens-
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land indebtedness, and that fact at least
should make the Minister put forward every
possible endeavour to remedy the state of
affairs which exists. We realise that in the
past the settlements have been a failure.
Some of them are still in existence, and
everything that the Government can do
should be done to see that fair conditions are
given to the settlers on them. 1 say again
that the land should be given to them
entirely free,
Mr. Dasn: The same old thing.

Mr. EDWARDS: The hon. member can
treat it as a joke if he likes.

Mr. Hsston: It is hard to treat
anything but a joke,

Mr. EDWARDS: It is certain that the
hon. member is not likely to be of any value
on this subject.

Mr. Hanron: Of a good deal more value
than you are.

Mr. EDWARDS: I am not going to worry
about that. I realise that the Secretary for
Public Lands has a very big responsibility to
discharge. The position at present is plain
proof that something definite must be done.
I know that settlers are leaving settlements
in my own district largely because they have
heen crushed out with their stock ~ dying
during a dry time; but, if the suggestions
which have come from this side of the
Chamber from time to time in regard to
increased areas had been carried out, they
would have .been able to feed their stock
instead of losing them. As a State we are
losing those settlers.

[2.30 p.m.]

Mr. PETERSON (Normanby): Having
returned soldier settlements in my electorate,
naturally I am anxious to know the out-
standing features of the proposed Bill, and
1 listened patiently all the morning trying
to glean some information as to the value
of the proposed Bill to report to my con-
stituents concerned.

The PrEMIER: All the speeches have been
delivered without any knowledge whatever
of the Bill.

Mr. PETERSON: When the Premier rose
to speak he deprecated anybody referring
to past events in connection with soldier
settlements, but he immediately occupied
twenty-five minutes of his time in pointing
to the faults of the past.

The Premier: I traced the
soldier settlements.

Mr. PETERSON: I certainly welcome
any measure brought forward by the Govern-
ment to assist the soldiers who have stood
valiantly by their sclections during the last
five years.

The PremiEr: Tracing the history of a
problem is very different from abusing some-
body because something happens.

Mr. PETERSON: I may find it necessary
to do a little tracing, and I hope the hon.
gentleman will not object to my following
his example.

The PrEMIER: You were over here helping
us when soldier settlements were formulated.

Mr. PETERSON: VYes. Soldier settle-
ments were instituted in Queensland, not
for the purpose of ruining the soldiers, but
with the best of intentions. Whether 1t be
in Queecnsland, New South Wales, or any

Mr. Peterson.]
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other part of Australia, all Governments
have their troubles in connection with soldier
settlements. What concerns me is, not so
much the failures in other States, or even
the failures in this State, but how we can
make good in the future. I am not concerned
with what has occurred in the past. What
the settlers are asking for is something for
the future, and I hope the Bill will give
them some hope for the future. The greatest
essential of a nation is to try to keep its
people on the land, and these men who have
taken up these selections, blazed the track,
felled the scrub, and worked through
excruciating summers are deserving of the
most sincere sympathy of this Chamber. If
the Government intend by the measure to
extend them some practical assistance, then
I intend heartily to commend and support it.
What are the reasons which have led to the
disasters in connection with soldier settle-
ments? We must be fair and say that the
settlers took up their blocks when land was
at peak prices, and when timber, material,
and everything they desired were realising
the highest possible prices. The result was
that after the war ceased prices slumped
and the valuation of their property slumped,
too. We must remember that, if they had
enjoyed rain over a number of years, we
would not have heard so much about the
difficulties of soldier settlements. We must
remember that they have experienced dry
conditions, which meant no return for years
of labour, Those conditions in many cases
have made the men dissatisfied and placed
them in the position of being unable to meet
their commitments. They have been unable
to meet their commitments mainly because
of the high prices paid in the first instance,
and because they were unable to find a
market for their produce.. All the circum-
stances point conclusively to the opinion that
they should be assisted in their present
troubles. I think it was the Premier who
stated that a weeding-out process had auto-
matically taken place, and there were now
on the blocks only those who were fitted to
carry out the work. In my district there are
soldier selectors who are very fit indeed.
They are men who have stood valiantly to
their selections during the past six or seven
vears, but they have been crushed down by
the accumulating interest debt on their hold-
ings. The Minister has deferred the payment
of interest from year to year, but the amount
is growing larger and larger, and the seasons
seem to be getting drier and drier, with the
result that the seftlers find themselves in
a greater financial hole than ever in trying
to meet their commitments.

I can give hon. members an illustration
of one selector in my district to show one
of the hardships which have been the cause
of many selectors being forced off their land.
Every man who has gone off the land was
not unfit to be a selector. The unfortunate
part of it was that the grocers’ bills and
other obligations had to be met, irrespective
of land rents and bank charges. Conse-
quently many a man, through drought con-
ditions and other circumstances over which
he had no control, was forced to leave his
selection to seek work elsewhere in order to
provide for his wife and children. 1 have
here a letter from Mr. J. M. Fletcher, in
my electorate, and amongst other things he
states—

“ A settler here with eight children, the
oldest a boy of fourteen, could not meet

[Myr. Peterson.
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his obligations to the bank, so after @
considerable amount of bullying from that
institution he decided to try and get a
job to keep himself and his family and
clear some of his bad debts. He did so,
and the bank, hearing that he was work-
ing, immediately sent him a letter
threatening to take drastic action, and
demanding that he pay £1 per week out
of his carnings to clear the arrears of
interest and redemption. He promptly
got off his selection as the demand was
so ridiculous.”

Mr. Hartiey: When was that?

Mr. PETERSON : That was only recently.
Most hon. members will realise that when
drought conditions and other causes which
have been mentioned, for which the soldier
settler is not responsible, force the settler to
leave his wife and children on the holding
to try, if possible, to earn enough elsewhere
to pay the grocer’s and other bills and return
fater on in good seasons to work that hold-
ing, he should not be harassed.

Mr. HarTieEy: You know that Ridgelands
never did support anyone on a small area.

Mr. PETERSON: 1 agree with the hon.
member. I have been speaking of Ridge-
lands as it is, and not as it ought to be.
I agree with the hon. member that it was
not suitable for a soldier settlement area;
but what we are concerned with is the soldier
settlers who are there and are down and out.
If this Bill is designed to give them relief,
then I welcome it to the fullest extont pos-
sible. I hope that what the Minister said
this morning will be carried out in this Bill.

Ancther reason why the Ridgelands settle-
ment has been a failure swas that during the
cotton boom quite a number of soldiers
took up land under the impression that they
were going to make a very fine thing out of
growing cotton. This is not the ime to
discuss whether it was right or wrong; but
all those settlers had ratoon cotton growing,
and just at the period when they were expect-
ing to reap a decent cheque in order to meet
their commitments the anti-ratcon cottor
legislation was passed through this Chamber.
That threw them right back to where they
started from. These are causes which led up
to the present unsatisfactory condition on this
settlement. We could have overcome them
quite easily had we done the right thing at
that particular time and altered the legisla-
tion later. That is one reason why those
settlers are in such an unfortunate position.

The next cause is the dry seasons. I hope
the Minister will embody in the Bill a clause
to wipe out the accrued interest commitments
on these settlements. It is not too much to
ask that these men who have braved the
elements in and out of season should be given
an opportunity of starting right over again.

Lot us take as another example the homes
that were erected on Ridgelands. These
homes were built when prices were at their
highest. Any number of these homes were
abandoned, and, though they cost from £245
to £300 ecach, they were sold by the depart-
ment at auction at prices up to £45. When
the same settlers asked the Government to
write down the capital value of those homes
to £35 or £15 the Government refused to do
t0, and preferred to allow them to get into
the hands of speculative dealers, who came
out from Rockhampton and purchased them



Discharged Soldiers’ Settlement [17 NOVEMBER.]

at that price. There is nothing fair in that.
It would have been far better to allow the
soldiers to have the homes for that price and
remain on the land. That is another reason
which has helped to drive the soldier off the
land.

Ons can go over to Fairfield and see about
thirty houses which have been erected from
buildings which were previously at Beer-
burrum. while at Rockhampton one may see
homes erected there from the soldiers’ homes
previously on the Ridgelands soldier settle-
ment. A grave error was made when conces-
sions were not given to the soldiers them-
salves. 1 know that in a number of cases
the obligations could not be mot——

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLic LaxDs: As a
matter of fact, the owners could not keep
the doovs and windows in some of the houses.

Mr, PETERSON: That also applies to the
cities. These things have a habit of walking,
and I can quite understand what the hon.
gentleman means. I hope that provision
will be made whereby the capital cost will
be written down. To-day the Minister has
heard of losses in other enterprises, and even
private enterprises, that have had to be
written off. That applies to Chillagoe, the
Btate stations, and many other services; and
the sooner the Minister realises that aspect
of the question the better it will be for our
soldier settlers,

I quite agree that the Government cannot
give this money away without expecting some
return. The Government placed people on
land. =nd reserved certain arcas for soldier
settloment. where prioritsy was to be given
to soldiers. They also took upon themselves
to provide roads and other facilities, and it
is up fo them to carry out their part of the
contract. That has been done to a certain
extent. People have been put on the land,
and road facilities have been provided, but
thousands and thousands of pounds have been
apert on the Ridgelands soldier settlement
rpads, and those roads will not be used exten-
sively. ’J:’na‘t is simplv because the benefits now
proposed in this Bill were not brought
forward two years ago. As a result. the
Governmeut bave not only lost all the soldier
settlers whe should have been on the settle-
ments, but they will lose the money invested
in _those roads dircctly and indircetly. The
shire councils arve responsible for a certain
part of the money, and the Federal Govern-
ment are also responsible for a certain
amount. Most of the monev will be wasted.
and I hope the Government will be seized of
the desirability of not wasting further
morey unnecessarily on such unsatisfactory
schemes.  We should encourage these men
to go on suitable selections, and we should
encourage them to remain there. Eventu-
allv this drought will break and con-
ditions will then improve. That encourage-
ment could be given by writing down the
capital cost and allowing the settlers to
benefit by the amount of interest they have
paid. When we receive the Bill we shall be
able to see if it contains the promises that
have been made. Meanwhile, I welcome the
utterances of the Minister, and sincerely trust
that the benefits he foreshadows will be
applied to the soldier seftlers of Queensland.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
{(Hon. T. Dunstan, Gympie): T take it this
Committee 1s  asked “to consider the
desirableness of introducing a Bill to afford
relief to discharged soldiers who have become
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scttlers on the land.” That being so, I do
not see why all the delay should take place
in anticipating provisions of the Bill which
T have but briefly outlined. Ireserved a fuller
siatement of the provisions of this measure
until the second reading, but hon. members
opposite have raised all sorts of questions
and suggestions. One hon. member sug-
gested that the Bill should be withdrawn,
another suggested that a board should be
appointed, and a still further suggestion
was that there should be another complete
urves of the whole position of soldier settle-
ments. It scems to me that that implies
that some hon. members opposite are out
more for political propaganda than for giving
practical relief to the returned soldiers. Hven
the amendment does not get them anwhere.
The motion that I moved reads—

“That it is desirable that a Bill be
introduced to afford relief to discharged
soldiers. who have obtained advances
under the Discharged Soldiers’ Settlement
Acts, 1917 to 1920, and who have been
unable wholly to meet their engage-
ments, and also to amend the said Acts
in certain particulars.”

The Opposition propose to omit the words
“in certain particulars,” and even if those
words are omitted it would still leave the
Bill to deal with those soldicr settlers ‘“ who
have been unable wholly to meet their en-
gagements.””  Members of the Opposition
argue that the Bill should be extended to
give concessions to those who have wholly
met their obligations.

Mr. Kixg: That is not right.

The SECRETARY IFOR PUBLIC LANDS :
At least one member of the Opposition said
that some concession should be given to
those who have met their obligations. That
would not be possible, even if the words “ in
certain particulars” were omitted. 1 take
it that hon. members opposite are in favour
of the soldier settlers procuring rclief at
the earliest possible moment. This matter
has had the ecarnest consideration of com-
petent officers of the department, and it has
taken a considerable amount of thought, con-
sideration, and judgment to draft this mea-
sure,» and, that being so, I contend there is
no need for this delay or for the amend-
ment, and, when hon. members see the pro-
visions contained in the Bill when it is
introduced, they will regard it as a liberal
measure for the relief of soldier settlers in
Queensland.

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted (Mr. Warren’s amendment) stand
part of the resolution—put; and the Com-
mittee divided :—

AxEs, 37,

Mr. Barber Mr. Larcombe
. Bedford s Llewelyn

,s Bertram 5, Llovd

,» Bruece ,» McLachlan
,» Bulcock . Mullan

. Uniter , O'Keefe

,, Collinsg ,» Payne

,» Conroy ,, Pease

., Cooper, F. A, ,» Riordan

,, Cooper, W. 5 Ryan, C.J.
,» Dash , Ryan, R, J,
,, Dunstan ,s Smith

., Ferricks . Stopford

,, Gledson ,, Weir

,» Hanlon s Wellington
,, Hanson ., Wilson

,» Hartley . Winstanley
., Hynes . Wright

. Kirwan

Tellers : Mr, Hanson and Mr, Weir,

Hon. T. Dunstan.]
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Mr. Barnes, G. P. Mr, Moore
. Barnes, W. H, ,» Morgan
,» Bell ,» Nott
» Brand ,, Peterson
5 Clayton ,» Roberts
5 Corser ,» Russell, H. M.
,» Deacon ,» Russell, W. A,
. Bdwards ,, Sizer
. Xerr . Swayne
»» XKing ,. Taylor
,» Logan ., Warren
» Maxwell
Tellers: Mr, Edwards and Mr. Petersou,
Parn.
AYE. No.
Mr, Land, Mr. Appel.

Resolved in the negative.

Original question (Mr.
put and passed.

The House resumed.

The CHAIRMAN reported that the Committee
had come to a resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

Dunstan’s motion)

FirsT READING.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. T. Dunstan, Gympie) presented the
Bill, and moved-—

“That the Bill be now read a first
time.”

Question put and passed.

SECOND READING.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. T. Dunstan, Gympie): At the initia-
tory stage of this Bill T said that the measure
was the outcome of a careful and special
investigation made by officers deputed by the
Department of Public Lands for that purpose,
after conferences with the. officers of the
Agricultural Bank and consideration of repre-
sentations by various organisations for and
on behalf of the returned soldier settlers.
After this exhaustive inquiry the Bill pro-
poses to give concessions in the following
directions : —

“That on the Atherton, Burrandowan,
Cecil Plains, and Ridgelands soldier
settlements accrued interest up to 3lst
December, 1924, be written off and
interest charged as from the 1st January,
1925.

“That on the Bald Hills, Enoggera,
Highlands, Mount Gravatt, and Mount
Hutton soldier settlements accrued in-
terest to the 3lst December, 1925, be
written off and interest eharged as from
the 1st January, 1926.

“ That on the Beerburrum soldier settle-
ment accrued interest to the 31lst Decem-
ber, 1927, be written off and interest
charged as from the Ist January, 1928.°

The Stanthorpe settlement, of course, is
prinecipally devoted to f1u1tgrow1ng, and in
respect of that settlement the concession is—

“'That on the Stanthorpe soldier settle-
ment (fruit culture being the principal
industry), as it takes approximately five
vears for deciduous fruit trees to come
into full bearing, accrued interest be
written off and charged as from the
expiration of five years from the date of
planting of the fruit trees on each md1
vidual holding.”

[Hon. T. Dunstan.
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There is the further concession—

“That on holdings under the adminis-
tration of the Agricultural Bank accrued
interest be written off and charged as
from the lst January, 1925.”

As to the capital amounts, special con-
cessions are to be made. On all settlements
except Atherton it is proposed that the
amount of such capital money advanced shall.
become part of the capital amount of the
existing advance and become part of a long-
term loan for forty years to each discharged
soldier,

In regard to Atherton the proposal is that
the amounts of the special advances of capital
as short-term loans shall be repaid in half-
vearly instalments covering a period of three-
years ending on the 3lst December, 1927.

In regard to other selections all interest
acerued due on or before 31st December,
1924, and unpaid on 31lst January, 1925, shall

be written off and forgiven so

[3 p.m.] that no further liability to pay

the amount of such interest shall
remain upon the selectors so concerned.

Power is given to the Minister in connec-
tion with the long term loan where he
thinks the circumstances or merits of the
case warrant such concession to reduce the
amount of capital money and the amount of
such advance outstanding as from the date
fixed by the Minister and so reduced shall
be deemed to be the amount of such advance
outstanding, and the borrower to whom such
relief has been extended shall be under no.
liability to repay the sum by which the said
capital amount has been reduced.

In connection with the interest due upon
advances other than the special advances
all interest accrued due on or before 3lst
December, 1924, and unpaid on 3lst January,
1925, shall be written off and forgiven so
that no further liability to pay the amount
of such interest shall remain. In the case
of borrowers in the Bald Hills, Enoggera,
Highlands, Mount Gravatt, and Mount
Hutton soldier settlements, all interest
accrued due and unpaid on 3lst December,
1925, shall be written off and forgiven so
that no further liability to pay the amount
of such interest shall remain.

In connection with Beerburrum all interest
accrued due or unpaid on 3lst December,
1927, shall be written off.

Mr. HAarTLEY : Why the difference in the
dates? :

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Because of special circumstances ascer-
tained by the officers of the dcpartment
which makes it necessary.

Mr. Kerr: It is a wrong basis aitogether.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
It is justified by the reports of the officers
concerned . In connection with the Atherton
soldier settlement there are special conces-
sions regarding periods of tenure and rent
fixation on the capital value. It is proposed
that the tenure shall be divided into
different periods. The first period shall be
a broken period up to 3lst March, 1926, and
the rental shall be 1 per cent. of the capital
value. The second period shall be of the-
duration of seven years up to 1933, and the
rental will be also 1 per cent, on the capital
value. The third period shall be a period of
seven years up to 1940, and the rental shall
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be 2 per cent. on the capital value. There-
after the determined rent shall be 3 per
cent., and shall be made by the Land Court
on the basis of the capital value of the
unimproved land compared with land of a
similar guality in the same neighbourhood.

Provision is also made in the Bill to enable
the Minister to grant extensions of areas
where the areas are found to be inadequate,
and for the transfer of additional holdings
as well as of the original holding as if they
were part of one selection.

Power is also conferred in the Bill to deal
with surplus lands that may be taken up
by returned soldiers as additions to their
areas; and there is a further provision to
cnable a returned soldier seeking to transfer
land to execute a mortgage on his area if
he ix unable otherwise to secure the balance
of the purchase money.

The concessions I have cnumerated amount
to a very considerable sum.
Mr. CorsEr: How much?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
To give effeet as soon as possible to this
relief, in several cases we have anticipated
the provisions of this Bill and granted the
concessions accordingly. This Bill will ratify
the action of the Minister in that regard.
The concessions already given, and which
zre proposed to be given, include—

1. Reduction in loan indebtedness conse-
quent upon revaluation of improve-
ments by the Soldier Settlement Re-
valuation Board.

2. Writing off arrears of interest to 3lst
December, 1924, and waiving interest
in certain group settlements for
various periods up to 3lst December,
1927, each settlement having been
dealt with on its merits after careful
consideration.

3. Suspending collection of redemption
already due on short-term loans.

4. Consolidating of special advances for
short terms with those for long-terms,
and spreading repayments over full
remaining period (up to thirty-three
years) of long-term loans.

By these concessions the loss involved to the
State to the 30th June, 1926, was—

£
Principal 272,162
Interest 205,528

The concession waiving interest for the
period up to 8lst December, 1927, on certain
group soldier settlements is estimated to
amount to £28,048. The foregoing three
amounts aggregate £506,738, which repre-
sents the amount foregone by the State as
relief to the soldier settlements in Queensland.

Mr. Corrixz: What about Chillagoe now ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
The net estimated loss to the State on soldier
settlement to 3lst December, 1930, is about
£1,2560,000. This figure is arrived at after
taking into account the rebates received from
or promised by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, and represents the contribution by the
State Government to 3lst December, 1930,
to soldier settlement. The Commonwealth
Government have also contributed about
£800,000 in rebates. Thus. to soldier settle-
ment generally there has been conceded the
equivalent of over £2,000,000.
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As I stated at the outset of my remarks,
these concessions are liberal, and the provi-
sions of the Bill are practical ones, and as
far as the Government can go under the
present condition of our finances. I am satis-
fied that they will give very great relief
to soldier settlers in this State. That being
80, I trust that the Bill will be passed with
all expedition, and that the relief granted
by the Government will soon be enjoyed by
those occupying the soldier settlements in the
State of Queensland. I beg to move—

*“That the Bill be now read a second
time.”

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. CORBER (Burnett): The Minister has
read out a few comments in regard to this
Bill and the clauses contained therein.

Mr. Corrixs: That is very unkind of you.
Mr. CORSER: On behalf of the Opposi-

tion, I want to enter an emphatic protest
against the manner in which the business of
this House is being conducted.

OprosiTION MEMBERS : Hear, hear !
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Mr. CORSER: We received a copy of the

Bill only after the second reading was
moved.
The SPEAKER: Order! This House

approved of the introduction of this Bill.

Mr. CORSER: The Opposition have not
approved of it.

The SPEAKER : Order! Order!

Mr. CORSER: We have not had an oppor-
tunity of perusing the Bill. The Bill was
handed to us after the Minister had started
his second reading speech, and the hon.
gentleman gave us some illustrations of the
value of the Bill. We have not had an
opportunity to read it. Any intelligent
person in the community realises that it is
up to the Government to give the Opposition
an opportunity to read the Bill.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon.
member knows that under the Standing
Orders a Bill may be passed through all its
stages in one day. As a matter of fact, some
gays ago the House approved of this being

one,

Mr. CORSER: We are not talking of
what the Government are able to do, but of
what is a fair thing to do. It will be agreed
that there is no necessity for the Govern-
ment to proceed with the Bill immediately.
They could at least have proceeded with it
at a later hour of the day, in the meantime
giving the Opposition an opportunity to
peruse the measure. It was impossible to-
listen to the Minister and at the same time
read the Bill; yet we are supposed to talk
on it. We are keenly interested in the Bill.
We realise our obligations to our soldier
settlers.

The SecrETARY FOR PuBLIc LANDS:
Opposition  have talked for
without having seen the Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: And said
nothing.

Mr. CORSER: If I said nothing, I would
have done exactly what the Secretary for
Agriculture always does. If I valued my
speech the same as he values his speeches,
there would not be enough money in the

Mr. Corser}

The
hours to-day
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country to pay me for it. (Opposition laugh
ter.) In the interests of our soldier settlers
this should not be regarded as a party mea-
sure, ond the Opposition should have an
opportunity of becoming familiar with the
proposed amendments. From the brief
perusal I have made of the Bill the only
advantages 1 can see are that it is proposed
to relieve the settlers of the intercst on small
payments for seeds and other little conces-
sions that have been granted. I may be
wrong, because I have not had an oppor-
tunity to read the Bill properly, but the
Minister did not indicate any specific relief
when making his second reading speech.
The hon. gentleman merely told us what the
State preposes to lose in 1930.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No—up
to 1930.

Mr. CORSER: Up to 1930. That is what
T tried to convey to the Minister. The hon.
gentleman complained that there will be a
loss to the State of £1,250,000. I am not
surprised at that. We have always com-
plained of the way in which the soldier
settlement scheme has operated in Queens-
land. We have claimed right along that
unsuitalle land has been given to soldiers and
that moneyx has been wasted.

The StcreTARY POR PuBLic Lanps: I told
you that these concessions represented over
half a million pounds sterling.

Mr. CORSER: But the hon. gentleman
did not tell us that the Federal Government
are relieving the State to the extent of
£800,000, and that that amount was debited
by his department as State relief against the
soldier settlements. ¥ am sure that, when
the Iederal Treasurer wanted to relieve our
soldier wsettlers, he intended that amount
to wipe off some of their indebtedness.
Instead of that, we find that the Treasurer
or the Secretary for Public Lands is reliev-
ing the State of that indebtedness. I am
concerned with regard to the Bill, and so
is every hon. member of the Opposition. We
were hoping that the Bill was going to be
the means of giving genuine assistance to
soldier settlers.

My, O’KEEFE:
Chillagoe.

Mr. CORSER: The hon. member should
be concerned, and he should support us with
regard to it. I do not think the soldiers
have received value. When the Minister
says that in 1930, under these proposals,
£2,000,000 will be lost by the Commonwealth
and the State, I do not think that even then
the soldier will have received value, It
would be far better for the soldier settlers
if the Minister admitted that the policy
carried -out by the State Government in
regard to the soldier settlement has been a
failure; but, instead of that, he has endea-
voured, and the Premier has endeavoured,
to put the whole responsibility on the soldier
settler.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Lanps: This
Bill is to afford relief; you object to it.

Mr. CORSER: It is a Bill to relieve soldier
settlers of something that the Government
cannot get from them. It is not going to
give genuine assistance to the soldiers. It
is to make legal the non-collection of money
that they cannot secure—and small parcels
of money at that. It is not a Bill that will
provide assistance which would mean pros-

[My. Corser.
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perity to the soldiers. That is what we
want.
Mr. O'KEprE: Are you advocating taking

the land off them for that debt?

Mr. CORSER: A lot of them have gone
off the land. They don’t own the land, as it
is perpetual leasehold, and you cannot take
it off them. They are off the land. We have
a lot of suggestions that we would like
to put forward, but we have not had the
opportunity to do it. We have not had an
opportunity to peruse the two or three pages
of this important Bill, which is thrust on
us at this late hour of the session. It is
a most important measure. It is one thab
is supposed to have occupied the attention
of Ministers of the Crown for many years.
It is the result of deputations and many
conferences between soldiers, members of
Parliament, and Ministers of the Crown,
extending over many years; yet the Govern-
ment have delayed introducing this measure
until the closing hours of the session.

The SecrETarRY rorR Pusnic Lanps: Better
late than mnever.

Mr. CORSER: Better late than never;
but better never late. (Laughter.) . The
Minister hands us the Bill, immediately

malkes his second reading speech, and then
we are called upon to give an intelligent
criticism of his proposals to give relief to
returned soldiers. Judging from the remarks
of the Minister, the relief proposed is the
very minimum that any Government could
offer. If the Government realised that they
had failed in regard to soldier settlement in
the past—that they had put the soldiers
on land that for the most part was unproduc-
tive—that they had spent the money in
connection with soldier settlement in ways
which have resulted in the loss of that
money—then we might hope to arrive at a
successful solution of the problem, If the
suggestions made by myself and other hon.
members of the Opposition years ago had
been adopted, we would not now be asking
for a few hours in which to read the Bill
and to consider what is proposed by the
Minister.

Mr. Dasg: In what year did you make
that speech?

Mr. CORSER : In 1917.
Mr. Dasu: Just a year before the elections.

Mr. CORSER: Not a year before the
elections, but in the vear in which the soldiers
were put on the land, and after which it was
necesiary for the Government to have a
vedistribution of seats.

Mr. O’KgerE: On private members’ day?
Mr., CORSER: On private members’ day.
The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. CORSER: The suggestions and fore-
casts made in 1917 by members of the Oppo-
sition were the cause of the introduction of
this Biil. This is not a Bill to relieve soldier
settlers, but to relieve the Government. The
Government cannot enforce payment of the
amounts owing, so they have introduced this
Rill to wipe off these amounts. The Bill is
not a liberal one, as it will not get over the
difficulties which exist, and will not help the
soldiers in the manner suggested by the
Opposition. It does not propose to alter the
policy of the Government in any direction;
it does not state that the Government want
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to assizt the soldier settiers and their wives
and childven. The Minisier would lead us
to infer that the soldier setilers are not a
de=irable class of people to put on the land—
not from a personal but from an indusirial
point of view. In the Upper Burnett district
the soldier settlers are of the average settler
class. We have not got farmers there who
are all prosperous, but they are average
individuals, who have taken up land under
conditions which, owing to Providence, are
fortunately good. The soldier settlers gener-
ally have been handicapped by the State
putting them upon infericr land—on salty
marshes such as obtain at Beerburrum—and
other impossible places.

Mr. Warieut: What about Calico Creek?

Mr. CORSER: They are prosperous there;
but that is not a soldier settlement. I admit
that I have not been able to give an ntelli-
gent review of this Bill in my second reading
speech, because I have not had the oppor-
tunity of reading the Bill.

Mr. Rrorpax: You have made a very goud
speech.

Mr. CORSER: I listened to the Minister;
but what I heard from him did not help me
very much, and I am afraid it is going to
help the settlers less; but the time I have
taken up in protesting against the procedure
adopted will give members of the Opposition
an opportunity of reading the Bill, and they
will see that there are very few factors of
importance in the measure.

Whilst the Speaker would not allow me to
deal with the Bill in detail at this stage,
I might, in a general way, refer to the pro-
visions of the Bill. There is not one member
of the Opposition who will say that this is
not an important measure, and there is nos
one of us who is not prepared to sit to-night,
or to sit all night, in discussing any measure
which will help the returned soldiers, and
give them an opportunity of making a decent
living.

Mr. R10orDAN: You are real martyrs.

Mr. CORSER: I do not claim that we
should be martyrs by doing so, as we should
only be doing the duty which is expected
of us.

The SPEAKER : Order!
must deal with the Bill.

Mr. CORSER: We have indications of
velief in the shape of wiping off interest
owing and the postponement of future in-
terest payments; but we know from the
Minister’s statement that the wiping off of
interest is only to apply to those who cannot
pay. The Minister knows they cannot and
will nct pay, and therefore he has intro-
duced certain clauses into this Bill.

The hon. member

We want to be in a position to give them
a generous deal. They will be no better oft
as a result of the concessions which the
Minister says he is giving them, because they
cannot and will not pay in any case. He is
only making them a small grant, and it is
a wonder the Treasurer does not come along
to-morrow with a Bill charging them gift
duty on the reduction on their indebtedness.

Clause 2 deals with relief in respect of
special advances for short terms. That was
a feature of which the Minister has made
quite a lot. Advances for water, food,
tobacco! And interest on those advances
is to be added to the capital indebtedness
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of the soldier in most cases. Nothing about
the interest on the debf which has accrued
over a period of years for the clearing of
land by unemployed! Not by men selected
by the settlers themselves, but by unem-
ployed engaged by the State to clear land
which was not worth 5s. an acre, although
the State charged them £20 to £25 an acre
merely for clearing the timber off it.

Mr. RiorDAN : Why stop at £257

Mr. CORSER : I am within the limit when
I say from £20 to £25—1 want to be modest
in any statement I make. Four or 5 acres
were cleared on 20 or 25-acre perpetual lcase-
holds, and the settler, before he ever saw his
block, was indebted to the Agricultural Bank
to the extent of £100. The Commonwealth
Goveornment set aside £625 as an advance
to each settler—not an advance by the Sec-
retary for Public Lands, the Deputy Pre-
miecr, or the Cabinet. The Qucensland Go-
vernment have advanced nothing to soldier
settlers. Our Agricultural Bank has done
nothing for them. That is why in 1917 I
moved that the time had arrived when we
should advance them, at any rate, not less
than ordinary settlers were getting.

Mr. O’KEEFE:
truth?

Mr. CORSER: Yes, when I told the hon.
member what I thought of him the last time.
The ordinary selector can borrow up to
£1,700 from the Agricultural Bank, if he is
lucky; but the soldier settler gets nothing
from the bank at all.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAXDS:
cost us £2,225000 in
Commonwealth,

Mr. CORSER: The Commonwealth Go-
vernment wiped off £800,000 out of
£3,000,000, but you spent all that money
_a,n?d wasted it. What did you ever pay for
1t?

The SPEAKER: Order!
hon. member address the Chair?

Mr. CORSER: The Premier claims that
the Government have paid from £4 to £9 an
acre for land for soldier settlements, but the
soldier settler would not give from 4s. to
9s. for it. To whom did the Government
pay that money? We have not asked for an
Inguiry into that.

Mr. RiorpaN: What about Atherton?

Mr. CORSER: Never mind about Ather-
ton. I am talking about areas I know some-
thing about—some of the salt marshes
round about the ecity of Brisbane that they
opened for soldier settlement.

A GoverNMENT MEMBER: Soldiers’ homeos.
Mr. CORSER : No—soldiers’ farms. They
might have grown oysters there; they could

not have grown anything else. It is too poor
even to grow prickly-pear.

Did you ever speak the

It has
indebtedness to the

Will  the

Tt is a great pity that there is not some-
thing broad and businesslike in the proposal.
In the early stages of soldier settlement in
New South Wales the State Government
gave to every settler the opportunity of
getting his £625 advance from the Common-
wealth. In Queensland we had a Land Act

which permitted a perpetual

[3.30 p.m.] leasehold tenure, but in New

South Wales the land laws per-
mitted the soldier settler to go into any dis-
trict and select a ready-made farm to the

Mr. Corser.)
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value of £3,000. Immediately he selected
a farm the Repatriation Department in
Sydney requested a local committee, formed
for the purpose, to ascertain whether the
value placed upon the farm by the prospec-
tive buyer was a fair value.

Mr. WrieHT : Still they were not successful,

Mr, CORSER: If the local committee
decided that the value was a fair value, the
department would send along the Repa,trla.~
tion Committee to make a report, and, if
they agreed that the value was a fair one,
the Government of New South Wales would
purchase the farm, payable over forty vears
which would enable the selector to go on
to the holding with his wife and family with
the possibility of enjoying some degree of
comfort. In addition, the settler would be
paid the £625 made available by the Com-
monwealth Government.

We did not have those possibilities in
Queensland. The seftler was advanced £625
to make a farm and a living on it, the out-
come of which is the spectacle before us
to-day of this amending Bill. The Minister
commenced to deliver his second reading
specch before we had obtained the Bill, bus
fortunately, Mr. Speaker, because of your
kindness to the Opposition, he was checked
until the Bill was placed in our hands.
Again I emphatically protest against the
action of the Minister, not only because it
affects the rights of the Opposition, but
mainly in the interest of the soldiers them-
sclves. We might be slighted, but our feel-
ings do not count ‘in comparison with the
needs of the soldier settlers. One of the
greatest factors to be considered is the com-
fort and prosperity of the soldier settlers in
the future and their efforts to make good
their losses of the past. It is a great pity
that the Minister did not take the Opposi-
tion into his confidence and give us a certain
amount of time during the present sitting
to enable us to review the proposed legisla-
tion so that we mlght be able to offer criti-
cism and suggestions which might have been
of great value to the soldier settlers and to
the ecredit of Qucensland.

Hon. W. H. BARNES (Wynnum): I would
like to emphasise what has been sa,id in a
certain direction by the hon. member for

Burnett. We all must admit that this is an
important Bill, and it is very much to be
regretted that we have not been given the
opportunity of having a few hours to con-
sider the Bill before discussing it. It is
quite impossible for any hon. member, no
matter how capable he may be, to sit down
and correctly summarise the Bill. If we com-
menced to read the first clause of the Bill,
von, Mr. Speaker, would immediately pull
1s up and remind us that we were commit-
ting a breach of the Standing Orders. The
Government have made a very grievous
mistake in not giving us time to consider the
measure.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
wasted three hours this morning.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: In my answer I
speak only with respect to myself. This is
the first time that I have spoken on this Bill.

We have to get back to the time when
these men came forward and volunteered to
help us. Therefore, anything +that we can
do in this House relating to soldiers is not
too good for them. I do not allege that
every soldier who went on the land was

[Mr. Corser.
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suitable for the unamtakmg he engagad in
As in other walks of life, there were mary
who imagined that they htted into the niche
exactly. Unfortunately, in many cases, the
selection of land made for soldier settlement

was not satisfactory. I have always heid
that, whenever the Government ave going
to put people on the land, whether it 1s the
soldier or anybody clse, it is a sin and o
crime to put them on bad lund It spells
absolute disaster and means ilhng theu‘
initiative. I have been to Beuburmm and

I recognise that an awful mistake was made
there. I found thew peOple who were
slaving thmr yery ‘“innards ” out trying to
make a **do” oi the land, and if you, Mr.

Speaker, had bhecn there, the manuer in
which the women were wmkmg in an endea-
vour to help their husbands would have

appealed to you. They had a proposition
which was impossible to deal with in a 'satis-
factory way. Someone commstied a very
grave blunder there. I notice in the cursory
glance I have rrnen to this Bill and in
following the apeech of the Mmu r, that
certain arcas, rentals, and dates have been
defined ; but, peal\mg more pan(;mld 'ly of
other lands that T know, it does not get at
the root of some of the difficultics of soldier
seftlement. I hope that every non. member
will deal with this matter in the spirit which
has prompted me to-day, and that is with a
desire to help the soldier. 'Th» arveas of
land in many cases have been too small,
while in other cases the land has been so
inferior that it has not been worth while to
put pcople on it. That is really tne seccret
of the trouble. I am not attempunv to bring
discredit on the Government in the muatier.

The fact that grievous mistakes have been
made 1s revealed by the fact that e¢oneessions
amounting to over £2,000,000 are wader con-
sideration to-day, in add1t10n to £3500,060
allowed by way of rebate in interest. That
does not redound to the credit »f Queensland
and thoze who have had to deal with soldier
settlement. There is one clause in the Bill—
I think it is clause 3—which gives the
Minister power, upon the recominendation of
an officer of his department, to niake an
allowance involving cven the wiping off of
the principal indebtedness.

Mr. WARREN:
in the Bill

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I do not say that,
because I have not yet fully read the Bill;
but I know that provision exists to reduce
or wipe out the capital sum altogether. I
do not know that I would have risen but
for the fact that, no matter what the inten-
tion of the Government, the Bill does not
get at the foundation of the difficulty. It is
only putting a patch on something that is
no good to-day. If the Government wish
to give relief to the returned soldier settler
—by all means make sure who the soldier
is—let them get right down to the root of
the trouble. I do not say that every returned
soldier should be reinstated on the land.
heard the hon, momber for Normanby say
that the land in his electorate set aside for
this purpose was no good. What is the use
of putting our returned men on thai type
of land?

Mr, Hartrey: He referred to a small area
as being no good.

Honx. W. H. BARNES: I want to be
fair in my criticism. What is the use of
putting them on land that is no good? That

That is the only concession
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will merely result in the introduction of
another Bill in years to come, confessing
that the Government have again failed. I
am not desirous of criticising the Bill un-
fairly, but I want the Government to see that
the returned man has a fair chance on the
land, otherwise the relief will be merely
temporary, and then what will happen?

More debt.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: Yes, more debt
and more broken hearts—broken by the
wright of the debt that is resting upon
them. The bigger and the better the man,
the more such a man prefers to fight his own
way out of the difficulty, and to paddle his
own canoe. Here we have a Bill designed
presumably to help the soldiers, but the
Minister has not gone into the matter as
he should have done, otherwise further relief
would have been given and the slate would
have been cleaned, even though it meant
further expenditure. Let us see that these
men are given a fresh start, and that they
are given an opportunity to make a success
of life.

Mr., HARTLEY (Fitzroy): 1 hope that,
in Committee, hon. members will give this
Bill very earnest and sincere consideration.
I hope that undue haste will not obtain
in putting the Bill through in Committee.
Personally I have to confess to some sur-
prise at grasping as much of the Bill as I
have done in the short time at my disposal.
I take it the Government are sincerely
desirous of making an honest and equitable
adjustment of the liabilities of our returned
soldier settlers. I hope they will so adjust
matters as to give settlers a chance fto
liquidate their liabilities, and that those
liabilities will now be reduced by what the
Government think a just and right estimate.

Mr. ROBERTS:

The principle of wiping off unpaid interest
is a good one; but, if you are going to
differentiate in the date and give a conces-
sion of one year’s interest to this group of
scttlers, two years’ interest to that group,
three years’ interest to another group, and no
concession at all to another, then I say the
principle is absolutely unsound. and there
is no justification for it. The only way vou
can justify a differentiation in the amount
of interest to be wiped out is on the basis
of the greater the failure the greatsr the
forgiveness. If it is on those lines that these
adjustments are to be made, I still say that
it 1s wrong.

The SECRETARY FOor PUBLIC LANDs: [t is
the result of exhaustive and carcful inquiries
by competent officers.

Mr., HARTLEY: It may be submitted
after exhaustive inquiries by competent
officers. So were the soldier settlements settled
after exhaustive inquiries and advice of com-
petent officers and of experts. Notwithstand-
ing what a number of practical men said,
the settlements were gone on with, and to-day
we have the spectacle in regard to these
settlements that it is difficult, if not impos-
sible, under the conditions obtaining for the
men to get a living, and the capital cost
has been increased beyond all bounds. I
want the Minister to realise that I am not
speaking in any spirit of pettv carping eriti-
cism. In the early stages of land settlement
for returned soldiers 1 was intimately con-
nected with the work as a member of the
Rockhampton War Council and Land Settle-
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ment Committee, and while we made mis-
takes, we did what the majority thought was
the best thing to be done. With the know-
ledge I had of land settlement and of the
tand on which the soldiers are scttled, I say
you cannot differentiate in the concession
given in regard to the interest. There is no
justification for any differentiation, and you
cannot make it a right or just thing by
saying, *“ We will forgive three years’ interest
on this settlement and only one year's interest
on that settlement.”

The SECRETARY FOR I1’UBLIC LaNDS:
up to those dates.

Mr. HARTLEY: The Government are
going to grant a concession in regard to
mterest up to 1924 for scttlements in the
Central district, such as Ridgelands and
Calioran; a concession of interest up to 1925
in connection with Highlands, Enoggera, and
several other places; while, if you take Beer-
burrum—the oldest scttlement of the lot and
the one that ought to have been the most
successful—the Government are granting a
concession of interest up to the cnd of 1927.
I want to ask the Minister how he can justify
that? Beerburrum should be the most self-
supporting settlement of the whole lot because
of its closeness to Brisbane. It is within 50
miles of Brisbane; it has the best facilities
for marketing; it has cxperimental plots;
it had an area clearcd and men put on the
settlement in the very earliest days, and
therefore it should be the most self-supporting
at the present time. -

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaNDS: We are
taking actual conditions.

Mr. HARTLEY : I fail to accept the evi-
dence, because we have heard it stated in this
House—I have stated it on the authority of
official reports—that the greater number of
settlers on Beerburrum were successful. My
information to-day is that about 25 per cent.
of the settlers on Beerburrum werc failures
and the other 75 per cent. are not only
revenue-earning, but in several instances the
settlers are earning big incomes. From con-
versations I have had with men acquainted
with Beeorburrum, I find that some of the
settlers there make £500 or £600 a vear, and
have been doing so for some time past. There
may be seasons when they do not.

Mr. WeicaT: Hon. members opposite said
that Beerburrum was a total failure.

_ Mr. HARTLEY: I say that Beerburrum
is not a total failure. A big percentage of
the settlers there are earning good incomes
at the present time. That being so, if we
are going to make a differentiation in the
rate of interest, we ought to make it on a
sliding scale in the opposite way to what is
indicated. If we are going to give the
Beerburrum settlers a remission of their
interest up to 1927, why should we not treat
in the same way the smaller settlements
outside, the country on some of which is just
as bad as and even worse than Beerburium ?
Beerburrum is not a bad fruit-growing
centre if they can get a market for their
fruit; and half their trouble has been
through lack of market. If we are going to
extend the time of forgiveness for interest
up to the end of 1927 in the case of Beecr-
burrum, by what stretch of imagination can
we say that the interest should not be written
off to the same extent in the case of Ridge-
lands, Calioran, Highlands, and other
places. Take Mount Gravatt, for instance.

Mr. Hartley.]

It is
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The expert who conceived a soldier settle-
ment at Mount Gravatt ought to have a
putty bust made of himself and put into the
lixecutive Building. If we are going to
forgive the interest up to the end of 192/
in regard to Beerburrum-—which is well-
established, well-nursed, and has an experi-
mental farm with every facility—surely it is
right to give the seitlers in other places the
same concessions.

Mr, G. P. Barves: What is the good of
perpetuating an impossible place?

Mr. HARTLEY : Mount Gravatt, for in-
stance, ought to be wiped out of existence
and the mien put somewhere else.

OPpOSITION MEMBERS: FHear, hear!

Mr. HARTLEY: 1 offer this suggestion
to the DMinister. There is no justitication
for refusing to remit the interest up to the
end of 192/ on Ridgelands and other settle-
ments which should never have been selected
for closer settlement if vou are going to
fix 1927 for Beerburrum. I strongly opposed
the selection of those places not only on the
War Council but also when the then Min-
ister in charge of soldier settlements brought
the matter forward; but it is unfortunate
that men on the committee who have had
much more experience on the land were in
favour of it. As a matter of fact, the
Ridgelands settlement is a stretch of country
that nobody in the Central district ever
attempted to use except for grazing pur-
poses—it was never used for agriculture.
On Alton Downs, closer in, mixed farming
and dairying are carried on; but they have
never got to any state of prosperity because
the seasons are against them, You get onc
good season and two or three dry ones.
At the present time the settlers are driving
their cattle miles and miles away to water,
Kiddies cannot go to school because their
horses are too poor to carry them. I hope
that, when we reach the Committee stage,
the Minister will be prepared to accept
an amendment to equalise the terms for
which accrued interest is to be wiped off.
I cannot sce any justification for differentia-
‘tton.  If there has been a failure at
Beerburrum, there has been a fajlure at
other places, and, if it is right to wipe out
interest in regard to Beerburrum, it is
equally right to wipe it out up to the same
date with respect to other places. I hope
that the Minister will accept an amendment
on those lines in order to equalise matters.

There is a provision in clause 3 to the
effect that where the capital cost is found to
be too high the Minister, on the advice
of his officers, may write off a certain amount.
If it is a good thing to forgo interest for
a certain term of years, why should we not
write off a certain percentage of the capital
cost on all these settlements?

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. KErR: That is a sensible suggestion.

Mr. HARTLEY : I know the ins and outs
of this matter. I want the House to realise
the position and get upon a good basis. We
do not want to rely on a bookkeeping adjust-
ment of accounts. I doubt whether all the
soldier settlements in Queensland are worth
£2,000,000. They might be, but, although
four or five highly-placed public servants
valued them at that, I would not like to give
an,ything-!ike that for them. T would not
like to give £50,000 for all Beerburrum,
and it is the best of the lot except the
northern settlements. I have some land

[Mr. Hartley.
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close handy that I will give away pretty
cheaply to anyboedy who wants it

Mr. PerersoN: That shows that there must
have been a good deal of waste.

Mr. HARTLEY : It does not, but the hon.
member knows that, when the soldier settle-
ments were undertaken, there was no depart-
ment or machinery of any kind to deal with
them. In addition to their other dutier,
members of Parliament and public officiale
had thrown ypon them the duty of going on
to various committees to deal with the ques-
tion, and they had to deal with it quickly.
Good land was hard to get. We could not
buy the land on which we would have liked
to settle the soldiers, because it would have
made the capital cost too high, and we took
what we thought was the best land we could
get at the price. That was one factor, and
another was that we had no department for
stocking the farms.

Mr. PerERsoN: 1 agree with you aboui
Ridgelands. That was a bad proposition.

Who was responsible for 1t?

Mr. HARTLEY : The Rockhampton War
Council.

Mr. PrrersoN: Some of the Rockhampton
merchants ought to have been made to live
on it,

Mr. HARTLEY: Let me tell the hon.
member that the men who comprised the
Rockhampton War Council were the most
reputable, honourable, and successful graziers
and business men in Rockhampton and dis-
trict. Of course, I except myself; I was the
Government nominee. They were very
favourably inclined towards Ridgelands and
Calioran, but events have proved that they
were wrong. At the same time, they had in
mind a bigger area than 150 or 170 acres,
and their idea was that it was a grazing
proposition, perhaps with a little mixed
farming and some dairying; but even in those
industries the seasons have been against
them. I say that all these settlements are
too highly capitalised. I am referring mostly
to the early ones started, in the first four or
five years. An expensive staff had to be
collected. We had to buy horses and cattle
at top market prices, and the horse dealers
in Brisbane landed horses on the Government
for about four times the price at which they
could have been purchased. The result is
that the capital cost of the settlements is
very high. I would not like to make an
estimate of how much should be written off,
but I think that a fixed amount should be
agreed upon to which the capital on all the
settlements could be written down so that
the settlers would not have to work on farms
which are over-capitalised. I hope that in
Committee the Minister will accept an
amendment in the direction of fixing a
uniform date for the commencement of the
payment of intercst.

Mr. KERR (Enoggera): I think it is plain
that the Government have made no attempt
to rectify a regrettable position. The Minis-
ter frankly acknowledged that they were
limited by considerations of finance. I took
a note of his statement that the Bill was as
far as the Government could go at present
in view of the position of the finances. Well,
if soldier settlement is to wait until the
Government are in a better financial position,
it will be a considerable time before a fair
deal is given to the returned men. The
financial consideration should not be the
paramount factor in a question like this. If
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the Government want to make soldier settle.
ment a success, as they claim—and I have
no doubt they would be very glad to sce them
successful—why do they not tackle the matter
in a proper way?

The Secrersry FOR PuBric Lanps: This is
a very liberal measure.

Mr. KERR: It is merely tinkering with
the question. Just let me refer to a case
in my electorate, which is one of many
throughout Queensland. VYou have a small

block of leasehold land on which

[4 p.m.] is constructed a house, hundreds
of which are being sold to-day
for £50. In addition, there is a ton or two

of iron, a few yards of wire-netting, and
other small items such as the hen-coops
incidental to poultry-raising, on which is
placed a capital value of £800. Is that a
proper capital value to place on that holding?
Why, the thing is too absurd to contemplate.
It is not worth more than £300. A revalua-
tion of the settlements was made, bui the
revaluation was not worth the paper on
which it was written. The department megely
prepared a list of what the settler had
obtained; set out what it cost in 1920, and
what 1t would cost in 1924, when certain
things were reduced in price, and reduced
the capital value to an infinitesimal extent.
I advised the Minister to view these places
in the settlement in my electorate which his
department valued at £600 to £800. No
man of any intelligence would value th
at more than £150. Is this Bill tackling
the question by remitting a few pounds in
interest which the settlers have no chance
of paying, and which the department has
naver been able to collect? There has been
a heresy hunt in connection with a few men
who have abandoned their blocks. Make
no mistake, they were good men, but they
werc not able to make a living on their
blocks; and the quicker the Government
forget about these men the better. What
basis has been adopted in making the distine-
tion between the settlements? The Minister
pointed out that it took five years before
deciduous trecs became a payable proposition,
and therefore it was intended not to charge
interest on the Stanthorpe settlement until
five years after the frees were planted.
If that 1s the basis adopted in connection
with this Bill, then why, in connection with
the Enoggera soldier settlements, is there a
remission of rent for three to four years?
It does not take a fowl three or four years
to learn to lay an egg. (Laughter.) There
is no basis at all. The hon, member for
Fitzroy is quite right in claiming that there
should be no diserimination, and I am pre-
pared to give the hon, member an oppor-
tunity of deciding that no diserimination
shall be shown. I know perfectly well that
there are a couple of blocks at Beerburrum
and one or two blocks in the Enoggera s»ldier
settlements in connection with which a good
living is being made; but the adjoining
settlers are not able to do likewise. This
applies more particularly at Beerburrum,
because of the poor-quality land, which is not
worth a cent and will grow nothing. The
person who is able to make a living is to
be let off the interest in the same way as
the settler who has failed to make a success.
If there is to be discrimination betwcen one
settlement and another, then why not n-ake
a discrimination between one settler and
another?
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I have introduced deputations to ihe
Minister on this matter, but this is not a time
when we should particularise, as this is a
Bill dealing generally with soldier settle-
ments. I strongly protest against this dis-
crimination. I admit that there are nien in
the settlements in my own electorate who
cannot pay their way, because the market-
ing of eggs has not been successful. T
also admit that therc are instances where
the amount of energy which should be put
into a holding is not in evidence, but many
men on this and other settlements should
have every consideration, and no interest
should be paid by them until at least 3lst
December, 1926. In fact, no interest should
be paid by the settlers at Beerburrum until
1928. There is a moral in this. If the
Government said to the settlers “ We will
not charge you any rent or interest until
1928, they would say, ‘‘ This is a concession
which will enable me to square my accounts.
This is something to work for.” That con-
cession should be made to every soldier settle-
ment in the State. The Government are
giving no concessions. I cannot ascertain
where this £2,000,000 has been wiped off,
because up to 30th June of this year the
value of the improvements written off only
amounted to £80,000, and the interest written
off amounted to £72,000, making the total
amount written off improvements and interest

£152,000.

The SecRETARY ¥OR PuBLic Laxps: The
amount, including concessions under this Bill,

is £500,000.

Mr. KERR: The Auditor-General gives
different figures. It is impossible for any
hon. member to examine the position and
arrive at that amount. The Clommonwealth
Covernment have made a grant of £800,000
for soldier settlement in this State, but the
soldier has not raceived the benefit of it.
Through the lack of administration—I could
say through misdemeanours—the sum of
£177,000 has had to be wiped off soldier

scttlement through men abandoning their
selections. The Government have taken that
money from the money advanced by the

Commonwealth Government instead of  dis-
bursing it to the soldier settlers to enable
them to make a success of their land. That
is more than the Government are conceding
in rebates and interest. Some of the other
States have not only given soldier settlers
greater advances than this Government, but
they have also made grants of freehold land.

The statement has been made that many
soldiers who settled on the land were not
suitable for the purpose. If some of the
soldiers had obtained what they were
entitled to, they would have made some of
the very best settlers in Australia. If hon.
members examine the position of the
returned soldiers in those States where they
have received not only advances but a grant
of the freehold of the land, they would
discover that less than 1 per ccnt. are in
arrears. The Queensland Government have
wiven men only the leaschold of the land and
cxpected them to make a success of it. It is
no wonder that hundreds of men left or
abandoned their farms, leaving a liability on
the State. Their liabilities from the incep-
tion were too great. It is not too late now
for the Government to make a grant of a
block of land to these soldier settlers as was
done in Tasmania. It would be better for
the Government to bring down a compre-
hensive Bill than a tiddley-winking Bill like

Mr. Kerr.]



1878 Discharged Soldiers’ Setilement [ASSEMBLY.]

the one we are asked to consider, and which
o hon. member has had an opportunity of
reading, Why, it would be better to lcave
the position as it is. Even now something
should be done to make the Bill more
comprehensive,

There are many matters that require a
good deal of ventilation. I hope that, when
we reach the Committee stage, the Minister
will be prepared to relicve scttlers in the
matter of interest payments. When we
reach that stage I shall go into the matter
thoroughly, and it is to be hoped that the
Minister will find some reasonableness in
the amendments that will be proposed bw
hon. members of the Opposition. It is
impossible to give relief to our soldier
settlers, but the Government are in a posi-
tion to treat those settlers more liberally than
is intended by the provisions of this Bill.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): I have listened
to the Minister’s introduction of this mea-
sure and also to the various speeches that
have been made by hon. members on Leth
sides of the House. If there is any person
who feels a very great measure of dig-
appointment at the failure of our scldier
settlements, and who realises the necessity
for some relieving measure, I am that person.
I was associated with the Land Settlemant
Committee in Brisbane shortly after its in-
ception. That committee was composed of
men of various shades of political opinion,
whose one desire and object, under that
scheme, was to formulate a scheme which
would be of the very greatest benefit to our
returned soldiers and to the whole Staie of
Quecnsland.  From what I have listened to
to-day, I am satisfied that, had some of the
hon. members who have spoken to-day been
on that committee, they would not have
made such speceches as they have made
fo-day. (Hear, hear!) I am satisfied that,
had the Premier been on that committee as
chairman, as various Scoretaries for Public
Lands under whom we served were, he would
have done exactly the same as did those
Ministers. (Hear, hear!) It is all very fine
to talk to-day about the failure of the land
settlement of our soldiers. There are a
great many people in the country who can
tell you everything to-day, but we want the
people who can tell us something useful the
day before. (Hear, hear!)” We all becomo
very wise after the event has taken place.

As one who took a very keen interest in
the settlement of our relurned soldiers a
Beerburrum, I have to admit great dis-
appointment at the result. That failure was
not due to the land alone. In view of the
knowledge we have gained since we started
our system of soldicr settlement in Queens-
land, I am quite satisfied now that probably
70 to 75 per cent, of the men placed on our
lands were not suitable for that class of work.
(Hear, hear!) It is not a bit of use disguis-
ing from ourselves that particular fact.

Beerburrum has been mentioned during the
course of this discussion. I am going to live
to see the day, and other men in this
Chamber are going to live to see the day,
when Beerburrum will be quite a thriving
and prosperous settlement, I do not say
it will be composed entirely of returned
soldiers; but I am certain many of us will
live to see the day when that will be a
thriving and prosperous place. (Hear, hear!
There are 132 men with their wives and
families on Beerburrum to-day, and very few
of those men want to leave that settlement,

{Mr. Kerr,
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although some certainly do. It must be
quite evident that, if these men do not wish
to leave that settlement, there must be some
inducement that causes them to remain there.
We made a failure certainly of growing
pineapples at Beerburrum in sufficiently large
quantities for the settler to make a living;
but there are other things besides pineapples
that can be grown. As one of the members
of that I.and Settlement Committee, I am
prepared to accept my share of responsibility
for everything that was done by that com-
mittee. (Hear, hear!) Recommendations
were made to the Government from time to
time, and I do not know of any recommenda-
tion ever having been turned down by the
Government. Perhaps it would have been
better if they had been turned down. There
were two men on that committee directly
representative of the soldiers. There was one
man nominated as the representative of the
Returned Sailors and Soldiers’ Imperial
League; there was another man on the
committee as the representative of what
was known as the Soldiers’ Labour League,
to see that the men got a fair deal in what
was being done by that committee, and I
say, without fear of successful contradiction,
that no body of men could have endeavoured
to do better for the soldiers than that Land
Settlement Committee. The canning factory
certainly has proved a very great loss to
the State. It was realised by the committee
that, if we were going to place a lot of men
on a settlement like Beerburrum to grow
pineapples, it was not a fair thing tha¢ they
should be absolutely dependent on the fresh
fruit market when their fruit came to
maturity, and therefore the committee
decided to recommend that a canning factory
be built in order that the surplus crop might
be dealt with in a way that would give a
satisfactory return to the soldier settler. The
Hon. J. H. Hunter was the chairman of the
Land Settlement Committee at the time,
and he realised that, if the men on the
settlement in the Stanthorpe district were
to be successful in raising the fruit that
they were put on the land to grow, it was
absolutely necessary that a railway should be
built to that settlement. I recollect the
circumstances quite well, and Mr. Hunter
had great difficulty in getting the officers
of the Raillway Department to conform to
his idea that a very expensive railway line
should not be built to the settlement. He
got his way ultimately, and a railway was
built to that settlement, and a fair amount
of success has been attained in that direction.

I do not subscribe to the sentiment which
was expressed this morning by the hon.
member for Maryborough when he said that
the returned soldier should be placed on an
absolutely equal footing with any other per-
son in the community in regard to these
matters.

We know that these men who went away
from Queensland made a great sacrifice in
leaving their homes and families behind in
many cases—I do not want to deal with war
matters—and, if there are any individuals in
the community who should have preference
i any shape or form, these men should have
it. It is our duty to give thesc men prefer-
ence_ if we ean possibly do so. I would have
liked to sce the Bill go a little further than
it has gone, but it 1¢ a step in the right
direction. We want to give these men an
opportunity to make good where there is a
reasonable prospect of success; but very
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great cure should be e creised under the
provisions of this Bill. As the hon. member
for Wynnum said, if we are only going to
patch thke thing up, we are going to make
the position worse, and will probably have
to introcluce o Bill in a few years in order
to grant further concessions. I regret that
the Bill has been sprung upon us in the
closing dayz of the session, as it is really a
most :mportant measure. I agree with the
hon. memiber for Fitzroy that the remission
of interest should apply equally all round,
and that there should be no preference given
in that direction.

Mention has been made of the Mount
Gravatt and Enoggera poultry settlements,
and it has been said that Mount Gravatt is
not in a suitable position for a poultry
settlement. That may or may not be so;
but what happened at Enoggera, which was
said to be in a very much more favourable
position than Mount Gravatt? We did not
do a scrap better there than we did at
Mount Gravatt. My own opinion is that the
advances given to soldier settlers in connec-
tion with the rearing of pouliry and those
given at Beerburrum were not limited to
£625. Many of the setilers on those arcas
got up to as high as £1,000; and advances
of £700, £800, and £900 were given to a
number of these men to help them to succeed.
Time after time in the later days before the
Land Bettlement Committee was disbanded
the members of the commiitee were writing
off amounts at ¢very meeting for men who
were unable to meet their engagements, I
would like hon. members to bear in mind
the fact that the Land Settlement Comi-
mittee had the advantage of the advice of
the best officers in the Department of Public
Lands and the Department of Agriculture.
They were also able to securs advice from
outsxdg sources, and if the soldier seftlements
are a failure, we are all in it. (Hear, hear i)

Mr. SIZER (Sandgeie) : I have listened to
the specch of the hon. member for Windsor
vvmthAa certain amount of diffidence. After
heariny the speech of the Minister and that
of the hon, membsr, I find it difficult to
reconciie the two, particularly in view of the
last sentence in the speech of the hon. mem-
ber for Windsor, when he said that, although
the Land Settlerient Committee had the
advice of competent officers in the Depart-
ment of Public Lands and the Department of
Agriculture, yvet they made all those mistalkes.
What a wreckage there is as the result of
tne advice of all those responsible officers!
They must take their share of the respousi-
bility. We have yet to be told what has
caused the colossal failure, I entirely dis-
agree with the hon. member for Windsor,
and have disagreed with him ever since he

spoke in this strain some years ago. I have
never scen eye to eye with him on this
miatter. I would ask him this: If the case

is so satisfactory at Beerburrum, why write
it offr If Mount Gravatt and Knoggera
settlensents are going to be so suceossful, why
this Bill?

Mr. Hyxes: Why not be fair?

Mr. SIZER: That is fair. I said at the
outset that I could not reconcile the state-
ments of the Minister with those of the hon.
member for Windsor. The latter says it will
be all right, and the Minister says it will
not, and hence this Bill. The hon. member
for Windsor has always been a super-optimist
on this question, probably because he was
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associated with the TLand Settlement

Committee.

Mr. Dssu: You are a wiseacre after the
event. :

Mr. SIZIER: I am not. We were wise
before the event, and I am not going to take
any responsibility beeause an hon. member
who happens to be on this side used to
support the Government viewpoint against
the majority of his party. That fact does
not alter my opinion or the fact that we were
right then and are right now. If there has
been any Bill or sequence of Bills which
have proved the incompetence of the Go-
vernment, this certainly caps the lot; and I
think it is a pity that the coping-stone of the
(overnment’s edifice of incompetence should
be left to the last few days of the session.
T think this Bill will write * failure ” across
the administration of the Government in
plainer letters than any other.

The Srererary For PusLic Lanps: You
have fallen down in your prophecies quite a
number of times.

Mr. SIZER: I have not the slightest
doubt that this Bill can be described in @
nuishell as a rebate of interest. But that is
only a bhook entry, because the Government
have not been able to collect it, and they
are merely writing something off the books
which they knew they could not get. From
that point of view 1t gives no help to the
settler.

Then we are going to have a writing-off
of some of the principal. This is where we
could do some definite good. Oue’s natural
desive is to see the soldier settlers who
remain have their farms so capitalised and
co relieved of obligations that they can
become successful and so prove profitable to
the State. In clause 3, which gives power
t, make rcbates of capital, something could
be done if the Government wished. I say
that the holdings of any value should be
revalued and written down to the lowest
basis, 5o that the settlers concerned can make
a profitable living from them. Nothing short
of that is any good, and, if you stop short
of that, vou will only have to introduce
another Bill later which will bring us to that
point. The department will be wise if it
constitutes a committee of competent authori-
ties with a free hand to write down the
capital value of the settlements as I have

suggested. If that is done, some good may
acerue.
Mr. O’Keerr: Do you support writing

Chillagoc down to that point?

Mr. SIZER: I say “ Yes.”” We must face
the position. and bring it down to where it

can pay. That is the only thing that can
be done. Anything else is only perpetuating
a wrong. To ask these settlers to attempt

to make a living on over-capitalised farms is
unfair to the department, to Parliament, and
to themselves; and we should tackle the
question at once, and write down our losses,
and give the settlers a chance. We know
that the Government have written off
£272.000. I would say that is the proverbial
drop in the bucket from the point of view of
making the settlements a success. Whilst the
Minister may not show the big accumvlated
deficit next year, he knows that the loss will
be there just the same, and I would prefer
him to take a bold stand. I for one would
uphold him if, in view of the losses which

My, Sizer.]
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have occurred, he wrote the assets down to
s minimum, and by that means we could
say we have some beneficial value in a good

settlement. Unless he does that, we are
going to have loss of money,
[4:30 p.m.] broken-hearted settlers, and no
asset. The Government are not

sure that they have made provision whereby
the interest which will accrue after the dates
mentioned will be paid. The Bill makes
provision for payment of interest by instal-
ments, which does not indicate any solution
of the problem., If provision is made after
all this writing-off to allow of interest being
paid by instalments, then we ave anticipating
more hardship, and that only proves our
contention that the Bill is not a solution of
the problem. If in the past the soldier
settlers have not been able to pay the amount
of interest due. what provision is there in
the Bill that will enable them to pay in the
future? There is no provision which will
enable them to convert hardship into success
and to pay in the future. There is not the
slightest doubt that at a later stage the same
trouble will arise, necessitating another
series of writings-down of capital and writ-
ings-off of interest, because the land has not
the capacity to produce sufficient to pay the
amounts due. So long as that is the case, no
real success can be expected.

Myr. C. J. Ryax: The soldier settlers are
in the same position as other settlers.

Mr. SIZER: The hon. gentleman must
bear in mind that these scttlers were placed
on very inferior land in most cases at a very
high capital cost, and, because of the dis-
organisation existing at the time, were com-
pelled to pay high prices for everything.
The inefficient organisation meant that prices
were inflated. The prices paid for The re-
purchased estates were invariably too high.
All those charges have been placed upon
the soldier settlements.

The SECRETARY FOR DPuBLIc LaNDS: Those
difficulties are common to all settlers and are
not peculiar to soldier settlers.

Mr, SIZER: They are infinitely more
severe in the case of soldier settlers, becausc
you must bear in mind the terms and con-
ditions under which they settled on the land.
They came direct from the war in a state of
disorganisation, and took up land—an occu-
pation new to most of them. Their position
was clearly a difficult one. Quite a number
would never have gone there if they had not
been encouraged by the Government Some-
thing has to be done, but this Bill is doing
very little from a practical point of view,
Unless the position is tackled on the lines
that I suggest, no good purpose will be
served. I desire to stress the position of the
man who at considerable hardship to himself
has been able to meet his payments. To say
that 'he is due for no recognition now is
beyond all sense of fairness, and I intenéd to
support an amendment which we propose to
move at the Committee stage whereby prac-
tical relief will be given to those men who
have met their obligations under existing
conditions.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon.

gentleman would be precluded by Standing
Order 316 from moving such an amendment,

Mr. SIZER: I sincerely hope that the
department will make full use of its powers
to increase the areas held by soldier settlers,
because invariably they are now too small.

[Mr. Sizer.
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That, together with the high cost of the
land, the low quality of the land. and the
high valuation of the improvements, has been
responsible for the trouble we find those
settlements in to-day.

Mr, WARREN, (Murrumba): 1 could not
allow the opportunity to pass without offer-
ing a few remarks. Any measure that has
for its object the relief of the ex-soldier
will receive my support; but, after carefully
reading the BIill in the short time at our
disposal, I cannot see that the Government
are offering any concession. The Minister
has already made the concessions contained
in the Bill, which is only a measure ratify-
ing what has already been done. I certainly
thought that the Minister intended to grant
some of the requests of the different deputa-
tions that have waited upon him and the
various conferences of soldier settlers that
have been held in recent years.

Beerburrum has been the centre of the
discussion this afternoon, and I am, there-
fore, compelled to deal with this settlement.
It would be wrong for me not to clear up
some of the impressions which have been
wrongly created. 'The hon. member for
Fitzroy gave the impression—through no fault
of his own, but through wrong information
supplied to him—that Beerburrum would
become a prosperous settlement in the near
future.

Mr. HARTLEY:
Windsor said so.

Mr. WARREN : I cannot understand how
the hon. member for Windsor could state
that Beerburrum is in a flourishing state.
I am not here to condemn the Government
or anyone else on this matter, but the Wayr
Council did not always live up to 1ts responsi-
bilities, and never carried out its obligations.

What is the use of bolstering up this Bill
or the position in regard to Beerburrum?
This Bill is likec a patch of solder on a
quart pot. It is the duty of the Government
to introduce a comprehensive measure which
will deal effectively with soldier settlement.
This Bill reminds me of a dog’s tail being
removed joint by joint; it is just the same
tail after you take each joint off. The
Minister should face the issue, instead of
dealing with it in this piecemeal manner.
If that had been done earlier, the present
position would not have obtained.

I attended the meeting of soldier settlers
at Beerburrum on 23rd October last. I went
there for the purpose of hearing their griev-
ances. 1 have been there dozens of times.
They told me that there are now sixty-seven
settlers supplying fruit. The Minister bas
no idea how many active settlers there are
there.

Mr. Harroey : The hon. member for Wind-
sor said there were 132 families there.

Mr. WARREN: I am not rosponsible
for the statement of the hon. member for
Windsor. He has not been at the settlement
since I have been there. I have been there
regularly, and, unfortunately, I have observed
the settlement dying. The hon. member
who stated that he was looking to wonderful
results from Beerburrum in the near futurc
was altogether too optimistic. He stated
that he was going to live to sec those results.
If so, he is going to live to be as oid as
Methuselah, and will have no hope of ever
entering heaven. (Laughter.) He will be

member for
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here at least 900 years if he intends to wait
until the soil becomes goad.

The trouble with Beerburrum is that the
bulk of the land does not contain sufficient
nourishment * to sustain plant life. The
Government sent men to test that country,
and those people scooped a little earth from
the top. The real test was that made by
the settlers, and that test has proved the
Beerburrum settlement to contain the poorest
land that it is possible to find. The unfor-
tunate thing is that the Government did not
face the situation when they found that out.
The present Premier realised the responsi-
bility, and looked at the matter in a bigger
way. His method was rather a brutal one,
I admit, but it was better to act in that
manner than to encourage those men to con-
tinue on the land and to break their hearts.
I object to the fact that the Preomier did
not keep hiz promise. Ife shouid have put
those men on better lands. There were good
farmers amongst those settlers. It 1s all
very well to talk Joosely, and say that they

ro 1Y

were all *¢ erooks.

The SecRETARY ror Pusnic Lawps: Some
of them were offered land in the Upper
Burnett district, and did not take it.

Mr. WARREN: I do not say that I would
go on the Upper Burnctt lands. I do not
wish to condemn that country, as I do not
know anything about it; but those men werc
badly bitten on the Beerburrum country.
They were so ill-used there that they are not
likely to be good scttlers on any other land.
It is the duty of the Government to give
them a try-out, aud to find them good land.
It is all very well for the late Secretary for
Public Lands, the present Premier, tc say
that the Government could not get land.
The committee the hon. gentleman sent
around to examine the settlement said that
so many of those men were placed on other
lands. Only about fifteen were taken out of
about seventy. The hon. gentleman did not
put the machinery in operation to shift all
those men, and that is why he is deserving
of blame. Any man in a responsible position
who fails to keep his promise fails in the
most important obligation that is allotted to
man, I was at the Beerburrum settlement
on the 23rd of last month, when the settlers
passed several reasonable resolutions. I shall
show how lightly the Premier treated thosc
resolutions. They were given to me to pre-
sent to the Premier, and the hon. gentleman
stood there and deliberately tore them into
pieces before me, He did that becausc & man
named McDermott had signed them, and
because he was annoyed with McDermott. I
do not know that the man is in any way a
revolutionary. He certainly did say that it
was time the coat was taken off so far as the
Government  were concerned—and by the
saine token he is a Labour man. I certainiy
did not hear him say anything of a revo-
lutionary character,

Mr. Counixs: Cromwell was a vevolu-
tionary, and they have erccted a statue to
his memory in the Heuse of Commons.

Mr. WARREN: If a man is a revolu-
tionary, the Government should take steps
to deal with him. I do not stand here
apologising for someone who is out to make
revolution; but because those resolutions
were signed by McDermott, the Premier, like
a great schoolboy, tore them up in my
presence. It is a scandalous shame when the
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Premier of a great State like Queensiand
will do a thing of that description. The
people of Beerburrum have their rights. 1
am not going to argue as to whether some
other settlers have greater rights than she
Beerburrum settlers, but 1 do say that, with
the exception. of a few places round Tibro-
gargan and Elimbah, therc is no settler in
that area who is making a living.

Mr., Cowrins: What do you suggost |
Mr. WARREN: I would suggest that a

commission composed of men with sympathy
and business ability from both sides of the
House be appointed to work out this
problem.

Mr. HarTiey : Do you say that there is no
one on Beorburrum ‘‘ making a do ™ of it?

Mr. WARREN: 1 am sorry if I cannot
speak good enough English for the hon.
member to understand. I have just said that
there are some men around Tibrogargan
and towards Ilimbah who have made good.
I do not want to state a false case. I want
the thing cleaned up; but, taking the settle-
ment as a whole, you could make cement
out of the soil. There is not sufficient soil
in the sand to sustain plant life. The
medium land has never contained sufficient
plant food to sustain a gaod hecalthy plant.
If the men at Beerburrum on the land that
is any good had received intelligent assist-
ance in the first place, we would not have
had the failure that has taken place. The
Department of Agriculture should have taken
control, and many of the mistakes could
have been remedied. But now it is impos-
sible for these men to carry on. When there
are any concessions being made, why nos
give them to the ex-soldier? I am not plead-
ing for somebody who is a ¢ crook.” I do
not believe the story about a lot of ‘“‘crooks.’”
I suppose there is a percentage of men in
every walk of life who are crooked, bus
there is no greater percentage of ‘‘ crooks”
at Beerburrum than there is anywhere else,
and it is wrong for anyone to attempt to
malke out that there is. ’

My reason for moving the amendment at
the initial stage was to try to broaden the
Bill to allow members not only to make sug-
gestions but to move amendments so that
we could remove a great injustice. It is no
good weeping and whining; we want to clear
it up. It is no good talking about the
amount of money lost and who is going to
lose most of it. It is a sorry thing to lose
million: of money, and we do not like to see
millions of pounds lost; but the loss has to be
faced, and we can overcome all the diffienl-
ties so far ss the money is concerned, But
the broken-hearted, knocked-out human ele-
ment eannot be put right in that way: and
the sooner the Government start to mend the
human element and not patch up an arrange-
ment that has been bad from the start the
better it will be for the soldier settlement.
The socner the Government are led to see
that it is necessary to have a general survey
by someone outside the department—uot a
commission composed of officers of the depart-
ment—the better.

I do not wish to say anything against the
officers of the department, because the com-
mittee which was appointed was hobbled
and had not a chance of going comprehen-
sively into the matter. They went out with
certain instructions to the effect that thev
had to ascertain the difference between the

Mr. Warren.]
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value of the improvements at the start and
" the Improvements at the time of inspection.
They had not to deal with the question of
the over-capitalisation of the land or with
making the venture a commercial proposi-

tion. They were not given a free hand to
deal with the matter. 1t is time the Govern-
ment faced the position and settled the

matter, and not let it be hung up year after
year,

I hope the Minister will carry out the pro-
mise of his predecessor and see that those
men who wish to get away from the settle-
ments are allowed to do so. There were
nineteen men at the meeting. They did not
say they wanted to get away, but it is
enough for me if they want to leave Beer-
burram. I know these men well, and I
respect the great majority of them. I am not
using carping oriticism this afternoon, but
locking at the matter from the farmer’s
point of view, and I say that from the
farmer’s point of view Beerburrum is not
possible.

Mr, PETERSON (Normanbdy): I desire to
ask the Minister for some information with
regard to the forfeited selections. I under-
stand that the department has made them
available to civilians from the other side of
the world, who have taken up the areas on
“the inflated values., I can quite understand
that we are going to have a very rough
time if these benefits are going to be given
to the soldiers while those who have pur-
chesed the selections are not going to get
the benefit of the reduction of the inflated
prices which ruled during the war period. I
do not know whether the Minister has over-
looked that point. We arc going to have a
good deal of trouble in that regard, and I
hope the Minister will make provision for the
giving of concessions to civilians who lave
purchased land from soldier settlers.

The SecrersrY ror PuBLic LANDS:
would apply to all land settlement.

Mr. PETERSON: No; because it deals
with soldier settlements where the assets as
tixed br the department have been divided
up. In the cases I am speaking of the assets
were on the high side.  Some of these men
have done a lot of work, but have got no
return owing to dry seasons, and they see
_ their ncighbours’ values reduced while they
have to pay at a higher rate.

With regard to the Beerburrum settlement,
I was one of those members who in the early
stages went up to visit that place. I am not
going to blame the Government for selecting
Beerburrum or any other soldier settlement;
but T «m going to blame them to a certain
extent for having relied too much on the
advice of Mr. Rosz at that time.

My. ConLINs:
practical farmer,

Mr. PETERSON: I know he was. I am
not wholly blaming the Government for if.
All that time the Government relied too
nch on the so-called experts, and the sooner
those experts are passed out the better for the
farmers.

Mr. CorrLins : Hear, hear!

Mr. PETERSON : We have a position at
Beerburrum similar to what there is every-
where else. I travelled around with Mr.
Rose at the inception of the scheme. 1
asked him to go to VYeppoon, where they
had magnificont pineapples growing. I also

[Mr. Warren.
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told him about the Gracemere district, where
+ _re are also magnificent pineapple lands.
Thex have grown pincapples there for the
last thirty years on land that has never been
fertilised. At Beerburrum, they had to use
fertilisers in the very first year of cultiva-
tion, and they have had to buy fertilisers
ever since, with the result that the bulk of
the farmers’ profits has gone in buying fer-
tilisors. This 1s the settlement which some
of the officers of the Lands Department tried
to justify as an ideal settlement. I put
the blame on Mr. Rose. Unfortunately, the
Government were misled by that expert, the
same as other Governments have been
misled by experts.

I would like to know how the Minister
justifies the differentiation in the Bill between
the different settlers. Are not all these
settlers soldiers? Why should one have the
privilege of having his interest written off
till 1927, and another only till 19247 The
settler at Ridgelands is a settler in the same
sense as the settler at Beerburrum; yet the
settler at Beerburrum does not commence to
pay interest until 1928, whereas the Ridge-
lands settler commences in 1925. Three years’
interest is a tremendous difference.

Some hon, members on this side have said
that the Bill does not give the settlers much.
All T can say about that is that the mere
fact that the Government are writing off the
interest, even till the end of 1924, must give
some satisfaction., If I owe a couple of
hundred pounds to a grocer for foodstuffs
and he wipes off that debt and writes off
the interest, I know that I am free; and,
as member for Normanby, 1 am thankful
for the concession which has been given. At
the same time, whilst the Government are
so generous as to give the Beerburrum settler
till the end of 1927, I connet see why they
should not put the Ridgelands settler on the
same basis. I do not know whether the
Minister thinks he can explain it, but I
shall find it very hard to explain to the
Ridgelands settlers why they are to be three
years worse off than other settlers.

The SrcerTarY ror Pusric Lawps: Do you
think they should all be put back to 19247

Mr. PETERSON: I am not asking that
they should all be put back to 1924, I am
only asking the Minister to be as generous
to the Ridgelands settler as to the Beer-
burrum settler.

1 notice that there is a provision that th
Minister shall be the sole arbiter—of course,
on the adviece of his officers—as to whether
any amounis shall be wiped off. I think
that is a bad principle—not that I distrust
the Minister, bceause I belicve that he will
do a fair thing if it comes before him, but
because it is a bad thing to give any Minisier
sole power. I think it should be left to the
Land Court or some other body free from
political control altogether.

The Secrerary ror Pusuic Lunps: The
Land Court cannot deal with the Atherton
settlement,

Mr. PETERSON: Probably it cannot, but
by Act of Parliament we could give it power
to do so. As I said at an earlier stage,
unfortunately this Bill will only benefit the
few, whereas two years ago it would have
helped the many; but in respect of those
whom it does affect we are thanlkful for small
mercies. I sincerely trust the Minister will
accept the amendments in Committee—not
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moved for the purpose of obstructing the
Bill or embarrassing the Government, but
rather to assist the Government to retain
on the settlements those who have stayed
there so long, and give them a fair deal.

Mr, DEACON (Cunningham): There are
one or two things in the Bill I am pleased
with, but I think it should have been intro-
duced some years ago. It gives the Minister
some authority to deal with certain matters
and write off part of the capital. I am not
going to follow up the question of where the
blame for the failure of the settlements
should be put. I am not going to attempt
to blame anybody in particular—we have
heard a plea of '* guilty ”’ from one on this
side of the House. The main thing is to see
what we can do now.

The best thing about the Bill is the power
of the Minister to write off arrears of intercst,
1o write down capital, and to increase areas.
When speaking this morning the Premier
referred to the failure of some of the settlers
on Cecil Plains, and pointed out
that other settlers could have
made a success of those settle-
ments, instancing that, if the hon. member
for Dalby had those areas, he would make
them pay. Anybody who procceded on the
same lines as the hon, member for Dalby
could make them pay. If wou gave the
areas on Cecil Plains to a sheep man at a
vprice which it was worth and with a sufficient
acreage, he would be able to run sheep
successfully. That i1s what the Premier does
not understand, and what his officers do not
seem to grasp.  The grass value of good
land like Cecil Plains is equal to the agricul-
tural value of the land. In fact, it is worth
a little more as grass land than agricultural
land, and should have been considered as
such. The areas were cut up into 640 acres.
That would be all right if it were agricul-
tural land, but, with the exception of some
parts, it is not first-class agricultural land.
The areas were {oo small. If they had been
made sufficiently large to permit of the con-
duct of a sheep and farming area, then many
settlers would have been more successful.
The Minister has power to increase the areas.
I notice that certain areas will be falling into
the hands of the department, and I also know
that the Minister has power to add those
areas to existing arcas. It would be a very
fine move if he did that, thereby making
the area sufficiently large to give the settlers
a successful start, even with the present
valuations.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is not dealing with the Bill. which is to
amend an Act in certain particulars. I hope
he will confine his remarks to the Bill.

Mr. DEACON : These particulars are con-
tained in the Bill, Mr. Speaker. The Minis-
ter can- increase or alter areas, notwith-
standing anything contained in any other
Act of Parliament. That js one of the good
points that I sce in the Bill. In my
clectorate the areas for soldier seftlers were
made altogether too small. Blocks that
were sufficiently large for only one settler
were subdivided into four areas. When I
came into this House cases were brought
under my notice where settlers could make
a success with areas sufficiently large. I
brought one or two cases under the notice
of the Minister at the time, but he pointed
out that he had no power to add forfeited
areas to the areas of the remaining settlers.

[5 pm.]
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That difficulty is now removed, but it is a
pity it has come along so late.

Suggestions have been made that arrears of
interest on capital will be written off in all
cases. I do not agree with that, because there
are cases where land has been bought at
reasonable price, where the soldier settler
knew what he was doing, exercised his own
discretion, and has been successful. You can-
not write down equally all round. In cases
where the soldier has had a fair deal there
is no necessity for the Minister to intervene;
but there is something against nearly all
soldier settlements which has helped to make
them a failure.

One cause for the failures lies in the fact
that neither the soldier nor the man advis-
ing him knew anything about land. The
advice of the officer of the department also
was not what it should have been. The
settlements were over-capitalised, not
because the improvements placed upon them
were unnecessary, but because the improve-
ments erected upon them and the clearing
done cost too much at the time. The cost of
building material was high. Then the stock
market at the time the soldiers were scttled
was too high. Stock was bought on a high-
priced market, and almost immediately after
the soldiers bought the market started to
fall. Prices for all produce also fell. We
cannot blame the settler for all the loss that
has taken place, as much of it was due to
factors entirely berond the control of him-
self or the Government. I know of cases
where soldiers became involved in that way.

T have in mind one case where a man, fully
knowing what he was doing, purchased a
piece of good land, and then used his credit
to the utmost to buy horses, cattle, and im-
plements. All his purchases were made
when the market was high, and he immedi-
ately afterwards had to face a falling market.
That man has plodded on ever since and
paid his way, but it has meant to him a
tremendous cost in labour and effort. He
should secure relief under this Bill. He
was in the same position as many other
settlers; but he could not blame the Govern
ment or the War Council for the losses
which got him down and kept him down, as
they were beyond the control of either, and
he knew what he was doing. IHis was
simply a case of hardship due to the market
going to pieces. He has paid the whole of
his interest bill, and has not a single shilling
—only the land and a big debt. That man
is entitled to sympathetic consideration.

The Minister has the power under this
Bill to write down capital, but, if that power
is not clearly expressed enabling him to
exercise it in such cases then, when the I3il!
reaches the Committee stage, that power
should be plainly stated. All these things
should be taken into consideration. It was
impossible to avoid a lot of the losses that
have heen sustained. In most cases the
men who did the best were those who went
out on their own, trusted to their own judg-
ment, and confined their attention to matters
about which they knew something.

When we get into Committes our main
duty will be to make the Bill more effective
than it is. There are some good points
about it, but we want something better.
We want the Minister to have almost abso-
lute power to deal with cases as they occur
—power which at present may not be con-
tained in the Bill,

Mr. Deacon.}
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Mr. KELSO (Yundah): 1 desire to enter
my protest against the late receipt of the
Bill.

The SECRETARY rOR Pusric LaNDs: A very
thin protest. You wasted about four hours,
without any Bill at all.

Mr. KELSO: When we discussed the Bill
this morning we were discussing general
principles. Now we are endeavouring to
find out exactly what are the principles con-
tained in the Bill. We are slowly acquiring
that knowledge, and I am disappointed with
it. I said this morning that I am concerned
with soldier settlements generally, but 1 am
particularly concerned with the Highlands
soldier scttlement. It is unfair that theve
should be such differentiation as is mani-
fested in the Bill. Tt is a bad principle, and
one with which I do not agree. I am not
jealous of anything that the Beerburrum
settlers are to receive. 1 sce that their
interest is to be wiped off until Ist January,
1927. Thereafter they are to be charged
interest upon what the Minister considers to
be a fair capital value. That is only fair;
but similar treatment should be meted out
to the Highlands soldier settlement.

The Beerburrum scttlers have loomed largely
in the public eye—more so than some of the
other settlements. The Beerburrum settlers
have kicked pretty hard; they have received
a lot of publicity; and, although they may
not have received much up to the presens,
because of that publicity the Minister now
extends special consideration to them. I
claim that the other soldier scttlements—
Highlands, Mount Gravatt, Bald Hills, and
so on—should be treated on a similar basis.
I am absolutely staggered at the great heart
that these settlers have shown in remaining
on their settlements. They have hung on
for years in the hope that some relief will
be given them in the future. I have advised
these men not to do anything rash—not to get
excited about it, as the time must come when
these matters must come under serious
review. They have taken my advice in
most cases, and have been reasonable in the
matter, looking forward to the day when a
fair deal will be given them. But this Bill
is only perpetuating the system which has
been in operation for some years. Some little
relief is to be given by way of a small
reductiont of the capital debt and a certain
amount of interest up to 1st January, 1926,
but that is only a drop in the bucket. The
system adopted was absolutely wrong. The
valuation was absolutely absurd, and these
men since that time have been dissatisfied,
and nothing will satisfy them unless they can
get the debt against their properties written
down to what they consider to be a rcason-
able market value.

Myr. CARTER : And some of them would still
be dissatisfied.

Mr. KELSO : The hon. member is probably
" one of those men who have no sympathy
with the returned soldicr. On this side of the
House we have sympathy.

Mr. CarTER: Like you had during the war.

Mr. KELSO: We realise that there are
some men on the other side who also take
the same view, and the small section that
does not take that view—well, we can afford
to ignore them.

Mr. CARTER:
towards it.

[Mr. Kelso.
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Mr. KELSO: I am referring to something
far and away above the ideas of the hon.
member., This Bill will not be a solution of
the difficulty. The Minister will be well
advised not to leave it to the officers who
dealt with this matter before, but to leave
it to a commission. I am not talking about
a commission of experts. We can cut the
experts out. I refer to a commission on
which all the varied interests of the different
soldier settlements will be reprosented. 1
would have a representative from cach soldier
settlement in Queensland. They could review
the difficultics of cach particular scttlement
and put them before the commission, which
would thus be enabled to arrive at a satis-
factory conclusion far better than somebody
who has only a theoretical idea of the posi-
tion and acts in a purcly mechanical way.
I know the late Secretary for Public Lands
gave a great deal of attention to this matter
and that he would like to sc¢ a solution of
this difficulty, but the Government do not go
far enough. When the Bill is in Committee
I hope the Minister will give consideration
tc a proposal to appoint a commission to go
into the whole matter of soldier settlements.
No Minister can visit the whole of the soldier
scttlements. He must take the advice of his
responsible officers.

The SecrETARY FOR PuUBLIC Lawpsg: Of
experts.
Mr. KELSO: I do not know that they

arc experts, They are departmental officials,
and they look on this matter from a certain
angle. Unfortunately—it is no use mincing
matters—the particular angle from which
these departmental officers look at the matter
does unot suit the soldiers, and, unless the
soldiers are satisfied, the thing will never
be settled.

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon. member
must connect his remarks with the principles
of the Bill.

Mr. KELSO: I was connecting my remarks
with the principles of the Bill, under which
the Minister will have power to reduce the
capital indebtedness, and I was pointing out
that there is a way of arriving at that. The
matter is in the hands of the Minister,
subject to the report of departmental officers,
That method has been tried in the past,
but it has been a failure, and the returned
soldiers are not satisfied. We should find
some other method, and that method has
been suggested from this side, and should
be taken into consideration. We have the
opportunity of satisfying these men. I know
that it is impossible to satisfy every man,
but we should aim at the greatest good for
the greatest number, and satisfy the majority
of the settlers, and do away with the unrest
that exists at the present time,

I do not think anyone will say that the
soldiers who came here the other day as a
deputation to the Minister, many of whom
had walked long distances, did so for the
purpose of making a disturbance. They
have genuine grievances, and most of them
are not versed in city ways of doing business;
and naturally they thought that their own
business was of paramount importance, even
exceeding that of Parliament. They were
told that the Minister was engaged in the
House on his departmental Estimates and
could not see them; but they could not look
at the matter from the Minister's point of
view, and we must forgive them for the
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attitude they took up. There is deep-seated
dissatisfaction behind all this, and we must
do our best to meet these men., A c¢ommis-
sion of representatives from the different
soldier settlements could go into the merits
of each particular case and arrive at a better
settlement than we could get by leaving it
to departmental officers to make a report
to the Minister on which the hon. gentleman
would come to a decision. I hope the Minis-
ter will be reasonable in the matter. The
Government asked for suggestions from hon,
members on this side, and I have given one
which I think will go a long way towards
solving this very important matter. I hope
that our suggestions will receive serious con-
sideration in Committee,

Mr. NOTT (Stanley): I am sure that every
fion, member will realise that this Bill is
one which is long overdue. Years ago we
stated what would happen. As the hon.
member for Burnett said, even in 1917, when
+his legisiation was first introduced, there
were opinions voiced from this side to the
effect that the methods which were being
adopted courted nothing but failure. Right
from 1917 to the present time we have ample
illustration of the fact that the various
soldier scttlements have been dreadful
disasters.

During the debate hon. members on both
sides have blamed various individuals for
the position which soldier settlements have
got into. The hon. member for Normanby
said that a great deal of the blame should
be attached to an expert by the name of Mr.
Rose. The hon. member for Windsor stated
that he was prepared to bear his share of
the blame in regard to some of the soldier
settlements; but, notwithstanding that, the
blame with regard to the matter is attribu-
table 1o the present Government. They have
seen the position going from bad to worse
from 1817 till the present day, yet they have
done nothing, or very little, to rectify it.
“There is no doubt that what is wanted now
is not ihis Bill but a comprehensive measure
which will go right to the root of the matter,
and once for all settle the question of soldier
settlement. This Bill will enable the settlers
to carry on for a little while. It will be a
sort of stop-gap, but at no very distant date
another amending Bill will be required to
render further assistance. The Government
would be well advised if they made one bite
at the cherry, and brought in a measure
to put the whole thing on a sound founda-
tion at once. Quite a number of losses will
have to be written off, and it would be far
better for them to take the matter in hand
at once.

It has been sald that many of the men
who were put on these farming propositions
were unsurtable. In any industrial under-
taking or any other calling a proportion of
the men will alwavs be unsuitable, and, if
you go into. statistics, you will find that in
every class of men very few can be really
classed as successful in any undertaking.
Many of these soldier settlers on arriving
in Queensland again from the war were
driven to make the most of the openings
offering.  Some of them were unfortunately
unable to get back inte the industries in
which they had worked before the war, and
it was thought that their experiences at the
war were such that it would be better for
them to take on an outdoor life rather than
go into offices. Consequently, great numbers
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of them began farming without experience
because they hoped for success. They were
quite justified in doing so, because every day
throughout the country you will find men in
various industrial undertakings and farming
pursuits making successes of their enterprises
although they have had no experience, much
to the surprise of everybody. The human
element comes into the problem every time,
and nobody can say what man will and what
man will not make a successful farmer.

I suppose that the most successful settle-
ment is at Coominva, in my clectorate. On
different occasions I tock the trouble to visit
all the farms there and sce the work the
men were endeavouring to do. Unfortu-
nately, they had no hope of doing the least
bit of good. Of the seventy or eighty men
who worked there for years—and most of
them worked particularly hard—I do not
think there were more than a few of whom
you could say that they were not workers
and did not try their best to make a success
of their undertakings. In fact, the surprise
to me was that they should hang on there
so long, striving and striving to make the
best of it. When a number of them were
removed to other areas they had to leave
their wives and children there because they
had not such clothes that they could travel
on the railways. Certain people in the
Stanley electorate had to collect clothes so
that the wives and children of some of them
could clothe themselves and be allowed to
travel on the railways. and thus join their
husbands in other localities.

[5.30 p.m.]

A good deal has been said this afternoon
to the effect that some of the areas on which
the settlers were put were too small. The
areas provided on the Coominya settlement
were not an asset to the soldier settlers,
but were really a liability; for the larger
the area of land of the same quality in that
district the greater the liability, and not
the greater the asset, At first the soldier
settlers were to make their fortunes growing
grapes, then oranges, and eventually cotton;
but in the meantime four years had elapsed.
Then they were told that they would have
to manure their land. I paid a visit to the
settlement to view one or two of the farms,
and the supervisor informed me that manures
were being sent up to manure the land. I
inquired as to what manures were being sent
up and whether the correct manures were
to be used. The supervisor had to admit
that he did not know anything about the
soil and that it had never been analysed
to that date. I asked him to refrain from
having the manures sent along and penalis-
ing the soldier settlers to the cxtent of the
cost of that manuré. and to wait until the
soil had been analysed. An officer was
despatched from the Department of Agri-
culture, and soil was taken for analysis, with
the result that the chemist reported that
it was the poorest soil he had ever examined
in Queensland, and that it was impossible to
grow more than one commercial crop, and
he advised the abandonment of the settle-
ment forthwith. TIf that chemist had been
sent along four years previously to examine
the soil, there would have been no seitle-
ment on the area at all. There are not
many men left on Coominya at the present
time. The worst feature is that the men
were charged up to £25 an acre for clearing,
or they were allowed to clear their own land.

Myr. Noit.)
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The work they carried out and the improve-
ments they effected might have been an asset
to people who came afterwards if there was
any possibility of making good with the
land. If the land was of good quality. the
improvements would be of some use; but
unfortunately for the most part the land in
that areca is of such a quality that the whole
of the money expended must be written off
as a dead loss. At the present time the
soldier settlers have a perpetual leaschold
tenure. One hon. member on the other side
sald this afternoon that the soldier settlers
were particularly glad they had a perpetual

leasehold tenure instead of a freehold tenure, .

explaining that a freehold tenure would bhe
more expensive than a perpetual leasehold
tenure.

Mr, FeErr1okS : There is no better title than
a leaschold tenure.

Mr. NOTT: Whereas to-day the land
under perpetual leasehold tenure is valued
at 37s, 6d. an acre, freehold agricultural
farms in 1913-14 were valued at 18s. an acre.
That was at a time when there was any
amount of good land, whereas to-day all the
good land has been taken up, and settlers
must be satisfied with poorer land. The de-
partment is charging the seftlers a greater
amount for land which is inferior from the
point of view of the settlers. If that is so,
there is this feature: Previously when good
land was opened to selection, the average
area taken up under a freehold tenure was
516 acres per man, whereas the average area
taken up during the past eleven years under
a perpetual leasehold tenure amounts to 475
acres per man. It cannot be expected that
men on inferior land will make a living off
an area of inferior land which is less than
the average area of good freehold land held
in other districts.

The sooncer the Government go a step
further than this Bill proposes to do and
write down the capital value of holdings held
by soldiers to a bedrock value, and improve
the tenure under which the land is held,
the better it will be for the soldier seftlers
and for everyone else in Queensland. Men
living on soldicer settlements near railway
lines like to lcok forward to the time when
that land will be their own. I only hope the
value of these perpetual leaseholds held by
soldier settlers will be written down very
considerably. It would be a good thing for
Queensland if the value was written off
altogether, and the settlers given a grant of
the land and permitted to make a new start.

Mr. W. COOPER (Roscwood): The hon.
member for Stanley has referred to the
Coominya soldier settlement, and has con-
demned the Government for something which
he believes to be absolutely wrong. 1 know
something about the inception of that settle-
ment, and I desire to say, ;without fear of
contradiction, that the Government were not
responsible for the soldiers settling at
Coominya.

Mr. NorT:

Mr. W. COOPER : They were not respon-
sible.

My. Norr: The last word is always with
the Government.

Mr. W. COOPER: The citizens of Coo-
minya wrote to me seeking my assistance to
establish a soldier settlement at that centre,
and, te the best of my knowledge, I refused

[Mr. Nott.
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point blank to have anything to do with 1. °
I pointed out to those citizens that the land
was not fit for a soldier settlement. I went
so far as to visit the Commonwealth Returnec
Soldiers’ Land Settlement Committce and tel!
them that it did not matter what they did
with the land at Coominya—that, if they
settled any soldiers there, they would be off
it in twelve months. My forecast was correct.

Mr. Norr: It tock the Government four
years to find out that the land was unsuit-
able.

Mr. W. COOPER: Mr. Gutteridge and Mr..
Watson sold the land to the Commonwealth
Returned Soldiers’ Land Settlement Com-
mittec, and the purchase of the land had’
nothing to do with this Government or with
the then Secretary for Public Lands, the late
Mr. Coyne, The hon. member for Windsox
was then Leader of the Opposition and a
member of that committce. ¥e advocated
the purchase of the Coominya soldier scttle-
ment.

Mr. WARBREN : Who paid the money?

Mr. W, COOPER: The Commonwealth
Government paid for the land. I suggested
at the time to Mr. Parker, the secretary of
the committee, that it would be infinitely
bettar to resume Mr. Cotton’s lidden Vale
Station or Mr. Mort’s station in my elec-
torate for a soldier settlement.

If these men had been given 150 acres of
land, twenty cows—fifteen in full profit and
five dry—if a dairy had becn erected and.
also a residence, 1t would not have cost
nearly as much to resume that land at £10-
to £12 an acre as it did to resume the
Coominya settlement. I contended that at
the time. I contended that it did not matter
what was done, Coominya would not grow
grapes or any other fruit. If Ilidden Vale
had been bought at £12 an acre and settlers
placed on that land, they would have had
a return for their labour within a month
after being placed there.

Yet we find hon. members opposite con-
demning the Government! The Government
were not responsible for settling those men
on the Coominya settlement. It was the
Commonwealth Returned Soldiers’ Land
Settlement Committee which was responsible.
That committee paid 30s. an dcre for the
Coominya land—land that would not feed
a billy-goat. To-day you cannot find more
than five returned soldiers on the Coominya
tands. Anyone with any experience of agri-
cultural lands knows very well that, whether
the land be at Beerburrum or at Coominya,
no man can start at zero and make a living
from fruitgrowing. If you start to grow
pineapples, it takes three years before you
receive any return for your labour. Yet we
had men who were friends of that committee
selling land to these people at from 30s. to
37s. an acre—land which, in my opinion, was
not worth 5s. an acre! Those men made the
profit, and the returned soldiers reaped
nothing but hard work. Xvery acre of land
cleared at Coominya cost from 25s. to £18
and £16 an acre to clear. Of course, the
returned soldier did not care how much it
cost so long as he recieved ‘a return for:
his labour. The major portion of the Coo-
minya land has mahogany on it, and, when
you clear mahogany, within three months
that land has as much undergrowth on as.
was previously the case. I am quite satisfied
that the hon. member for Stanley is trying-
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to put something over this Government. The
man who sold that land to the Land Settle-
ment Committee, at the election in 1923
threatened me with an action because, when
a question was asked of me as to who bought

the Coominya soldier settlement for the
Government, I said, ‘“ Ask the man who
sold it.”” "That was the man who was respon-

sible for selling the land to the Land Settle-
ment Committee, and he received a huge
benefit for himself at the expense of the
returned soldiers, and, at the same time.
was posing as one of the great loyalists in
this community.

Mr. Norr: Who was that?

Mr. W. COOPER: Mr. Watson, and the
hon. member knows that Mr. Gutteridge
was one of the men who recommended 1t,
and the committee the hon. member for
Stanley 1s backing up were the men who
bought it at the expense of the roturned
soldier—the man who fought for the freedom
of this country. Ask the hon. member for
Stanley how many men are there now. He
is conversant with the conditions, and to-day
he is trying to put something over this
Government for which he was responsible.
The hon. member for Stanley, Mr. Gutte-
ridge, ¥r. Watson, and the hon. member for
Windsor, who was one of the committie
which recommended the purchase of that land,
are the men who are responsible for the
failure at Coominya. Now the hon. member
for Stanley has the cffrontery to stand up
here to-day and condemn this Government.
It is a deplorable state of affairs when a
man will stand up in -this Chamber and
have the audacity to try and place the
onus and the odium on this Govern-
ment of the failure of Coominya. What
cf the men who advocated the purchase
of Coominya, when anyone who had any
knowledge at all of agriculture or fruit-
growing must have known it would be a
failure? Are we going to tolerate this sort
of thing? The hypocrisy of hon. members
opposite is intolerable in any Parliament
in Australia.

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warmick): 1 object
to this important question being considered
and decided just on the spur of the moment.
We have only to remember that the advan-
tage offered 1s a huge one, and we have to
consider the conditions that are to be un-
ravelled. I suppose few tangles are grouter
than the tangle associated with soldier settle-
ment, and wo consider that there should be
a survey of the whole conditions that exist
and did exist from the commencement. Huge
blunders have been made, Put what led
to the making of those blunders was the
return of a vast number of soldiers at a
given period,

Some scheme had to be evolved in order
to mect the needs of these men who did such
great service abroad. They had to get
employment, and action was taken with the
idea of settling them on the land. Unfortu-
nately a large number of them had no
experience on the land, but they agreed to
accept the offers made by the Commonwealth
and State Governments, and they became
farmers, orchardists, poultry farmers, and
so on. We really attempted io put round
pegs into square holes all along the line,
and the failure has been due to that. We
are now reaping the disadvantage resulting
from what we did.
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Something had to be done for these men,
and the country impulsively prescribed a
certain course. It is impossible to unravel
the complicated conditions extending over so
many years, and which have been caused by
the extraordinary circumstances which pre-
vailed, in a single night, when this Bill is
thrown before us. The records of the House
will confirm my statement when I say that
all along I have expressed the opinion that
a mistake would be made in offering too
great inducements to our returned scldiers
to go on the land. 1f we had subsidised the
efforts of these men in suitable directions,
we should have achieved success. If we had
given a man the opportunity of making his
property freehold and said, “ You put so
much into this, and we will do so much for
you,” we would have achieved wonderful
success; but we entered on a course entirely
different to that, as a result of which we
are reaping the conditions which prevail
to-day.

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER :
walling ?

Mr. G. P. BARNES. I am not stone-
walling the Bill. I am expressing my serious
conviciion as to what is the only wise course
to adopt in connection with this matter. If
we want finality in the business, the wise
thing to do would be to appoint a commis-
sion to go thoroughly into the matcer.
Nothing of any value will be effected unless
we go into the matter de novo, and come to
an understanding with every individual
settler and start them all afresh if they are
willing to remain. We should place our
views before the men, and, if they are will-
ing to subscribe to the conditions we lay
down, we should enable them to throw their
energies into the work with a view to making
their land freehold. This Bill, which to my
mind is only patchwork, will achieve some-
thing for the time being only, and the posi-
tion will have to be rectified in the future.
We desirve that the men on the land should
be successful; but it is unwise for us o
attempt to do everything for them in order
to secure that end. Men will succeed if we
give them a degree of generous assistance,
but we have not gone on those lines. Lvery-

Are you stone-

_thing has been against us in connection with

soldier settlement.

Hon. members have referred to the extreme
costs of all commodities. Beerburrum and
the settlement in the Stanthorpe «istrict
have been referred to in this connection. In
the Stanthorpe district land cost from £20 to
£25 an acre to clear, and, when cleared, it
was worth £6 an acre. 1 believe it cost £40
an acre to clear the land at Beerburrum. If
o man cleared 5 acres of land at a cost of
£40 an acre, it would make a tremendous
hole in his £625. The majority of men desire
a home of some kind; there was fencing to
be done and other things; and, before they
were able to look round, they had reached
their limit of £625.

The PreMIER: Some of them did not even
pay for the clearing.

Mr, G. P. BARNES: That shows that the
oversight was lacking in some way. There
is no doubt that some of the trouble was due
to the upset which the war itself had broughrt
about, We are all well aware of the effect
it had on some people, and- this was a kind
of safety valve.

The PremIErR: Hear, hear!

Mr, G. P. Barnes.)
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Me, G, P, BARNES: That was the posi-
tion, it I am able to size up the conditions
of life correctly, and we have to pay for it
to-day; but we are not facing the position
as we should. This Bill only marks another
stage of the difficulty which will still remain
with uvs. It should be faced now, and the
wen should be asked whether they are ready
to subscribe to it. Certainly it has been said
heve to-day that a conference has taken place
with those most concerned, and the Minister
ipelicated in his speech that the Bill is a
result. With all due deference to the men
themseives, the hon. gentleman may have
seize:d the opportunity to make some arrange-
ment; but [ ostill say most emphatically that
this is not going to end the business, and the
{ would be acting wisely if,

Government
instcad of tinkering with it in this way—
and tinkering may be unwise where a couple
of millions of pounds of money are involved
—thes dealt with the whole matter once and
for all. The difficulty will be with us when
we have passed this Bill and the soldiers
have for the time being accepted it.
Further and broader and deeper, final ¢on-
sideration should be given to the question,
and the Commonwealth and all the States,
if you like, should be asked to join in con-
sideration of the right and wise way in
which this soldier settlement difficulty can
be settled once and for all

The PrEmMiER: Our difficulty is nothing
compared with that of the other States, who
have spent millions.

Mr. GG. I’ BARNES: I believe that is so.
I have rcad about the difficulties in the other
States, but we have first to meet our own
difficulties, and I am not quite sure that the
Premier himself and his Cabinet are satis-
iled that this is going to end the matter.
My contention is that it would be far better
to withdraw the Bill for the time being, ill-
digested as it is. Seeing that it has nothing
to do with party politics and we are all
deeply and widely interested in this matter,
would it be unwise if a committee of mem-
bers of both sides of the Chamber endea-
voured to find some solution of one of the
greatest problems we have to deal with? We
want to bring about rest among our people,
and we can only do that by enabling them
to succeed in the callings they have chosen.

Apart altogether from the extraordinary
cost of clearing and the absorption of the
£625 advance 1n expenses to which I have
veferred, who would have thought ten years
ago that the fine, promising industry in the
Stanthorpe district was going to be wiped
out by the fruit fly?

With the best possible intentions, many
things werc suggested and the ides hit upon
land settlerent, but unfortunately

[T pm.] to a large extent the carrying
out of that purpose miscarried,

and added to that are mistakes which perhaps
could have been averted to a large extent.
The greatest mistake made, and that which
concerns us to-day, was the fact that the
class of land selected was not of such a
character as to ensure success and satisfac-
tion to the settlers. I have been brought
face to face with the charecter of some of
these men in my own employ. They went
to the war, and those who were fortunate
enough o return resumed their positions
which were retained for them; but eventu-
ally they found themselves unfitted to take
up that task in life, and in their restlessness

[Mr. G. P. Barnes.
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hit upon the idea of going on the land. -In
one instance a young fellow who found his
way down to the city succeeded, but in the
bulk of other instances the young fellows who
took upon themselves the task of going upon
the land came to grief. I am stating only
instances that have come under my own
observation. The lads went out te the war
and came back and went on the land; but, as
a result of war strain, found themselves
unnerved and quite unfitted to take up land
scttlement. That was found to be the diffi-
culty with the great majority of the men
who accepted positions in connection with
country life.

These difficuities were added tc in one
direction and another. I suppose that from
the climatic point of view we have not in
all our experience passed through such
seasons as we have been passing through
during past years, and these soldier settlers
also had to contend with those difficultics.
To a very large extent the experiment has
nroved a very big failure, and it is on that
score that I reiterate, on account of what hes
taken place and the general conditions that
exist, that it would be extremely wise to go
into matters very carefully, and comec to a
conclusion which might be helpful. The
quostion that presses upon me to a very large
extent i1s the differentiation that is to take
place.

Some men have put their very best into
the scheme, and have succeeded to a partial
extent. Under the Bill those men will be
ignored. It seems to me that the principle
“To him that hath shall be given ” should
certainly apply in ins connection. Some con-
sideration in some direction—possibly in the
writing-off of part of the capital indebtedness
—should be made to those who have made
good when consideration is being given to
the men who have failed.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oalcy): Personally,
I very much regret that a very important
measure of this nature should have been left
to the tail-end of the session when we had
plenty of time in the earlier stages, if the
business had been so ordered, to give proper
consideration to such a Bill. This Bill will
involve some thousands of returned men,
and, when one considers that some £2,000,000
of loan money is at stake, and that, accord-
ing to the last report of the Auditor-
General, we had already written off some
£339,000 prior to the introduction of this
measure, it surely indicates—apart from the
happiness of the men concerned—that we
should give very careful consideration to a
measure of this nature, It is calamitous
that Queensland, which was so extraordin-
arily favoured 1n regard to soldier settle-
ment, should have made such a terrible
failure of it. I say extraordinarily favoured,
because what better opportunity could we of
all the States who are wanting' settlers—we
are loudly proclaiming our need for them
now—have had than the returned soldier
who, as the hon. member for Warwick has
just pointed out, had come back from the
war with all his old ideas upset and dis-
turbed. and naturally his inclination led him
towards the vast spaces of the land? Here
we had the spaces on which to settle our
soldiers. There were no expensive estates
to acquire or resume. Therefore, we were
favourably placed to give this matter success-
ful consideration and make an example
in regard to soldier settlement, The unfor-
tunate part of it is that the failures we have
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to admit making of those soldier settle-
ments are having a rather sad effect on the
land settlement and migration questions as
a whole. It has been pointed out that with
all our facilities available for these men,
and seeing that they were largely Queens-
landers—men used to our conditions—if they
could not make a success of our land settle-
ment schemes, what likelihood is there of
success from those coming across the water
without that experience and facility at their
disposal? This question takes a lot of
answering. When the Empire Parliamentary
Delegation was here, no doubt you, Mr.
Bpeaker, heard some reference made to that
topic—that it was difficult to imagine that
people sent out from the old country with-
out any experience of Australian conditions,
and without anything like the assistance made
available to our soldiers, would succeed
where the returned soldiers failed so lament-
ably in their various efforts in land settle-
ment under our returned soldiers scheme.

I remember, and no doubt other hon. mem-
bers in this House will remember that, when
this question was originally before this
Chamber, many of us pointed the finger of
danger to the districts to which these sol-
diers were being directed. I know of noth-
ing more calamitous with respect to a man
who is proposing to settle on the land than
to put him in a district and on soil which
will not return him reasonable emoluments
for the effort expended. I am making that
statement with some experience of the matter.
I remember also pointing to the districts
round about Bowen, in which the hon.
member for Bowen should be particularly
interested. I am still convinced that, had the
returned men been directed into that area,
the latitude and climatic conditions would
have assisted them materially in supplying
fruit at times when the markets are bare.
That would have given these men a start, and
made them so successful that they would
have little or no desire to turn back.

Most of these men have been put into
fruitgrowing occupations, and we must admit
that, had we so directed their efforts as to
cause them to produce fruit at a time when
the markets wanted it. when the markets
were bare of fruit which could compete with
them. we should have given these men a very
excellent start. That is the position in the
electorate represented by the hon. member
for Bowen. There, by reason of its latitu-
dinal situation, it is possible to grow fruit
when the market is bare of competing fruits,
and the grower can secure prices for such
fruit which are really extraordinary. With-
out wishing to weary the House, let me
give an cxample in connection with the
growing of tomatces, As the hon. member
for Bowen knows, those growing tomatoes
during the last scason in his electorate
secured up to 20s. for a case containing 28 1b.
of tomatoes. The same thing applies with
almost equal force to the growing of pine-
apples. with which Beerburrum was closely
associated. -Had those men been put into
districts where they could produce fruits
at a time when the market was bare, instead
of placing them in arcas where they could
only add to the existing glut, it is only
common-sense reasoning that we certainly
should not have to pass the measure which
is now before the House. All that is past
and gone. but, unfortunately, it seems to be
necessary that we should direct some atten-
tion to those instances in order to protect
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ourselves against creating a similar bad

experience in times to come,

Then it seems to me that the Government
made a very fatal blunder in bunching
together a lot of men who had just returned
from an ordeal such as the war. Iad these
men been interspersed with farmers who had
made a success of farming in the past, they
might have had a different tale to tell to-day.
Instcad, they were bunched together with
no leavening of experienced farmers, and
were left to work out their own salvation.
No doubt they had been in the habit over
the other side of congregating together and
comparing and exaggerating their grievances,
and the danger was that they might become
so wrapped up in their grievances as to
forget their farms. 1 have always con-
tended that the best policy to pursue, not
only with regard to soldiers, but with regard
to land settlement generally, which may deal
with men from other parts of the world,
is to intersperse amongst the rank and file
experienced farmers who have already made
a profitable venture of farming.  'That
deprives those people of the opportunity to

complain, and causes them to see by the
example of the other fellow that it is
possible to make a success of it. That man

sees that his neighbour is doing so, and he
endeavours to do likewise.

At one time there were approximately 200
settlers on the Beerburrum settlement. Those
200 men, unnerved by the war, many with no
experience on the land, in the habit of meet-
ing together and airing their complaints—in
fact, having in some instances instilled into
their minds that it is the right thing to com-
plain—as soon as they met with any difficulty,
met together, discussed, and, no doubt,
exaggerated that difficulty. Assuming that
they had been interspersed with men who had
already made a success of farming, can it
not be seen that we would have been rid of
this great problem with which we are con-
tending to-day? DPersonally I think this is a
matter which has been most unfortunately
conceived, in that the energies of these men
have been directed along the wrong channel.
I know Mr. Rose personally. He was one
of the first men I ever saw in Queensland
when I camec here with the object of fruit-
growing, and I saw what a profitable business
he was making of fruitgrowing. What
induced him to direct the attention of the
Land Settlement Committee towards Beer-
burrum and other similar localities, as I
understand he did, I cannot concelve.

Any man with a limited knowledge of
fruitgrowing, such as possibly I possess, must
see immediately that 1t is impossible to grow
pineapples profitably in that area. It is a
calamity, and the only way to overcome it
when Queensland is tottering under a very
severe debt, the full effect of which is not
vet felt, is to establish confidence in the minds
of the people so that they can face the sad
and serious losses and tackle the matter in
a businesslike way, and I do contend that the
Secretary for Public Lands is not doing it.
T do not suggest that it is his fault, but I do
argue that, as a responsible Minister, he
should 'so arrange matters that this question
is tackled in a comprehensive manner, and
0 that we shall not need to revert to this
problem,

I am firmly of the opinion that this pro-
posal is only a palliative. It may last for
vears, but it is not going to be a cure. It

Mr. Elphinstone.]
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will leave the soldier settlers with land that
is over-capitalised, with a burden on their
shoulders, aud still attempting to produce
sontething which the land was never meant to
produce 1n a manner to provide a living for
those men. We want to know the truth, and
we want to ascertain the actual position, and
deal with the whole matter and not introduce
a palliative which 1s going to put a plaster
on a sore that is going to break out again
in the not distant futurc. The only way to
establish confidence in Queensland—if we
do not do it, no one else will—is by facing the
po:ition manfully, and, as members of the
Opposition have rightly pointed out, it is
rot only a question of the determination of

the values of land and of writing off interest.
You have to study the human element
involved. You have to convert the dis-

gruntled men from their present frame of
mind into an outlook of enthusiasm and
hope for the future; and you are not going
to do that by the methods that we have
persistently adopted here for some years past.
I do not want to prolong the discussion
unnecessarily ; but it is a matter that calls
for comment from every man who has the
welfare of these men at heart, and who
wants to get at the root of this trouble.

I again repeat that it is most unfortunate
that in the closing hours of the session, when
we have no opportunity of fully debating
it. we should have a most important measure
of this nature brought before us. We are of
opinion that an interchange of views would
not do any harm, but incaleulable good. I
hope the Minister is going to achieve that
which he anticipates, but personally I have
very grave doubts indeed, because I know of
nothing more calamitous than to expect a
man to live peacefully and satisfactorily on
land which at no time is ever likely to return
him sufficient to keep a wife and family.

Mr. KING (Logan): The question of
soldier settlement is mnot a question that
applies to Queensland only. It i1s Australian-
wide, and I suppose it is a question that is
agitating the minds of those in control in
every British Dominion.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It affects
every country which took part in the war.

Mr. KING: There is no doubt about that,
and under the circumstances I, like the hon.
member for Oxley, regret that a matter of
such importance should be brought forward
at the tail-end of the session: and not only
brought on at the tail-end of the session, but
rushed on to such an extent that members
of the Opposition have not had the oppor-
tunity of giving the matter that earnest con-
sideration which the subject deserves. Every-
body must admit that the question of soldier
settlement is a very burning question indeed.
It requires a tremendous amount of study
and consideration as to the best means of
solving the problems with which we are
faced in this connection. We have this Bill
thrown at us at the tail-end of the session,
and we are cxpected to discuss it in an
intelligent manner before we have even had
an oppertunity of perusing it.

The SecrETARY rOR PusLic LaNDs: I saw
no evidence of a rush this morning.

Mr. KING: We did not know where we
stood this morning. We believed that the
Bill would not go far enough in the direction
we were led to believe it would go, and we

[Mr. Elphinstone.
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asked that it should be left as open as
possible so that we should be able to amend
it in Commitiee to secure the best results
in the interest of the soldier settler. If
the Minister had given us a little more
information at that stage, we might have
saved a good deal of tirne. We know that
the scldier settlers require relief, and we
have to adopt the best means to give them
that relief. It has been said before, and
I repeat, that we ought to discuss this matter
absolutely apart frem the party standpoint,
as it is not a question of party politics.
Hon. members on this side are desirous—and
I think there are hon., members opposite
who are just as desirous as we are—of doing
the best for the returned soldier and of
improving his condition. I think the House
is wholeheartedly in favour of trying to do
something in that direction. Therefore, we
ought to consider this matter apart alto-
gether from party politics in crder to obtain
the best results. The hon. member for Bowen
spoke on this matter.

Mr. CoLLiNs: I have not spoken in this
debate yet.

Mr. KING : The hon. member spoke at the
introductory stage. I have a very kindly
feeling for the hon. member as a man,
although I think he is rather eccentric in his
politics. I was rather surprised to hear the
hon. member—who, perhaps, has suffered
bereavement as much as anyone in the House
through the loss of his scn—say that he would
like to sce the word ¢ soldier” eliminated
from the scheme altogether.

Mr. Coutixs: Hear, hear!

Mr., XING: I am sorry for that, because
I recognise that soldiers are men to whom
we must give the very best consideration.
It is for their benefit that we are discussing
this Bill, and they are worthy of the highest
consideration. When we remember what
they did for us, we ought to consider what
we can do for them.

Mr, Corrins: Is not the Bill called “ The
Discharged Soldiers’ Settlement Acts Amend-
ment Bill 77

Mr. KING: VYes, and we are dealing
with soldiers. I do not want this House or
the people of Queensland to forget that we
are dealing with soldiers—not with the object
of perpetuating the idea of war, but more for
the purpose of vealising our obligations and
responsibilities to these soldiers.

Mr. Corning: There are more soldiers in
my electorate than in any other electorate
in Queensland, and there are no complaints
from them at all.

Mr. KING: That may be so. The hon.
member, when speaking this morning,
seemed to think that certain large land-
owners in Queensland should have come
forward and placed their lands at the
disposal of these returned men. I do mnot
agree with the hon. member in that. This
is not the concern of any individual land-
owner in Queensland. It is the concern of
the people of Queensland, and, as Parliament
is representative of the people of Queensland,
it is the concern of Parliament. I do not
think it is right to cast aspersions on men
who own large areas of land because they
did not give the land necessary for this
purpose. 1In dealing with discharged soldiers
we are dealing with a class of men who per-
haps have become different to the ordinary
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members of the community. They were taken
From their civil avocations in the community
and sent away to a different life altogether.
We might say that some of them lived for
four or five years in hell, and subject to
every inducement to change their characters
and dispositions. Can we expect these men—
who are not the men in character and dis-
position who went away—to gc back to their
ordinary eivil avocations without any trouble?
Mr. Burcocx: Does not that prove the
difficulty of the Government’s problem?

Mr. KING: I know it does, It is a very
dificult problem indeed to deal with, as I
have already said, and we as an Opposition
are sincerely desirous of agsisting the Govern-
ment to deal with it. We are deahng with
men who have changed in character and
disposition to a large “extent by being taken
away from peaceful civil life and thrown into
the turmoil of the worst war that has ever
been known.

Mr. Coirins: The men who went to the
.South African war gave no trouble at all.

Mr. KING: I do not think anybody would
compare the South African war with the
horrors of the Huropean war, Taking all
things into consideration, it is a very difficult
thmg indeed to settle these men again in
civil life.

Mr. F. A. CoorER: There was a great dis-
parity in the gratuities.

Mr. KING : I do not think any differentia-
tion was made so far as gratuity was con-
cerned. I understand they all got a gratu-
ity according to their length of service.
We have to settle these men to the best
advantage, and the trouble appears to me
to be to a very large extent that they have
been settled on inferior land. Therefore,
the necessity arises for us to pass leglslatlon
which will relieve them of their liabilities
to a large extent. In my electorate I have
the Mount Gravatt soldier settlement, where
the settlers carry on the business of poultry-
raising. I cannot help saying that the selec-
tion of the Mount Gravatt site was ill-advised
and misconceived, because, if ever there was
o failure of a soldier settlement, it is to be
found in that place.

Mr. Butcook: Some of the settlers have
succeeded.
Mr. KING: Verr few; and every credit

is due to those few. A small portion of
the settlement may be suitable for this par-
ticular purpose, but the greater part is not.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDs: How do
you explain the fact that some have failed on
exactly the same quality of land on which
others have succeeded?

Mr. KING: That is where I differ from
the hon. gentleman. The land is not of the
same quality. There you have a tract of
land with a very small area which you can
call good. The rest is barren ridges with no
Jand or very little land sultable for culti-
vation, and no water supply. I have been
told by poultry experts and by men who have
tried to make a living there that the essen-
tials for a poultry settlement of this descrip-
tion are sufficient land to enable one to grow
a little bit of green feed, and a water
supply.

Mr. Burcock: All those favourable con-
ditions obtain at Fnoggera, but there is no
greater ratio of success at Enoggera than at
Mount Gravatt.
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Mr. KING : They have been more success-
ful at Enoggera than at Mount Gravatt.
There are very few of the original settlers
remaining at Mount Gravatt, and they have
not been outstanding successes, They have
striven and struggled from hand to mouth to
make a living. They have put every penny
they had into the business, including their
gratuity money, and many have lost, and
they have had to go; and one of the worst
features of the business is that some of the
men who have had to abandon their holdings
have been threatened with action for their
rent and some of them have been ,ued It
is to be deplored that, when a man has to
leave his holdmg—and a man will not leave
hiz place if he can muk a living—and when
he is down and out, he should be threat:ned
with a writ. It has bren my privilege to be
of some little assistance professionally to
some of these men.

[7.30 p.m.]

The Bill proposes to validate c¢ortain
advances already made, and the Government
propose to wipe out a certain amount due
as interest, but to extend differential treut-
ment in this respect. In some cases the
interest is wiped off up to 1st January, 1825,
in other cases up to lst January. 1926, and in
other cases up to 1st January, 1928. I belicve
that there should be no differentiation at all.

The SecreTARY FOR PUBLIC LANDs: It theve
no differentiation between grazing, dairying,
and fruitgrowing propositions?

Mr. KING: I do not think that matters.
They are all working under disabilities.
Most of them have failed, and that is why
they ask for relief. If any settlers are entitled
to relief on the score of the barrenness or
unsuitability of the ground upon which they
were dumped, then the settlers at Mount
Gravatt are entitled to be forgiven theiv
interest to 1st January, 1928, instead of to lst
January, 1926. That is a fault that I find vnth
the Bill. The Government are making a big
song about wiping off thesec arrears of
interest; but they thought nothing of wiping
off .BSO0,000 in connection with State enter-
prises. According to the Auditor-General’s
report, a sum of £250,000 has been written
off as the result of abandonment of properties
by soldier settlers. If the Government cun
wipe off £800,000 in connection with State
enterprizes, then surely they can make some
concession to soldier settlers!

Many reasons have been advanced as to
why theee settlements have not been a success.
Provision is made in the Bill for increasing
the aveas, and that might assist in some
cases. I certainly think the Bill is one that
does not go nearly far enough, and deals with
a question that 1s too big to be dealt with
in the last davs of the session. We shculd
appoint 19pmsentat1vcs from both sides of
the Chamber to go into the question. ILet
us get down to bedrock and deal with the
matter in the best possible way.

It has been stated that it will be necessary
for the settlers in the future to seek further
relief. It us deal with this matter once
and for all on a satisfactory basis in order
that we may do the very best we can for
these men. Some seem to think that, if they
cannot make.a success on these extended
terms, they need only struggle along for a
further period, when they can seek further
concessions. That is not a way in which to
build up the manhood of this class of settler,

Mr. King.]
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We want to give all the relief that is pos-
sible in order to place them on a fair and
square footing, and then let them battle
for themselves.

There are certain matters in the Bill which
require & close investigation, and I hope
that, when the Bill reaches the Committee
stage, the Minister will be reasonable and
accept amendments. 1 am afraid, however,
that our opportunities in that respect will be
limited.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Minister will be reasonable.

Jir. KING: I believe that the Minister is
desirous that the measure shall be a real and
not an 1imaginary relief to the soldier
settlers; and we can only attain that end
by tne Minister being reasonable and accept-
g amendments.

Mr. CLAYTON (Wide Bay): I did not
speak on the introductory stage of this Bill
because I believed I could do so in a more
intelligent way when the Bill was circulated.

The SECRETARY YOR LABOUER AND INDUSIRY:
That 18 a castigation of members of your
party who spoke this morning.

Mr. CLAYTOXN: The Bill was not circu-
lated until after the Blinister began to make
his sccond reading speech. It 1s absolutely
wrong that the business of the Xouse should
be conducted in that way when an important
measure of this sort is brought down.

The

For years and years we have been dis-
cussing the question of affording relief to
soldier sottlers, but it is questionable whether
this Bil} will afford the relief that is neces-
sary to ensure the success of our soldier
settlernent scheme. It would be a move in
the right direction to appoint a commission
from both sides of the House to go nto and
discuss this problem. It is a very serious
problem for Queensland, and the returned
soldier settlers are suffering at the present
time.

It has been said that the soldier has not
n:ade 2 success of the land settlement scheme
through inexperience. I can disprove that
assertion by showing that where returned
men have been settled on good land they have
made good.

OppoSTTION MEMBERS : Hear, hear!
Mr. CLAYTON: It is the land that has

been at fault, and nothing else has contri-
buted to the failure of the soldiers to inake
good. The hon. member for Bowen slated
that he has a successful soldier settlement in
his electorate.

Mr. CowLins: I never said anything of the
sort. I said I had settlements of soldiers in
my district—not returned soldier settlements.

Mr. CLAYTON : That is because the land
in the Bowen district is suitable for settle-
ment purposes, I do not know of any worse
land that could have been selected in South
Queensland for soldier settlement than that
which was selected.

The failure of Beerburrum was due to the
land keing generally unsuitable for agricul-
ture or fruitgrowing. That land would have
been taken up years and years ago if it had
been suitable for those purposes. The men
who woere responsible for the settlement of
soldiers at Becerburrum should not be allowed

[Mr. King.
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to negotiate with regard to any further land
settlement in the future. A great many hold-
ings at Beerburrum have been deserted.
Some of the men at Beerburrum have been
successfully settled at Mary’s Creek, in the
Gympie district. I have been informed that,
when the late Mr. Coyne was Secretary for
Public Lands, he had a consultation with
the hon. member for Cooroora with regard
to the scrub lands in the Gympie district. As
a result of those negotiations returned
soldiers took up land at Mary’s Creek, where
they have proved successful settlers. That
Is an instance proving that the land was to
blame for their previous failure and not the
men.

The Bill is also intended to afford relief
by writing off outstanding interest pay-
ments. 1 do not know that the writing off
of interest is going to settle the question
of soldier settlements. We should go sericusly
and thoroughly into the question—more so
than is going to be done by the introduction
ot this Bill. I know that previously interest
has been wiped off, and that many men who
have had their interest wiped off have not
been conscientious with regard to meeting
their indebtedness to the State. I shall
quote an unfortunate experience that occurred
in my district. A man had a cane property
in the Bauple area, and borrowed the money
from the mill to meet his indebtedness to
the State. He met his interest three days
before the date of the concession, and he
had to continue in dcbt through the fol-
lowing off scason because he had met his
indebtedness in  an  honourable manner,
wherecas those who had failed to mect their
indebtedness were afforded relief. I put the
matter before the then Secretary for Pullic
Lands, the present Premier, but he failed to
afford any relief to that man. It is regret-
table that such cases cannot receive more
favourable consideration for such men are
genuine settlers

The Elambah settlement, in my eloctorate,
which is near Cinnabar, has proved a failure,
and the reason for that is that the land is
not suitable for cultivation and the arecas are
far too small. Fancy those soldier settlers
having to go on land where the rainfall is
inadequate and where the areas are from
only 98 to 110 acres! I brought the matter
under the notice of the then Secretary for
Public Lands, the late Mr. Coyne, and asked
that these men should be permitted to take
additional lands which had been thrown open
in the district. The reply was that they had
a living area and were not eligible to take
un additional land. The result is that some
of those holdings are now deserted. As the
men deserted the holdings I agam brought
the matter before the Minister to see whether
two of the areas could not be thrown into
one, so enabling the remaining settlers to
continue,

The SPEAKER: Order! I would point
out that the hon. member cannot discuss the
whole ambit of soldier settlement on this
Bill. The Bill is to amend the Act “in cer:
tain particulars.”

Mr. CLAYTON: Clause 10 states that
under this Bill the Government are moving
to increase areas that have been selected,
and I am trying to prove the necessity for
increasing these areas. It is essentinl that
the arcas in the Flambah scttlement should
be enlarged. I have a letter from this
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settlement, written by a representative of

the settlers there, and with your permission,
Mr. Speaker, I will read it to the House—

“ Cinnabar,
“ 20th September, 1926.

“ Mr. Clayton, M.L.A.,
“ Parliament House,
““ Brisbane.

“ Dear Sir,—Just a line notifying you
that we were successful in our applica-
tion for Government rations through your
prompt action in interviewing the Home
Secretary on our behalf, and we all
thank you for your kindness. Things
are getting shocking round here; cattle
are dying, and the rain is as far off
as ever. I can see us losing every hoof
if we don’t get rain shortly; no grass
to be seen anywhere, and the water is
giving out. 1 would like you now, on
our behalf, to either interview the
manager of the Agricultural Bank or
bring the question up in the House to
see if it is at all possible to get the
bank to give us concessions whereby we
shall not be called upon to pay any
interest on moneys loaned until such
times as the seasons change, so as to
give us a chance of getting on our fect
agzin, Kvery one of us has got into
debt, and are destitute through not
earning sufficient to meet our monthly
‘ tucker ’ bills, caused through the adverse
seasons, and the small areas allotted
to us, they being insufficient to carry
more milkers whereby we could earn
more in the full milking (such as it is)
to tide us over the months in which we
are unable to milk at all.

“ Trusting you will take whatever
action you think most effective; also
hoping we are not encroaching too much
on your valuable time,

“1 am,
““ Yours faithfully,
“ Ralph Kershaw.”

That is the position of a soldier settlement
in my electorate at the present time, and
we should do everything we possibly can to
afford relief to those settlers. I would sug-
gest that a representative be sent up to
that settlement to go thoroughly into the
position and ascertain whether the areas
are too small and see if it is not possible
to allow these men larger areas than ther
now have, and thus put them in a position
in which they can make a living. Some of
these men could be most successfully settled
in the Gympie district. We have made the
suggestion—I think the Minister is favour-
able to it—that certain scrub lands in the
Gympie district could be utilised for the
production of bananas, combined with pine
growing. That land could be made avail-
able at a very small cost, and I trust that
the Minister will give favourable considera-
tion to the proposal. Unfortunately we have
not had very much time to go thoroughly
into the Bill so as to ascertain what is
necessary to improve the conditions of the
soldier settlers; but we shall bring forward
certain amendments, and, if the Minister is
reasonable and can see his way to accept
them, they will be in the interests of the
returned soldiers.
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Myr. H. M. RUSSELL (Toombul): I am
quite sure that the Minister will be pleased
to hear suggestions from this side of the
House on this very important matter. Time
is not wasted in getting the opinions of
members on both sides of the House, as this
is a question that is beyond party, and a
matter demanding immediate redress. I have
no soldier settlements in my electorate, so
that any opinion I may express is not biased
in any way, nor can I be accused of “ talking
to the gallery.” We are all of opinion that
we owe a duty to these men. While every
State in Australia has put through legisla-
tion to deal with this question, it must be
admitted that a great deal of money has
been wasted. We all appreciate the motives
behind the measures which were introduced
into the various Legislatures of Australia,
but we must admit to-day——

Mr. RIORDAN (Burke): I rise to a point

of order. I would draw your attention, Mr.
Speaker, to Standing Order 141, which
reads—

“Mr. Speaker, or, in a Committec of
the Whole House, the Chairman, may
call the attention of the House or the
Committee, as the case may be, fo con-
tinued irrelevance or tedious repetition
on the part of a member, either of his
own arguments or the arguments used by
other members, and may after such
warning direct the member to discon-
tinue his speech: Provided that the
member so directed may require Mr.
Speaker or the Chairman, as the case
may be, to put the question that he be
further heard, and such question, 1f so
required to be put, shall be put without
debate.”

The SPEAKER: The hon. member for
Toombul, having just risen, has not yet been
guilty of tedious repetition.

Opposition MEeuBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. H. M. RUSSELL: I know quite well
that T am in your hands, Mr. Speaker, and
that I shall get a fajr deal from you.
think the hon. member’s intervention was
rather out of place, inasmuch as I had only
just started.

Mr. BuLcock: What you said has been
repeated fifty times.

Mr. H. M. RUSSELL: So far I have not
said anything that has been said before.
(Government laughter.) I was leading up to
the point that this is ome of the greatest
financial tragedies in the history of the
State, and the Commonwealth and the Com-
monwealth Government are very much
involved. It is not really within our pro-
vinge at this juncture to castigate the Govern-
ment for any of the blunders they have
committed. What they did was, 1 concede,
done in good faith, and in common with the
legislation passed in other States we endea-
voured to settle this problem in our own
way; but, after reading the Auditor-General’s.
report, we must admit that there has been
a complete record of disaster ever since the
inception of this legislation. The Govern-
ment are to be commended in that they are
endeavouring to give some redress to the
soldier settlers. While the proposals are in
the right direction, I hope to show that they
do not go far enough inasmuch as they do
not strike at the root of the matter, and it

Mr. H. M. Russell.]
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is simply staving off the question for another
year or two. While we are dealing with the
matter, we should endeavour to effect a
radical cure of the whole trouble, but I do
not think this Bill will have that result. If
the Minister had given us earlier notice of
this Bill, we might have been able to save
a good deal of time to-day.

_Mr. Buircock: What about tedious repe-
tition now?

Mr. H. M. RUSSELL: You are not the
Speaker, anyhow. I am prepared to accept
the Speaker’s ruling, and not yours,

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
must address the Chair.

1Mr. H. M. RUSSELL: We certainly
adopted wrong methods at the beginning.
We all considered that, when these mon came
back from the war, they should settle on the
land, inasmuch as they would otherwise
disturb the industrial ~conditions of the
country; but failures have resulted. A lot
of the trouble would have been obviated if
at the totftset the .xﬁrious Governments had
appointed responsible men to give
advice to the settlers, & proper

The SECRETARY FOR Pusric LaNDS:
did appoint responsible men,

Mr. H. M. RUSSELL: T think th
notable instance of failure is Béeﬁbirﬁ?ﬁ?
Anyone who knows anything about the North
Coast country knows that the Beerburrum
area consists of poor sandy soil. There was
& g stretch of unoccupied country there
and. had the land been any good, thére is no
doubt that the district “would have been
cloiely settled twenty years ago. I cannot
understund for one moment how Beerburrum
came to be selected. Tf the Government were
advised by responsible or experienced men, I
am sorry to say they were wrongly advised
because to-day 1t is the outstanding failure of
all the settlements. T really think that the
wisest thing to do at Beerburrum would be
to “ throw in the towel ”” and put the men
elsr"whore.‘ I do not think that the method
proposed in the Bill of forgiving the interest
till the end of 1927 is going to have any
effect whatever. Tt is o temporary palliative
and does not strike at the roof of the
trouble. The land at Beerburram is costly
to work and to maintsin, and I think 1%
would be far better if the settlement were
abandoned altogether. It is beyond my com-
prehension, why when legislation was frst
introduced, -the Government did not endea-
vour to scttle men on some of the rich serub
Iazvds in their possession. Tt was only the
othor day that a large quantity of pine
timber was sold in the Maryborough district.
Wherever nine grows we have verv fine soil.
and in 1917, when the first Discharged
Soldiers’ Settlement Act was passed. the
Government were In possession of large tracts
of Serub country at Yarraman and in other
districts, and, if a few acres of decent
country had been given to these men, I
venture to say that the majority of them
would now be making a decent living. On
land like that at Beerburrum that is impos-
sible. T have always said that it is hungry
miserable country hardly suitable even for
pasturage. In order to help these men the
Government of the day decided to establish a
pineapple cannery, the idea being to encour-
age them to go in for the culture of pine-

iMr. H. M. Russell.
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apples on a large scale. This very fine
expensive cannery, with an up-to-date plant,
has not been a success because it has been
found impossible to pack the Queensland
pineapple and export it at a profit because
the markets of the world are supplied with
cheaper pineapples from the Sandwich
Islands and other places. So the idea behind
the cannery has fallen to the ground, and
the men at Beerburrum have to rely on the
local market, which is so small that it does
not take very long to overtake the consump-
tion of this commodity. Therefore, 1 say
that the proposal to forgive the interest at
Beerburrum will not have the effect which
the Government wish. It is an experiment,
and we all hope it is going to be a success,
because our sympathy goes out to the men
who have had such a hard struggle there.

What I have said in regard to Beerburrum
applies to other distriets, but Stanthorpe
offers another case of failure where men with
no knowledge of fruitgrowing have been put
cn the land. Stanthorpe is in a very dry
area and, what is worse, the settlers have
had to fight the fruit-ly pest. The proposal
in the Bill is to write off the interest until
five years after the planting of the first fruit
trees on each holding, the intention being to
give each man five years’ clear run without
the payment of interest. I do not think that
at the end of five vears they will be able to
pay interest, and I am perfectly sure that
they will find it very difficult to pay back
any capital.

8 p.m.]

The settlers at Stanthorpe were encouraged
to produce fruit and vegetables, and in order
to assist them a pulping factory was estab-
lished, but unfortunately that has proved a
failure and has been closed When it was
anticipated that a large tonnage of toma-
toes would be treated, forward contracis for
tomato pulp were made in the South, but
it was eventually found that the dry weather
had reduced the output by from 75 per cent.
to 80 per cent, No doubt a number of the
men in the Stanthorpe district have been
very disheartened, and most of them have
left the job practically broken-hearted.

It was pointed out by one hon. member
that the soldier settlers had made a success
in the Gympie district, but that was because
they were settled in decent country. The
hon. member for Cooroora knows that there
is decent scrub land around Gympie upon
which seftlers have been able to make a
decent living in growing bananas and other
things. Rather than encourage the settlers
by promises to continue with what seems to
be a hopeless task, it would be far better,
even now, if they were shifted to better
country where they would have a better
chance of making a decent living.

The Bill provides for differential treat-
ment in the matter of writing off interest. No
doubt the Minister will explain the reason
for that when we are in Committee. It is
to be hoped that it will give the settlers the
necessary relief.

To my mind the most important maiter
dealt with in the Bill is the writing-down of
capital. The Bill provides—

“In any case where any officer or
officers deputed in. that behalf by the
Minister to make inquiry has or have,
after such inquiry, recommended to the



Discharged Soldiers® Settlement 17 NOVEMBER.]

Minister that relief should be extende:dl
to a discharged soldier who has obtained
an advance by reducing the capital sum
of such advance, the Minister may afford
the relief so recommended. . ..’

"To me that is the most notable feature of
the Bill. I believe that it will be necessary
in a great many instances to write down the
capital cost to these soldier settlers to encour-
age them to remain on their blocks, I know
it is a difficult matter for men to leave their
habitation and seek pastures new; but, if it is
at all possible to keep them there, we should
write down the capital cost and place them
in a better financial position to meet their
obligations. This is the main feature of the
Bill, and I hope the settlers will receive at
the hands of the Minister the most favour-
able consideration. It is not too late for
the Government to overhaul the whole ques-
¢ion of soldier settlements. A number of
these men are very restive, and no doubt
have a number of grievances, and it should
be our object to try to make them contented.

The Government might well go to the
expense of appointing one or two experts
in agriculture, fruitgrowing, and kindred
subjects to go round the various soldier
settlements and advise these men, a great
number of whom are unacquainted with
agriculture and its kindred subjects, and it
must mean years of labour to them before
they become acclimatised. I hope the Go-
vernment will give this suggestion serious
consideration.

It is to be hoped that the effect of the
passing of this measure with amendments
will be that some of the grievances which are
at present pressing very heavily on the
soldier settlers will be redressed. It should
be our main object to make the lot of our
rural population as comfortable and con-
tented as possible in order to encourage them
to remain on the land and produce com-
modities required by the community.

Mr. WALKER (Cooroora): 1 did not take
part in this debate on the introduction of the
Bill because I did not believe the time was
opportune, as I desired to see the Bill to
ascertain  what proposals the Government
really intended to bring down.

T regret very much that the second reading
of such an important Bill should take place
so hurriedly. Every session since the war
took place we have had discussions in
this Chamber on soldier settlement. There
seems t0 be no finality to the subject, and I
am afraid that, if this Bill is hurried through
in the manner in which it is probably going
to be. we shall continue this debats not
only next session, but also in the following
session.

The question of soldier settlement is a big
one. There is a certain amount of sense in
the concessions contained in the Bill—that is,
from what we can gather by casually hurry-
ing through it—but there is a great deal
more to be done than merely passing this Bill.

In the first place, we must recognise that
soldier seftlement is a very big question
indeed. The amount of land which we have
in Queensland suitable for closer settlement
work hss been so much exaggerated as to
create false ideas in the minds of many
peoplo. We have very little land for pro-
duction with a good rainfall. While the
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nen were returning from the war we heard
vague rumours about settling 1,000,000 men
on 1,000,000 farms. That Idea originated
away from Australia. Probably that impres-
sion was created by our boasting about our
own country. The result was that we rushed
the returned men on their return on to land
which was quite unsuitable for settlement
purposes. I recognise that the Government
acted very honourably in asking that a mem-
ber of the Opposition should be appointed
to the Commonwealth Returned Soldiers’
Land Settlement Committee to advise in
regard to the formation of these settlements.
It is only fair, therefore, that the Opposition
should take a certain amount of responsi-
bility in regard to any mistakes that may
have occurred. Then we must go a little
farther and remember that all over the world
wherever they have had soldier settlement
schemes they have proved a downright
failure. They have proved a failure in
Queensland, New South Wales, and Western
Australia. The greatest failure took place
in Canada last year. The experiences of that
country prove that it is a difficult matter
to settle men on the land—not because they
are soldiers, but because—and this is the
main reason—they have been away from
ordinary methods of livelihood and a certain
amount of relaxation has taken place, and
discipline has been thrown on one side.
Besides, both State and Federal Governments
were particularly liberal during this war in
the matter of advances to soldiers, and we
gave big gratuities. Everything looked
particularly green.  Unfortunately, that
money was not spent as wisely as 1t might
have been. While the settlement in Canada
proved to be a failure, the land given to
those soldiers and upon which they failed
has since been given to English selectors,
who have proved a success. I recognise that
we have still to surmount the difficulty. I
also recognise that, while soldier settlement
on the group system has been a failure, the
opposite has occurred with regard to indivi-
dual settlers. In the Gympic district
hundreds of returned soldiers have proved
themselves individually as successful as any
other farmers, even under drought condi-
tions. T hope we shall have no more group
settlements.

The SECRETARY FOR PrBLic LavDs: Even
some of the ordinary group settlements have
proved failures.

Mr. WALKER : Most of our group settle-
ments have proved failures, although I
know of a number established in the time
of the late Hon. J. T. Bell that proved
otherwise. There is something missing—
something which takes away incentive and
prevents a man from doing his best. At the
same time, I consider the Premier was wrong
the other night in saying that these men were
not snitable for land settlement. One has
only to come in contact with individual
settlers to realise that that is not so. Take
the Gympie area, where a large tract of
country has been cut up into 40 and 80-acre
blocks and selected by miners under the old
agricultural homestead conditions. Those
men have done exceptionally well. The main
fault with regard to group settlement was the
mistakes made by the adviser. The man
who advised the Government to take up such
country as Beerburrum and Coominya for
soldier settlements should be ashamed of
himseclf if he classes himself as a practical

Mr. Walker.}
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man. There is no excuse for him. When the
Becrburrum settlement proved to be so disas-
trous, the Minister, the late Mr. H. Coyne,
got in touch with me regarding the Calico
Creek district, and ten or twelve men were
transferred to that district from Beerburrum.
To-ddy those men, as the Minister knows,
are absolutely successful.

The SecrETARY FOr Pubric LaNps: Some
were also transferred from the Highlands
settlement.

Mr. WALKER: That is so, on account of
the frosts. The Highlands settlement was
another wistake. Those experiences prove
that these men can be successfully settled.

I have some good suggestions to make, and
I would like them to be taken into considera-
tion. I would like to see a committee
formed consisting of a couple of practical
farmers from each side of this House. Those
men could assist the Minister in his endea-
vours to right the situation. I realise that
the Minister has been backed up with very
good assistance in the past, and the present
Premier also received excellent assistance
while he was Secretary for Public Lands.

They want outside help, and I venture to
say that, if they get that, they will settle
many of these discontented men to-day. Put
them up in the Mary Valley. The Govern-
ment could settle hundreds of returned men
there to-morrow, if they only threww open
the land. It is good land. I am prepared
to take any man over that land and show
him land that can be put into work to-
morrow. If the Minister cannot alienate
that land, allow them to have it under the
system of reafforestation which has been
initiated by the department this year, and
let them grow bananas and pine trees. That
will get over the dificulty. Bananas to-day,
according to the * Courier,” are worth 25s.
per case. . That is a good price. But we
do not want to put all our energies into
the growing of fruit. That was one of the
mistakes at Beerburrum. Had we been able
to export our bananas to countrics where
there is an unlimited demand, I have no
hesitation in saying that we could put all
our Jend under bananas to-morrow and suc-
cessfully settle Beerburrum. I would like
the Minister to do as I suggest and make
a name for himself. If he does that, he
will surmount the greatest difficulty he has
had to contend with since he has been in
the House; and he could settle numbers of
soldiers inside twelve months if he could get
surveyors to work or would accept a feature
survey.

It is proposed under this Bill to enlarge
the areas. That has been the cause of a lot
of complaint. Take the Atherton Tableland,
where they have beautiful land. Nobody
can dispute the quality of that land for
maizegrowing, but, if any common-sense
farmer took the trouble to work out the
return per acre from maize and multiplied
it by the maximum area given by the Crown,
he would sce instantly that the soldier settlers
at Atherton could not make the basic wage
on the area given to them. Now it is
proposed to enlarge those areas; but how
are they going to give a settler more land
when someone has taken up the adjacent
block ? There is only one course open, and
that is to throw open any land available

[Myr. Walker.
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on the Atherton Tableland. I do not know
whether any is available there, but, generally
speaking, there is no land down here avail-
able for settlement where a man could make
a living, excep$ in the Mary Valley, that is
suitable for good, closer settlement. Is it
worth while entering into experiments of
this deseription? We have had too much
advice up to the present time, and have had
to wipe off £320,000. It has cost a couple
of million pounds already, and why run any
more risk of wasting money on some hasty
scheme? We should consider the question
more seriously, and give more time to it
than is being done at present. We know
perfectly well that these soldiers did excellent
work in fighting for us. We do not want to
harp on that too much, but we give them all
credit for it. They have been generously
treated all along, but it is a fair thing to
sce that they get an onportunity of earning
a decent livelihood. I know any number
of returned men who have never had an
opportunity of taking up land. Men on this
side of the Chamber have sons who have
never had an opportunity of taking up land,
as no land has been thrown open in their
districts since the war.

They may have had to go away up North,
or as far as the settlement in the Stan-
thorpe district away from the places ther
know. We say we ought to be fair and
meet the needs of the returned soldier. If he
desires it, let us give him an opportunity of
taking up work under the conditions which
prevail to-day, and we shall then be doing a
fair thing; but we want to follow that up
with good practical advice. We can get the
advice of a committee composed of members
of this House, and it will not incur any
expense at all to get that advice. A com-
mittee of five members of the House, for
instance, could advise the Minister in
regard to dairying, banana, or pine-growing
land, or in regard to anvthing else which is
produced in Queensland. The committeo
could meet every six months, or we could
have a committee of inspection, as the case
might be. There is nothing to stop us from
getting at the root of the trouble and pro-
viding for men who are looking for land
to-day.

We have a monument in Beerburrum. which
is a disgrace to Queensland. There are large
areas of sandy country with really no good
soil, and the land is of a poor character.
The clearing of the land cost as much as
£40 an acre. The land was over-capitalised
at the start. The soldier lost his money and
got into debt, and the worst of it is that he
has given four or five years of his life to
no purpose, and that time cannot be recalled.
Let us see if we cannot meet these men and
help them to overcome the difficulty even by
slowing down the passage of the Bill. Do not
Jlet us hurry the Bill through, but adjourn
it for a week or two, or perhaps till next
session. If we appoint a committee to go
into the matter, we shall do far more good
than by rushing this legislation through in
the way in which it is being rushed through
at the present time.

The PREMIER (Hon.

Cairns): 1 beg to move—

W. MecCormack,

“ That the question be now put.”
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Question—That the question be now put—
put; and the House divided : —

AYES, 38,
Mr. Barber Mr. Larcombe
,» Bedford 5 Llewelyn
,» Bruce ., Lloyd
., Bulcock ., McCormack
» Carter ., MecLachlan
,, Collins ,., Mullan
s, Cooper, ¥, A. . O’Keefe
,,» Cooper, W. ,, Payne
,,» Dash ,» Pollock
., Dunstan ,» Riordan
,, Farrell ., Ryan, C.J.
,» Ferricke ., Ryan, H..J.
,, TFoley . Smith
,, Gledson . Stopford
,» Hanlon . Weir
,, Hanson ,, Wellington
,» Hynes . Wilson
s Jones ,, Winstanley
,, Kirwan . Wright

Tellers: Mr. Qrure and Mr. IL. J, Ryan,

Nows. 25,
Mr. Barnes, G. P. Mr. Maxwell
,» Bell ., Moore
,» Brand ,» Morgan
,, Clayton . Nott
,» Corser ,, Peterson
.. Deacon ., Roberts
s» Edwards 5 Russell, H, M.
.» Elphinstone ,» Sizer
. Fry . Swayne
. Kelso ,,» Taylor
4 Kgrr .. Walker
.» King ,, Warren
,,» Logan
Tellers: Mr. Nott and Mr. Peterson.
Parx.
AYES. Nous,
Mr. Land. Mr, Appe’.

Resolved in the affirmative.

Question—That the Bill be now rend a
second time—put and passed.

The consideration of the Bill in Committec
was made an Order of the Day for to-morrow.

SUPREME COURT ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL,
InITIATION IN COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Pollock, Gregory, in the chair.)

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.
Mullan, Flinders): 1 beg to move—
. “That it is desirable that a Biil be
introduced to amend the Supreme Court
Acts Amendment Act of 1903 in a certain
particular.”

The object of this Bill is to repeal section
2 of the Supreme Court Acts Amendment Act
of 1903, which provides that the Governor in
Council may appoint the senior puisne judge
of the Supreme Court for the time being
resident in Brisbane to be the senior puisne
judge of the court.

Mr. Comrser: What is the object of the
Bill?

. The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: 1 am lead-
ing up to that. This section gives the Go-
vernor in Council a discretion so far as
appointing the judge is concerned; but_as
to who is to be appointed there is mo dis-
cretion, because it compels the Governor in
Council to appoint the senior puisne judge
for the time being resident in Brisbane.

[8.30 p.m.]

If thp Goverrment to-day wished to appoint
a senior puisne judge, we would find il
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difficult without legislation to determine who
is the senior puisne judge of the Supreme
Court, because at present the two judges
who have the longest period of service upon
the Supreme Court bench are resident in
Brisbane and were appointed upon the same
day. It is necessary to remove this anomaly
and prevent its recurrence. We desire fo give
the  CGovernment unfettered discretion in
deciding entirely on the merits 6f the indi-
vidual, rather than on length of service, who
shall be the senior puisne judge, and the
Bill, instead of limiting the choice of the
senior puisne judge to the senior resident
judge in Brisbane, gives the Government
unfettered control to appoint any member of
the judiciary except the Chief Justice to be
the senior puisne judge.

Mr. Moorg: Will the senior puisne judge
have any more powers than any other judge?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Yes. There
are certain duties which devolve upon him.
In the appointment of a Chief Justice: the
Government have unfettered discretion. We
appoint the man whom we consider most
suitable for the position, and, if we have the
right to do that in the case of the Chief
Justice, it is equally desirable that we should
have the same powers in connection with the
appointment of a senior puisne judge. In
answer to the question raised by the Leader
of the Opposition, I wish to point out that
in certain circumstances the senior puisne
judge has the custody of the scals of the
Supreme Court of Queensland, and in other
circumstances, such as a vacancy in the
position of Chief Justice, every process and
writ is issued out of the Supreme Court
in the name of the senior puisne judge.
Again there is e dormant commission
which has been issued, not only to the Chief
Justice, but also in the name of the senior
puisne judge, so that in certain circum-
stances he may exercise that commission in
the absence of the Governor or Lieutenant-
Governor. During the absence of the Chief
Justice in another State it is necessary to
have some judge to whom the officers of the
court may look for guidance, and finally it
is very desirable that the Chief Justice should
have somebody to act as his deputy in
certain circumstances.

Mr. Kmve: He has to preside in the Full
Court when a decision of the Chief Justice is
being appealed against.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Yes. There
is nothing contentious in the imeasure, which
is very desirable and necessary:

Question put and passed.

The House resumed.

The CzaTRMAN reported that the Committee
had come to a resolution.

_ The resolution was agreed to.

FirsT READING.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.
Mullan, Flinders) presented the Bill, and
moved—

_“That the Bill be now read a firsk
time.”

Question put and passed.

SecoND READING.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.
Mullan., Flinders): There is really no
further explanation necessary than that

Hon. J. Mullan.]
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which I gave when moving for leave to
introduce the Bill. I therefore move—

“That the Bill be now read a second
time.”

Mr. MoORGAN: You have not told us whom
you are going to appoint.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL:
tell you what I do not know.
laughter.)

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): The Minister has
not told us the reason for this Bill. We have
recently heard rumours that the Chief Justice
V&:ln probably be appointed Lieutenant-
Governor of this State, as it is the desire
of Labour members that he should be the
representative of the King in Queensland.
Is that the reason for the proposed power
to appoint a senior puisne judge? The hon.
gentleman has not stated what are the inten-
tions of the Government in the matter, and
I am seeking for the reason. Generally
when the Government introduce a Bill there
is some reason behind it.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: There is always
a sound reason for everything we do.
(Laughter.)

Question put and passed.

I cannot
(Opposition

COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Pollock, Gregory, in the chair.)

Clause 1— Amendment of section 2
ilppomtment of senior puisne judge”’—agreed
o

The House resumed.

The CHAIRMAN reported the Bill without
amendment.

THIRD READING.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.
Mullan, Flinders): I beg to move—

_“That the Bill be now read a third
time.”

Question put and passed.

LOCAL AUTHORITIES ACTS AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SeconD Reapine.

The - HOME SECRETARY

Hon. .
Stopford, Mount Morgan) : e

I beg to move—

. That the Bill be now read a second
time.”
Mr. MOORE (Aubigny): Is the Minister

not going to give us any informati
this Bill ? v on as to

The HoME SECRETARY : T will giv
later.

My, MOQRE: This Bill is not as clear as
we would like it to be. This Bill has only
one principle in it; but it contains a pro-
vision for the making of a special rate to
cover a whole area. That is already in the
principal Act, and I do not know why it is
included here.

e it to you

. The Houme SecrrTarv: That applies only
if the place is partly sewered.

Mr. MOORE: There is nothing here to
make that clear.

[Hon. J. Mullan.
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The HomE SECRETARY: This applies speci-
fically to Toowoomba, but I do not want
to cut out Townsville, Rockhampton, and
other centres.

Mr. MOORE:
Toowoomba Town Council.
and (#) of clause 2 read—

“(u) Make and levy a special rate, to
be called ¢ a special sewerage and cleans-
ing rate,’ upon lands within its area,
whether occupied or not; or

“(b) Make and levy a special rate, to
be called *a special sewerage rate,” upon
the lands, whether occupied or not, in
the locality defined as aforesaid . ..”

Later the clause says—

“ All moneys raised by the local autho-
rity in the exercise of its powers under
paragraph (a) or paragraph (b) of this
section shall be paid into a Special
Tund of the local authority, and out of
such Fund shall be defrayed the costs
and oxpenses of operating and main-
taining the sewerage and drainage works
aforesaid.”

It is not merely for the
Subclauses (a)

I want to know what the words ‘‘ operating

and maintaining > mean. At the present
time Toowoomba is suffering from a shortage
of water, and this provision means that,
when there is a shortage of water as at
present, the people in the outside districts
may have to meet the cost of providing
further water supplies for operating and
maintaining sewerage works, which have been
provided.

The HoME SECRETARY :
the outside area.

Mr. MOORE: I am very doubtful about
that. I can quite understand the town
clerkk of Toowcomba making certain state-
ments, but I am going on the position as 1t
is to-day, when there 1s a scerious shortage of
water at Tcowoomba. ' This is a definite Bill
for a specific purpose. It enables a double
rate to be made in one area, so far as I can
seo—=a cleansing rate and a special sewerage
rate. T am not concerned about that, because
the people in the benefited area will have to
pay it. What I want to know is whether
the people in the outside arca are to be
affected detrimentally when there is a
shortage of water. If more water is required.
T want to see that it will be provided for
the sewerage system without any tax on the
rest of the area, and that it be a charge on
the ‘“operating and maintaining” of the
system.

Mr. ROBERTS (East Toowoomba): There
is a good deal in the contention of the
Leader of the Opposition. I recognise that
the Bill has been brought in to give some
privilege to the City Council of Toowoomba.
The sanitary system there has been some-
what altered by a2 part of the city being
sewered and the other part continuing the
pan service system; but there is an opinion
amongst the people outside the sewered area
that there is a possibility that they will have
an additional cost placed on them, and they
have asked that some protection be afforded
to them. In my opinion that protection will
not be brought about by the Bill.

The Howmr SrereTary: They are quite
satisfied.

Mr. ROBERTS: I know they are quite
satisfied, but it is a question for the council

It will not affect
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for the time being as to what rate they shall
strike. As far as the sewer is concerned,
there is a good deal in what was said by the
Leader of the Opposition. I fully recognise
that there will have to be a supplementary
water supply for that city, and, if it can be
shown that the additional water is made
necessary by the requirements of the sewered
area, then it should be a charge against the
benefited area and not against the ratepayers
oatside that arca. If the Minister assures
us that that is the intention of the Bill and
that it will protect the people who have asked
him to come to their assistance, I shall be
quite satisfied, but, if the people outside the
area are to be called upon to pay their quota
of the cost in addition to the cost of the
sewerage, then it will be a considerable
hendicap to them. If we cannot get the
assurance at this stage, we may be able
to get it in Committee,

The Home SrcrrTaARY: You asked for the
assurance and got it at the last stage,

Mr. ROBERTS: I never raised the ques-
tion of an additional water supply at the last
stage. At present I admit that both parties
are satisfied.

Mr. KING (Logan): Under section 241 of
the Local Authorities Act the local authority
‘has power to strike a cleansing rate, and
vnder section 242 the local authority has
power to make a cleansing charge. That is
distinet from section 241, one being a rate
and the ecther a charge. It is proposed
by this Bill to make further provision that
a local authority, in addition to making a
<leansing rate. can also make a sewerage
rate: there being no provision in the
Local Authorities Act to enable it to make a
sewerage charge at present. The Bill, first
of all, makes provision for a scwerage and
cleansing rate for the whole area, and, in
addition to that. it makes provision for

ng a special charge upon all lands
within o certain locality within the area.

Mr., LLEWELYX : In the benefited area.
Mr. XING: We might call it a benefited

area, bui in the ordinary meaning of the
term it will not be a benefited area.

The SeCRETARY FOrR Pusric Womrks: Pay-
‘ment for services rendered.
Mr. KING: That is so; but it is not

declared a benefited area for the purpose
of additional taxation beyond payment for
services rendered. In addition to impos-
ing a special sewerage rate upon the par-
ticular area which is being benefited, there
is also power to make a cleansing rate or
charge for the same bencfited area. Is it
the intention under the Bill to duplicate the
charges in respect of that benefited area,
because the Bill gives one that impression?
It states that—

“ The local authority may in its dis-
cretion-—

Make and levy a special rate, to be
called ¢a special sewerage rate,” upon
the lands, whether occupled or not, in
the locality defined as aforesaid which
is benefited by such sewerage and
drainage works, and make and levy a
cleansing rate under section two hun-
dred and forty-one of this Act.”

It appears to me that the particular part
of the area which is being benefited—that is,
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the part within the area which is being
sewered—is not only going to have a special
sewcrage rate, bubt also a special cleansing
rate as well. I would like the Home Sccre-
tary’s assurance with regard to that. I would
also like to ask why it is necessary to pay
the moneys raised by this rate or charge
into a special fund. Why does it not go
into the ordinary local fund, as the special
cleansing rates and charges do? 1 under-
stand that where there are no services ren-
dered so far as cleansing is concerned in the
ordinary way—that is, dealing with the
removal of nightsoil—there are still services
rendered in connection with the removal of
garbage. Do I understand that under the
Bill, in addition to the sewerage rate.
the cleansing rate will be in respect of
garbage only? If that is so, it is all right.
Then the question arises whether, instead
of these rates going into a special fund,
they could not go into the fund provided
under the Local Authorities Act.

The Home SzcrrTArRY: The loan is for the
whole of the area.

Mr. KING: Is the whole of the area to
bear the cost of this work?

The HoMe SECRETARY : Yes.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must deal only with the principles of the
Bill.

Mr, LLEWELYN (Zoowoomba): This
question has created a good deal of interest
in Toowoomba, and it must be recognised
that before the sewerage scheme was entered
upon by the Toowoomba City Council the
ratepaysrs were consulted as to the wisdom
of borrowing the amount necessary from the
Government. At that time the whole of the
arguments for and against the undertaking
were well discussed. We are now paying
interest and redemption by way of a rate,
and. in order to adjust certain anomalies,
it was found necessary to bring in this amend-
ing measure. The Toowoomba City Council
has discussed the matter at several of its
meetings. Many of the progress associations
have also discussed it, and after a good deal
of consideration they have all. amicably
agreed that this amendment submitted by the
Home Secretary is the one best suited to the
circumstances of the case. I quite agree with
the Leader of the Opposition that there is
cause for anxiety regarding a plentiful supply
of water, but I hope that we are not going fo
have trouble through lack of water. I do not
profess to be a hydraulic engineer or an
engineer of any kind, but 1 do say that we
have sufficient catchment areas near Too-
woomba suitable for the conservation of
water. and I believe that the council would
be well advised to look ahead with a view
to securing a better supply than we have at
present. The present supply is. certainly
precarious, and, should it give out, the result
could only be disastrous.

Question—That the Bill be now read a
second time—put and passed

COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Pollock, Gregory, in the chair.)
Clause 1—* Short title and construction 7—
agreed to.

Clause 2—“Special sewerage and cleansing
rates

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): I would like to
know from the Minister whether, in the

Mr. Collins.’
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event of any fown or city in North Queens-
land wanting to put in a scheme similar to
that contemplated by the Bill at Toowoomba.
the provisions of this measure will apply.

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J.
Stopford, Mount Morgan): One part of the
Bill is framed specially to meet the require-
ments of Toowoomba, and was inserted at
the request of the Toowoomba City Counecil;
but we recognise that the circumstances of
Toowoomba may not exist in other centres,
and the second part of the clause has been
provided giving to each Jocality in the State
an opportunity to decide which method it
will adopt. The system in Toowoomba is
the first of its kind in Queensland, although
it has been operating successfully in Lismore
and other centres in the South. I am assured
that the Toowoomba system is ahead of that
of Lismore, experience for years past having
brought about an improvement on that
system. Rockhampton has for some time
considered a similar system, under which
the city area would come under the sewerage
system, and the outlying centres of the dis-
trict would still carry on under the pan
system, using the sewer and the farm attached
to it for the disposal of the nightsoil, thus
doing away with the necessity for its destruc-
tion in other ways. The Toowoomba Council,
elected on the ordinary franchise, decided on
this scheme of sewerage, and the Bill gives it
power to impose a sewerage rate over the
benefited area to meet the cost of the
expense incurred in carrying out the sewering

of that area. The outside areas

[@ p.m.] will carry on their system, and,

probably, the expenses will be
less. Rockhampton and other cities of the
North may not be disposed to adopt the same
method of rating as Toowoomba, and that
is the reason for providing the different
methods of rating in the Bill.

Mr. ROBERTS (East Toowoomba): The
system referred to by the Home Becretary
has already disappeared and the pans are
disposed of at the dump. I would like fo
pay a compliment to the city engineer who
had charge of this work and carried it out
with the utmost expedition, and very little
interruption on the part of the staff and the
men. The work was carried out very effec-
tively in Toowoomba, and, when a Common-
wealth Commission visited Toowoomba a few
days ago, they were surprised and expressed
considerable gratification at the result of the
new venture. Toowoomba is unfortunately
situated in connection with a water supply;
but, if we can overcome that difficulty, the
venture will be very successful. According
to the Bill, there is to be a new system of
rating. Under the present system of rating
only those who receive the service are rated,
and it appears to me from the Bill that it
will be possible to rate all the properties
within the area. I can quite imagine some
of the people taking exception to that.

The Home Secrersry: The same position
exists in Brisbane.

Mr. ROBERTS: T know it does. I can
assure the Home Secretary that some of the
people in Toowoomba and some of the people
who are asking for this scheme do not know
all about the method of rating. This is the
first occasion on which I have seen the Bill,
and I can sec a new avenue for imposing
taxation, though the method of rating will
probably lessen the cost to some of the people
receiving the benefit.

{Mr. Collins.
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Mr. Liewgryx : The Mayor of Toowoomba
denies that it is a new avenue for imposing
taxation.

,Mr. ROBERTS: Clause 2 (a) of the Bill is
all right, because it is only fair that those
within the benefited area should contribute.
Clause 2 (b) deals with services rendered,
and provides that the local authority may—

“ Make and levy a special rate .
upon the lands, whether occupied or
not 7

That is the point—‘* whether occupied or
not.”” The Toowoomba Council is, therefore,
responsible for the Bill, I would not have
drawn attention to it, but for the fact that
I do not want it to be said in the days to
come when this fact is drawn attention to:
‘“ What was the member for East Toowoomba
doing 77’

Mr. MOORE (Aubigny): There is one
point I desire the Minister to make clear,
and that is as to whether those * operating
and maintaining ”’ the system will have to
supply a sufficient quantity of water for
themsclves in the event of the water supply
of the Toowoomba Council running shorf.
The hon. member for Toowoomba recognises
that the council has barely sufficient water
for its ordinary supplies, and he has sug-
gested that sufficient foresight should have
been shown to supply the scity with more
water.

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. Stop-
ford, Mount Morgan): It is not suggested
for a moment that, if the water supply in
Toowoomba failed, a sewerage system would
be required.

Mr. Moore: I did not say *failed.” I
asked if it became short is it to be a charge
on the scheme or not?

The HOME SECRETARY: It cannot be
a charge on the scheme. This is a community
service, and a water supply is a community
service. 'The community are supposed to
provide a water supply for themselves from
a community loan. The loan is not repaid,
and a benefited area is proclaimed. All this
Bill provides for is the working of a sewer-
age scheme in a benefited area. The people
of Toowoomba are big enough to make the
cost of the sewerage scheme a charge on the
whole community.” All they ask for now is
authority to charge those people who are
receiving the benefit of that scheme a special
sewerage rate. All the argument of the hon:
member for Aubigny should have been used
before the sewerage scheme was constructed.
The people of Toowoomba have constructed
the sewerage scheme out of money which has
to be repaid. The outside areas of the city
do not participate in the sewerage scheme,
and are served by the pan system. The bene-
fits of the sewerago scheme are greater than
the benefits from the pan system. The
council now want the right to make the
people receiving the benefits of that sewer-
age system. which may be extended to the
other area later, nay a special rate to cover
the cost of working that sewer. The hon.
member could not say then that the same
community should inaugurate a fresh water
supply on the same rate.

Mr. ROBERTS (East Toowoomba): 1 have
had some experience in local authority work,
and the first cost to be considered in running
A sewerage system is the supply of water.
The people in authority will estimate the
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guantity of water supplied in the sewered
area, and they will be justified in charging
that cost against the scheme. It is not part
of the original work. The council has appar-
ently met the cost of the original work

The Houe Secrerary: The council will

strike the rate.

Mr. ROBERTS: That is so, but in doing
s0 they will have to take into consideration
the quantity of water supplied, That will go
to determine what rate is to be charged in
that area. The people using the water
under ordinary conditions are paying for it,
but, in addition, there is now the water
required for the sewerage. The only reason
why they kave not two supplies is because
it would ccut a tremendous amount to inaugu-
rate a second supply. Toowoomba wants
to know just where it stands in this matter.
The City Council will have power under
this Act to make a charge in connection with
the sewerage.

Mr. LLEWELYN (Zoowoomba): 1 under-
stand that under the Local Authorities Act
no local authority has power to make a
special sewerage rate, and this Bill empowers
the Toowoomba City Council to make such
a rate. That explanation should be satisfac-
tory to the Leader of the Opposition. The
people of Toowoomba and the Toowoomba
City Council are satisfied with the Bill, and
the hon. member for Bast Toowoomba should
also support it.

Mr. KING {Logan): We are not objecting
to the Bill at all, but the ITome Scerstary
does not appear quite to grasp the point that
has been raised by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. Under existing conditions there is a
water supply in Toowoomba which is barcly
sufficient at the present time. The Too-
woomba City Council is now introducing a.
sewerage system, which will need a good deal
more watsr than at present.

The SECRETARY I'OR PusLic WoRkS: Accord-
ing to your contention, this should be a
Water Supnly Bill as well as a Sewerage
Bill.

Mr. WING: No. I want to be quite clear
about this matter of * operating and main-
taining * these works. Is that to be a charge
only on the benefiled area or will it apply to
the whole area?

The Houe SEcvETsRY: Power is given to
make a rate within the benefited area in
proportion to the cost of the scheme.

Mr. KING: We merely wish to be clear
on the point whether the benefited avea
will bear the additional cost of the water
supply. ’

Clause 2 agreed fo.

The House resumed.

The CEHAIRMAN reported the Bill without
amendment,

THIRD READING.
The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J.
Stopford, Mount Morgan): 1 beg to move—
“ That the Bill be now read a third
time.”
Question put and passed.
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ALLAN AND STARX BURNETT LAND
SUBWAY AUTHORISATION BILL.

SECOND READING.

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J.
Stopford, Mount Morgan): I do not think
any explanation is necessary, as full informa-
tion was given at a previous stage of the
Bill. If hon. members desire further infor-
mation, I shall be pleased to give it at the
Comunittce stage. I beg to move—

“ That the Bill be now read a second
time.”

Question put and passed.

COMMITTEE.
{(Mr. Pollock, Gregory, in the chazr.)
Clauses 1 and 2, schedule, and preamble
agreed to.
The House resumed.
The CuarrMaN reported the Bill without
amendment,

THIRD READING.
The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J.
Stopford, Mount Morgan): I beg to move—
“That the Bill be now read a third
time.”
Question put and passed.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL.

SreovD READING.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND
INDUSTRY (Hon. D. A. Gledson, Ipswich):
I think most of the information that can
be given in connection with this Bill was
given yesterday afternoon. The Bill provides
for an amendment to section 4 of the Indus-

trial Arbitration Act, and, as I said
vesterday, it deals with the question of
partnerships. If a partnership is entered

into with a minor, that minor may be brought
under the Industrial Arbitration Act. It is
provided in the Bill that he shall not be
brought under the Act until an order has
been made by the Board of Trade and
Arbitration.

It also provides that he shall come under
the Apprenticeship Act of 1924. That com-
prises the whole of the principles contained
in the Bill.

The necessity for the amendment has been
found by the department when endeavouring
to see that arbitration awards and the
Apprenticeship Act are carried out in their
entirety. The department has found that in
some cases an attempt has been made to get
out of the provisions of the Industrial
Arbitration Act by employing young persons
and including them as nominal partners in a
firm. In some cases they are given £5 and
reccive only a 5 per cent. interest in the
business, and they are worked outside the
hours of the arbitration awards.

Mr. Moore: Partners cannot work outside
the award of the court now.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND
INDUSTRY : The Leader of the Opposition
might think so, but they can be worked any
hours the employers like. We find that has
been giving such employers an unfair advan-
tage over other employers and employees in

Hon. D. A. Gledson.]
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the same or adjoining localities. They have
been able to do that and we have been unable
to enforce the awards. Under an award cer-
tain hours are laid down for a business, and
employers cannot employ workers outside
those hours. There are, however, some indus-
tries in which definite hours are not laid
down, and the partners in such industries
can get outside the provisions of the award.
In addition to that, we find that some of the
lads who have been taken on under these
conditions have not had the benefit of the
Apprenticeship Act, because the employers
have been able to keep outside the provi-
sions of the Act, by the employees being
taken on as partners. They have, therefore,
been able to put them to any work at all,
<o that they have not learned their trade.
As a consequence, the department has had
to deal with applications to allow these lads
to be put on as improvers after reaching the
age of twenty-one, and their lives have
been ruined through not being taught their
trade, and not having had the advantage
which other lads have enjoyed. This is a
protection to the employer who is endeavour-
ing to carry out the provisions of the law as
it applies in Queensland, and who is endea-
vouring to do his duty to the youths of our
State, and to train them in his business so
that they will be able to carry it on after-
wards. That is the sole object of the Bill.
There are only two clauses in it, and I do
not think I need take up any further time in
dealing with them. I beg to move—

“That the Bill be now read a second
time.’

Afr. MOORE (dubigny): I can quite see
thet pressure has been brought to bear on
the Government by an outside organisation,
because some young fellows have been able
to get a job which they would not otherwise
have been able to get. It is all very well
for the Minister to talk about partners being
able to work outside the hours laid down
by the court. The Minister said that in some
industries the partners cannot work outside
the hours laid down, but that in other indus-
tries the hours were not definitely laid down
and the partners could evade the provisions
of the award. In connection with all the
trades which come before the court the hours
of work are fixed in the awards. It is only
in the case of one-man shops, refreshment
shops, or something like that where awards
do not fix hours. The point of view I take is
that, if we bring the sons of empldyers under
the Apprenticeship Act, we are going to
prevent an employer using his son in the way
ho wishes to do.

'The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY:
That is utter nonsense.

Mr. MOORE : It is not nonsense. We have
to recognise that a man may have two or
three sons, and he can only have one appren-
tice in his business. The Board can state
the conditions and rates of pay under which
an apprentice may be taken in connection
with any industry. A man may have a son
who is over the age which has been fixed for
apprenticeship and whom he wishes to put
into his own business; but he cannot appren-
tice him, and, if he has two or three sons,
he cannot put them into his business until
they reach the age of twenty-one years. The
time when he wants to put them into his
business is when they should be learning the
business. Possibly there may be an isolated

[Hon. D. A. Gledson.
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case in which the Apprenticeship Act is being:
evaded by somebody who is using somebody
else as a partner. Presumably the partner
is an offending party, and when he goes in
he knows the position he is to take up.
The Minister may have one or two people in
his mind’s eye, but, when he tightens up
the Act in this way, it may prevent three
or four sons from joining their father in
his business. Because the hon. gentleman
can visualise one or two cases, or because

he has been told by some organisation
that there are one or two cases, he is

going to prohibit the sons of a proprietor
from going into his business. That is abso-
lutely wrong. A boy in that position does
not necessarily require to be an apprentice.
He goes inte the business, not so much to
learn a trade as to learn the whole of the
business, not as an employee, but to run the
business, and so he needs to know it from
beginning to end. His father puts him inte
the shop, not to learn any particular part of
the business but the whole of the business.
That is a very laudable practice which we
ovght to encourage. This Bill will prevent it..

The SECRETARY FOR LABOTR AND INDUSTRY :
Nothing of the sort.

Mr. MOORE: I am quite prepared to be-
licve that it is not in the mind of the
Minister to do that, but, when he brings in
a tightening-up clause to prevent what he
considers to be abuses, we all know that he
is going to prevent other things which are
not abuses. It is almost impossible to tighten
up an Act such as this without making it
difficult or impossible to do what I say.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AXD INDUSTRY :
It can only be brought in on an order of
the Board of Trade and Arbitration.

Mr. MOORE: It will be brought in on
the order of the Board. The Bill is not intro-
duced for fun. When application is made
for an order of the Board, it will be brought
in,

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDTUSTRY:
It will not be brought in unless it is just.

Mr, MOORE: To carry out the policy of the
Government, we have seen plenty of orders
brought in that are not just. The policy of
an organization may be to preveat boys
getting into a particular trade, and its rules.
may provide that there shall be only one
apprentice to two or three men. They want
to keep it a close corporation. That has been
the position in the past, and it is so to-day.
Such organisations are afraid that it will
mean less work for their present members.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY:
There would be no restrictions.

Mr. MOORE: This Bill goes further, and
takes away the right of an individual to put
his own son into his business. We strongly
objcet to these harassing restrictions on busi-
ness. The Minister says he wishes to protect
the apprentice because he is not getting the-
cpportunity to learn the trade to which he
is indentured; but we know that is nct the
question. It is a question of placating an
organisation which has come to the Minister
and asked to have a loophole stopped. T
object strongly to a measure such as this
continually tightening up the law and pre-
venting boys having opportunities to learn:
trades.
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Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): I would like the
Minister to make it quite clear whether this
provision is going to apply to an agricul-
tural industry. The sugar industry is work-
ing under an award, and at the present time
seneral farming is threatened with a similar
condition, as a claim is before the Board of
Trads and Arbitration with a view to bring-
ing it within the scope of the Industrial
Arbitration Act. Now we have a proposal
affecting—

¢ Any calling or industry to which this
provision has been extended by an order
of the Board of Trade and Arbitration
made on the application of the Crown
or an industrial union.”

Take the sugar industry. My inter-
pretation of the Bill is that, if the
Australian  Workers’ Union makes an

application to the Board of Trade and Arbi-
tration to have these provisioms extended to
, the sugar industry, it is quite
[9.30 p.m.] within the province of that tri-

bunal to grant the request. It is
a very common, and I think very laudable,
practice in the sugar industry and other
branches of agriculture for parents to take
their sons into partnership; but, if this legis-
lation is applied to the sugar industry, it will
be a decided check upon a practice which
kas done more than any other system to keep
the young men on the land. Tt will mean that
the sons who arc minors will not be able to
start work before a certain hour in the morn-
ing, and at a certain hour in the evening they
must cease work. I ask the Minister to give
us an assurance that the provisions of this Bill
are not to be applied to the industries I have
mentioned. No worse time could have been
sclected in which to add to the difficulties
confronting the sugar industry in the way of
over-production. Hon, members opposite
langh and jeer at any hon. member on this
side who dares to open his mouth on behalf
of the farmers. I can quite understand that
the Minister in charge of the Bill is ignorant
of the subject, yet he should have the common
courtesy to listen to those on this side who
do know something about it. I hope that
he will excrcise his right of reply, and
explain how the industries I have mentioned
stand in the matter.

Mr. CORSER (Purnett): This Bill might
be termed a Bill of vindictive principles. The
Minister has been able to conceal the motive
of the Bill and the reasons prompting him in
introducing it, He must realise that the
Oppositicn have every reason to protect
those who engage in industry, invest their
money in industry, and are anxious that
their children and others should have the
same confidence in that business by sharing
in the conduct of the business. The Minister
seems to be of the opinion that it is a crime
to control a business. At ths back of his
mind he has an idea of victimising by means
of this Bill some unfortunate individual. By
an application to the Board of Trade and
Arbitration the Bill may be made to apply
to any industry in order to deal with a minor
against whom a labour organisation wishes
to vent its spleen. That is the reason for
the Bill.

I am sorry to think that the Minister is
providing a further pinprick on industry
when we Lknow that. not onlv the sugar
industry, as mentioned by the hon. member
for Mirani. but every form of industry is
passing through such straightened times that
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the employer should be left alone in oraer
to enable him to fight through present adver-
sities successfully. We know that secondary
industries are showing a tremendous expan-
sion in the Southern States as compared with
Queensland.

The SPRAKER: Order! Will the hon.
member deal with the subject of the Bill?

Mr. CORSER: These pinpricks, in con-
junction with others, are militating against
the establishment of industries in Queens-
land, and will militate against the owners
and masters of industries we already have
in Queensland. We know that the Board of
Trade and Arbitration have power to pre-
scribe conditions which must be carried out
by the employers. The Minister is not satis-
ficd in that respect, and we now find him
introducing additional facilities to penalise
the employer. That is an unfortunate condi-
tion of affairs which we have come to in
Queensland, and which we as an Opposition
should not tolerate. We have no bricf for
any section of the community, and we are
game to say on the floor of this House that
we represent every section, and will exercise
our rights and privileges even in the interests
of the minor.

The SPEAKXER: Order! If the hon.
member does not deal more particularly
with the Bill, I will order him to resume
his seat. This is a simple Bill of one clause.

Mr. CORSER: I am dealing with the Bill
more effectively than the Minister did his
cxplanation.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

~ Mr. CORSER: We have our rights, and
it 1s our duty to protect the minor and
protest against the provisions of this Bill,
because it is aimed at the mivor. If the
Minister was of the opinion that he was
legislating for a number of voters, very prob-
ably we would receive more consideration
than we are doing.

Mr. Iynes: You are pleading for the
unscrupulous employers.

Mr. CORSER: We are doing nothing of
the kind. If any unscrupulous employers
are evading the principles of the Industrial
Arbitration Ac¢t and are dealing unjustly
with any employee, why should not the
Minister inform us of it?

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
the hon. member deal with the Bill?

Mr. CORSER: Oh, I will sit down.

The SPEAKER : The hon. member will be
dealt with if he adopts an impertinent
attitude.

Mr. CORSER: I will deal with you as

severely as the Standing Orders will permit.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! I will

not have impertinence from the hon. member,

Mr, MAXWELL (Toowong): I quite agree
with the attitude of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition in regard to this Bill. The only
course to adopt in connection with this
measure is to allow the Minister to-have as
much latitude as possible and he will wreck
himself. 1 realise that this Bill has been
introduced with the object of harassing
industry. It is placing difficulties in the
way of boys who desire to learn a trade.
If the Minister continues the course he

Mr. Mazwell.]
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it will not be long before
he accomplishes his cbject. I realisc the
necessity at the present time for giving
every opportunity to boys to become appren-
tices in Industry, and I do not beclieve 1
restricting that apprenticeship.

Mr. Riorpan: You believe in sweating
those boys.

Mr. MAXWELL: A good sweat would do
the hon. member no harm, anyhow.
(Laughter.)

The SPEAKER ¢ Order!

Mr. MANXWELL: This is a serious subject.
Numerous hon. members realise how difficult
it is for our boys to learn a trade to-day.
Restrictive and harassing legislation such as
this will deter boys from learning trades.
The Minister professes a lot of innocence
iu connection with the Bill. There is no one
who knows better than he that there is a
“ nigger in the woodpile.”” Anything intro-
duced by hon. members opposite should be
closely scrutinised. The pity of it is that
sufficient latitude is not given to hon. mem-
bers opposite to put into operation their
schemies and ideals. If that were done,
people would soon realise whither we are
wandering. Instead, hon. members opposite
are obtaining their desire by * dribs and
drabs,” and people do not realise the danger
of the position. Finally, the people will
wake up, realise the class of men who are
governing this State, and promptly make a
change.

Mr. ROBERTS (Hast Toowoomba): 1
realise how difficult it is for the youth of
Queensland to learn a trade and to secure
jobz. Whether that is brought under the notice
of hon. members opposite I do not know, but
every week it is brought under my notice
in the city of Toowoomba, and the same
thing happens in Brisbane. As one who has
the interest of the youth of our State at
heart, I very much regret the tone of this
Bil. which has been termed a simple
measure. What is it? Moerely another means
of restricting the opportunities of young
men to become uscful citizens. It is purely
restrictive legislation.

The SECRETARY FOR Prsric Works: It is to
prevent unscrupulous employers sweating
those vouths.

A Mr. ROBERTS: The lack of opportunity
for our youths to become skilled tradesmen
is lamentable. I can see that hundreds of
our youths will grow to manhood unskilled.
and that shiploads of artisans from other
lands will have to be imported to do the
jobs  that should be done by young
Australians. T

It is all right for the Minister to sav that
there arc certain individuals who may be
minors who have tried to get ahead of the
Apprenticeship Act. Why have they done
16?7 It is not the minor who has done it.
It has been the parent of the boy or girl
who is anxious to secure an avenue of
employment for his child, and he has entered
into an agreement and found the £5 or £10
the hon. gentleman talks about in order to
give the lad a chance in the State in which
he has been born. He must start somewhere,
or clse he will become an unskilled labourer.
and unfortunately we have too many un.
skilled labourers to-day. 1 can walk up
Ruthven street in Toowoomba and count bv
the dozen boys who cannot get a job. They

[Mr., Mazwell.
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do not get the opportunity. They might get
an opportunity of being a parcel boy for a
year or two, and then they are passed out.
Australia must expand, and the opportunity
will be there for these boys to become useful
citizens it they are skilled tradesmen. I am
totally opposed to the measure.

Mr. DASH (Mundingburra): I cannot
understand the attitude of hon. members
opposite. They know that the statements
they have made in connection with this Bill
are not true. This Bill is for the purpose
of preventing the swecating of employees by
unscrupulous employers who have a habit of
taking these apprentices in as partners in the
business and working them outside the award
hours. There is nothing in the Bill to pre-
vent any lad being apprenticed under the
Apprenticeship Act. It has been within our
knowledge for ycars that employers have
been taking employees nominally into part-
nership, giving them four or five shares in
a concern with 2,000 shares, and then work-
ing them overtime without pay and telling
them that at the end of the year they will
receive their dividend at the same ratio as
other members of the firm. Unions have
protested against that sort of thing, and
rightly so. Why should minors be worked
ten or eleven hours per day in an industry
when they have no right to work longer than
award hours? It is not fair to the decent
employer who carries out the award.

Mr. G. . Barnes: In what particular
trades have difficulties arisen?

Mr. DASH : In several callings—butchers,
for one.

Mr. KELSO (Vundah): The case put by
the hon. member for Mundingburra is hardly
applicable.

The SecrerarRY roR PusLic WORKS:
quite true, all the same.

My, KELSO: It may be true, but I would
point out that the hon. member should be
very particular in his quotations. He sug-
gests that, in order to sweat a number of
young fellows, they are given shares in a
business. If that is so, they are not partners
at all; they are shareholders in a public
company.

This Bill deals purely with partnerships,
which is an entirely different thing from
being a shareholder in a company. We know
that at the request or some union an applica-
tion may be made to the Board of Trade
and Arbitration by the Crown, by the
employer, or by the employees’ represen-
tative. 'The Government have found one or
two little leakages, and on that account this
matter is to be controlled by Act of Parlia-
ment. It is only another sample of some
of the Acts previously passed and which have
a very wide application. No provision is
made, for instance, for the case of a father
and son or any other relatives deciding to
go into partnership, even if one of them is
a minor. The Bill should provide for cases
where a man—perhaps a pastoralist—decides
that his son shall follow his business. What
better teacher could a son have as he is
growing up to a certain age than his father,
uncle, or some other relative? Vet in this
21ll there is no provision made for that sort
of thing. This is only an example of a
special measurce brought in to meet some little
leakage which has occurred. On the initia-
tory stages of the Bill, and during this

It is
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debate, we have tried to get the Minister to
give us some concrete examples in regard
to cascs, but we have not got the information
yet. We hear something of a hearsay nature
about certain things which are being done,
and the hon. member for Mundingburra gave
the whole show away. In the minds of hon.
members  opposite  every  employer s
unscrapulous, and that is the class hatred
which has been engendered here for some
time.

Mr. Hynes : He never said that.

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon. mem-
ber must deal with the principles of the Bill.

Mr. KELSO: I am showing that this Bill
is a measure which is designed to suit a
certain section. It is not likely that the
Crown or the employer will operate under
it, and the thing is mere surplusage. We
might as well say that the trade unions want
to stop anything being done——

Mr. HyxmS: Why should the trade unions
not protect their callings?

Mr. KELSO: This is like a boomerang,
and we shall never know what it is going
to hit. The Minister should protect interests
other than those which hon. members oppo-
site want protecting, and he would be well
advised to accept an amendment in Com-
mittee in the direction I have indicated.
We have pointed out the great hardship it
will be if a father or other relative cannot
take a relative who is a minor into partner-
ship. We are told that certain industries are
not being encouraged, and that the State is
losing the brain power of its citizens because
businesses are not developed. When men are
willing to take their relatives into partner-
ship in a business they have carried on them-
selves, for the benefit of the State they should
be encouraged. We hold that a man who
carries on business as an employer is an
acquisition to the State, and, if we prevent
these men in the future from providing that
these operations may be carried on in future
after they have gone, we shall be doing
harm to the State. The Minister should
recognise that we cannot pass an Act of
Parliament to hit one particular class with-
out hurting other large and varied interests
in the State.

Mr. H. M, RUSSELL (Toombul): I think
that both sides take up the position that
both trade unions and employees must
receive protection, and when anybody
deliberately flouts an award it is up to the
Legislature to see that they are protected.
The Minister gave us no instance where a
breach of the law had taken place, but he
made the assertion that there were unserupu-
lous employers who, in order to avoid the
provisions of the Apprenticeship Act, had
taken in minors as partners with the object
of sweating them. The Minister has exag-
gerated the position altogether, I am sure.
Apart altogether from that, whilst he is
anxious to do something to deal with one or
two cases which he says have arisen, he is
inflicting hardship on many innocent people
in cases where employers have taken in
minors as bona fide partners.

The SrcRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY:
What will hurt them?

Mr. H. M. RUSSELL: If an employer has
a minor as a partner, he becomes an em-
ployee, and it hurts the firm.
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The SECRETARY TOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY:
The firm, but not the minor!

Mr H. M. RUSSELL: It may happen
that, because there is a minor in the firm,
it has to do with fewer apprentices.

A GoverNMENT MEMBER: You want to sweat
minors.

Mr. H. M. RUSSELL: There is no ques-
tion of sweating minors. I deny that abso-
lutely. The allegation is absolutely absurd.
Hon, members would seek to make a case on
a bare assertion, which should have no weight
in this House. There is no justification for
this drastic provision. If what the Minister
says is occurring is actually occurring, there
should be other means of bringing the
offenders to book.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY :
How?

Mr. H. M. RUSSELL: I leave that to
the Government. They have legal advisers
to tell them how. 'The hon, member for
Mundingburra endeavoured to explain, what
the Minister had omitted to tell us, that the
purpose of the Bill was to search out
butchers who employed minors working in
the firms concerned as shareholders for long
hours and low wages. He should know that
the fact that a man is a shareholder does
not make him a partner. He must be treated
as an ordinary employee. The Apprentice-
ship Act applies to any shareholder employed
by a firm, therefore a shareholder does
not come within the scope of this Bill
It would apply only in the case of
partnerships. The Government could have
obtained their object without resorting to

such an extreme measure. The

[10 p.m.] Minister should give specific cases

of where the law is being evaded
in this respect. The Opposition are quite
prepared to assist the Government to bring
the malefactors to book, but we do not wish
an injustice inflicted on innocent individuals.
The Government do not care whom they
injure so long as they achieve their okject.
I do mot think it is fair that any person
should be compelled, at the dictation of a
trade union, to apply to the Board of Trade
and Arbitration for exemption. The measure
is certainly unwarranted, and will certainly
interfere with the peaceful occupation of the
people.

Mr, HYNES (Zownsville) s The hon. mem-
ber for Toombul has advanced arguments
why the measure is necessary. He said that
it would be intrumental in reducing the
number of juniors in industry. There is a
growing practice amongst employers to
defeat the operations of awards by taking
in bogus partners and making minors
partners in the firm. The Bill is intended
to deal with those matters, and I am sur-
prised at hon. members opposite taking up
the cudgels on behalf of unscrupulous em-
ployers who indulge in this practice,

The hon. member for Toombul admitted
that the Bill attacked a practice adopted
by some employers who have made minors
partners in order to sweat and underpay
them. Private butcheries in my own elec-
torate have adopted that practice. As a
result minors, though nominally partners,
receive no material benefits from the part-
nership, and are obliged to work almost
the round of the clock without even receiving
the benefits of the award. In many cases

Mr. Hynes.]
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those junior partners are not even appren-
tices. HRuropean laundries subject to the
award of the court have complained that
similar conditions exist in Japanese laundries.
I have been approached by some employers
complaining of such unfalr competition. I
would like to see the Bill go further and
apply awards to owners of industries to
prevent them working outside award hours.
Bogus partnerships are utilised to defeat the
aims and objects of awards, and it is high
time that something was done to prevent
unscrupulous employers from sweating these
so-called partners in industry.

Mr. WARREN (Murrumba): The Afirst
case cited by the hon. member for Townsviile
might be correct, but his second case is
founded on hearsay, No young .ustralian
will permit himself to be fooled or sweated.
The Government are merely obeying the
behests of the unions and legislating impos-
sible conditions for industry. The Bill is
all right from the standpoint of the pro-
fessional agitator. There is no country in
the world where so little sweating takes
place as in Australia.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
the hon. member deal with the Bill.

Mr. WARREN: The hon. member for
Mirani has touched upon a very important
point. It is possible that during the next
few dawvs the rural workers may come under
the Industrial Arbitration Act, and, if that
is done, the whole system will be destroyed.
It would detrimentally affect the encourage-
ment of young men to go on the land. Is
the Minister so simple as to think that the
farmer has not to learn a trade? His trade
is much more difficult than that of carpen-
tering or painting. The reason why there
are so many failures in farming is because
people do not learn the trade. If this Bill
1s carried as it stands, it will detrimentally
affect our rural workers.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxley): We are
indebted to the hon. members for Munding-
burra and Townsviile for their explanation
as to the origin of this Bill. Apparently
the measure is intended to prevent what
is called the evasion of the Act by bogus
partnerships. If a partnership is bogus, how
can it evade the Act? It would be quite
simple for the unions to prove that a part-
nership was bogus, thercfore it could not
avoid the Act.

If I understand the situation rightly, a
minor may enter into a partnership, and he
cannot be proceeded against as a member
of that partnership, therefore he enjoys
absolute freedom of action. Fe takes all
the good of that partnership, but cannot be
held liable for any of its obligations. ILegally,
he is in a happy position.

In this Bill I seem to smell something
quite different, and that is that a man who
becomes a partner in business depends on the
doctrine of payment by results, and that is
anathema to members opposite, who take their
orders from the unions, and who in a great
majority of cases have been union organisers.
The principle of payment by results is to be
stifled on every possible occasion. On this
occasion we see quite clearly that a minor
who enters into a partnership takes a very
different view from one who 1s simply work-
ing as a machine under an Aribtration Court
award. These minors are delighted to take
advantage of the opportunity to become

[Mr. Hynes.

Will
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partners, and in that capacity they cun earn
more than the award rates, and they become
useful members of the business community.
What do hon. members opposite care about
the business members of the community?
They use all their force and strength to dis-
turb business if the power of the umnions is
likely to be impaired. Hon. members oppo-
site are herc to plead the cause of the unions
so long as they have some automaton of a
Minister who will put their ideas into effect.

The SECRETARY FCR LABOUR AND
INDUSTRY (Hon. D. A. Gledson, Zpswich) :
Mr. Speaker, I ask your protection from the
insults of the hon, member for Oxley. I am
not going to sit here and listen to insults
like that.

The SPEAXER: Order! The word
‘““automaton’’ is not unparliamentary, but
as the Minister considers it offensive the hon.
member must withdraw,

My, ELPHINSTONE: I did not say any-
thing disrespectful. With all due deference
to you, Sir, I merely called members of the
Labour party ““automatons,” and I think
that is the correct expression to apply to
thern in this connection.

. The SPEAKER: The hon. member is not
in order in using the term * automaton,” and
he must withdraw it.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I certainly did use
the term ¢ automaton,” and if you direct
that that should be withdrawn, Mr. Speaker,
I withdraw it with pleasure for the pesce of
the House.

Mr, POLLOCK : I rise to a point of order.

Mr. CorsER: You are not going to run the
House, too.

Mr. POLLOCK : I ask that the expression
be withdrawn unreservedly.

Mr. CoBser: Are we to go down on our
kness to you? .

Mr. POLLOCK: I ask that the remark
be withdrawn unreservedly.

The SPEAKER : The hon, member ysually
complies with the Standing Orders, and I ask
him to withdraw unreservedly.

Mr., ELPHINSTONE: I am perfectly
willing to submit to your wishes,
Speaker, but I shall take no notice of hon.
members opposite. I respect your indepen-
dent directions, but, when you are dictated
to by hon members opposite, I withdraw with
reluctance. It is perfectly obvious that this
Bill has emanated from those two worthy
representatives from Townsville, and we are
indebted to those two hon. members for tell-
ing us what is implied in this Bill. This
minor whom we are trying to protect has
already all the protection ha wants in the
advantages which accrue to him from the
position he holds. The effect of the Bill 1s
that, if these young men under twenty-one
vears of age want to join a business where
they can become employers—

Mr. Hyses: They are compelled to work
under those conditions.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: It is ridiculous to
say that anyone is compelled to work in
Queensland. Hon. members opposite, who
are typical of unionism, recognise that these
voung men are beginning to taste the sweets
of making profits in business and becoming
employers and securing their independence ¢!
unions,
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Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): Apparently, a
private butcher in Townsville has competed
successfully with the State butchers up there,
and that has caused the introduction of this
measure.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. MORGAN : If we intend to carry on
our industries in Queensland successfully and
compete with industries in other parts of
Australia, legislation of this sort should not
be brought forward. It will only cause
injury to the industries of the State. I may
have a son, for instance, who attends to my
grazing business while I am away from home,
and I may desire to make him a partner;
but, if I happen to have more juniors
employed than are necessary, I cannot make
him a partner. In order to make him a
partner I would have to apprentice him to

- some other grazier in the locality. I desire
to enter my cmphatic protest against this
measure. Hon. members opposite appear to
be very touchy, and it is almost impossible
for members of the Opposition to make any
critictsm at all. We used to be able to
criticise measures without Ministers getting
up and complaining about our ecriticism.
I hope the Opposition will be able to make
an effective protest against the Bill and that
it will not become law.

Mr. RIORDAN (Durke): 1 am satisfied
that it is time this party took some action to
protect our child labour in Queensland. In
the system of taking boys as partners there
is undoubtedly opportunity for the unscrupu-
lous employer to dodge awards. The hon.
member for Oxley says that partnership
agreements would have to be registered, but
he must know that that difficulty is easily
overcome. The hon. member may apprentice
his son to the baking industry. The employer
draws up an agreement to the effect that at
the end of five years he will give him two
shares in the business.

Mr. Kixg: What is he in the meantime?

Mr. RIORDAN : He is an apprentice, bub
once he is taken in as a partner he can
work all round the clock, deliver bread at
all hours, and keep a man out of work.
The same thing applies in motor garages. A
boy is taken in and given a nominal interest,
and he can be used in driving lorries and
teaching buyers of cars how to drive. He is
getting no practical knowledge of the trade:
It is noticeable that any measure for the
betterment of the worker is opposed by the
Opposition, who are getting more conserva-
tive every day. If this party stand for
anything, they stand for teaching hoys trades
thoroughly: and the suggestion of the hon.
member for Oxler that this Bill has been
¢ngineered by the hon. members for Towns-
ville and Mundingburra is practically all
bosh.” Therec may be a couple of cases in
Townsville, but the organisations which look
after the interests of the industrialist can
show him dozens of cases in the metropolitan
area.

[10.30 p.m.]

The Opposition claim to stand by the law-
abiding citizen. If they do, they will not
permit any unscrupulous employer to have
an advantage over a decent employer who
1s prepared to train our boys and make
them competent tradesmen.

[17 NOVEMBER.]
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Mr. EDWARDS (Vanango): Evidently the
hon. member for Burke is keen on perpetuat-
ing the party spirit and preventing the
people of the community from working
together in the interests of the State. That
is a pitiful state of affairs. The Bill will
have a more far-reaching and damaging
effect than hon. members opposite seem to
think. It will hit country businesses very
hard indeed. To-day they are being throttied
by large city business organisations, and the
only way in which they can carry on is
by employing their own families. The
Minister is trying to prevent them doing
that. Instead of helping to build up the
country, the Government are creating
monopolies in the large centres of popula-
tion, The Bill will kill the country business
man——

Mr. Hyyses: The country sweater.
Mr. EDWARDS: I am sure that the hon.

member for Townsville has never sweated in
the interests of the State. ‘

Mr. Hyxes: If I did, I would not smell
like you.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon.

member for Townsville to withdraw the
remark,
Mr. Hynes: In deference to you, Mr.

Speaker, I withdraw the remark.

The SPEAKER: I ask the hon. member
to refrain from interjecting.

Mr. EDWARDS: It is regrettable that
we have such members in this Chamber. It
is impossible for country business to com-
pete against the large establishments in the
city that take advantage of the country
order system, the parcel post system, and
other means of distribution, unless they
emplov their own families. In the interests
of decentralisation the Government should
assist the people to:work in co-operation.
This measure, which has been forced on the
House by outside interests, should be given
more consideration by the Government than
it has received, as some of their members
must know that it will act detrimentally to
the interests and welfare of this State.

Mr. KING (Logan): This Bill is a most
unwarranted restriction on the liberty of the
subject. While posing as democratic, the
Government are denying the right of demo-
cracy that persons should do what they
legitimately should be allowed to do. There
may be some reason for this Bill to deal with
bogus partnerships; but there are any
number of cases of genuine partnerships with
minors. A minor ay enter into a partner-
ship agreement which is quite in order. It
is a perfectly legitimate partnership con-
taining the usual covenants that the partner-
ship will be carried on for a certain number
of years; that the partners will give their
whole time to the business; that proper
bhooks of accounts will be kept; and that
at certain periods a division of profits will
take place. The minor would probably ges
a smaller share than the principal partner.
He may draw so much out of the business
weekly, on account of his share of the profits,
which may not be as much as the award
rate, but none can rsay what profits that
minor will receive at the end of six or
twelve months.

Mr. DisE: Why should he work outside
of award hours?

Mr. King.]
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Mr. KING: Any partner may do that.

Mr. DasH: Isn’t that at variance with the
award ?

The SPEAKER: Order! Ordes?

Mr. KING: These partnerships are not
in the same category as those of which hon.
members opposite are complaining. The
Government are baiting a whale to catch a
sprat, and making a mountain out of a
molehill.  Legislation of this sort is paltry
in the extreme, and hon. members should not
have their time occupied by such a sneasure
when there is more important legislation to
deal with.

Mr. WEIR (Maryborough): The hon.
member for Logan evaded the point at issue.
No right-minded person desires that there
should be an invasion of the rights of legiti-
mate partnerships, but there 1s nothing in
this Bill that will deal harshly with genuine
partnerships. The hon. member for Logan
knows as well as anyone that minors in
partnerships are not profitable propositions.

Mr. Kixeg: I know,
things as we find them.

Mr. WEIR: If that is so, there is a very
sound reason why such a Bill as this should
be put through, to see that such weaknesses
are not taken advantage of.

but we must take

Mr. Kixe: It may be a necessary course
of action.

Mr. WEIR: And a very dangerous one.
I quite appreciate the necessity to protect
the rights of minors who enjoy partnership
relationships.

Mr. KixNg:
right.

Mr. WEIR: A young man, on attaining
the age of tfwenty-one, may assume the
rights to which he is entitled. While he is
under the disability of minority he cannot
be sued, and therefore should not enter the
partnership arena. I am astounded that the
Opposition cannot sce that this measure will
defend their people as well as those
employed in industry. It is reasonably
possible for two businesses in one line of
business to work one in close proximity to
each other, the ocne working under a
minority partnership arrangement, and the
other being fully bound by the award,
Undanbtedly that gives the former concern

You are denying them that

an unfair advantage over competitors.

This Bill gives protection to the decent
employer. The young fellow in a partner-
ship also has a right to be protected. A
man goes into partnership with a minor,

and this Bill protects him from being
sweated.  The senior partner may be
unscrupulous. What right has such a person

to work the minor the rounds of the clock?
Mr. Kixe: He benefits by a share of the
profits.
Mr. WEIR: Even there he is under a
disability, becausc he cannot sue or be sued.

Mr. Kixe: He can sue by his next friend.

Mr. WEIR: I want to give him proper
standing, such as should be given to the
average Australian boy, and prevent him
from being exploited by unscrupulous
people,

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick): I have
no sympathy with the sweater, but I do fear
there is something ulterior behind this Bill.
I cntered business when I was seventeen

[Mr. King.
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years of age and became an employer; conse-
quently, if I did not sympathise with those
minors who become partners in a business,
I would be acting contrary to my whole life.
The fear behind this Bill is that it is going
to interfere between the farmer and his son,
and also with the general employer of labour
who may wish to employ his son in his busi-
ness. Can anyone call to mind where a man
has been employed by another under some
sceret arrangement? Experience has proved
that anyone who has attempted to do that
has eventually found himself involved in
legal proceedings, and he is not going to
take the risk. If the Bill is going to be
made applicable to rural life, it is going to
be detrimental to the State and militate
against our success, and therefore I stouily
protest against the passing of such a Bill.
Question—That the Bill be now read a
second time—put; and the House divided:—

Aves, 37,

Mr. Barber Mr. Llewelyn

,, Beaford ., Lloyd

,» Bruce ,» McCormack
. RBuleoek ., McLachlan
,» Carter s Maullan

,,» Coilins s O'Keefe

,» Conroy ,» Payne

,» Cooper, F. A ,» TPollock

,» Dash ,» Riordan

,, Dunstan ., Ryan, C.J.
,, Ferricks ,, Ryan, H.J.
,, Foley ,» Smith

., Cledson .o Stopfoed

,,» Hanlon . Weir

,,» Hauson ., Wellington
,, Hymnes . Wilson

,, Jones ,, Winstanley
,, Kirwan ., Wright

,, Larcombe
Tellers : Mr. O’Keefe and Mr. C J, Ryan.

Nous, 23.
Mr. Barnes, G. P, Mr. Maxwell
. Bell ,» Moore
,» Brand . Morgan
,» Clayton . Nott
,,» Corser ,» Roberts
,» Deacon +» Russell, H. M,
,» Edwards ,, Sizer
,» Elphinstone ., Swayne
,s Belso ,» Taylor
,» Kerr . Walker
,» King ., Warren
., Logan
Tellers: Mr, Logan and My, Sizer.
Pairs.
AYES, Noxs.
Mr. Land Mr, Arpel
,, Hartley , Barnes, W. H.

Resolved in the affirmative.

COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Pollock, Gregory, in the chair.)

Clause 1-—“ Short title and commencement”
—agreed to.

Clause 2—* Amendment of section j—Inter-
pretation ’—

Mr. SWAYNE (#irani): I protest against
going on at this late hour with this important
legislation. This is a measure which will
have far-reaching consequences, and the time
available for the passing of amendments is
insufficient.

T beg to move the following amendment: —

¢ After line 34, page 2, add to the
clause the words—
¢ Provided that nothing in this Act
contained shall apply to any agricul-
tural, horticultural, dairying, or
grazing industry.”’
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On the second reading the Minister did not
give mo an assurance that these industries
would not be affected, and we can only
conclude that they are aimed at by the Bill.
In the agricultural industry a father often
takes his sons in as partners; but, if a
union applies to have the apprenticeship
clauses applied to the industry and an order
is made by the Board of Trade and Arbitra-
tion, it will be impossible for him to obtain
any help from his child outside the four
corners of an award. We all know how
impossible that would be in the dairying
industry, and to prove that I am not raising
a false alarm, I have oanly to refer hon.
members to a case now before the Board
of Trade and Arbitration, in which an award
is claimed for the workers in scveral rural
industries, as reported in the daily papers.
The sugar industry is already subject to the
provisions of an award, and, unless this
amendment is inserted in the Bill, it will
ba possible to apply these apprenticeship
provisions to that and the other industries
now before the Board. No better way could
be devised for solving the problem of keep-
ing the younger generation on the land than
giving them an interest in their fathers’
farms, but that would be impossible with
this risk hanging over their heads. If this
measure becomes law, intending immigrants
with a small capital and families intending
to work together in deciding between the
States of Australia will certainly not decide
on coming to Queensland. Already too many
difficulties are placed in the way of those
investing money in industry, and no further
imposition should be made.

[11 p.m.]

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND
INDUSTRY (Hon. D. A. Gledson, Ipswich):
I cannot accept the amendment. The call-
ings to which this Bill can be made to apply
are set out in the schedule to the Appren-
ticeship Act. None of the callings set out
in the amendment is subject to the pro-
visions of the Industrial Arbitration Acts or
the Apprenticeship Act. The Bill makes
provision for exempting industries that
should not be subject to this legislation.

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): I intend to sup-
port this very reasonable amendment. The
contention by the Minister that industries
can be exempt from the provisions of the
Bill is not a sound contention. It is the
policy of the Government to subject all
industries to this legislation, and the amend-
ment is moved to safeguard the industries
mentioned therein. It would be impossible
in the dairying and fruitgrowing industries
to subject minors to the provisions of the
Bill. 1If the Minister would investigate those
}ndustries, he would see that such a measure
is unwarranted, and that thev could not
§tand any further impositions. No njury
is done to any industrial organisation or
member of an industrial organisation by sons
following in the footsteps of their fathers.
The very best can be done for boys by
allowing them to associate with their parents
in business,

Mr. EDWARDS (Nanango): I hope the
Minister will reconsider his decision not
to accept the amendment. A claim for
rural workers is now before the Board of
Trade and Arbitration, and there is every
possibility of an award being made.

[17 NOVEMBER.]
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Lf this
amendment is carried, it would be incom-
petent for the Board to deal with the claim
now before it.

Mr. EDWARDS. That is not correct. The
amendment clearly deals with agricultural
industries as they come before the board.
The Minister must realise that any fuvther
interference with the people on the land
will malke their conditions burdensome 1in
the extreme.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND
INDUSTRY (Hon. D. A. Gledson, Ipswich):
I rise to a point of order. Is the amend-
ment moved by the hon. member for Mirani
in order? The amendment seeks to insert
words in the principal Act which are outsice
the scope of the order of leave.

The CHAIRMAN: The
quite in order.
OpposrrioN MruBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. MORGAN (Murifla): I appeal to the
Minister not to proceed further with the
Bill at this late hcur, but to adjourn.

he CHAIRMAN: Order! Order:
is not the stage to discuss that matter.

Mr. MORGAN: I raise the question in
the interests of economy, which the Premier
is always preaching.

The CHATRMAN: Order! Order: The
hon. member must obey my call to order,
or he will be compelled to resume his seat.

Alr. MORGAN : I support the amendment.
The only way we can keep our sons on the
land js to give them an interest in the
scloction. It is often said that the agri-
culturist does mot treat his sons properly—
that he sweats them. Very often he does not
pay ihem wages, but he compensates Pthcm
hy grarting them an interest in the farm.
This Bill prevents a son obtaining such an
interest until he reaches the age of twenty-
one years. and will scriously injure the
pastoral and agricultural industries. There
may be some necessity for the Bill so far
as the city is concerned, but that is not so
in vegard to rural industries.

Mr. Hyxes: Don't vou think a father
should give his son at least the same con-
ditions as he gives to strangers?

Mr. MORGAN: He would be only two
pleased to give him better conditions, were
it possible. It is a matter of £ s d. Fre
quently the sen prefers to sacrifice himself
and remain at home to help his parents,
who have done so much for him. He realises
they cannot afford to give him proper wages,
but very often he is taken info partnership.
The son enters into that partnership in the
hope that some day things will improve and
the property will become valuable.

To-day there ave hundreds of farmeors’
sons working on the land for the bare
necessities of life owing to the fact that the
land some day will go up in value, and that
increased value will recompense them for
the years they have spent on the land.

Mr. DEACON (Curningham): If hon.
members opposite clearly understood the
conditions on the farm, they would recognise
the value of this amendment. There scems
to be a feeling of hostility on the Government

Mr. Deacon.]

amendment iz

Thi-
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side towards the farmer as an employer of
members of his own family. We have heard
hon. members opposite insinuate that the
farmers are bad employers and that they
are hard on their sons. They are not, and
they treat their sons as well as they possibly
can, as well as other fathers do. It is
quite avident that there is a tendency, which
is growing stronger every year, for the
farmer to do away with labour. and there
it a possibility under this Bill that the son
j\?zvill not be permitted to work on his father’s
arm.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Sugar-
growers would be exempted wunder this
amendment.

Mr. DEACON : Should a sugar farmer not

-employ his own son? Is he to employ
another man’s son in preference to his
own? Is that what the hon. member wants?

}Ne know very well that the whole farming
industry has been brought under the Indus.
trial Arbitration Act, and an award may
be made to-morrow, and then all farmers will
bo subject to the provisions of this measure.
There may be a number of sons emploved
on the farm, and we want to make it quite
clear that they are not included in the Bill.
Hon. members opposite are trying to make
a farmer employ other people in preference
to his own sons. No country in the world
can thrive and prosper unless it encourages
the growing of food, as everything depends
on that. Tt would be far better to accept
the amendment and allow the farming
industry to carry on with the least possible
interference.

The CHAIRMAN: I made a mistake in
ruling that the amendment is in order.
After having examined it more closely, I
have come to the conclusion that the point
of order raised by the Minister can be
§}Astame;d. If the amendment had said

Nothmg contained in this section shall
applv,” it would have been in order: but,
as the Act will be read as one with the
Indus’gnz}l Arbitration Act, it would be
establishing an entirely new principle which
15 not provided for in-the order of leave.
and therefore the amendment is not in order.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): Mr. Pollock. I

move

“ That your ruling be disagreed to.”

The amendment refers to the Bill we are
now discussing, which is connected with
agriculture. My point of order is that,
owing to the fact that there is no award for
the agricultural industry under the principal
Act, this Bill will not apply to agricultural
industries until an award is made.

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER : It will affect the
sugar industry.

Mr. MORGAN : There are many agricul-
tural industries in which no award has been
made—I do not know whether the sugar
industry is an agricultural industry. The
Minister’s point of order was that the amend-
ment was not in order because it was con-
trary to the prirecipal Act. I claim that it
is not contrary to the principal Act because
no award has yet been made with respect
to agricultural industries. Owing to the fact
that no award is made for certain rural
l'r_xidustries we can employ what labour we
ike.

[3fr. Deacon.
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The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is
not speaking to the point of order he raised.

Mr. MORGAN : If the Board of Trade and
Arbitration decides that no award shall be
made for the industries mentioned in the
amendment, then this Bill will not apply to
them.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Perhaps the
hon. member might listen for a moment while
I explain the reason for my ruling. The
initiation of the Bill in Committee gave to
the House power to amend the Industrial
Arbitration Acts ‘““in a certain particular.”
That particular is set forth in the Bill itself.
The amendment seeks to amend the Bill by
adding to it—

“ Provided that nothing in this Act
contained shall apply to any agricultural,
horticultural, dairying, or grazing indus-
try.”

I emphasise the words ‘‘ nothing in this Act
contained.” Clause 1 of the Bill reads—

“This Act may be cited as the Indus-
trial Arbitration Acts Amendment Act of
1926, and shall be read as one with the
Industrial Arbitration Acts, 1916 to 1825,
herein collectively referred to as the
principal Act.”

Therefore, if this amendment were agreed to,
it would have the effect of providing that
‘ nothing in the Industrial Arbitration Acts,
1916 to 1925, shall apply to any agricultural
industry.”” That would be amending the
principal Act in a particular ocutside that
allowed for in the order of leave. The hon.
member, in stating his point of order, must
speak to that particular matter.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): It is perfectly
right to say that the Bill amends the Act in
a certain particular—that is, in_ regard to
the apprenticeship provisions, and it applies
to any calling or industry to which it is
extended by order of the Board of Trade and
Arbitration. It seems to me perfectly compe-
tent for the Committee to exempt any calling
or industry from those to be affected by the
apprenticeship provisions. In any case, if
the amendment 1s out of order, the responsi-
bility rests with the Government, who
allowed us no time to prepare our amend-
ments.

[11.30 p.m.]

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): The amendment
has application only to the definition of
“ employee ” and not to the general principles
of the Industrial Arbitration Acts of 1916 to
1925, as they may affect the agricultural
industry.  Therefore, Mr. Pollock, your
ruling is not a sound one.

Question—That the Chairman’s ruling be

disagreed to—put; and the Committee
divided : —
AYES, 22,
Mr. Barneg, G. P. Mr. Mazwell
. Bell ,,» Moore
,» Braad ,» Morgan
. Clayton ,, Nott
,, (orser ,» Roberts
,» Deacon ,» Russell, H. M.
,» Edwards . Sizer
,» Kelso ,» Swayne
. Kerr ., Taylor
,» King . Walker
,» Logan ,, Warren
Tellers: Mr, Kerr and My, Swer,
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Nors, 3.
Mr. Barber {r. Llewelyn
,» Bedford ,» Lloyd
,» Bertram . McCormack
. Bruce . McLachlan
,, Carter ,» Mullan
,» Collins .. O’Keefe
,, Dash ., Payne
,» Dunstan ,» Riordan
,, Iferricks .» Ryan, C.J.
5, Foley ,» Ryan, H.J.
5 Gledson .. Smith
,» Hanlon . Stopford
., Hanson . Weir
4, Hynes ,» Wellington
s Jones ,» Wiison
,» Kirwan ., Winstanley
,, Larcombe . Wright
Tellers: Mr, Dash and Mr, Wright,
Pairs. .
ATES, Nors.
Mr. Appel Mr. Land
:» Barnes, W, H, ., Hartlev

Resolved in the negative.

Question stated—That clause 2 stand part
of the Bill

Mr. KELSO (¥undah): Mr. Pollock——

The PREMIER (Hon. W. McCormack,

Cairns): Mr. Pollock, I move—
 That the question be now put.”

Question—That the question be now put—

put: and the Committee divided :—
AYrs, 34,
Mr. Barber Mr. Llewelyn
;s Bedford ,» Lloyd
,» DBertram ., McCormack
., Bruce .. McLachlan
,, Carter 5. Mullan
., Collirs . O'Keefe
,» Dash ;» Payne
. Dunstan ., Riordan
,, Ferricks ., Ryan, C. T,
,, Foley .. Ryan, H.J.
., Gledson ,» Smith
. Hanlon . Stopford
., Hanson .. Weir
.. Hynes ,» Wellington
,, Jdones ., Wilson
.. Kirwan ,» Winstanley
,» Larcombe ., Wright
Gwders : AMr, Hanlon and Mr, Hanson,
Nogs, 22.
Mr. Barnes, G. P, Mr. Maxwell
,» Bell 5» Moore
., Brand . Morgan
. Clayton . Nott
., Corser ,,» Roberts
., Deacon ,» Russell, H, M.
., Edwards . Sizer
Kelso " ,» Swayne
,. Kerr ., Taylor
.. King ,» Walker
.. logan ,» Warren
Tellers : Mr, Logan and Mr. H, M. Russell,
Parrs.
Aves, Nows.
Mr. Land Mr, Appel
Hartley +» Barnes, W H,

Resolved in the affirmative.

[17 NovEMBER.]

Acts Amendment Bill. 1911

Question—That clause 2, as read, stand part

of the Bill—put; and the Committec
divided : —
AYES, 33,
Mr. Barber Mr' Llewelyn
,» Bedford ,, Lloyad
,, Bertram ,» McCormack
,» Bruce ,, McLachlan
,» Carter ,» Mullan
,» Collins 5 O'Keefe
,, Conroy ,» Payne
,» Dash ,» Riordan
,» Dunstan ,» Ryan, C.J.
,, Ferricks ., Ryan, H.J,
,» Foley ,» Smith
. Gledson .+ Stopford
,, Hanlon . Weir
,, Hanson ,» Wellington
,» Hynes ,, Wilson
,s Jones ,, Winstanley
,» Kirwan , Wright
,» Larcombe
Tellers: Mr. Lloyd and Mr. Riordan.
NoEs, 22.
Mr. Barnes, G. P. Mr. Maxwell
s Bell s»» Moore
,» Brand . Morgan
,» Clayton , Nott
,, Corser » Roberts
,, Deacon ,» Russell, H. M.
,, BEdwards ,, Sizer
,» Kelso . Swayne
,» Kerr ,,» Taylor
,» King ,, Walker
,» Llogan , Warren
Tellers : Mr. Corser and Mr, Edwards.
Parms.
Ay, Nors.
AMr. Tand Mr. Appel
., IHartley Barnes, W. H.

Resolved in the affirmative,
The House resumed.

The CuatrMax reported the Bill without
amendment.

TuirD READING.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND
INDUSTRY (Hon. D. A. Gledson, Ipswich):
I beg to move—

“That the Bill be now
time.”

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani):
the following amendment:—
“ Omit the word—

‘now,’

and add to the motion the words—

‘ this day six months.” ”
The third reading should be postponed pend-
ing the decision of the Board of Trade and
Arbitration, which is at present inquiring
into an application for an award in the
rural industry. I also move the amendment
because of the indecent haste with which the
Bill has been rushed through. It is impor-
tant legislation, and it is impossible at the
short notice given for us to foresee how far-
reaching its effect will be. The Bill will
have a most disturbing effect on our indus-
tries, and it is advisable that we should have
a further six months for its consideration.

Question—That the word proposed to be
omitted (Mr. Swayne’s amendment) stand

Mr. Swayne.)

read a third

I beg to move
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part of the question—put; and the House
divided : —
AYES 33,
Mr. Barber #r. Lloyd
;»  Bedford McCormack
,» Bruce McLachlan
Carter . Mullan
,. Collins O’ Keefe
., Conroy ,» Payne
Dash Pollock
Dunstan ., Riordan
Ferricks ,. Rvan, C.J,
. Foley Ryan, H. J.
Gledson ,» Smith
.» Hanlon Stopford
Hanson Weir
. Hynes . Wellington
., Jones ,,  Wilson
, Kirwan ,»  Winstanley
., Larcombe ,» Wright
. Llewelyn
Tellers : Mr. Conroy and Mr, Dash,
Nors, 22,
Mr. Barnes, G, P. Mr. Maxwell
5 Bell ,» Moore
,» Brand ,, Morgan
5, Clayton ,» Nott
,» Corser ,» Roberts
, Deacon ,» Russell, H. M.
,» Edwards . Sizer
., Kelso . Swayne
,» Kerr Taylor
. King . Walker M
., Logan . Warren
Tellers : Mr. Brand aud My, Clayton,
Pairs.
AYEs. Nors,
Mr. Land Mr. Appel
,» Hartley ., Barnes, W. H,

Resolved in the affirmative,

_Quest_ion—That the Bill be now read a
third time—put and passed.

PUBLIC CURATOR ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL.

SecoxD REaDING.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL

Mullan, Flinders) : (Hon. J.

: ! ): As T said previously, the
object of this Bill is to provlgde mac}};inery
by which Deputy Public Curaters can be
appointed at centres other than Brisbane,
Rockhampton, and Townsville. We have
power to appoint deputies in South Queens-
land, Central Queensland, and  North
Queenslar}d, but they would have to be
located in  Brisbane, Rockhampton, and
Townsville. If we wanted to appoint one
at Mackay or Cairns we could not do so.

Mr. Moore: Will they be clerks of petty
sessions ? !

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: No. Where
deputies are needed the work will be too
great to be carried out by the clerks of
petty sessions in addition to their own duties,
In cases where clerks of petty sessions do any
of the work they will be merely agents and
not deputies of the Public Curator,

[12 p.m.]

I beg to move—

_““ That the Bill be now read a second
time.”
Question put and passed.

[Hon. J. Mullan.

[ASSEMBLY.] Lutheran Church, Etc., Bill.

COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Riordan, Burke, one of the panel of
Temporary Chairmen, in the chair.)
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to.
The House resumed.
The TraporARY CHATRMAN reported the Bill
without amendment.
THIRD READING.
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.
Mullan, Flinders): I beg to move—
“ That the Bill bc now read
time.”
Question put and passed.

a third

EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH
(TOOWOOMBA) LAND SALE ACT OF
1912 AMENDMENT BILL.

SecoND READING.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.
Mullan, Flinders)y: The object of the prinei-
pal Act was to allow the Evangelical
Lutheran Church to sell certain land in Too-
woomba and devote the proceeds to church
purposes. At that time the land was vested
in three trustees, and they sold the land to
one_of the members of the church and his
wife. Subsequently the wife died, leaving
her interest in the land to her husband, who
procecded to transier the land into his own
name to bring it under the Real Property
Act. It was then discovered that the con-
vevance wrongly described the land, and, as
the conveyance was based upon the Act of
1912, we made further inquiry into the matter
and found that the Act itself wrongly
described the land. The land was described
as ““ subdivision 1 of suburban allotment 19 of
section 9, instead of ¢ subdivision 1 of
suburban allotment No. 18 of section 9.7 1t
was found that nothing could be done to
remedy the situation without legislation.

Mr. Kine: It wus not under the Act?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It was not
under the Real Property Act. That was, it
was not under the new system. The Govern-
ment must accept responsibility for the
error, and it was thought only fair to give
this man his title to the land. Thut really
is the object of the Bill. I would like to
point out that even in the bad old days with
Select Committees and the Upper House
Parliament was not infallible.

Mr. TAvLor: Is it now?

Question—That the Bill be now read =2
second time—put and passed.

COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Pollock, Gregory, in the chair.)
Clauses 1, 2, and 3, and preamble, agreed
to.
The House resumed.
The Chairman reported the Bill without
amendment.
THIRD READING.
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.
Mullan, Flinders): 1 beg to move—
_““That the Bill be now read
time.”
Question put and passed.
The House adjourned at 12.10 a.m.

a third





